A.J. KOSTO"

THE «CONVENIENTIAE» OF THE CATALAN COUNTS IN THE ELE-
VENTH CENTURY: A DIPLOMATIC AND HISTORICAL ANALYSIS™

Pierre Bonnassie’s identification of the significance of the convenientia is among
the most important of his many contributions to our understanding of the Cata-
lan counties in che eleventh century. Following on the pioneering study of Paul
Qurliac, Bonnassie established a typology of the «feudal convention» and fit che
chronclogy of the convenientia into his picture of a transformation of scructures of
power. The rise of the convenientia from c. 1020 mirrors the decline of records of
public:judicial processes, neatly illustrating the narrative of a crisis of public or-
der.! These studies, still fundamental, omitted a thorough diplomatic study of the
evidence. The present article, an attempt to fill that gap, shows that such an ap-
proach bears fruit. Similarly, widening the scope of the inquiry beyond the «feu-

* Department of History, Colurnbia University (1180 Amsterdam Ave., New York, NY 10027,
USA).

®*% An earlier version of this study appeared in my unpublished dissertation, «Making and Ke-
eping Agreements in Medieval Catafonia, 1000-1200» (Ph.D. diss., Harvard University, 1996), pp.
150-90. I would like to thank my advisor, Thomas N. Bisson, as well as Professors Michael Mc-
Cormick and Chatles Donahue, for their comments and assistance. The following abbreviations ha-
ve been used in the notes: ACA: Barcelona, Arxin de la Corona d'Aragd. BC: Barcelona, Bibliote-
ca de Cacalunya (Arxiu). LFM: Liber fendorum maior: Cartularic real gue se conserva en el Archive de la
Curona de Aragin, ed. Francisco Miquel Rosell, 2 vols, Texros i estudios de la Corona de Aragén 1-2
(Barcelona, 1943-47). References are to decumene rather than page number. RBorrell {RBI / BRI}
/ RBII/ RBIII 7/ ALL/ Extra.; sd/dup.): ACA, Cancelleria, Pergamins, Ramon Borrell {Ramon Be-
renguer [ / Berenguer Ramon I / Ramon Berenguer I / Ramon Berenguer I1IT / Alfons 1 / Extrain-
ventari; sense daga / duplicat). The dating of documents throughout is based on the June 24 regnal
year (see Anscari M. Mund$, «<El concili de Tarragona de 1180: Dels anys dels reis francs als de I'in-
carnacié;» Anelecta Sacra Tarraconensia 67:1 (1994), xxiii-xliii).

1. Pierre Bonnassie, «Les conventions féodales dans Ia Catalogne du XI¢ sigcle,» Annaler du Mi-
di 80 (1968), pp. 929-61 {Les structures de P Aquitaine, du Languedoc et de PEspagne au premier ige findal,
Colloque international, Toulouse, 28-31 mars 1968 (Paris, 1969), pp. 187-219; «Feudal Conventions
in Eleventh-Cencury Catalonia,» ity From Slavery to Fendalism in South-Western Europe, trans. Jean Bi-
rrell (Cambridge, 1991), pp. 170-94); La Catalogne du milien du X 2 la fin du X sidcle: Crotssance ot
wutations d'une socidté, 2 vols, Publications de i'Université de Toulouse-Le Mirail, ser. A, 23, 29 (Tou-
louse, 1975-76), 2:566-69, 736-39; Paul Qurliac, «La convenientia,n in Etudes d'bistorie du droit ffertes
4 Pierre Petot (Parsis, 1959), pp. 413-22 {Etudes o bistoive du droit médival (Pasis, 1979), pp. 243-52].
J. E. Rutz-Domenec has also made imperrant contributions to the topic (L'astructura fendal: Sistema
de parentiv i teoria de Palianga en la societar catalana (¢, 980-c 1220} (Barcelona, 1985), pp. 79H. Jo-
si Mas Martinez, «Las conveniencias condales de Ramon Berenguer I, 1040-1076,» (Tesi de Llicen-
ciagura, Universitat Aurdnoma de Barcelena, 1983), which I consulted only briefly, is based prima-
rily on published marterial.
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dal» convenrions ro which Bonnassie limited his observations only adds supporr
to arguments for the importance of chis highly flexible form of written agree-
ment in Catalan society.

The trickle of convenientiae that began in the 1020s and continued through the
1040s became a flood from 1050 on. Fewer than fifry survive from the first half
of the eleventh cenrury; over six hundred are preserved from the second half.
Counts, viscounts, bisheops, abbots, clerks, and castellans from every county all to-
ok advantage of the new form to record their agreements. Approximately haif of
these documents, however, are comital convenientize. This does not correspond to
patterns of documentary survival, since the extant comital archives are dwarfed by
the combined ecclesiastical holdings for the same period. In the second half of the
eleventh century, the convenientia was above all an instrument of the counts,

The largest sets of convenientiae susceptible to study as a group are those in-
volving the counts of Barcelona and Pallars Juss. Close diplomaric analysis of the
documents from Barcelona shows how the language, formulas, and patterns of
use of the convenientia reflected and informed the structures of power in the county
of Barcelona. A comparison with the charters of Pallars Jussd, the only compara-
ble collection of comital conventions, suggests differing conceptions of power in
that county. The evidence from the rest of Caralonia in the remainder of the ele-
venth century Is too scant to sustain such conclusions, but can be used to show at
once the geography and chronology of the diffusion of the convenjentia.

1. THE CONVENIENTIAE OF RAMON BERENGUER I, COUNT OF BARCELONA (1033-76)

A. DIPLOMATIC

A proper diplomatic analysis of the seventy-one convenzentzae involving Ramon
Berenguer I is difficule for several reasons. First, they are not entirely homoge-
neous in form. The préparation of documents involving the count was not yet suf-
ficiencly regularized that we may conceive of an institution scrupulously adhering
to particular rules and models. There is evidence that a dedicated comiral chan-
cery was developing in the eleventh cenrury.? On the other hand, although scri-
bes often subscribed documents thae they prepared for the count, few names are
repeated, and a distinction between scribes working for the count and chose as-
sociated with the chanceries of ecclesiastical institutions is difficult to establish.
In the particular case of the convenientiae, it is often hard to confirm whether they

2. Bonnassie, La Catalogne, 1:169; Josep Trenchs, «La escribania de Ramén Berenguer HI
(1097-1131): Datps para su estudio,» Saizebi 20 (1981), pp. 11-36 at 12-16.
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Table 1. Convenientiae of Hamon Berenguer | of Barcelona

¥61

Date - Qriginal - Printed Other Party Type Title Content 1 2 3 5 6
1063 Jan 29  REN 282 LFM33Y Udatard Bamat ve/ Barga comenda U B 2 x 4 2
1084 Fab 5 LM A Gatibert Mir comenda B B 3t X 1
1064 Jul 13 Rol328 . Bemat Guanalged oath {gen} u U 2 ® 2 x 1
1065 Apr 28 RBIZ20  LFMA4S1 Bemat Ramon comenda u 8 2c x 8 x 2
1085 Apr29  RBI321.1 LFM485 Gaufré Basté opth{spec) B u 1 x 4 1
1065 May 4 - LFMAiT Bemat Daimau ds Ciollit oath {gen} 4} u 2 x 2
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1065 Now 12 RBI 337 Gueray Alamany do Cervelld  ocath (gen) B u 1 2
1085 Nov 23 RBI 338 Bemal lsam oath {gen) U v 2 x 3 2
1086 Jun 10  RBIsdE LFM 422 Gulllem Bernat de Queralt promise U u 2
1066 Jul 29 LFM 153 . Amnau Mir do Tost comenda B’ 8 1 x x 8 x 1
1066 Sep 22 AB! 351 Baotet | Sisd, Lex monedes catalanes, vol. 1, ap. &  Berenguer, Bonfill, David figzal u 4] 2 x x 2
1067 Feb 24 REI3T3 LFM282 Ramon Guifrd de Vilamur comanda B 8 1 x 9 1
1067 Apri5 RBIO7E LFMza2 Guilem Bernat d'Odoena cormanda B B8 1 ? 1
108Y Nov B RBI388 LFM 234 Aodian Guillem de Voiirera oath (men) u B 2 3 3 x 1
1067 Nov 8 RBI 287 Pora Dalnau de Berguedi onth {men) U B 2 X 1
1068 Jul 20 RBI 413 LFM 174 Mir Ricytf comanda, B B L 6 x L
1058 Nov 7 R8I 407 Guilam Ramon do Callares ath {gen} U u 2 X 1 1
1068 sirea LFMB1E Aamon Hemal ve/ Narbonne  treaty B 4] 1 -

1070 im 27 AUY275.2 LFMB21 Aamon Bernat vof Narbonne  promise u v 2 < 3
Wiz RBI434 Bissen, Fiscal Accounts (as n. 35}, wvol. 2, no. 138 Arbent Landr, Guillam Fale. fiscal {u) 5 x 3
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071 Jat 31 OMS41 . Bamat Isam comenda B8 :} 1 x 5 x 2
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1072 Mar 24 RE1443 LEMasa Berenguer Guitard oath {gen) Y [UH 2 E -3 1
1086276 Extra 4728 Ermengel IV o Urgell promisg B [(1}] 1

Additional abbreviations: :

Diplomatari de Banyoles = Diplomalari da Banyolas, ed. Liuis G. Constans i Serrats, § vols to date {Banyoles, 1985-) :

Pladevall, "Els senescals” = Antoni Pladevall | Font, *Els senescals dels comtes de Barcetona durant el segle X1,” Anwario de estudios medisvales 3 {1966), 111-30

Batet | Sisé, Les monedes caialanes = Joaquim Botet i Sisé, Les monedes calalanas: Estudi y descripeié de les monedes carolingles, comtals, senyorials, reyals y
locals propries de Catalunya. 3 vols, Barcelona, 1908-11. i

OM = ACA, Ordes Militars
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THE CONVENIENTIAE OF THE CATALAN COUNTS 195

were generated by the personnel of the count or by the scribes of his pareners in
the agreements, Furthermore, while the formulas recorded in che tenth-century
formula-book from Ripoll found-widespread use, there was nc formula for the
convenientia,’

Second, they are not homogeneous in content. Convenientize were used to re-
cord such a wide variety of transactions that finding two exactly alike excepe for
personal and place names is a rare event. Third, the clauses of the typical agree-
ment fit uncomfortably into the classical schemara for diplomaric analysis, deve-
loped primarily on the basis of papal and impetial documents. How, for example,
should rhe opening phrase «Hec est convenientia» be classified? Are convenientiae
«charters» {cartae) or «notices» {notitiae)?® Despite these obstacles, however, the-
re is sufficient regularity in some pares of the documents to reward a close study.
This section focuses on external characteristics and the elements of the protocol
and eschatocol (opening and closing formulas); formulas tied more closely to subs-
tance will be considered in the following section.

1. support, script, and layout

Almost all of the seventy-one conventions related to Ramon Berenguer I
survive as originals or contemporary copies.” The scripts are variations of the
Visigothic-influenced caroline minuscule of the tegion called escritura condal,
There is a noticeable shift over the course of the reign from the very round
hands of the tench and early eleventh centuries toward the more angular script
of the late eleventh and twelfth centuries. The only regular decoration is an

3. Michel Zimmermann, «Un formulaire du X*™ sigcle conservé i Ripoll,» Faventia 4 (1982),
pp. 25-86.

. 4. The only systeratic diplomatic analyses of documents from chis region before 1100 are tho-
se of Frederic Udina Martorell (E/ archivo condal de Barcelona en lus sigles [X-X, Publicaciones de la Sec-
cién de Barcelona 13, Escuela de estudios medievales, Textos, 18 (Barcelona, 1951), pp. 27-43) and
José Rius Serra (Cartnlario de «Sant Cugate del Vallis, 3 vols (Barcelona, 1945.47), 1:1-lix, 2ixiii-
xv}. Josep Tranchs Odena and Antoni M. Aragd Cabaitas have in recent years done extensive work on
the chancefies of the counts of Barcelona from Ramon Berenguer HI on, but only on specific topics
from before thar date. Michel Zimmermann's work {e.g., below, nn. 8, 64, and 67} could form the
basis for such an analysis of material from 900-1100, bur it has yer to be synthesized and focuses mo-
re on the cubtural import of formulas than their diplomatic characteristics.

5. Exceptions: two twelfth-century copies (RBI 321.1, ALI 273.2), one document from the
episcopal carculary of Girona (Cartoral, dir de Carlemany, del bishe de Girena {5, 1X-X1V}, ed. Josep Ma-
ria Marqués, 2 vols, ColJeceid diplomataris 1-2 (Barcelona, 1993}, ao. 109}, and four docaments pre-
served oaly the LFM (LFM 40, 15§, 179, 816). Thirty-three of the documents are included in this
fatter carrulary. References to these documents throughour this section will be ro the parcliment ori-
ginals when'they exist, and to the printed editions when no original is known. For other printed ver-
sions, see Table 1. .
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enlarged initial H, capital or minuscule, in the opening phrase («Hec est con-
venientia»).® This H occasionally receives slight elaboration, such as a knob in
the crossbar.” The texts are inscribed on pieces of parchment of varying size
(from as small as 11.5x13 c¢m to as large as 30x70 cm) and often irregular sha-
pe. Most are prepared in a transverse style (script parallel to the shore sides);
this vertical layour is uncommon among the parchments of the counts of Bar-
celona, as well as among originals of this era from the other Caralan counties.

2. invecatic®

Of the seventy-one documents in the sample, only five (7 percent) include 2
verbal invocation, a brief phrase invoking the support of the deity for the act.
Two begin with the formula «In nomine Domini,»” two with «In Christi nomi-
ne»,'? and one with «In Dei nomine,»!! Comparison of these documents does not
reveal any pattern: they are dispersed in time (1039/50-1060), involve five sepa-
rate individuals, and address different subjects in different regions. Whart is most
interesting, then, is the absence of an invoratio from most of these documents. In
contrast, for example, of the eighty-four documents in the Liber fendorum maior
from the period of Ramon Berenguer I's reign involving.the count or the coun-
tesses Ermessenda and Almodis that are neither conventions nor caths, only seven
(8 percent) ds wot include a verbal invocation, Three of these are testaments,
another class of documents chat habitually lack invocations.'? Two are grants of
hostages or pledges for agreements, in one case explicitly to guarantee a separate
convenientia, another records the commendation of a castle, a frequent subject of
conventions.'* The remaining document, a quitclaim, is also closely linked to a se-
parate convention and oath.!* The invocatio is absenc even in cases where a docu-
ment associated with the convention-written on the same or the following day by
the same scribe and concerning the same subjecc-includes this element.'” This

6. E.g., RBI 174, 225, 239.

7. E.g., RBI 287, 292. :

8. On this see Michel Zimmermana, «Protocoles et préambules dans les documents catalans du
X au XII sitcle: Evolution diplomatique er signification spirituelle,» Mélanges de la Casa de Veldz-
gaez 10 (1974), pp. 41-76 and 11 (1975}, pp. 51-79, here at 10 (1974), pp. 46-50.

9. RBI 230, sd 207.

10. RBI 218, 253.

11. BC 4143.

12. RBI 22, 96 [LFM 491, 431} LFM 490,

13. RBI 241, 266, sd 2 [LEM 301, 173, 147].

14. RBI 353 [LFM 423}, Cf RBI sd 6, sd 89 [LFM 422, 424); see Alberr Bener i Clara, La
famitia Gurb-Queralt (956-1276): Senyors de Sallent, Q14 Avinys, Gurb, Manllen, Voltrega, Queralt i San-
ta Coloma de Queralt (Sallent, 1993}, pp. 117-18,
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characteristic of conventions is all the more puzzling because the scribes of comi-
tal documents were the most creative in the composition of invocations.'® The ab-
sence of a formula from which to work is one possible explanation. Alchough very
few of the texts in the formula-book of Ripoll mentioned above include an invo-
cation, those that do-including the formulas for sale, donation, pledge, and grant
of dower-account for a considerable portion of surviving transactions.'” If this is
in fact the reason for the lack of invocations in conventions, it calls into question
the significance ascribed to this element when it does appear; the invocarion, in
other words, would be purely formulaic.'®

3. titie

The opening phrase «Hec est convenientia,» although the most striking, if
not the defining element of the convenzentiz, defies the traditional categories of di-
plomatic. Many other documents from this region begin with a statement iden-
tifying the type of document or its content: «Hec est sacramentalis conditio»;
«Hoc est donump»; «Haec sunt rancuras»; «He sunt querimonies; «<Hb>ec est
noticia»; «Hec est nomina.»'? It is not an element of the standard protocol (fnve-
catio, intitulatio,®® inscriptio, salutativ), it does not fulfill che funccion of the opening
parts of the text {(arenga, promulgatio, narrativ), and its lack of an active verb re-
moves it from consideration as the portion of the document recording its princi-
pal juridical act, the dispositio. It seems to fit best, though, as a part of the proto-

15. RBI 101, 100 {LFM 432} one day apart. RBI 239, 240 {LFM 295} same date, different
scribe. RBI 445, 444 [LFM 274} five days apart, same scribe.

16. Zimmermann, «Protocoles,» 10 (1974}, p. 49.

17. Zimmermann, «Un formulaire.» Those that include an invocation arve: Conservaiio ecclesiae
(pp. 67-69), Prologus de windicione (p. 76), Prologus de donactone ecclesie {pp. 76-77), Profogus donacione (p.
77, Prologus subpignoracione (p. 79), Prologus de dotis (p. 80-81), Mandato pro inguirend{a} tansa {pp.
85-86).

18. Cf. Zimmermann, «Protocoles,» 10 (1974), pp. 46-50.

19. Examples: Eduard Junyenc i Subird, Diplomatari i escrits literaris de Pabat § bishe Oliba, od.
Anscari M. Mundé, Membries de la Seccid histdrico-arqueoldgica 44 (Barcelona, 1992), no. 139 (a.
1040); RBI 241 (a, 1058); Pelayo Negre Pastell, «Dos importantes documentos del Conde de Am-
purias, Poncio I,» Annals ds Plustitnt destudis givonins 14 (1960), pp. 229-61 at 251-56 (2. 1040-74),
RBI sd 32 (. 1070), Col leccid diplomatica de la Sen de Girona (817-1100), ed. Ramon Martd, Col.lec-
cié diplomacaris 13 (Barcelona, 1997), no. 181 {c.a. 1020%; Manuel Riu i Riu, «Diplomatari del mo-
nestir de Sant Lloreng de Morunys (971-1613),» Urgellia 4 (1981), pp. 187-259, ap. 7 {c.2. 1050) (=
BC 4167).

20. Stricely speaking, the term intitulatio refers to the «title» of the «author» of the document,
for example «Wilielmus Dei gratia sancte civitatis Therusalem patriarcha» (LFM 11). Thus the «ti-
tlen as defined here contains elements of the classic imtitalatio, bur the intitulatio could not contain
the «title.» '
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col, if only because of its position; "for lack of a standard term, it will be referred
to in what follows as the «title.»®! All but two of the documents in the sample be-
gin with a title (Table 2).-

1. Hac/haec/hec est convenientia que facra est inter {afr: est facta incer} 2 2
1a. Haec sunt convenientiae que faciunt inter se...:
1b. Hec est convenientia inter...:
1c. Hec est convenientia que fuit facra inter...:
1d. Hec sunt placita sive conveniencie que fuerunt facta vel facte inter...;

-t W e NG

2. Haec/hec est convenientia qui/quam/quem/que faci(un)t N. (ad) {alt: N. faci(un)e (ad)} 2. 22

2a. Hec est conveniencia quam ego N. facio vobis...: i
2b. Hec est conveniencia quam facit et convenit N. (+dative}: 2
2¢. Hec est convenientia quam fecit N. ad...: 3
2d. Hee sunt conveniencie que fecerunt N. ad...: i
3a. Hec est conveniencia quam faciunt N. cum {2/ N. faciunt cum} 2 2
3b. Hec est conveniencia quam feci ego N. cum te...: 1
4a, Sub istius convenientie modo et ordine; H
4b. Sub ista conveniencia...: 1
5. Convenit...: ’ 13
6. [Other: {Date) sic dederunt...}: 1

Table 2. Titles of the convenientiae of Ramon Berenguer I(1035-76)

21. Angel Canellas Lopez identifies these phrases as a notifizacidn or, more ambiguousty, a noti-
cia-titaly (Diplomdtica Hispano-Visigoda, Publicaciones de la Institucién «Fernando e Catélico» 730
(Zaragoza, 1979}, p. 106). Pere Puig i Ustrell, following him, writes «La notificatio (wosificativ, pro-
mulgaiio, publicativy és una formula breu que té sentic promulgatiu, destinada en el futur a constiss
{'encapcalament universal dels documents, i també por expressar la naturalesa jurfdica del docu-
mencs {Els pergamins documentals, Col leccid normativa arxivistica 3 (Barcleona, 19953, p. 70). This
seems to strain the traditional definition of the netificatis; the question needs fusther study in a
broader Iberian and Mediterranean context. For slightly later examples from Arsgon, see William C.
Stalls, «The Written Word in the Aragonese Réconguista,» Anzario de estuding medievales 22 (1992),

. 3.22 ar 5-6.

PP 22. (1% RBI 80, 107, 110, 120, 143, 147, 149, 162, 174, 214, 218, 230, 296, 321.1, 337,
373,376, 419, 445, sd 1, sd 10, sd 12, sd 14, sd 207; Extra. 4726, ACA, Ordes militars 5:41; BC
4143; LFM 151, 816, (1a): RBI231. (1b): RBI99,210,sd 3. (lc): RBIsd 11, (1d): RBI 154,

23, {2y RBI 223, 261, 268, 280, 287, 292, 328, 331, 338, 338, 361, 386, 387, 407, 443, 5d
4,5d 6,5d 7,sd 9; RBII sd 44; ALI 275.2; LFM 179, (2ay RBI 253.2. (2b): RBI 269; LFM
472. {2c): RBI 279, 299, 320. (2d): RBI 239

24. (3ay Cartoral, dit de Carlemany, no. 109, (3b): RBI 228; LFM 40. {4a). RBJI 122. (4bx
RBI 101, (5% RBI 434. (6. RBI 182
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In:only one case (1d) is convenientia combined with another typological des-
cription in the protocol, although this is more common in non-comital docu-
ments. The main split is between conventions presented as balanced agreements,
made between (inter) the parties (Group 1), and those presented as unbalanced un-
dertakings, made by one party 7o another (Group 2).”> The formulas of the docu-
ments in Group 3 are also balanced, while those in Group 4 are more ambiguous.
The documents of Groups 5 and 6 Jack a title, beginning with a daring clause in
one case, and the dispositis in the other.

A chronclogical analysis of these documents reveals a shift from the use of
formulas in Group 1 to formulas in Group 2 in the middle years of the reign, that
is, a shift from balanced to unbalanced (Table 1). The earliest document with an
unbalanced formula dates from 1058, while twenty of the thirty-eight documents
(52 percent) with balanced formulas were composed before that dace.? If the four
documents with balanced formulas composed in that year are added, the figure be-
comes twenty-four of the thirty-eight (63 percent). The stylistic change is quite
rapid: the period 1059-66 includes at least eighteen of the twenty-nine unbalan-
ced documents and only five of the balanced variety. Further evidence for chis
shift is provided by the documents from the remaining groups (4-6): three of the
four documents predate the first unbalanced convention. This formal division do-
es not correspond exactly to che similar division based on content to be examined
below.

The title invariably includes the names of the parties to the agreement, and
the naming of the counts in this position may be considered a variation on the
classic smtitnlatio. The countesses are named alongside Ramon Berenguer in fifty-
four of the seventy-one conventions; Almodis acts independently in one of them.
The count is labeled in these documents everything from «Remundus gratia Dei
Barchinonensis comes hac marchio» o simply «comes,» withour even a proper na-
me.?” Most of the designations, however, are variations on the most common form,
«domnus Remundus comes Barchinonensis,» with changes in word order and
omission of at most one of the terms {«domnus,» «Barchinonensis,» and in one ca-

25. The distinction berween balanced and unbalanced might be more clearly expressed with the
terms bilareral and unifateral, but these have connotations in coneract faw that are not directly at is-
sue here,

26. RBI sd 44 is the earlicst decument with an unbalanced formula. . This document, a ma-
rriage agreement between Arnau Mir, counr of Pallars, and Ramon Berenguer's sister-in-law Lucia,
is undated, bur it must have been composed at about the same time as the ritalnr dotis (RBI 217
{Agustin Coy y Cotonat, Sert y comarca Nuguera-Pallaresa (Barcelona, 1906}, p. 2273, which is dated
27 January 1058 (see Martin Aurell, Les noces dn comte: Mariage of pouvoir en Catalegne (785-1213), §¢-
rie histoire ancienne et médiévale 32 (Paris, 1995), pp. 287fT). The figures in this section conrain so-
me orher undated parchments, which can be usually be dared more closely by reference to one of the
count’s three wives.

27. RBI 231, 182
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se «comes»!). In the balanced formulas, the count's name almost always comes
first.” The only peculiar fact about these intitnlationes is the extreme rarity of a de-
votional formula («gratia Dei» or «divina gracia»), which appears only twice; si-
milarly, a devotional formula («gratia Dei» or «nutu Dei») appears only three ti-
mes in connection with the countess- Almodis. In contrast, these formulas are
found in roughly one-third of contemporary comirtal documentarion.”” This ab-
sence of a devorional formula is consonant with the absence of an invocation in
most of these documents.*® Other elements are similarly rare in the count’s infi-
tulatio: the count’s cognomen, Berengarius (chree times);”* marchio (once);** and an
identification of the count in this opening protocol as the lord (senior) of the ot-
her party {three times).>?

" In those documents with a self-contained title (Groups 1, 2, and 3), this ele-
ment occasionally contains not only the names of the parties involved in the
agreement, but also the subject, introduced in a prepositional phrase {(de, per,
proprer), as in «Hec est convenientia que est facta... de ipsa parrochia de Villa
Maiore.»> This highlights the similarity of the «title» both to dorsal norations
found on documents and to rubrics found in cartularies and formula-books. The-
se might have inspired or influenced the development of the ritle, although it is
equally possible chat the ritle influenced che development of notations and ru-
brics. Similatly, the use of the title might have arisen from an archival impulse,
a desire to ease the storage and retrieval of the documents. Whatever the case,
examination of the originals confirms that the titles are an integral part of the
text of the document (renor). ¥’

28, Exceptions: RBI 337,sd 10,5d 11,

29. Count: RBI 228, 231. Countess: RBI 228, 328; LFM 40. In the sample of eighty-four
LFM documents that are neither conventions nor oaths, a devotional formula appears in abouc one-
third of the documents.

303. LFM 40 is the only document ro contain both an invocation and a devotional fomluia.

31. RBI 122, 149; Cartoral, dit de Caviemany, no. 109, This is the sarae number as in che LFM
sample, if five instances from the period 1071-76 are ignored {(Could chese refer o Ramon Berenguer
H? Cf£ LFM 820: «Raimundo, comiti Barcheone, et Almodi, comitisse, coniugl tue, et filio vestro
Raimunda Berengatiin}.

32. RBI 231. In contrast, marchio appears in the intitalationes of ten of the eighty-four docu-
ments in the LFM sampile,

33. RBI 253.2, 386, 387,

34. RRBI 80. Cf. RBI 218, 253.2, 273, 331, 376, 419; LFM 40, 816.

35. Michael McCormick suggested some of these ideas to me. The only study of dorsal nota-
tions of which I am aware for Catalonia are che few pages devored to the topic by Thomas N. Bisson
(The Fiscal Accounts of Cataloniz under the Early Count-Kings (1131-1213), 2 vols (Bezkeley-Los An-
geles, 1984), 1:296.300), although his evidence is from the later twelfth century. In my experien-
ce, the title is distinguished from the usual form of the dorsal notation in Catalonia (aithough not
from rubrics in cartularies) by che «Hec est.»
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4. dating clauses

Al but fifteen of the documents are dated, and in every case dating is by the
regnal year of che French king, as was standard for documents from this region
unrtil 1180.3¢ Dating clauses that meation the type of document («Facta ista con-
venientia,» «Facra convenientia,» etc.) and those that do not {«Actum est hoc,»
«Seriptum est hoc») are found in roughly equal numbers. These styles go in and
out of fashion over the course of the reign, with the former most common in the
period 1054-63, and the latter in vogue from 1044-53 and again from 1067-72.
The period of greatest use of the first style corresponds quite closely to the period
in which use of the unbalanced formula in the title is most common.

5. subscriptions

Only two-thirds (forty-eight, or 67 percent) of the conventions include the
subscriptions of at least one of the parties involved in the agreement; these are al-
most never absent in other types of comital documents, with the exception of
oaths. The conventions fall into two categories: those subscribed by both the
count(s) and the other parcy to the agreement, and those subscribed only by che
other party.’” About two-thirds of these subscriprions are followed by a version of
the rogatio: «qui hanc convenienciam feci firmavi et testes firmare rogavi.» It is
usually readily apparent that the subject of this clause is the other party in an
agreement with the count, although in a few cases it refers to the count himself
ot is ambiguous.” A slightly lesser number {55 percent) of the documents inclu-
de the subscriptions of individuals other than the parties to the agreement. The
usual number of such subscriptions, where they occur, is between three and six,
although a few documents have ten or more.*® Among the subscribers can be
found individuals affected by the document, such as hostages, intermediate lords,
and castellans. These are almost always not autograph signatures, but comple-
tion of the cross in the word Sigfrum before the subscriber’s name. The most fre-

36. In addition te the twelve documents from the undated series (sd), chese include RBI 228,
Extra. 4726, and LFM 816.

37. ;Both parties: RBI 99, 101, 107, 120, 143, 218, 228, 230, 231, 358, 361; Carteral, dit de
Carlemany, no. 109; LFM 151, Count alone: RBI 149. Other party alone: RBI 174, 182, 210,
214, 223, 239, 253.2, 261, 268, 269, 287, 279, 280, 292, 296, 299, 320, 321.1, 328, 338§, 331,
373, 386, 387, 407, 434, 443, 445, sd 9, sd 10; ACA, Ordes militars 5:41; LFM 40, 179, 472.

38. RBI 101, 174, 182, 214, 253.2, 261, 269, 279, 280, 287, 320, 321.1, 328, 331, 338, 358,
361, 386; 407, 434, 443; ACA, Ordes militars 5:41; LFM 179, 472, Count(sy: RBI 99, 149. Am-
biguous: RBI 230; LFM 131.

39. E.g., RBI 120 (nineteen signatures), 225 (fourteen), 230 (eighteen), 299 (ten},
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quent exceptions to this rule are the subscriptions of the count of Barcelona and
his wives, which appear to be autographs in all but one case.** One document con-
tains an autograph subscription in Hebrew.”! A few docaments, in addition to or
in lieu of subscriprions, provide a list of individuals in whose presence the tran-
saction occurred.®

6. scribal subscription

Nineteen of the documents in the sample (27 percent) indicate the name of
the scribe. This, too, is an aberration from most comital diplomatic, although
such subscriptions are even more rare in written oaths.® This is the most frustra-
ting aspect of this documentation for the diplomatist, for it makes difficelt a de-
ratled study of scribal influence on the development of the convenientia. Only two
names are repeated among these scribes: Mire and Perrus. The subscriptions of
scribes named Mir take chree forms: «8 (sign) Miro presbiter(o)» (through 1058);
«8 (sign) Mironis presbiteri» (¢. 1062-75); and «S (sign) Mironis sacer» (1063 and
1068); paleographical analysis suggests that many, if not all of these, represent the
same individual.* Similarly, the name Pere appears in four forms: a «Petrus dia-
chonus» (through 1066) and a «Petrus presbiter» (from 1068), who each habi-
tually use the phrases «scedulam largicionis» and «rogitus scripsit,» and might be
the same individual at different stages in his ecclesiastica! career;** another «Pe-
trus presbiters;* and a «Petrus scriptor.»* '

The general form of the seribal subscription is the one habitual in contempo-
rary documentation: 1) some form of sign (usually a cross standing alone or em-
bedded in the word sigram), although chis is frequently omitted; 2) the name of
the scribe; 3) the status of the scribe (all but two of the subscriptions identify the
scribes as clerics: preshiter, sacer{dos), levita, diaconus, subdiaconns, two scribes iden-
tify themselves as such (seriptor, levita et seriba), while one is identified as a sacer-

40. RBI 149, although see the crosses at RBI 231 {foliowing «Remundus comes») and RBI 99
and 107 (preceding «Elisabeth comitissan).

41. RBI 182.

42, RBI 149, 154, 210, 268; LFM 816. ‘

43. Seventy-one of the eighty-four documents from the LFM (84 percent} indicate the scribe,

44, «Miro presbiters: RBI 99, 225, 239 (cf, LFM 381). «Mironis presbiteri»: RBI 292, 328
(cf. LFM 331, 287, 279...359, 363). «Mironi{s) sacer»: RBI 419 (¢f. LFM 197).

45, «Petrus diachonus»: LFM 151 {cf. LFM 392, 281, 153, 152). «Petrus presbiter»: RBI 443
(ef. LEAE 817, B18, 839, 823, 822, 274, 265, 311). RBI 386 refers ro «hanc convenienciam» rather
than «hanc scedulam,» bur includes the phrase «rogitus scripsits and fits with the chronology.

46. RBI 154 (ef. LFM 393).

47. RBI 320 (not atzested elsewhere in the LFAM).
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dos et index); 4) an affirmation that rhe scribe wrote the document («qui hec
scripsit»), which may include the type of document («qui hanc convenienciam
scripsin) or an indication that the scribe was requested to draw up the docu-
ment {«rogitus scripsit»); 3) notations of corrections (e.g., «cum litteris super-
positis in linea ii»);* and 6) a reference to the date («die et anno quod supra»).
The only thing to distinguish these subscriptions from those in other types of do-
cuments is the occasional identification of the document in the subscription as a
convenientia. The most conspicuous fact abour the scribal subscriptions to conve-
nientiaé is, once again, their absence. There is no discernible pattern in the few
conventions thar are signed; they are distributed fairly evenly among the group
chronologically, and there is no apparent correlation with a particular region or
type of agreement.

7. chirographs

To produce a chirograph, a scribe wrote two copies of an act on a single pie-
ce of parchment with a word, phrase, or alphabet (the divisz) running the length
of the parchment between the copies; the parchment was then cut through the
middle of the divisa. This secved as a means of validation, since it was thus pos-
sible to verify that the two copies came from the same piece of parchment. Only
two of the conventions show indications of being part of a chirograph. One is di-
vided by an alphaber («ABCDEFGHIKLMNOPQRSTVXE») and the other by
the phrase « HIC EST CONDICI[O} VERITATIS.»* The latter is part of a group
of agreements and ancillary documents involving Ramon Berenguer I and Gui-
lem II of Besalii, several of which are parts of chirographs., From these docu-
ments, however, it is clear that the other haif of the chirograph was not necessa-
rily a copy; it may have been a related document. The absence of a divisa does not
indicate that only one copy of 2 document was drawn up, however, for in 2 num-
ber ofcases duplicate originals (or nearly contemporary copies) have. survived.
Some of these do appear to have been cuit from the same piece of parchment, but
they lack a means of verification.*®

48. Sce José Trenchs Odena, «Ei eseribano y la correccién de originales en documentos catala-
nes {siglos X-XI),» Annals de Plustitnt destudis givoning 22 (1974-73), pp. 219-30.

49 RBI 143, 210. Francisco Monsalvarge v Fossas, Nuaticias bistéricas, 26 vols (Olor, 1889-
1919}, vol. 135, no. 219% readers the larter <HIC EST CONDICIO VIGILANTIS. »

50. RBI 280, 292, 299, 445, sd 1.
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In sum, the diplomatic analysis of the protocols and external characteristics of
the convenientiae of Ramon Berenguer I shows that while there are recurring ele-
ments, on the whole these agreements are considerably less formal than most con-
temporary documents. They almost always lack an invocation, devotion formula,
and scribal subscription, and dating clauses and subscriprions of the parties occur
less frequently than in other types of records. This lack of formality is above all a
reflection of the novelty of the convenientia; scribes had no models from which to
work. This analysis also shows a significant shift occurring ¢. 1058, from a ba-
lanced to an unbalanced formula in che title, with a parallel change in the seyle of
the dating clause. As will be shown below, this change corresponds to others,
both in the documents themselves and in che regional structures of power,

B. TyroLOGY

A typology based on the content of the comital comvenientize is difficult to esta-
blish, especially at the highest levels of generality. The question of the balanced ver-
sus the unbalanced convention, which seens to show a pattern on the leve! of formu-
la, is more complicated when applied to the substance of the agreements. One possi-
ble index is whether both or only one of the parties acts or is recorded as having ac-
ted in the documents, that is, 1s the subject of a verb in a main dispositive clause of
the document. Using this criterion, the number of balanced and unbalanced conven-
tions come out in almost exactly the same ratio as in the analysis based on formulas.”
But while two-thirds of the documents correspond in substance to their formula,
many documents with an unbalanced formula have both parties acting in che text, and
several ostensibly balanced documents show only one actor.” This approach is further
weakened by the fact that when only one party acts in a given document, there may
be a quid pro quo hinted at in the language of the document itself or evident from
another document. Thus che promises of Ramon Mir d'Acura with respect to the tu-
telage (bainlia) of the young seneschal, Pere, were in response to the grant of that tu-
telage, which was recorded in a separate document.” The count’s grant to his brother
Sang of several men and their lands, from a decade earlier, was almost certainly rela-
ted to Sang’s renunciation of his patrimony in favor of his brother, recorded in a do-
cument dated the same day.”* And a convention that contains a long list of promises

51. Twenty-nine of sixty-seven {43 percent} of formulas are unbalanced; thizey-one of seventy-
one (43 percent) of conrents are unbalanced,

52. Balanced formulafunbalanced content: eg., RBI 80, 110, 134, 210, 321.1,sd 1,5d 3, sd
12; RBIII sd 44; Extra. 4726. Unbalanced formula/balanced content: e.g., RBI 225, 292, 299,
320, 358, 361, 386, 387,54 9; LFM 472. :

53. RBI 253, 253.2.
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of Ramon Guadzll to the count, but none from the count to Ramon, ends with the ad-
monition that the convenrion be observed «without ill will by both parties.»*® Ne-
vertheless, the shift from balanced to unbalanced seen in the formulas around 1058 is
evident in che content, if less clearly so: from 1044 to 1058, twenty of thirty docu-
ments (67 percent) are balanced in content, while thereafeer only seventeen of thirty-
six (47 percent) are balanced.*

An attempt to divide these agreements into those recording «horizontal» and
those recording «vertical» relationships is also unsatisfying. If notions of hori-
zontal and vertical are based on the seemingly objective index of rank, only a few
of Ramon Berenguer I's agreements can be considered to be truly between equals:
six with the count of Urgell, one each with the counts of Cerdanya, Besald, and
Pallars Sobira, and the agreement with his brother Sang. Since, however, in most
of these arrangements between counts Ramon Berenguer operated from a position
of strength, is it accurate to describe the two parties as equals and the documents
as describing harizontal relationships? Conversely, in the many agreements in
which Ramon Berenguer commended a castle to an unritled individual, he may
have intended to establish greater stability, but the castellans have been seen as
presuming to ace as his equals in solidifying their formerly precarious hold on cas-
tles. Is it correct to characterize these relationships as purely «vertical»? There are
elemencs of vertical and hotizoneal relationships of power in each of these agree-
ments, and some tend more toward one or the other extreme, but in general this
categorization is not particularly useful.

A typology based on a narrower consideration of content is more successful.
Four different categories present themselves: commendations, oath-conventions,
promises, and creaties. These categories are in no way absolute; there are a hand-
ful of documents that do not fit well under any of these headings, and there is a
good deal of overlap and interrelation among those that do. Oath-conventions, for
example, in many cases describe the same situarions as do commendations, but
from the opposite point of view. The scribes who composed these convensentiae re-
cognized them as a coherent group, as is evident from che fact thar they gave
them all cthe same title, but they most certainly did not distinguish subtypes.
The groupings proposed here, however, ate suggested by the language of the do-
cuments themselves, and they provide a useful analytical too! not only for the

54. RBI 110, LFM 36. The latcer is dated incorrectly by the editor of the LFM o 1049.
Both documents are dated «.v. idus iunii anno xviiil regni Henrici regis.»

55. RBI 331: «sine engan, ex utrasque partes.» LFM 421 reads, incorrectly, «sine engan ex
utrisque partes.» The scribe began to write, in place of «utrasque,» the Catalan term «anbadf..J»
(»Cat. ambdis, «both»), but ¢crossed it out. Cf. Joan Coromines, et al., Dircionari erimoligic i comple-
meniari de la Hengua catalana, 9 vols 1o date (Barcelona, 1980-}, 5.v. ambdds, ambdues; the firse cita-
tion listed there is from the thirteenth century.

56. This excludes only the five undatable documents from the period 1052-71.
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agreements of Ramon Berenguer I, but also for all convenientiae from the Caralan
counties.”’

1. commendations

The convenientia recording or effecting a commendation, sometimes called by
historians a comenda, includes a notice of a granc -usually, though not necessarily,
of a castle- in return for a promise of some form of service.?® This transaction is re-
lated to, but should not be confused with, the commercial contract of the same
name that became common in the Mediterranean shortly after this period.”® Many
comenda-conventions include the phrase «commend...and grant in fiefs («comen-
dant...et donant per fevam»), designating the dual nature of the comital action:
commending the castle itself, and granting the fief associated with the castle to its
new holder.®” Others use only one of these two verbs, but achieve the same re-
sult.”” That commendation was seen not so much as a transfer of property as an
appointment to a position is shown by a number of documents very similar in lan-
guage to commendations of castles, but in which the thing commended is not a
castle but an office: the abbacy of Sant Cugat («comendar...abaciam»), the senes-
chalcy of Barcelona («donat.. senescalcia»; «comendant...senescalias), or the posi-
tion of tutor («commandamus...baiuliam»).%

57. Bonnassie, «Les conventions féodales,» focusing only on the «feudal» convention, recogni-
zed three rypes: agreements between magnates, agreements between castellan and certld, and the mo-
ney-fief. On documentary typology, see Robert 1. Burns, Diplomararium of the Crusader Kingdom of Va-
lencia: The Registered Chareers of s Conguersr, Janme I, 1257-1276, vol, 1 (Introduction), Seciery and
Documentation in Crusader Valencia (Princeton, 1985), pp. 138, and works cited there,

38. Arcadio Garcia, <La commenda de castillos en el siglo XI,» Awa 3 (1958-60), pp. 321-
28.

39. The commercial commends aiso has unbalanced and balanced forms. In the firse, also called
a collegantia, capital is put up entirely by one party, the commendater, and used (usually in seaborne tra-
de) by another party, the tracfator, with the investor receiving the lion's share of the profits. In the
case of a loss, the investor bears the encire burden. In the balanced version of the contract, also ca-
lled a socistas, both parties share in profies and losses. This type of arrangement is similar to the agra-
rian contrace; contracts of this type have been posited as an origin of the commercial commenda, See
John H. Pryor, «The origins of the commenda contrace,» Speculun 52 {1977), pp. 5-37, and works ci-
ted there.

66. RBI 225, 218, 292, 296, 320, 376; LFM 40; BC 4143.

61. RBI 101 (scomendant»), 149 («donamuss), 373 («donant...per fevums), 419 («comen-
dant»), 445 («habeat per comendacionem»), LFM 131 {«donant...per fevam»); ACA, Ordes mili-
tars 3:41 {«doner, convenit...per fevams), :

62, RBI 107, 174, 214, 233,1-2. 253.1 is a earta donacionis that contains norice of the com-
mendation, 253.2 is the conzenientia made «propter baiuliam quam mihi commendatis.» Cf. BBI sd
207, in which the grant is of control over the city of Tarragona, which may similarly be considered
an office. In Carsoral, dit de Carlemany, no. 109, a comenda in reverse, the bishop of Girona submits La
Bisbal to the baiulia of the count; this document does not fit perfectly here,
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All commendations are balanced in content, in that the count commends,
and the other party promises services in return, These services are many and va-
ried, but usually include actions related to che relationship between the two in-
‘dividuals: becoming a «solid man» (bomo solidus) and swearing fidelity; military
services, such as participation in host and cavalcade or maintenance of castle-
guard; and promises to respect the count’s military or economic rights. Some
commendations require the holder to construct furcher fortifications on the site,
clauses that highlight the connection between these agreements and ecclesiastical
agrarian contracts or grants ad restaxrandum.®* But whereas in the latcer form of
grant the development of the land was the main subjecc of the agreement, in
commendations these matters are secondary.

2. oath-conventions

The oath-convention is the complement of the commendation, bur it does
not include a notice of a comital grant. The text is simply a lisc of the under-
takings and services promised to the counts, often beginning with a promise of
fidelity («convenit nameue predictus N. iamdictis comiti et comitisse ut omni
tempore vite sue sit illorum fidelis per directam fidem sine eorum ingan»). The
services are identical to those found in commendations. Some ocath-conventions
are for a specific castle or group of castles, in which case the existence of an ear-
lier commendation may be assumed. Often the convention begins in general
terms.and then continues with clauses concerning the specific castles for which
fidelity is being promised («non dezebra eos de ipso castro de...»), or for which
the holder promises to render control {posestas).% The first specific cath-con-
vention in the sample dates from 1061, and five of the seven are datable to the
period 1061-G5 (the others are undated). Convenientize of this type survive for
the castles of Cervik, Montagut, Querol, Pinyana, Pontils, Begur, Apiera, Fon-
tanet; and the viscomiral castle of Barcelona.®’ In one oath-convencion, twel-
ve separate knights each prom;sed one month's guard duty at the castle of

Palad. 1
In other cases the vath-convention is purely general: an individual promises fi-

62. See Koste, «Making and Keeping Agreements,» 436-41.

64. For an examination of this concept, see Michel Zimmermann, «"Ert je t'empouvoirrai” (Po-
teseativum te fareiy: A propos des relations entre fidélité et pouvoir en Cacalogne au XI° sizcle,» Me-
dievales 10 (1986), 17-36.

65. RBI 287, 269, 280 321.1, sd 4; LFM 472.

66. RBI sd 7.
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delity and services to the count, but not with respect to a specific casele.”” Four
brief documents from this group share an almost identical text, including a par-
tially vernacular affirmarion similar to ones found in caths with the form «luro
ego»: «I, N., will hold and keep to («o tenre et ¢ atendre») what is written abo-
ve with respect to you, the said count and countess, in full fidelity and without
any il will («sine (ullo} enganno»).» Each of these, in which an individual pro-
mises 1o be the «solid man» (selidus) of the counts, would seem to be the cath of
a man of relatively low status among Ramon Berenguer’s followers.®® Others con-
tain the more extensive promises of mote substantial persons, such as Gueran
Alemany de Cervellé or Guillem 11, count of Besalil. Even in these, however, the
undertakings remain purely general.®® What unifies this group of oath-conven-
tions, general and specific, is the fact that they are all, on the surface, unbalanced.
The only engagements recorded are those of the individual promising service to
the count.”™

A third type of oath-convention, which lies somewhere berween the com-
mendation and the general oath-convention, establishes a «money-fief.» In these
documents, the promise of fidelity is still general, but it is offset by a yearly pay-
ment from the count. Like commendations, then, these agreements are explicitly
balanced. The count did make payments in addition to commendations of castles
in other conventions, but in conventions recording a money-fief the money is the
only compensation granted.”’ Six of these conventions have survived among the

67. Although in one case (RB] 154) the convention contains the stock list of counties, dioce-
ses and eastles of the counts of Barcelona more commoaly found in oaths with the form «luro ego.»
See Michel Zimmermann, «Aux origines de la Catalogne ffodale: Les serments non-datés du régne
de Ramon Berenguer I,» in Jaurne Portella i Comas, ed., La formacif i expansit del fendalisme catald:
Actes del col loqui organitzar pel Col leyi universitari de Girena, 8-11 de gener de 1985: Homenatge a San-
tiago Sobrequés i Vidal, Estudi general $-6 (Girona, 1983-86), pp. 109-51 at 113,

68. RBI 261, 279, 338; LFM 179. «Solid» homage is the equivalent of «liege» homage el-
sewhere in Europe, that is the relationship that takes precedence in a system allowing an individual
te be the man {bomo} of more than one lord (senior}.

69. RBI 154, 210, 328, 337, 407; LFAM 364. RBI 154 is a long and complex document,
which may conflaze severzl separate transaczions. The middle secrion of this document is essencially
an oach-cotvention of the type under discussion here.

70. There are minor exceprions to this rule, such as LFM 472, in which the counr promises ro
foan Dalmau Bernat de Peralada six asses for use in the host service he has promised to the count.

71. RBI 120: 100 ounces (70 mancwsos) to the count of Urgell, plus 350 mancusos {unless the
count of trgel received 1000 mancusos from the parias) a year for holding the castle of Cubels. RBI
218: 60 ounces a year to Ricard Altemir for che construction of a fortification and che maintenance
of ren knights at Tarrega, which sum was to be reduced as the property became profitable («ab hinc
quantum creverit ipsa expleta de ipsa terra de iam dicto castre de Tarrega ad alegrir de predicros ca-
ballarios qui ibi stetering, tantum sit minorztam de predictis xk unciis»). RBI 373: 20 ounces (a2 ye-
ar?) to Ramon Guifré de Vilamur for the construction of a rower and maintenance of knighes at Ta-
radell. RBI 419: 840 mancusos a vear for four years to Mir Riculf for the maintenance of twenty
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documents of Ramon Berenguer 1. Four are brief documents, very similar to the
brief oath-conventions, but with the addition of a comital promise of twenty oun-
ces of gold per year.” A fifth is a temporaty money-fief in which the count ma-
kes the standard grant of twenty ounces o Guillem Umbert «until the honor of his
father, should become available to him by any means.»”® A sixth document is mo-
re complex than the rest, but has the same effect: in return for promises of fide-
lity, the counts promise to pay seven ounces yearly to Bernat Tedmar until they
can provide a piece of land (cavalleria) for him, at which point the yearly payments
were to stop.”

3. freaties

Tteaties form the chird class of comital convention. These agreements are, again,
explicitly balanced, but while in commendations the counc’s undertakings are limi-
ted to a grant of a position and lands, treaties describe comirtal duties that are much
more complex. Perhaps for this reason, this category contains mostly agreements
with other titled members of the aristocracy: five agreements with the count of Ur-
gell, one with the count of Cerdanya, one with the count of Besalt, and one with the
viscounts of Narbonne. The remaining agreement is with Alemany Hug de Ceevelld,
one of the more powerful of Ramon Berenguer’s men on the frontier. Some of the tre-
aties coritain elements of other types of conventions. A treaty of 1062 with the count
of Usgell, for example, begins {and continues at length) as an cath-convention, and
in a treaty of 1051, Ramon Berenguer begins by granting to Ermengol a castle in fief
and promising a yearly payment. Nevertheless, all of these documents deal with
matters beyond simple starements of fidelicy and grants of castles.

The five convenientize berween the counts of Barcelona and Urgell represent
only four separate agreements, each of which addresses the subject of milirary
alliances, first against Count Ramon Guifré of Cerdanya, then against Islamic
frontier lords.” They include clauses regulating the division of spoils, promising

knights at the castle of Tarrega. RBI sd 207: 120 ounces of gold yearly from the parias to Beren-
guer, viscount of Narbohne, in the commendation of Tarragona. BC 4143: 430 mancusos a year for
the maintenance of knights at Camarasa, plus another 100 mancesos «pro dominicarura de Kamarasa
et de Cubels.» It would be interesting to factor these payments into estimates of Ramon Berenguer's
level of expenditure on castles in the 1050s and 60s. See Sanciago Sobrequés, Elr grans comtes de
Barcelpna, Biogrifies catalanes, Série histdrica, 2, 4ch edn (Barcelona, 1983}, pp. 62-63.

72. RBI 386, 387, sd 10, sd 14,

73, RBIsd 9.

74. RBI 162. Bonnassie {Le Catalogne, 2:755-59) discusses the money-fief from a different
point of view.

75. RBI 120, 230, 299,54 1,5d 12. RBI sd 1 and sd 12 conrain nearly identical promises, the
first from the count of Barcelona to that of Urgell, and the second reversed,
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mutual aid, and forbidding one party to make peace with the common enemy wit-
hous the consent of the other. The agreemenit with Ramon of Cerdanya is also a
military alliance directed toward recovery of frontier lands and contains many of
the same clauses:”® The convention with. Alemany Hug, although on a smaller sca-
le, is similar: Alemany Hug and the count agree on the terms for holding the cas-
tie of Santa Perpetua after its recovery, and the count promises to aid Alemany
against -and not to make any agreements with- his enemies.”” Two other agree-
ments, although they do not specifically create military alliances, may be consi-
dered treaties, as they are balanced agreements addressing alliances between
couns: the proposal for the marriage of Ramon Berenguer I's sister-in-law, Lucia,
to Guillem of Besald, and the agreement ‘with the viscounts of Narbonne concer-
ning the succession of the counties of Occitania.”®

4. promises :

A fourth group of conventions is characterized by generally unbalanced pro-
mises of a more specific nature than those found in oath-conventions, promises
that do not necessarily involve castle holding. The best iliustration of the types-of
undertakings in a promise-convention is provided by the list of promises in the
agreement between Mir Geribert and his family and the count of Barcelona at the
time of Mir's ultimate submission in 1058.7° Mir, his wife, and two of his sons
promised the counts: to make Mir's other sons quitclaim various disputed castles
and honores when they reached the age of majority; to make the other sons sign the
charter, which they themselves had signed on the same day, by which they gran-
ted the Castell de Port to the count;® to make those sons swear fidelity to the
count; to return various disputed rights in the Penedas; not to require payment of
a relief (acapte) from Bishop Guillem of Vic without comital permission; to pro-
vide aid (adintorium) as promised in their written caths; to secure (stabiliare) their
castle of Olérdola with comiral supervision; to make the present and furure cas-
tellans of Eramprunya and Olérdola promise fidelity and control (porestas) of the
castles to the counts; and, finally, to do right concerning the tower of Caldes.
From this long list of promises, the only clauses that might be found in cath-con-
ventions are the promise of aid and the obligarions concerning castellans.

Other promise-conventions record similar undertakings. The submission of
Bishop Guilabert at the end of the first phase of the rebellion against Ramon Be-

6. RBI 231 (below, n. 92).
77. RAI 143,

‘78. RBIsd 11, LFM 814,
79. RBI 239,

80, RBI 240 {LFM 2951
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renguer I is presented in the form of a promise to keep oaths not recorded in the
document itself. In their agreement of 1030, the count promised his brother Sang
to commend two men and their Aonores to him. And the marriage agreement for
Lucia and Count Arrau of Pallars contains detailed clauses on the disposition of
castles included in the dower.®' Other promises reached farther afield, such as the
promise of Guillem Bernat de Queralt to present charters in the course of a judi-
cial proceeding, or the promise of the viscounts of Narbonne not to alienate va-
rious abbeys.® Two documents relating to the count’s actempt to reclaim the cas-
tle of Santa Perpetua fit imperfectly into this category: a comital promise of 2
temporary yearly payment, which appears to be a money-fief, but which lacks
any of the standard elements of the oath-convention, and a comital promise to
Alemany Hug to grant him the castle of 8anta Perpetua if he can acquire 0.8

5. atbers'

A surprisingly small number of conventions do not fit into these four cate-
gories. Some of chese are quite early, before the changes around 1058, a fact that
may help to explain their anomalous nature. Three are grants of rights of minting
and the associated profits against a yearly payment of grain.® The others include:
a convention granting milling rights in Barcelona, again against payments in
grain; a settlement of the value of a bailiwick at Cervera; the acquisition of a
quitclaim of lodging righes (albergas) at Terrassa in return for 2 yearly payment of
fifty pigs (to be made by the count’s bailiff); and the promise of a payment of six
ounces a year for the profits of the parish of Vilamajor.® Alchough these are all in
a sense «fiscal» conventions, no further early commissions like the one for Cerve-
ra have emerged from the comital archives to support the hypothesis that the ad-
ministrative structures visible in mid-twelfth-century documents were «basically
traditional .»®

!

81. RBIsd 3, 110; RBIIIsd 44. Cf. RBI 331 (promise to commend a castle to a third person),
RBI 268 (promises to emend, and to make subordinates emend, various wrongs), Extra. 4726 {pro~
mises of the count of Urgell concerning castles).

82. RBI sd 6, LFM 821.

83. RBI 122, 147, .

84, RBI 182 (a. 1056), 228 {c. 1058), 361 (a. 1066).

835. RBI 99, 434, 338, 80. It should be noted that whereas the count received only five caffi 2
year for coinage rights, milling righrs generared thirty caffs a year. The schedule on which che grain
was due is very interesting... Bonnassie (La Catalogne, 2:759) would have RBI 80 be another money-
fief, but this is a payment not for service, bat for righss, and Vilamajoer was not in Ermessenda’s do-
mains. - :
86. As suggested by Bisson (Fisca! Acconnts, 1:23-24 and note 2).
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C. CONVENTIONS AND DISPUTE SETTLEMENT

Very few of these documents are explicitly related to the sertlement of dispu-
tes. The treaties are essentially military alliances, although the marriage agree-
ment for Lucia and Guillern II of Besalt was parc of an engoing conflict:® The
agreement with Bishop Guilaberr in ¢. 1044 and one with Mir Geribert in 1058
were the producrs of judgments, but these were essentially political trials.®® Gui-
llem Bernat de Queralt’s promise to produce charters was certainly part of a qua-
si-judicial procedure, and the commendation of Fornells to Hug Guillem came af-
ter a quirclaim of thar castle that may have been the outcomne of a dispute.® The-
se are among the few convenientize of Ramon Berenguer I that have any hint of dis-
pute settlement mechanisms. Comital justice based on the decisions of professio-
nal judges in a placitum may have collapsed in the mid-eleventh century, bur the
convenientia did not fill the gap caused by its disappearance by simply replacing
the old procedures and forms.

Just as a change in formula is evident in the convenientize of Ramon Berenguer
I beginning around 1058, there is 2 change in the number of agreements in which
he was involved. Although the numbers of convenientize had been gradually incre-
asing from the beginning of the reign, the rate of increase seems to take off in this
period (Figure 1 and Table 1). Eighteen datable conventions survive from the ten
years before January 1058; chirty-three survive from the ten years following that
date. The increase parallels a rise in the overall amount of surviving comiral do-
cumentation in this period and thus on its own is meaningless. There is other evi-
dence, however, that suggests that these numbers are not simply a result of bet-
ter rates of documentary survival: the nature of the agreements changes. The most
common types of convenientiae from before this tum:ng point are commendations
and rreaties; after this date, the various oath-conventions predominate. This ex-
plains the increase in conventions with unbalanced content from 1058, and it
conzribures to the increase in unbalanced forms,

All this suggests that Ramon Berenguer began around 1058 to use the conve-
nientiz in a new way. Whereas before it had been principally a tool for making
agreements, either with neighboring counts or with overmighty castellans, pow it
was an instrument of power. This new function was reflected in the change of for-

87. See Aurell, Les noces du conute, pp. 28187,
88. RBI sd 3; RBI 239,
89, RBIsd 6; RBI 101, 100 {LFM 432L
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mula; the count no longer wanted to make conventions with people he wanted pe-
aple to make conventions #o him. It is true that the increase in the number of con-
ventions participates in the overall increase of comital documents from this pe-
riod, but I would argue that this increase icself is not a question of the survival of
documences but evidence of a more active comital chancery. More conventions sur-
vive because Ramon Berenguer I and his scribes were creating more of them.

These changes in the number and nature of conventions coincide almost
exactly with the major turning point of Ramon Berenguer I's reign.”® In June

1057, the countess Ermessenda sold to her grandson her rights to the counties of
Barcelona, Girona, and Ausona, as well as a large number of castles, and swore fi-
delicy ro him; she retired to the castle of Besora where she died nine months la-
ter.”! In 1058, he made alliances wich the counts Ermengol IH of Urgell and Ra-
mon of Cerdanya and took up, once again, the campaigns against Islam.” Earlier
that year, he had achieved the final submission of the rebel Mir Geribert and his
supporters.” With his major conflicts in order, and with an impressive increase in
income from conquests, Ramon Berenguer could turn to solidifying and ordering

his control over the region. He began to purchase castles and bind their guardians
" to him by oath and convention.”*

The growth in conventions was thus part of a conscious program on the part of
the count to use writing to articulate his power, Conventions were particularly use-
ful for chis task because they not only recorded transactions that had occurred in the
past, they established the outlines of relationships for the furure. It is by providing
these norms that they served as a basis for a new order for society. And it is'with res-
pect to these functions -the expression of societal norms and the expression of co-
mital power- that the convenientia may be seen as replacing the placitum.

1. OTHER COMITAL CONVENTIONS TO C. 1100

Ramon Berenguer I was the most prolific producer of convenientiae in the ele-
venth cenrury, but other counts also entered into these agreements. Only the
county of Pallars Jussi provides enough conventions to permit a comparison with

90. Sobrequés, Els grans comtes, pp. 48-49, 52, 54-55; Bonnassie, La Catalogne, 2:640-41, 644,

91. RBJ 206, sd 173 {LFM 214, 215}

92. RBI 230, 251,

93, RBI 239, sd 38 [Francesch Carreras y Candi, «Lo Montjuich de Barcelona,» Memories de Iz
Real atademiz ds huenas letras de Barcelona 8 (1906), pp. 195-439, ap. 191

94. Bonnassie, La Catalogne, 2:687-98.
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the diplomatic of the conventions of Ramon Berenguer I, but the documents from
Barcelona (after 1076) and Cerdanya allow comparisons on other levels. The very
low:numberts of conventions from other counties such as Urgell and Pallars Sobira
are surprising given the extent of the documentation surviving from these re-
gions, including a number of the earliest oaths and conventions, The few that do
survive show, however, that the convenientiz was known and used throughout the
Caralan counties.

A, BARCELONA UNDER RAMON BERENGUER 11 (1076-82) AND BERENGUER RA-
MoN 1 (1076-97)

A decrease in the number of surviving conventions begins in the final years of
the reign of Ramon Berenguer I (Figure 1), bur che near disappearance of such
agreements during the reigns of his sons is still striking. Only two agreements
with the form «Hec est convenientia» survive from the period of the joint reign
of Ramon Berenguer II and Berenguer Ramon . One, undated and without subs-
criptions, is a treaty between the rwo brothers and Ermengol IV of Urgell con-
cerning the war against Zaragoza and che discribution of income from the tribu-
te payments of Islamic rulers (parias).” The second is the settlement of a dispute
berween the see of Vic and the Queralt family concluded before, or perhaps ar the
order of, Ramon Berenguer II. It has an opening formula not found in earlier
conventions from Bareelona:

This is the convenientia that lord Ramon Berenguer, count of Barcelona,
made between God and Saint Peter and lord Berenguer, bishop of Ausona
{Vic} and his canons and Guillem Bernat and Bernat Guillem, his son, con-
cerning...

Her est convenientia guam domnus Raimundus Berengarii comes Barchino-
nensis fucit inter Deum et Sanctum Petrum et domnum Berengarium epis-
copum Ausonensem et kanonicos eius et Guilelmum Bernardi et Bernar-
dum Guilelmi filium eius de...

The document has a verbal invocation («In Dei nomines), dating clause, and au-
tograph signatures. Given the subject of the agreement and the location of the ori-

Y
95. RBII 69 and 69 dup. Cf. Sobrequés, Els grans comtes, pp. 99-100. RBH 69 contains an in-
reresting supplementary agreement between Ramon Berenguer II and Ermengol nor found in RBII

69 dup.
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ginal, it is likely chat this convenientia was composed by a scribe from the cathe-
dral chapter of Vic.%

Despite the face thar Ramon Berenguer and Berenguer Ramon were ar odds
throughout the period of their joint reign, no convententiae survive among the few
artifacts of their attempts to reach a negotiated settlement. Four of these records
are litele more than lists of properties divided between the two brothers (divisio-
nes).”" A more formal text («Hec est definicio adque pacificacio») mentions con-
ventions berween the two, but is nor itself constructed as one.®

A seventeenth-century antiquary recorded the existence of at least two docu-
ments that may have been these conventions.” Even these would be treaty-con-.
ventions, however; commendations and ocath-conventions dealing wich the terms
of castle holding are entirely absent from the comital documentarion in these ye-
ars. Ramon Berenguer I's testamentary instruction to his castellans not to grant
control (potestas) of their cascles to the brothers until a full year after his death may
have dealt a blow to their chances of renewing the many castle-holding agree-
ments established by their father. The same may be true of oaths of fidelity. Only
two oath texts have survived, one of Arnau Mir for the castles of Olérdola and
Eramprunya, and a generic oach from which che list of the jurors’names has been
removed.’™ The brothers did continue to grant lands and castles. Some of these
grants appeat to be outright donations, but those that include terms thar would
have been found in a conwenientia of the reign of Ramon Berenguer I, such as re-
quitements for the construction of fortifications, are written as simple grants (car-
tae donationisy.'® Even the commendation by Ramon Berenguer IT and his wife,

96. Vic, Arxiu de Ia Mensa Episcopal, 9:36, contemporary copy at 9:39.

97. RBI 39 {Fidel Fita, «Barcelona en 1679: Su cascitlo de puerto y su aljama hebrea: Do-
cumento inédito,» Beletin de le Real academia de historiz 43 (1903), pp. 361-68 at 363-05% RBII 71,
Each signacure represents two parchments that have been sewn together.

94. RBII 48 {Préspero de Bofarull y Mascard, Los condes de Barcelona vindicadps, 2 vols {Barcelo-
na, 1988 [18361), 2:114-15}: «absolvo te Berengarium prenominarum de ipsa scriprura convenien-
tie quam mihi fecisti Rodberri Giscardi...qued resonat in ipsis scripturis quas fecimus fieri in Cer-
varia de nostris convenientiis.» )

99. Francisco Diago, Historia de lps victoriosissimes antiguos rondes de Barcelona (Valencia, 1974
[Barcelona, 1603D, lib. 2, c. 68. See Gerdnimo Pujades, Crinica universal del principads de Cataluiia,
& vols (Barcelona, 1831-32), 8:2-4 (lib, 16, €. 1); Bofarull, Lor condes, 2:111; Sobrequés, Els grans
eomtes, pp. 97-100. The (old} signatures of the documents were ACA, Armario general de Caralufia,
saco B, 254 and 266.

100, RBII 73 [LFM 303; Carreras, «Lo Montjuich,» ap, 301; RBII 74. The text ends «lsti ho-
mines habent luratusm istum sacramentum,» without listing any names; the parchment is cur just
helow this last line.

101. RBII 3 [LFM 259, cf. Diplomatari de Santa Maria de Poble, ed. Agusti Altsent, 1 vol. o
date, Col.leccié fonts i estudis 2 (Barcelona, 1993-), no. 22}: donation by both counts of the guadra
of Qlers («in ipsa marcha extrema in foco horroris er vaste solirudinis...in loco ubi melius videris 2d
conderdimentum ad facere infra illo termine, ut ibi faciasv). RBIF4 {LEM 235; EJ «Llibre Blanchs
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Mahalda, of the castle of Fontrubi ~in most respects a typical commendarion, un-
dated, and with the phrase «qui hanc convenientiam fecit» in one of the subs-
criptions- begins with the formula of a donation: «hec est donartio.»'%

The reduced number and irregularity of conventions continued under the in-
dependent reign of Berenguer Ramon I, even after his nephew, Ramon Berenguer
II1, began to appear in documents with the comital title.!”® Two of the three do-
cuments with the form «Hec est convenientia» are associated with che sertlement
that defused the tensions following the assassination of Ramon Berenguer IT by
Berenguer Ramon II and established the tutelage of the young Ramon Berenguer
III and his lands.!® The first two are a pair of unbalanced agreements. In one,
which was given the unorthodox designation «convenientia et baiulia et donatio,»
Pong Guerau and Guerau Pong, viscounts of Girona, granted («donant») the bo-
#or of Ramon Berenguer II to his uncle for a period of eleven years. They also pro-
mised to receive the castles of the honor back from che count and to provide stan-

de Santas Creus (cartulario del siglo X11}, ed. Federico Udina Marrorell, Textos i estudios de la Corona
de Aragéa 9 {Barcelona, 1947), no. 163: donation by both counts of Anguera («er de ipsis homini-
bus qui ibidem steterint teneatis pacem ad Ispaniam et faciatis guerram.») This includes a «subin-
feudation»: «Et ege Bonefilius Oliba supranominatus dono tibi Bernardus Guillelmus terciam par-
tem de Angera ad tu et ad vestre proienie tue in tale conventu, que teneatis et abeatis per me e per
meis sicur ego habeo per seniore meo comite»). Claude de Vic and J.-]. Vaissere, Histoire géuérale de
Laugnedor avec des notes e les pidees justificatives, new edn (Privat), 16 vols (Toulouse, 1872-1904), vol.
3, ne. 335.2: donation by both counts of half of the castle of Peyriac (the text is incomplete, bus it
is clearly 2 carta donationis; there is a citation to an identical grant made only in Ramon Berenguer
il's name). RBII 41 ILFM 165} donation by both counts of the castle of Anglerola, RBIT 31, cit.
Bofarull, Los condes, 2:125: «donacion...que ambos esposos D, Ramon Berenguer y D.a Mahalea hi-
cieron 4 G. Guadallo, de la villa de Tarrega, con condicion de pagar un pequefio censo y doscientos
mancusos de ore cogte de Valencia y de defender el camino desde Cervers & Maglearia.» Ef «Lilibre
Blanch» no. 19 [Diplomatari...Peblet no. 283 donation by Ramon Berenguer 1I and Mahalda of the
castle of Montblanc, Diplomatari...Pobier no. 24: donation by both counts of Espluga de Francoli
(«doniamus a tibi que faciatis forteda quod melius porueris faceres). Diplomarari...Poblet no. 29: do-
nation of Berenguer Ramen IJ, acting independently before the assassinarion, of Montornés («in quo
turrem et fortitudinem condirigatis atque edificetis...per me pace teneatis et guerram faciatis»).
RBIIGS5: donation by visceunt of Cardona of castle of Amallanil («nobis advenit per donacionem de
seniores nostros domnus Raimundus Berengarius et dompnus Berengarius Raimundi ambi comites
Barchinoni»).

102. RBII 67 [LFM 425}.

103. The earliest such document is a grant of 10 kalends September 30 Philip, or 23 August
1089 (cited by Bofarull, Lus condes, 2:140, and Sobrequés, EXs grans comtes, pp. 124-23). Sobrequés da-
tes the beginning of the reign of Ramon Berenguer 11} from 1086. The transition between the se-
ries BRII and RBIIY in the ACA {established by Préspero de Bofarull in the early nineteenth century)
oceurs between 20 July and 7 December 1092.

164, Sobrequés, Els grans comses, pp. 109-112. Recent attempts to make sense of the course of
events are found in John C, Shideler, A Medisval Catalan Noble Family: The Momicadas, 1000-1230,
Publications of the UCLA Center for Medieval and Renaissance Studics 20 (Berkeley-Los Angeles,
1983}, pp. 25-28, and Benet, Lz familiz Gurb-Queralt, pp. 139-44.
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dard services. This was a new transaction for a comital convenientia, although it is
perfectly in line with the diplomatic roots of the document in the precarial grant
and agrarian contract.'® In the other agreement, the count promised the viscount
«and the other men holding the honor of the son of count Ramon Berenguer (II}
who shall place chemselves temporarily («terrninatamente») with the said bonor
under the rutelage and command of the said count Berenguer (Ramon H)» that he
would not alienare the lands under his charge and chat he would return them
upon completion of the term. While this convention is partly a simple promise to
Pon¢ Guerau, recording the count’s half of the bargain, the language suggests
that this represents another novel use for the convenientia: a public pronounce-
ment.'* A third document associated with the sertlement, the submission by
Bernat Guitlem de Queralt of lands to the tutelage of the count, also breaks with
the regular forms: «Let all men be informed how count B. and B. Guiliem, with
the intercession of qualified men (bons homines), came to an agreement, making this
pact and convenientia between themselves.»*”

All three of these documents are irregular in form, in content, or in Both,
when compared with the rypes dominant during the reign of Ramon Berenguer 1.
The only standard convenientia involving Berenguer Ramon II is the commenda-
tion of the tutelage of the castle of Montpalau and its underage casrellan to Arnau
Gaufté.'™ In this case, however, the scribe may have been using an agreemenc
from the reign of Ramon Berenguer I as a model.'” Six days earlier the same
scribe composed an oath-convention of Arnau Mir de Sant Martf, who was pro-
mising control {porestas) of the castles of Eramprunya and Olérdola (part of the bo-

103, Kosto, «Making and Keeping Agreements,» 87-97.

106. BRII 34, 35 [Benet, La familic Gurb-Queralt, ap. 16, 17}, «<El segon és la resposta del pri-
mier, | #nd tride, per pare del comte Berenguer, als que vulguin fer el mateix conveni en les condicions
esmentades» {Benet, L familia Gurb-Queralt, p. 141}, The order of composition of the documents
1s, I think, the reverse of whar Bener suggests, Changes are evident in BRI 34 to add Guerau Pong
to the agreement, whereas he is absent from BRII 35,

107. BRI 39 [Benet, La familia Gurb-Queralt, ap. 181 «Cerrum st omntbus hominibus qua-
liter B. comes et B, Guilelmi intervenientibus bonis hominibus ad concordiam veniunt, hoc pactum
et conveniengiarn inter se facientes.» Extra. 3233 may be a codicii ro this agreement: «Hanc con-
ventionern et placitum quod est presentaliter factum inter Berengarium comizem et Bernardum Gui-
lelmum, si comes fregerit eum et non atenderit, mandar prescriprus comes vicecomiti Deusde {vis-
count of Tarragona, 1083-98) ut adiuvet de hoc filio Remundi Berengarii arque Bernarde Guilelmi
per fidemn sine ingenio usquequo fiar emendatum quod de prescripto placito fuerit hactum. St Be-
rengarii comitis gui hac jussit facere (8 Deusde vicecomitis, crossed our) 81 Guilelmus Umberd
*Stm Deusdedic® (autograph).» The language of these cexcs {bunf bontines, placitum) evokes the ofd
order, but the outcome -3 negotiated agreement- belongs ro the new,

108. BRI} 62 [LFM 38%]. BRI 88 is an oath of Arnau Gaufré to the count, in the same hand
as the convention.

109. RBIsd 52 [LFM 384} is an extended oath to Ramon Berenguer I for Montpalau, A co-
rrespending convenientia bas not survived.



THE CONVENIENTIAE OF THE CATALAN COUNTS 219

nor of Ramon Berenguer II) for the term of the comital tucelage discussed above,
The document refers to itself as a convention in the texr («haec supra scripta con-
venientia») and in a subscription, but begins «Sit omnibus presentibus et futuris
manifestum.»'® With the exception of the straightforward grant of Montpalau,
the temporary castle-holding arrangements enshrined in these unorchodox con-
ventions are the only examples of documents recording the terms of castle holding
from 'this period. In this, as in the very low number of oaths, Betenguer Ramon
II's tenure was a continuation of his brother’s reign.'"

The small number of conventions involving these two counts -only six in over
twenty years- must be considered in the context of the overall drop in numbers of
comiral documents surviving from this period. Documents from the reigns of Ra-
mon Berenguer 11l and Ramon Berenguer IV suggest that che acts of Berenguer
Ramon II issued after the assassination were declared void at some point. One his-
torian has suggested that the intentional destruction of these documents may ex-
plain the fall-off in documentation.’’? This is possible, but that would only ac-
count for the absence of documents from affer 1082. Furthermore, this hypothe-
sis does not explain the changes in the formulas of these documents. It seems un-~
questionable that internecine struggle derailed the program of acquisition and
organization of castles initiated by Ramon Berenguer I. The sons failed to build
upon, or even maintain, the work of the father; in the process the convenientia, the
tool used by the count to perform this work, fell into disuse.

B. PALLARS JUssA UNDER RAMON 1V (1043-98)

After a single convention datable to the reign of his father, Ramon III, there
are fifty-four conventions in which Ramon IV, count of Pallars Jussi (Lower Pa-
llars) is a participant.'” Twenty of these are undated, so it is difficult to draw ch-
ronologically precise conclusions.'' Comparison of this series with the one from
Barcelona, despite the time lag, is instructive.

110. BRI 61,

111. As during the joint reign, the count granced castles by raria donationis: El «Liibre Blanchs
ne. 22 (torre of Valldosera), BRH 84 (castrum of Vilademager). The larter parchment preserves the
very unsteady autograph of the count.

112, Sobrequés, Els grans comees, pp. 108, 139-40.

113. The fundamental work on this county in che eleventh century is still Fernando Valls-Ta-
berner, «Els comtats de Pallars i Ribagorca a partir del segle XI,» in Obras selectas, vol. 4, Estudios de
historia medieval (Barcelona, 1961) Eparcial reprint of «Els origens dels comtars de Paliars i Riba-
gorga,» Estadis universitaris catalans 9 {1915-16), pp. 1-101}, pp, 125-205 av 125-141. Lydia Mar-
tinez i Teixidé, Let famdlies nobles del Pallars en el segles X1 i X1I, Estudis 3 (Lleida, 1991) offers use-
ful genealogical tables and information.

134. Table 3 gives an impression of the distribution within the reign.



- Date

1040 Nov 30 .

1053 May 31
1055 Mar [16]
1085 Jun 8
105657 Jul

1084 Apr 7
1064 May 1
1066 Jun 19
1066 ¢

1066 ¢

1067 May 30
1070 Nov 12
072 Feb 4
10720ec 8
1072 Dec 11

1075 Jul 12
1055x75

- 1076 Jun 8
1077 Aug 16
1077 Sep
10777 Sep -

1074 Sep
1078 Dec B
1079 Dec 21
103778

1080 Feb 19
1080 Feb 19
1080 ¢ Jul 28
1080 ¢
1080 ¢

Key to table:

Table 3. Convenientiae of Ramon IV of Pallars Jussa (1043-98)

Orginal

RBI 048
RBI 141
RBi 163
RBI 168
Rt 208

Rt 306
RB1 354
REBl sd 21
ARl s 23

RBi 378
RBI 428

R8I 449

RBE 06

RBt s 28 -

RBH 02
RBi 19
RBH 20
BBl 49

RBit 42.1
RBI 42.4
ABH 44
R8I sd 15

RBil 42.2
RBII 42.3
RBI sd 17
ARt sl 18
ABtsd 19

Printed

LFM 124

LFM 83

LFM 47
LFM 114
LFEM 11
iFM 112
LFM 510

LFM 100
LFM 65
Bonhassio 2
LFM 128

LFM &t

T LFM 95

LFM 1037
LFM 103

LFMT2
LFM73
LFM 118
LFEM 113

LFM 74
LFM 75
LFM 50

LFM A8

Cther Party

Ermengol ¢ Urgell
Amau Mir de Tost
Amau Mir de Tost
Amau Mir de Tost
Ramon Mir, Maria’

Artau of Pallars Hobird
Bermat Guilem
Gerbed vo/ Vilamur
Gerbent ve/ Vilamur
Adalgarda vea/, Amau

Artau ¢/ Pallars Sobird
Bertran

Ramoen Mir d'Orcau
Artau ¢f Pallars Sobira
Pong ve/ Cabrera

Ramon Pere

Bertran Enech da Eramant
Ficapat

Ermnengot ¢f Urgell

Guillem Arnau, Ramon Amau
Ramon Amau, Ramon Mir

Gilaman Hug

Guillem Fulc

Guitard Guiller de Madiano
Mir Gulllern

QOliver Barnat

Sunyer Ramon

Artau ¢f Pallars Scbirh
Artau ¢f Pallars Sobird
Artau ¢/ Paliars Sobira
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Date

1080 ¢

180 ¢

1081 Feb 2
1080x81 Jun
1084 Sep 23

1085 Aug-16
0BG Jan 22
1087 Nov 21
1088 Mar

1088 Jun 12

1050 Jan 16
1080 May 29
1083 Jul 20
1082x93 Feb 22
1043x98

1043x98
1053x98
HIS5G8-
1055x98
1061x98

1061xB8
H75x98
1075x98
1075x98

Table 3. Convenientiae of Ramon {V of Pallars Jussa (1043-98)

Original
RBl sd 20

RBl 60
RBH 55
BRH 17

BRI 25
BRH 28
BRI 43

8RN 54

BRH 64

BRH &7

RBHt 26/Exira. 3293
BRH 85

RBI 5d 18

RBI sd 24
RBI sd 25

RBl sd 22

RBI 5d 27
Extra. 3252
RBf sd 26
RBI 5d 28

Printed

LFM 104
LFM B85
1FMTE
LFM &8

LFM 98
LFM 104

LFM102
LFMB7/62

LFM 71
LFM 51
LFM B8
LFM 105
LFM 106
[FM81
LFM B0

LFM 135
LFM 108

LFM 133

Bonnassie = Bonnassie, "Las conventions,” (as n. 1)

Key 1o table:

Other Party

Artau of Paliars Sobira

Guido At de Assoa

(Guido At de Assoa

Arnaks Bemat vo/ Vilamur-
Pere Vidal, Ramon Vidal, Sanz

Ratart Guitard, Guillem, Tedball
Ermangol of Urgell

Guillem Ez, Guilabert Ez

Orset Drocho

Tedball Ramon de Orcau

Ermengol e/ Lirgelt
Bamat Mir de Naslia
Ramon of Paltars Sobird
Gerbert v/ Vilamur 7
Bonfill

Bemat Hug

Ramon Gerbert

Emessenda de Sancta Arada, Oliver
Amau Odger

Bod, Oliver

Gesbart, Udalard

Mir Guertreta

Pere Roger, Pere Ramon, MirGuerreta
Gerbert Bemnat
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The beginnings of the use of comvenientiae in Pallars Jussa are reasonably clear.
Very few of the datable documents fall before 1060, and many of the undated do-
cuments can be dated to after 1055, the year of the marriage of Count Ramon to
Valenca de Tost. In the single convention from the reign of Ramon 11, that count
accepted the overlordship of Ermengol I of Urgell in return for a yearly pay-
ment.'® The scribe of this document, dated 1040, is «Viealis sacerdos.» Vidal
enjoyed a long career in the service of Arnau Mir de Tost, and it is in that capa-
city that he penned the first three datable convenrions of Ramon IV.'*® He may
thus be said to have introduced the form into this region.

The diplomatic of the conventions of the count of Pallars Jussa differs
markedly from the Barcelonese documents in several respects. A verbal invo-
cation, almost always «In Dei nomine,» is present in thirty-six of the docu-
ments (63 percent), as opposed to only 7 percent of the documents of Ramon
Berenguer I. While the use of the balanced title «Hec est convenientia que est
facta inter» drops off sharply in the documents from Barcelona after ¢. 1058,
in Pallars Jussd it remains the phrase of choice, more consistently so after .
1072. In addition to the prepositions cum and 24, also found in the rtitles of
documents from Barcelona, some of the conventions from Pallars use a term
peculiar to chis fegion: apad (> Fr. ave).''” Ounly a slightly greater percenta-
ge of the documents include subscriptions (79 percent, as opposed to 67 per-
cent in Barcelona), but in contrast to the conventions of Ramon Berenguer I,
it is common to find in these the signaturés of both principals, racher than juse
the party other than the count. As noted, many of these documernts cannot be
dated exactly, but some do contain dating clauses that lack one or more ele-
ments (month, day, year)."'® Several of the undated or partially dated docu-
- ments are of the type recording a bainiia or receprunr, ochers contain many ver-
nacular terms or were written in a scripe of an inferior quality. All of these
facts indicate poorly trained or inexperienced scribes.

The individuals appearing most often as parties to these convencions are
Ramon’s neighbors and frequent adversaries, the counts of Urgell and Pallars So-

115. RB! 48. There is also an cath of the form «Juro ego» datable to this reign: RBorrell 119
[LFM 141].

116. RBIJ 141, 163, 168. Other documents involving Arnzu Mir de Tost written by Vidal: Ce-
brii Baraur, «Els documents dels anys 1036-1050, de I'Arxiv Capitular de la Seu d'Ucgell,» Urgellia
5 (1982}, pp. 7-158, nos. 564 (a. 1042), 396 (a. 1046); Diplomatari...Poblet no. 5 (a. 1047); RBI
171-73 (a. 1055), 191 {a. 1056); BC 4118 (a. 1058). His distinctive monogram and circle-crosses
can also be found on RBI 230, a convention between the counts of Barcelona and Urgell. The end
of RBI 163 is illegible, but it 15 likely chat this convention is Vidal's work, as well.

117, RBl sd 27; RBII 6, 42.3-4, 44.

118. E.g., RBI 208, sd 17, sd 19 («.iii. ebdomada de iulio»}, sd 21-23, sd 27 {«mense .madio,
agno regnantern Philippo rege» (si)); BRIT 85; LFM 101,
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bira.'""? The majority of the conventions, however, were contracted wich the many
castle-holding families of the region, including the viscomirtal family of Vilamur,
the Bellera, and the Orcau.'? Indeed, only six of the fifty-five documents do not
deal explicitly with castles, either as the object of the convention, or as a guaran-
tee.'?! Many of the conventions of Ramon IV correspond to the categories esta-
blished above: commendation,'?? oath-convention,'? treaty,'* and promise.'?* Se-
veral, however, depart from this typology, including these establishing a unique
form of bainlia or comital protection and procedural conventions used to regula-
te dispute settlement.'*® Furthermore, while in the commendations of Ramon Be-
renguer I the count’s undertakings were limited to a grant of a castle, office, or
lands, Ramon IV's commendartions tend to include additional comital promises,
such as one not to demand control (porestas) of the castle. The fact that Ramon’s
subordinates were in a position to ask for such concessions suggests that the dif-
ferenices in power between the count and his men were not as great as in Barce-
lona, and that these agreements were therefore more truly reciprocal.

In general, then, the conventions from Pallars Jussa exhibit a greater degree of
formal balance, seen in the persistence of the balanced opening formula, as well as
the frequent presence of the signatures of both parties to an agreement. This formal
aspect is mirrored in the content of the documents: there are fewer documents in
which-only one party acts, and many of the documents, including treaties, are ex-
plicitly linked to the settlement of conflicts, Ramon IV used the convenientia and
oath in a fashion similar to his neighbors to che southeast to order his relationships
with his subordinates, allies, and adversaries, especially in dealing with castles. The
power that he was in a position to exercise, however, was of a different degree.

C. CERDANYA UNDER RAMON GUIFRE (1035-68) aND GUILLEM RAMON (1068-95)

Alchough a handful of documents of Ramon Guiftré of Cerdanya survive -mostly
in the Liber feudorum Cervitaniae, a thirteenth-century cartulary- oaly one of these is la-

119. Urgell: RBI 48; RBII 19; RBII 28, 64; cf. Extra. 3271. Pallars Sobirk: RBI 306, 378,
449, sd 17-20; RBHI 26 (=Fxtra. 3293),

120. Vilamur: RBI 354, sd 21; LFM 128; RBII 55; RB!I 5%; BRII 85; Bellera: Extra 3252;
REBI sd 26, Orcan: RBI 208; BRII 54 LFM 65,

‘ 121, The exceptions are RBI sd 13, 29; LFM 66, 80, 98; BRI, 85.

122, RBI sd 24, 26; RBII 42.1-4, 44,

123, BRII 43, 85; Excra. 3252, A number of oaths with the form «furo ggor survive, as well:
LFM 70 and RBI sd 176-87 {177 = LFM 79, 184 = LFM 129; 185 = Valls-Taberner, «Els comtats,»
p. 133, n. 26; 187 = Valls-Tabemer, «Els comtats,» p. 138},

124, RBII 26 (=Extra. 3293); LFM 102 {clauses pertaining to recovery of Vail Ferrera).

125. BRII 25; LFAL 105,

126. Kosto, «Making and Keeping Agreements,» 202-6.
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beled convenientia: an agreement with his brother, the bishop of Urgell, concerning pa-
rias, presented in the common balanced form.'”” Wich the beginning of the reign of
his son, Guillemn, convenientize similar to those of the counts of Barcelona and Pallars
appear: two more with the bishop of Urgell, and three castle-holding conventions, one
each with a viscount, a castellan, and a horseman (caballaring).'® The two agreements
with the bishop, both of which go beyond simple descriptions of the terms of castle
holding, begin with the phrase «Hec est convenientia et placitum.» The same phrase
may be found in the opening of the text of an agreement between Guillem and the
party opposed to Berenguer Ramon IT in 1084.'% Earlier echoes of this phrase are pre-
sent in an agreement {brevis de placitum) of 1064 between Ramon Guifré and the vi-
llagers of Merengs: «all the men of the said vill made a placitum or convenientia...the
count and countess made a placitun: and conventzm with all the men of the said vill.»™
In Cerdanya, then, agreements other than those concerning simply the tenure of cas-
tles employ the term placisum, afongside or independently of convenienzia’®' All seven
of these agreements have balanced titles. None include invocations, while only three
have dating clauses and subscriptions.

Despite the fact that no castie-holding conventions survive from the reign of
Ramon Guifté, it would be incorrece to argue that he did not set down the terms
of relationships with his subordinates in written documents. Some twenty caths
record this activity. The caths break down into two categories: three shorter caths,
beginning with the standard formula «luro ego,» and ten generally longer caths
beginning «De ista ora in antea.» The long-form oaths are considerably more de-
tailed than the shorter oaths, and while they do not contain promises of feudal
services, they do contain clauses prohibiting other alliances or mandating renewal
of the oath to the count’s heir within a certain number of days following the
count's death. Some of these documents include lists of wictnesses (visores, andito-
res); others are even dated.'? Wich this level of dertail and formality, the written
oath may have substitured in the Cerdanya of Ramon Guifré for the convenientia.

127. RBI sd 30 {LFM 386). The surviving decument is the cop half of a chirograph, which ap-
pears tc be separared by the phrase «{DHVIDE:EAS:»(}).

128. LFM 218, 219, 534, 598, 627,

129. Partially transcribed in Pujades, Crinicz, 8:53-54, and Bofarlll, Los condes, 2:132-33. The
original may be in the Cardona archive at Seville {Archive Ducal de la Medinaceli).

130. LFM 391: «faciunt placicum vel convenienciam omnes homines de predicta villa... comes
et comitissa faciunt placitum er conventum cum omnes homines de iam dicta villa»

131. Cf. LFM 566; 595.

132. Long form: RBI1sd 193 [LFM 5933 LFM 532, 554, 556, 581, 594, 596, 597, 633, 683.
Short form: LFM 537, 585, 592. Additional vaths not considered: RBI sd 188-90, 194-9%; LFM
573-74 {nosices only). In the printed edition of the LFM, the oaths with the form «Iuro ego» ran-
ge from 11-23 lines, with an average length of 17.6 lines, while the «De isra orar variery range from
21 to 89 lines, with an average lengeh of 53.3. A similar split is evident in the vaths to Ramon Be-
rengraer I and/or his wives, although these oaths are all of the «luro ego» type. Of the sixey-two caths
printed in the LFM, twenty-seven (43 percent) are berween 8 and 21 lines long, nine (15 percent) are



THE CONVENIENTIAE OF THE CATALAN COUNTS 225

This tradition may date back to the time of Ramon Guifté's father. The firsc do-
cument in the Liber fendorum Cerritaniae is a long oath with the form «de ista
ora» for the castles of Sant Esteve and Castellfollic.!?

The use of the long form oath continued under Guillem Ramon, but thc do-
cumentary situation in this reign is much more complex. The overall impression
gained from che documentation is one of irregularity in formulas, in which ocath,
convention and placitum overlap, There are many more short oaths, and the «Jure
egon/«De ista ora» distinction breaks down.'** Each of the five conventions from
Guillem’s reign has an associated oath, but three of these are short-form and two
are long-form, thus it is impossible to suggest that the short-form oath was an
adjunct of a separate convenientia and the long-form oath was 4 replacement for
it. One of the convenientiae ends with a sanctification formula, «Per Deum et hec
sancta,» more commonly found in oaths; a promise and pledge, which in the do-
cumentation from Barcelona would have been couched in the form of a conve-
nientia, here becomes a noticia vememoracionss.'® The use of the written word in
organizing power was strong in Cerdanya, but the forms the writing took were
different.

1. OTHER COUNTIES
1. Urgell

Of the remaining counties, Urgell supplies the most convenientize: fourteen,
half of which are with the counts of Barcelona. This is nevertheless a very small
number considering the propertion of conventions from before 1050 associared
with this county.'? Of the six conventions berween the counts of Urgell and Ra-
men Berenguer I, five were composed during the reign of Ermengol III (1038-66).

between 27 and 31 lines long, and twenty-six (42 percent) are between 37 and 72 lines long, The
mean length is 34 lines (median 30). These results are skewed by the presence in many of the lon-
ger vaths of the stock listing of the counties, bishoprics, and major castles of the counts of Barcelo-
na.

133, LFM 531.

i34, RBII 72, 77-79, 83 {LFM 562, 564-63, 582, 6551, LFM 220 = 551, 221 = 533,411 =
536, 533, 546, 388, 599-606, 625-26, 628-29, 636-41, 654, 659, 662, 664, 668, 675, 686-87.
Oarhs not considesed: RBIF 75, 80-82. LFM 563, 573 are notices. There are 37 oarths in the prin-
ted edition of the LFM, ranging from 8 to 82 lines in length, with 2 mean of 33 and 2 median of 31
{very close to the numabers for Barcelona). Fourtcen of the oaths are fonger chan 40 lines,

135. LFM 534, 353.

136, Sevenceen of fifty (34 percent). See Kosto, «Making and Keeping Agreements,» 133-34
{Tabie 2.3),
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Five additional conventions survive from the records of this count: 2 group of ch-
ree transactions with Arnau Mir de Tost 10 1057-58 and two conventions betwe-
en the count and Bishop Guillem of Urgeil.!?” The first of the agreements with
Arnau describes the condiriens under which Arnau held the castle of Castserris
from the count; the second rwo created an alliance between the two, for which
they exchanged castles as pledges. The agreements with the bishop record a pled-
ge to keep a promise to hand over the castle of Solsona (1054) and a general pro-
mise of the count to protect the episcopal patrimony. The latter undertaking was
backed up by a substantial grant of hostages (1061). The convenientia with Ramon
Berenguer I and a second with his sons are the only ontes remaining from the
reign of the next count, Ermengol IV (1066-92).* From the brief reign of his
son, Ermengol V (1092-1102), there are two more, both castle-holding agree-
ments. One of these was concluded with Pedro I Sancho, king of Aragon and
counit of Ribagorca and Sobrarbe (1094-1104).2* Twelve of these fourteen con-
ventions from Urgell employ a balanced formula, including all four from the last
two reigns. Of the conventions not concluded with counts of Barcelona, all burt one
have a dating clause and subscriptions. The three agreements with Arnau Mir de
Tost each have a verbal invocation, as well. Thus in Urgell, as in Pallars Jussa,
scribes treated the comvenientiz as a more formal type than did their counterpasts
in Barcelona.

2. Besalsi

After the group of conventions from the 1050s concluded between Ramon Be-
renguer 1 and Guillem II of Besald, which appear to have been established th-
rough che initiacive of the count of Barcelona, no conventions of the counts of this
region survive until the association of Bernatr I, the last independent count of
Besalg, to the comital seat aside his uncle Bernat 1. The four that sutvive from
the period (1086, 1087, 1089, 1099), including two commendations and two ge-
neral oath-conventions, do not follow a single formula. Three have a balanced
opening phrase, none include an invocation, verbal or otherwise, and all are dared.
The two documents without subscriptions list witnesses, «visores et auditores» in

137. BC 4118 {rwo documents with same date on one parchment}, 4133; Cebria Barauar, «Els
documents, dels anys 1051-1073, de I' Arxiu Capirular de La Seu d'Urgell,» Urgellia 6 (1983}, pp. 7-
243, nos, 672, 733.

138. Extra. 4726; RBII 69.

139. BC 4561; BC, MS. 941, f. 482 [Eduarde Corredera, Ef archive de Ager y Caresmear {Bala-
guer, 1978), nos. 7-8}. 1 was unable to locate the original of the latter document in the BC. Ca-
resmar's rranscription notes chat it is written «con letra gética,» perhaps referring ro the more Visi-
gothic~influenced script of the Aragonese court.
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one case, and an individual «in presentia» in the other.’¥ It is difficulr to judge
how representative this sample is, since the surviving documentation from this pe-
riod for Besald is limited and primarily ecclesiastical. There is an extensive co-
tlective oath datable to 1093x1111 that includes the names of some twenty indi-
viduals and castles, but only one additional oath or convention has survived,'!

3. Empuries and Ronssillon

Between 1069 and 1078, the counts of Empiiries and Roussitlon recorded a
{proposed?) agreement in a document that begins «This is the notice (notitiz) of
the convenientia that count Pong, who was the son of the countess Guila, promised
and swore to count Guilabert, who is the son of the countess Adalaida»; an un-
dated oach of Guilabert to Pong refers to this agreement as «the convenientiae that
I promise.»'* In 1085, the agreement was renewed by the next count of Empu-
ries, Hug II, with considerably expanded terms. The opening formula of this se-
cond convention corresponds more exactly to the norm («Hec est conveniencia
quod ego, Ugo, facio tibi»). No corresponding oath has survived, but a separate
seriptura pignoracionis, dated on the same day as the convention, sets our Hug's
pledges for the agreement.'® Many detailed oaths to Guilabert 11, count of Rous-
sillon, are preserved in the Liber feudorum Cerritaniae. These ate not as extensive as
the oaths to the counts of Cerdanya, but it is possible that as in Cerdanya oath and
convention were merged into a single type of written record. A document from
the long reign of the previous count, Gaufré 11 (1013-74), lists the pledges gran-

;

140, BRII 33 [LFM 498 «lHec est convenientia rememoracionis placiti quod fue{runt?} Ber-
nardus comes Bisulluni cumn Bernardo torronis...Quod est factum....» BRI 42 {Monsalvacge y Fos-
sas, Noticias bistdricas, vol. 13, no. 2205} «Hec est conveniencia vel placitum factum inter comitem
Bisinduni nomine Bernardum er frarrem eius Gauzfredum....Facta est....» BRII 70 ILFM 302}
«Hec est convenientia que ego Guilelmus Ugeni filius qui fuit Sancia femina ad te Bernardo comi-
te filius qui fuisti Stephanie comitisse, convenio tibi.... Acta fuir ista convenientia.» RBIII 62 [LFM
317) «Hec est convenientia facta inter Bernardum gratia dei Bisillunensem comitem er Dalmacium
Berengarii de Carmenco. Coemendat....Acta scriprura convenientiarurm. »

141, LFM 500. RBIUI 60 [LFM 503-4] records the donation of the cascle of Navara /o the
count and che oath of the castellan Bernar Adalbert. Extra, 4738 may be an additional contempo-
rary collective oath, or another version {draft?) of LFM 500.

142. Perpignan, Archives Déparrmentales des Pyrénées-Oriencales, B4 [B. Alart, Cartulaire
Roussitlonnais (Perpignan, 1880), no. 56} «Haec est notitia de ipsa convenientia quod Pontius co-
mes filius'qui Fuic Gila comitissa convenit er iurat ad Gilabersum comitern fitius qui est Adalaizis co-
mitissa» RBIsd 191 [LFM 6971 «ipsas convenientias que convenio.» Referring co the former,
Alact (Cartnlarie Roussillgnnais, p. 83, n. 1) notes «Il y a dans ce document des articies barrés et des
passages ajoutés.»

143, LFM G98, G99.
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ted by one of his men «that he should hold well those convenientiae or those oaths
that he has sworn to him,» %

4, Paliars Sobira

The collections of Utrgell, Gerri, Lavaix, and the Biblioteca de Catalunya con-
tain significant numbers of documents of the counts of Pallars Sobira, but aside
from the agreements with the counts of Barcelona, Urgell and Pallars Jussi noted
above, only one document has survived recording a possible eleventh-century con-
vententia of a count of Pallars Sobira, '

In addition to clarifying a number of obscure episodes and questions, detailed
study of the corverizntia supports two important conclusions. First, the change in
surviving documentation from placitam to convenientia observed by Bonnassie was
not simply a functional transition, a shift from dispute sectlement before comnital
tribunals to «private» dispute setclement by means of written agreements; the
change reflects a transformation in the structure and expression of comital power.
This may be seen not only in the number of comital conventions, but also in
their language and content. Second, while the cwnvenientia was known throughout
the Catalan counties in the latrer half of the eleventh century, it was Ramon Be-
renguer | who put the form to the widest and most effective use. While it has be-
en suggested that the counts —particularly the count of Barcelona, but to 2 lesser
degree the counts of Pallars Jussi and Cerdanya, as well— rebuilt their authority
after the fashion of their subordinates, the articulation of this authority with che
written word —the use of writing as a technology of power— was an approach very
much their own.

144. LFM 751: «ut bene teneat ipsas conveniencias vel ipsos Sacramentos quos el juratos ha-
bet.» Additional caths to Guilabert [}, count of Rousstllon {1074-1102); LEM 710, 720-23, 741-
42, 759. .

145. Extra. 3300 [Jozquim Miret i Sans, «Pro sermone plebeico,» Boletin de la Real academia de
buenas lotras de Barcelona 7 (1913-14), pp. 30-41, 101-15, 163-85, 229-51, 275-80, ar 106 (rrans-
cription), 107 (reproduction)].



