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Henry IV was advancing on Rome at the time)
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Roman synod

judge, but

warning to

away rather

reaction to

that, in the context of the
as a tribunal, Gregory saw his r61e as that of a

not necessarily that of an executioner. His early

Hugh that an excess of severity could drive people

than reconcile them with the Church151 and his angry

Hugh's adherence to the letter of the law, which

of March 1078, prove his unwillingness

or even undue severity.152    There was

mercy in the judgements delivered at

culminated in the letter

to condone injustice,

often an element of

Gregory's synods which ran contrary to the pope's own interests.

His reconciliation with Henry at Canossa lost him a unique

opportunity for political advantage in Germany and his leniency

with Berengar of Tours left him open to a charge of sympathy with

heresy.    He urged Hugh of Die to severity with Manasses of

153Rheims,     but when the archbishop had been excommunicated the

pope wrote to him 'in direct contravention of the custom of the

church of Rome' offering him a chance to exculpate himself.154

Gregory VII did not lack

legate should act with

insisted that, whatever

fully explained in Rome.

to us as soon as you can

clemency and he tried to ensure that his

mercy as well as justice, but he also

his legate did, all the facts must be

'Wherefore we enjoin on you to return

so that we may understand what you have

150
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152
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Mansi xx, 577; Suspendit ab
qui ad concilium invitati
eorum pro ipsis venerunt.

officio quosdam episcopos
neque ipsi necque nuntii

Registrum ii, 43, p.
pleased that you were
than that the Church
through your severity'.

180;     'We should be better
reproached for your leniency
should fall into disrepute

Registrum v, 17, p. 378; ...quia irato animo et non
synodali iudicio dimisit ecclesiam suam...

E. V. 30, p. 77.
can be found...we
pass the sentence

'If suitable accusers and witnesses
desire you without hesitation to

which righteouness requires.'

154     Registrum vii, 20, p. 495.
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accomplished and with God’s help may come to a more intelligent

decision as to further action.’155

155 Registrum i, 6, p.8, to Gerard of Ostia and Rainbald,
legates in France; admonemus...ut quantotius possitis
ad nos revertamini quatenus et quid egeritis
cognoscamus et de cetero consultius adiuvante Deo
statuere valeamus.
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THE LEGATINE COUNCILS OF HUGH OF DIE.

A study of Hugh’s councils falls naturally into two parts: the

early councils held while he was bishop of Die, which were

terminated by a period of illness and partial estrangement from

Rome, and the later ones which almost coincided with his

elevation to the archbishopric of Lyons and continued in

dwindling numbers until his death.    In view of his position as

Gregory’s most important legate in France, it is curious that

records of decrees remain for only two of the councils he held

during Gregory’s pontificate, Autun in 1077 and Poitiers in 1078.

At the council of Autun in 1094, when he had been re-appointed

as legate by Urban II, one decree is recorded.

ANSE, 1075.156

This is recorded by Hugh of Flavigny as Hugh’s first

council. 157    The chronicler gives no details of what took place

there and the legate himself, writing to Ralph of Tours, refers

to it only in general terms.158 The protocol of the Lent synod

in Rome in February, 1076, suggests, however, that the council

at Anse must have been a most eventful meeting.159    The arch-

bishop of Vienne, the bishops of Le Puy, Agde and Grenoble and

the clerks of St. Barnard in Romans were all brought to Rome by

Hugh for disciplinary action.     There he was commended for the

zeal with which he had accomplished his first mission for

156

157

Mansi xx, 481. Hugh of Flavigny, MGH 8, 413; Lfihe.
Hugo yon Die und Lyon, p. 43. Hefele, 219; Theodor
Schieffer, Die p~pstlichen Legaten in Frankreich vom
Vertrage yon Meersen (870) bis zum Schism yon 1140,
Berlin 1935, p. 94-95

Invigilabat enim idem sollicitus gregi sibi credito et
legationis sibi creditatae sollicitas servans excubias

158

primum concilium celebravit apud Ansam...;    Hugh of
Flavigny, MGH 8, 413.

RHG xiv, 777, no. I.

Registrum iii, 10(a),
159 p.269.
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Gregory, the collection of the census owed by the abbeys enjoying

160the protection of St. Peter.

Hugh’s activities had certainly been

this council certainly at one of his

proceeded against his former archbishop,

simony (predictably, in

simoniac practices).]61

council of Autun two years

see and become a monk.]62

noteworthy. If not at

earliest councils, he

Humbert of Lyons, for

view of his known views about Humbert’s

Humbert was finally deposed at the

later but he had already vacated the

It was probably also at this council

that Hugh indicted his current metropolitan,

who was excommunicated at the Lent synod in

year, together with the homicidal Stephen de

Le Puy and Pontius, bishop of Grenoble:

Herimanus of Vienne,

Rome the following

Polignac, bishop of

Viennensem episcopum

periuriis,

ecclesiam

Herimannum iuste depositum pro simonia

apostasia,

desistit,

sacrilegiis et

infestare non

Podiensem symoniacum homicidam Stephanum

nostris excommunicatum,    et Pontium

quousque rescipiscat excommunicamus.163

quia Viennensem

excommunicamus...

scilicet a legatis

Gratianopolitanum

have

1073,

coming

was the

arraigned

Although

been Gerard
164

’our legate’

of Ostia,

the commendation of

immediately after the

judge in every case.

at Anse or perhaps

who ordered these depostions could

during his tour of Burgundy in

Hugh in the matter of the census

list of offenders suggests that he

If he were, these men were probably

165at Dijon in January, 1076,     or

160 ibid.

’Life ’161     See above, , p. I.

162

163

164

Hugh of Flavigny,

sedes, Humberto
Iurensibus monacho
Chris iv, 88 - 89.

MGH 8, 415;    ...quia Lugdunensis
symoniaco expulso et in locis

facto, vacabat antistite...; Gall

Registrum iii, 10(a), p.269.

’ above p 6;See ’Life, ,    ¯
xx 391.

also Council of Chalon, Mansi

165     Hugh of Flavigny, MGH 8, 413.
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quam pro

in Die not recorded by Hugh of Flavigny.

here is not the place but the evidence

in the newly-appointed legate.      In

the pope endorsed the sentences passed

166perhaps at a council

The important thing of

fanatical enthusiasm the

cases cited above in

France, but he had already realised that the intransigence of his

agent in Burgundy might become an obstacle to the progress of

reform.    As early as January, 1075, he had written to Hugh:

Melius enim nobis placet ut pro pietate interdum reprehendaris,
167nimia severitate in odium ecclesie tue venias.

168DIJON, JANUARY i076.

A letter

that Hugh of Flavigny

third council.l?0 The

took place before the

in the case of the

details of what took

from Hugh to archbishop Ralph of Tours169 shows

is mistaken in referring to this as Hugh’s

letter makes it clear that this council

council of Clermont in August, 1076.    As

council of Anse, the chronicler gave no

place at Dijon. Hugh of Flavigny wrote:

Persequebatur symoniacos, adversus quos ei iugis

conflictus fuit perpetuus, quos etiam prout ab
l?l

eliminavit et orthodoxos substituit.

pugna

ecclesia

The date of this council is not known, but any date in

January does not allow much time for people to travel to Rome by

February 14.    The case of Liemar of Hamburg-Bremen in 1074,

however, reveals how little such practical details were taken

’ below p Iii where the166 See ’Council of Clermont,
confused case of Stephen of Le Puy is studied.

167     Registrum ii, 43, p.180.

168 Hugh of Flavigny, MGH 8, 413; Mansi xx, 483; Hefele,
220; Lfihe, Hugo von Die und Lyon p. 43; Th.

Schieffer, Die p~pstlichen Legaten, p. 95.

169

170

PL 157, 507, ii.

Hugh of Flavigny, MGH 8, 413 .... primum concilium

celebravit     apud     Ansam, secundus apud
Clarummontem...Tertium Divioni.

171 ibid.


