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Late Antiquity, anddie sixdi century in particular, was the greatageof
church councilsin Gaul. Over forty are known to havebeenheld’; undoubtedly,
many odiersmet a>s well. Re legislationcreatedby diesecouncilsbecamepart of
an inereasinglylargecorpusof canonkw, with whieh Gallic eccíesiasties,and
especiallybishops,wereexpectedto be intimately familiar, not only sodiey could
enforceit, but also so they could participatein discussionsat church councíls.For
example,a letter of Pope Celestineof AD 429 to the bishopsof Italy beganwith
dic words, «It is not pernúttedto any bishop to be ignorantof the canons»2.The
Council of OrLéansof 511 declared,«We betievethat carlier statutesmust be
renewed by readingdic ancient<canons»3.And the Council of Orléans of 541
stated, «Let parish clerics lean from their bishops material ftom the statuta
canonuin that is necessaryfor diem to read»4,

In Gaul as elsewhere,canonlaw includednot only dic staruta canonuniof
churchcouncilsbut alsoselectedepistuloe decretalesof thebishopsof Rome5.Re
needto preservethis material resultedin dic compilationof many Libri canonum
in Gaul during the sixdi century. Severa!of diem still are extant in manuscripts
written during dic sixth andseventhcenturies,including dic Coloniensis212, nr
«Colognecollection»; dic Parisinus 12097, or «Corbiecollection»; dic Tolosanus
364, or «Albi collection»;and theBerolinus 1745,or «Lyon collection».Fromdie

SeeC. Muniercd., ConcilíaGalliaea.314-a.506. Corpuschristianorumlatinorum 148
(Turaholl, 1963), hereafterCCL.

Celestine,Episí. «Nullí sacerdotem»:PL 50.436.

«Antiquoscanones religenzespriora síatuza credidimus renovando...» (can.14: CCL
148A.9).

~ «U: parrociani cíerici a pontificibussuis necessariasibi statuia canonumlegenda
percqnant (can.6)(CCI. 148A.142-146).

‘Confusingly,bothkinds of materialenuldatthis time be referredto eitheras «canones»
or as «epistolae>’.
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eighth centur> come te Vaticanus Palatinus 574, or «Lorsch collection»; te
Hero//rius 1743,or «Reimscollection»; Éhe Paris/rius 1564,or «Pithoucollection»;
theParisinus1451,or«St-Maurcollection»;andte Parisinus3846,or«St-Amand»
collection6.

Ris studywill beginby identifying someof dic underlyingcharacteristics
of dicLibrÉ canonumdiat developedin Gaul duringte sixth century.It thenwill
lookat howdic developmcntof dic Gajlic canonicalcollectionswa.s influencedflrst,
by the churchof Arles; second,by ltaly anddic bishopsof Rome;asid third, by die
churchesof Spaln.

A look at dic sixdi-century Gallic LibrÉ canonumindicatesdiat they are
ratherdifferentfrom collectionsof canonlaw that survive from odier arcasof te
western Roman world. Outside Gaul, diere was a strong tendency to create
standardizedcollectionsdiat were used by many different churches.In ltaly, for
example, one flnds the Dionysiana, a collection of easterncouncils and papal
decretacompiledat Romeby DionysiusExiguusin dic earlysixth century.Anodier
standardizedRomancorpuswasa collectionof Chalcedoniandocumentsassembled
by dic deaconRusticusin 5497, Re Italian church, however,did not createa
standardcollection, or any collection at alí, of Italianchurchcouncils.

Standardizedcollectionsof canonlaw alsoweremadein Spain.By the late
s¡xdi or earlysevendicenturya compilationknownas die Epitome(or «Vetus»)had
appeared,andby te endof dic sevendieenturyte monumentalSpanishcollection
of councils and papal decretalsknown as dic Hispana had been created».Ris
collectionwaswidely disseminatedandseemsto havebecomestandardthroughout
Spain.

In Gaul. at dic esid of te flfth century, dic bishopsof te Visigodiic
kingdomalso seemlo haveattemptedto createa standardtext of canonlaw, which
survivesas dic so-called «SecondCouncil of Arles»9. This endeavornecessarily

Por detailed discussionof oíl of thesecollections, seeF. Maasen, Geschichreder
Quellen uncíderLizeraturdescanonisehenRechtsitt Abendiande,vol. 1 (Graz. 1870), s.v.

Maasen, Geschich¡e,745-751.

For theEpitome, seeO. MartínezDíez, El Epítomehispánicouna coleccióncanónica
españoladel siglo VII, Madrid 1966.325-465.The Hispana is thoughtlo havebeenbased
on a losí collection,te Isidoriana, which draws its namefroin Isidoreof Seville; seeO.
MartínezDiez (cd.). La colección canónicaHispana, Madrid 1966; PL 84.241-242;and
Maasen,Geschichre,667-716.

CCL 148.111ff. lthasbeensuggestedthaI this wasIhe compilationof «acertainprivate
individual»: see lije Ballerini, PL 56.154, «collectioneinesseprivat.am”; followed by O.
Morin, «LesStatutaecelesiaeantiqun,sont-ils des.Césaired’Arles?»,Revuebénédictine13,
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would haveentaileddic compilationof dic canonsof pastchurchcouncils,and in
particulardioseof Arles in 312, Nicacain 325, Valencein 374, Orangein 441,and
Vaison of 442, ah of which werecited in dic canonsof Arles II.

But ¿terte collapscof dicVisigodiic kingdomofToulousein 507 auddic
rcsultantexpansionof dic Frankishkingdom, dic compilationof canonlawin Gaul
becameaprimarily local mattcr’0. Widi Gaul divided up amongVisigodis, Ostro-
godis, Hurgundians,and Franksduring dic flrst quarterof dic sixth century, and
with te lack of opportunity for Gallic bishops to meet outside of their own
kingdoms, it could hardly havc been odicrwise. The quarreling overauthority
betweendic bishopsof Míes amIViennealsowould havepreventedany agreement
over a standardizedcorpusof canonlaw”.

In lateantiqucGaul,dierefore,diereneverwas a standardLiber canonum.
Which is not to say tbat dic vañous coUections<lid not coixtain sornecommon
elements,suchasmanyof dic sanieGallic councilsaswell as te samedossiersof
papal decreta. which circulatedundertitíes suchas Canonesurbicani’2. But dic
Gallic collectionsare far morenotewortbyfor thcir differences,whosesignificauce
hasnot beenfully appreciated.

mc best evidence for lack of standardizationcomes from dic texts
diemselves.No two early cohlectionsare alike, or evennearly so. As seenin dic
appendedtable,differentchoiceswcrc madercgardingwhatmaterialto include,and
theorderin which to include it. Thesechoicesmusthavebeenmadelocally, under
te audiority of dic bishopswho would usete collections. Oneindication of how

1913, 334-342, al 340 nL CH. Turner, «Arles aud Rome: The First Developmentsof
CanonLaw in Gaul”, Joarnalof TheologicalStudies 17, 1916, 236-247,al 239-240; and
Munier, CCL 148,111;andK. Seháferdiek,«Das sogemiantezweite Konzil von Arles und
dic állesteKanonessammlungder arelatenserKirche>’, Zeitschr¡ftflir Rechtsgeschichíeder
Savigny-S4fiung,KanonistischeAbíeilung71, 1985, 1-19; buí seenow R. Mathisen,«Tbe
‘SecondCoancil of Arles and te Spirit of Compilation and Codification in Late Roznan
Gaul”, Journalof Early ChristianStudies5, 1997, 511-554.

LO For “lintérél dune ‘localisation’ des collectiona, en rapport ayee les réunions

conciliaresdesVIe el Víle siécles»,setP. Ourliac, «Lemanuscriltoulousainde la collection
d’Albi>, Revuededroiz canonique28, 1978, 223-238,at 234 n.42.

See R. Malbisen, Ecclesiastical Factionalism ancí Religious Con:roversy in

F~fth-Centu,y Gaul (Washington:Catholic Llniv. Press,1989)passim;and Idem. «Second
Coancil of Arles».

2 At leasítwo collectionscirculatedunderthis title. Oneof them appearsunderibis title

in Ihe Lorschcollection (n”’. 3-4) andin te Cologne collection (n”. 23-26), andboth of
them were incorporatedluto te Albí collection. Note also Ihe Epistulaearelatenses.also
known aste LiberpñvllegiorumecclesiaeAreknensis,diseussedbelow.
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local audioritywasusedin dic creationof diesecompilationsis seenin theinclusion
of letters asid odier documcntsdiat do not appcarin odier collectionsanddo not
seem to meet dic usual criteria of canonicity, that is, diey wcre neither church
councilsnor papaldecretals.Theseatypical documnentsnot only provideexamples
of local preferences,but diey also can offer indications of dic provenanceof a
collection at dic time dic material was incorporated.

In dic latesixdi century, for example,dic original collectionpreservedin
dic Corbiemanuscriptwassupplementedwidi four letters,threeof which arefound
nowhereelse, includingonewrittenin dic late tlfth centuryby dic exiledclergyof
VerdunL3, two by the Frankish kings Childebertand Clovis

11L4 and one sent to
Childcbert by bishop Leo of Sens’

5. And sandwichedbetween dic rulings of
Childebert andClovis II are dic odierwiseunknowncanonsof dic Council of Paris
of 573. Ml of wliich could indicatediat diis manuscriptwas createdsomewherein
north-centralGaul, not in dic Rhonc area,as generally rhoughtLC. Theseletters,
alí of which wcre squeezedinto dic blank spacesat dic endsof severalof dic
quaternions,perhapswereextractedfrom asingle,now-lost compilationalón to dic
EpistulaeaustrasicaeL7•

The Pidiou collection likewise incorporates several unconventional
documcnts,including, in order, dic monasticmíe of Teridius; followed by one
letterof Lupusof TroyesandEuphroniusof Autun; andanodierof Leoof Bourges,
Victurus of Le Masis, audBustochiusof Tours,bodi from dic mid fifdi ccntury;as
well as a diird lcttcr, of Trojanusof Saintes,from die earlysixdi ccntury. Re Albi
manuscript includesan odierwisc unknownIetter of Viventiolus of Lyons of AD
518. Re Cologne manuscript includes a unique early sixth-century lcttcr of
Cyprianus of Toulon. And dic Lersch collection contains dic earliest known
exampleof Avitus of Vienne’s «De basilicis recipiendis.»Thesedocuments.many

3 SeeG. Morin, «Castorel Polychronius:un épisodepeuconnude Ihistoireecclésias-

tique desGaules,»Revuebénédictine51, 1939, 31-36; aud ¡‘LS 3.831-832.

MCII LegumsectioII? CapitulariaregumFrancorum(Hannover,1888) 1.2-3,18-19.

LS EpistMerov.3:MCII Epist.3.437-8.

« CCL 148.vi; Lowe, Codiceslatiní antiquiares (CL4) 8.1162and 5.619 (written al

«Arlesor Lyons»); Ph. Jalfé,W. Wattenbach,EcclesiaemetropolitanaeColoniensiscodices
manuscriplí,Berlin, 1874,93; C. Turne,’.EcclesiaeOccidenlalisMonumenta1.1 .2a(Oxford,
1913) p.vii; Maasen,Geschichie,576; J. Gaudemet,Les sourcesdu droil de léglise en
occidenída ¡le au Vie si?cle, Paris. 1985. 142.

17 Which likewise survive only in a singlemanuscripí.the VaticanasPalatinuslatinas

869.
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of themunique,wouídseemlo reflectefforts to eudowdocumentsof local interesí
with somedegreeof canonicityandaudiority.

Otherapplicationsoflocal audiorityto dic contentsofcanonicalcollections
resultedin altcrations to existing texts. In some manuscripts,for example, dic
canonsof the Council of Agdeof AD 506 were reworkedto edit out referencesto
dic Visigothic king Alaric ii’~. And in dic mid 540sdic compilcrs of dic Lorsch
collection not only omitted many canons,but also often greatly suinmarizedand
renumberedtilie canonsdiat were included19.

An evenmoreegregiousrevisionwasmadecircadic late 540sin die same
Lorsch manuscript,where dic lcttcr of PopeZosimus«Placuit apostolicae«of AD
417, whichgrantedextraordinaryprivilegeto bishopPatroclusofArles, wasaltered
to readas if it had beenwritten in dxc early fourdi ccntury by PopeSylvcstcr to
bishop Reticius of Autun20. This has led to the assumptionthat dic Lorsch
collection was originally createdfor dic churchof Autun.

Theseasidotiher examplesindicatetat tibe creationof LibrÉ canonumin
sixth-centuryGaul was ver> much of a local affair. The church of each bishop
decidedwhat to include,what to exclude, andwhat to alter in its own collection.
Thereis no indication that dierewasanythingapproachinga standardizedtext, or
any over-alíauthority diat determinedhow eachcompilition wasto be createdand
developed.

Given such extensiveevidencefor te applicationof local preferencesto
dic creationof Gallic LibrÉ canonuin,one might questiondic degreeto which any
particular city, church, or bishopwas able to dictate or control dic contentsof
canonicalcollectionsin sixth-ccnturyGaul. In particular, onemight wonderabout
the extent of dic influence of bishop Caesariusof Arles. Por it often has been
presumednotonly thatearlysixtb-centuryGallic LibrÉ canorium,butalsothatmany
othercompositionsdealingwidi church law, doctrine, anddiscipline,somehowre-
flected Caesarius’cfforts2L. It also has beenargueddiaí diere existedin the sixdi

» See Malijisen, «SecondCouncil of Arles», 662-553.

LO CCL 148.111-130.

~«Discussedby the BaUerini, PL 20.641.

2L SeeO. Morin, »Le Breviariwn fLdei’ coníre lesariensproduil de latelierde Césaire

d’Arles?»Revued’hístoireecclésiastique35, 1939, 35-53; Idem, «Statula”; Turner,«Arles»;
and Scháferdiek,«ZweiteKonzil», 10, suggesíslhat Arles underCaesariusassumed«cine
neneúbergeordnetekirchliche Rolle als cine Art von PrimadalsitzderkatholisclienKirche
un Westgotenreich».
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century«schoolsof canonists»atArleswho attemptedto createstandardizedcorpora
of canonlaw that then werc circulatedthroughoutGaul22.

Thereis no doubt,of course,that Caesariusparticipatedin churchcouncils
and indic creationof canonlaw compilations.But so did many odier bishops,and
Gailic councils suchas Agdc in 506 afflrmed tibe rights not oniy of odier metro-
politausbesidesCaesarius,but evenof provincial bishops23.Givendic differenccs
amongthe variouscanonicalcollections,onemight hesitateto suggestdiat alí, or
evenmany, of dicm deriveddircctly from an Arlesian source. Porexample, dic
Cologne collection may have been compiled under the supervisionof bishop
Cyprianusof Toulon, who served not on]y as Caesarius’representativeat the
Council of Valencein 528 but alsoas his hagiographe?4.Tbis is suggestedby dic
very strikinginclusionin tibe collectionof Cyprianus’own letterto bishopMaximus
of Geneva25. Similar observationscould be madeabout odier collections,and it
would appearthat tibe manyLibrÉ canonumrepresentnot a centralizedinitiative of
the church of Arles, but a pervasivephcnomenonrepresentativeof a spirit of
compilationandcodificationdiat pervadeddic period.

A similar caveatmight be cxpressedregardingdic assumptiondiat much
of die Gallic work oncanonlaw was intendedto increasetibe Gallic authorityof dic
bishopof Rome26. Indeed,onediing that is strikingaboutdic Gallic LibrÉ canonum
is die relativedeartloof recentItalian material. No fifth-century Romancouncilsare
found, and for dic sixth ccntury,one flnds only, in dic Pidiou collection,a small
dossierrelating to dxc troublcsof PopeSyninxachusin die carly sixdi century, aud,
in dic manuscriptof St-Maur, the Council of Romeof 595. The Gaulsalso took

22 Turner,«Arles»;seealso H. Mordek,KirchenrechtundReformimFrankenreich.fíe

collectio vetasgallica, die¿UestesystematischeKanonessammlungdesfránkischenGallien,
Herlin, 1975; andM. Coquin. «Le sort des Statutaecclesiaeantiqua dansles Collections
canoniquesjusquá la ‘Concordia’ de Gratien”, Recherchesde Théologie ancienne et
médievale28. 1961, 193-294at 195.

23 Note Agde, Canons3 («a vicinis episcopis»),7 («aptadduos vel trescomprovinciales

vel vicinos episcopos»),and 25 («apudepiscoposcomprovinciales’).

24 VCaesariipraef., 2.1, 1.60. Cyprianuswas the only bishop to receiveanything in

Caesariuswill (TestamentuniCaesarii: Morir, Caesarius2.289).

2$ Episl.merov.1:MGH Episí. 3.434-436.

26 SeeTurner,«Arles>’, 236, for a «school of canonistslhati flourished [al Arlesj aclive

ja the Roman interest”; and Morir, «Statuta», 341, who seesal Arles’ >un monvemení
netlementaccentuévers Rozne».
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cxcerptsfrom dic DÉonysiann,suchas dic Canonesapostolorun?and translations
of castemachurchcoanclis.

More to dic point, dierearemany papaldecretain dic Gallic collections.
Mostappearla t’no eollectionsentitíed«Canonesurbicani.al in a dossicrrelated
to dic Council of Chalcedon,but aB of diesepre-datethc mid 450529. Nearly alí
dic laterpapallettersincorporatedin GallieLibrÉ canonumwerecxcerptedfrom dic
self-servingEpistulaearelarerises,acollectionof documentissupportingdic authority
of dic churchof Arles29. One flnds two letters of Pope Hilarus (461-468),oneof
chemin but a singlemanuscript~;none of Simplicius(468-483), Felix (483-492),
or Gelasius(492-496);anda singlelettcrof Anastasius(496-498),againin a single
manuscript31.From dic sixdi century, a few lettcrsof PopeSymmachus(498-514)
were inserted, but noncof Hormisdas(514-523),John1(523-526),or Pelix IV
(526-530),andonly oneeachof Boniface11(530-532)andJohn11(532-535).Por
dxc remainderof dic sixth century one encountersa single copy of a letiter of
Pelagius II (579-590)~~ and, at dic vcry end of dic Lorsch collection, a brief
exchangebctwecnAugustineof CanterburyandGregory dic Great.

Thc omissionof Italian andpapal materialfrom dic sixdi centurycannot
beattributedmerelyto abreakdownin communications.It would seem,ralber, to
have resulted from a conscious choice. Por dic Gallic compilers of dic sixdi
century,documentspromulgatedby earlypopesliad historical,or evensentimental,
value,asdid dic Grcekandotlxernon-GaIliccouncils.But bodi kinds of documentis
virtually ceasedto be includedin Gallic collectionsas of dic 450s,at dic vcry time
that dic Gauls hadbegunto createa critical massof dicir own councilsandodier
documents33.It would seemdiat, for theGauls, dxc most importantrecentmaterial

27 Pound,cg., inthe Colognecollection;inParis EN 1451;andintihe Lorschcollection.

29 Theselestersalsoareknownas «epistolaedecretales»(Lorschcollection)or«epistolae

sedis aposlolicae»(Corbie collection). la aggregate,dxc Galliecollections includea single
documeníeacbfrom te lime of popesDamasus(366-384)andSiricius(384-399),andmany
letsers of popeslnnocent(401-417).Zosixnus (417-418). and, ño particular. Leo <440-461).

29 MCII Epis:.3.: altogetiher, there are 56 letters. The Albi collection 8

(nos.l,9,1l,13.19,25-26,and28); te Colognecollectionhas7 (nos.8, 1,13,25,28,and
34); tihe Lyon collection has 2; anil othershavejust one. MCII Epist. 3.2-4.

«Movemurrasione»,in te Corbie (no.35),Pithou (no.66).and Albi collections,and

«Qualitercontrasedis»(=Epist. arel. 13), also in the Albi collection.

SL «Bonunatqueiucunduxn»,only in te Cologne collection.

52 «Laudandatuae», in llie Pithou collection(no.98).

“SeeCCL 148, passim.
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was whaí diey created thcmselvcs. Por diem. dic significance of non-Gallic
documentis lay in tilie past. Such material may have liad the same authority as
Roman imperial secular legislation, which also was included here and diere in
Gallic canonicalcollections3t

Al! of this suggestsdiat, in Gaul, extra-Gallieeccíesiasticallegislacion
certainly liad validity, but it was not at alí pre-enúnentand hadno exceptional
status.It is difflcult, dierefore,ir see, in dic sixdi century, any widcspreadeffort
at alí on thepanof die Gaulsto drawaudiority for dieircanonicalcollectionsfrom
Romeor Itaiy. or give any extraordinarystatusto the bishopsof Rome.

Tliis leavestite interactionbetweenGaul and Spain. Tite Visigoths had
plannedto hold a churchcouncil at Toulousein 507 diat would haveunitedbotih
Gallie asid Spanishbishops35.Rut dic Frankishdefeatof Alaric II in dic sameycar
and subscquentoccupationof most of Visigothic Aquitaniapreventeddiis or any
odier suchmeetiing from happening.Afterwards, dic Gallic and Spanishchurches
developedindependentlyof eachodier.

Rut in otiter regardsdiereare many examplesof rclations betwcen die
Visigodiic andFrankishkingdomsduring dic sixdi andsevcnthcenturies,ranging
from dynasticmarriagesto openwarfare36.As for eccíesiasticalinteractions,one

‘~ me Pithou collection included tibe constilution«ínter publicas necessitates»of the
emperorllonorius (395-423);te Colognecolleclion incorporaledfol only two Noveis of
Valentinian III (425-455): «De primatibus ecclesiaecatholicae”, and «De ordinatione
episcoporuzn»),buí also Honorius’ «Constitutiosalubenima»of 418; the Corbiecolíeclion
included te tirleenlh of the ConstitutionesSinnondinianae,and tibe Lyon collection
concludedwith the entire Sirmondiniancollection,

“ Caesariusof Arles, Epistula «Duns nimium: CCL 64,402-403;CSEL 21.448-449;
MOHAA 8.274-275.

56 SeeJ. Orlandis, «Comsnunicationset échangesentre l’Espagnewisigotique et la

Francemérovingienne.»,4nnalesde la Faculté de Droit et desScienceséconomiquesde
Toulouse18, 1970,253-262;Idem,La Iglesiaenla Españavisigóticaymedieval,Pamplona,
1976; IdemandD.Ramos-Lisson,IIistoria delosconciliosde la Españaromanay visigoda.
Pamplona, 1986; E. SaitIa, «1 Visigoti nella visione síoricadi Gregoriodi Tours»,AC 3,
1987, 75-103;J. SuberiolaMartínez, Nuevosconcilioshispano-romanosde los siglosIII y
IV. La collecciondeElvira, Málaga, 1987; F. SalvadorVentura. HispaniaMeridional entre
Roma y el Islam, Granada, 1990; J. Vives, Concilios visigóticos e hispanorromanos.
Barcelona-Madrid,1963; A. Chavasse,«Les letíresde papeLéonle Grand(440-461)datos
Il-lispanael la collectiondite des FaussesDécretales»,¡nstititions de 1 ¿glise en ¿volution.
Etudesoffertsa RenéMetz,Stirasbourg,1975,28-39; Z. GarcíaVillada, «Lascolecciones
canónicasen la épocavisigótica», Razóny Fe (Madrid) 102. 1933, 473-480; and Ch.
Munier, «NouveUesrecherchessurl’l-lispana chronologique”.Revuedessciencesreligienses
40, 1966, 400-410.
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would cxpcct diat diere would havebeenrcadycontactby way of tibe Visigotitic
territory of Septimania,which was centeredon dic importanti Gallic centerof
Narbonnc37.Asid conractistheremust havebeen,for by dic scvendicentury,Gallic
councils appearin Spanishcollections, asid Spanishcouncils begin to appearin
Gallic collectiions.

An exchangeof conciliar canonsalready is attestedin the carly sixth
century, whencanonsfrom dic Gallic councilsof Agde in 506 andOrléansin 511
were cited in 516 at dic Council of Tarragona38.It has beensuggcsteddiat tite
Gallic documentshadbeentransmititedto Spainby Caesariusof Míes, who in 514
was told by PopeSymmachusto be vigilent «regardingmattersthat emergein tlxe
matiter of religion bodiin Gaul andin Spain.~ Butdiereis no direct evidencediat
Caesanuseverexercisedtuis audiority so magnanimouslygrantedby dic pope.

What is clear is diat at some later period a collection of nne Gallic
councils, beginning widi die First Council of Arles in 312 and ending widi dic
Third Council of Míes in 524, alsomadeits way to Spain,whereit ultimatcly was
included in Spanishcollections such as the Epitome, in die late sixdi or carly
seventhcentury, anddic Hispano, by die late sevendicenturyt

Anothercontactis seenin dic transmissionto Spainof a small collection
of canonextracts,primarily from dic Gallic Council of Epaonin 517, diat werc
incorporatedinto the Hispanoas an addendumto dic Council of Agde of 506. The
Spanishcompilersdid notquite know whatto do with diem, audprefaceddiem widi
the heading, «Citations that are not found in dxc ancient copiesof councils, but

~‘ Nevertheless,somehavesuggestedlhattherewas«surprisinglylittle» Gallic influence
uponthedevelopmeníof te Nicenechurchof Spain,andthatonly te writings of Caesarius
of Arles bad any great influence there: see R. ColEtos, Early MedievalSpain: Unity in
Diversity, 400-1000,New York, 1983, 59-60.

~‘ Note Canon 16 of te Council of Tarraco,whicb cominented,«canonumanteomnia

Gallicanorumde eius constiturioneservata»,and cited can. 27 of Agde and can. 19 of
Orleans(511) (PL 84.312).

>~« «Manentíbussiquidem his, quae patrian siatuta singulis ecclesiisconcesserunt,
decernimius, ¡4 circa haec quam tam in Gallíca quam in Spaniaprovinciis de causa
religionis emerserin: sollertia :uae fraternítatis invigelit. . .»: Symmachus,Epist. «Qui
veneranda»= Epis:.Areí. 28: MCII Epis:. 3.41-42. SeeTurner, «Arles».

~ lucluding te councils of Arles 1(314), Valence (374), Turin (398). Riez (439),
Orange(441), Vaison (442), Orléans(511), Arles II (caSQO), Agde (506), and Arles III
(524). SeeMatosen,Geschichte,651-654; MartínezDíez, Hispano,26-49;andScháferdiek,
«Arles’>, 13-15.
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whicb are insertedinto diem by certainpersonsAL There also is dic questionof
die Statutaecclesiaeantigua, which generally is diought to havebeencreatedin
Gaul in tite late fifdi century42.Thc Hispanonot oniy includesit, but also addsan
additional chapte?5.Asid appendedat dic endof tibe Hispana’scatalogueof 103
papalletterswas tite pseudo-Gelasian«DecretaRomanaesedisderecipiendisct non
recípiendis»,whicb likcwisc wasactually writtcn in southernGaul, pcrhapsin tite
early sixdi ccntur<.

The means by which titis Gallic material made itis way tio Spain is
unknown, but several eccíesiasticalcontacts betweenGaul and dic Visigodiic
kingdom are attcstedduring dic sixth century. Porexample,diereis dic caseof
Deutijerius, a nativeof Bourgeswho movedto Visigodiic Septimaniaand became
bishop of Agde in dic late 560s; ca. 581 he fled to Francia, where he became
bishopof Vencein 588t Therc is no reasonto believediat hewould not havehad
canonicaldocumentisin bis possession.

Not until dic scventhcentury,however,doesone find clear indicationsof
Spanishiniluenceon Gallic canonical collections. Circa 600, for example, dic
Spanish«Third Council of Toledo» of 589 madeits way into dic collectionof St-
Maur. The collection of Albi, whiclx wascreatedfor bishop Dido of Albi, also
ca.600, has several afflnities widi dic Hispano. A section of tibe Council of
Chalcedon,for example,is thati of die Hispano46. Furtijennore,dic mdcx entiles,
rubrics, asid texts of sorne councils are cited in tibe versionsof dic Hispano; for
cxainple, in two placesdiere are referencestio dic «SecondCouncil of Arles,« a
locution found only in SpanishcollectionsA7. Theseobservationssuggestdiat by
ca.600Spanishcanonicalmaterialwas availableat Albi, a conclusionsupportedby

41 «Sentenliaequaein veteribusexemplaribusconciliorum non inveniunlur, sed a

quibusdamiii ipsis insertaesuní».

42 SeeMorin, «Statuta”.

~ Can.102(CCL 148.185,cited in the apparatusonly); seeCoquito, «SIaluta»,195.

~ Martínez Diez, Hispano,215.

~ Greg.Tur. HF 9.24, Olor, conf. 12-13, Glormarí. 81.

46 See Maasen, Geschichte,603. This seclion begin.s «lncipiunt capitula de canonis

gallicanis»(fol.23).

The index entiry reads,«Canon. Arelatiensis II, atod tihe rubric, «Incipil synodus
,4relatensissecundo»:seeLowe, CIA 6 no.836;anéMansen,Ceschichte.592-603.
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tibe presenceof sixteen extractisfrom tite Hispano in a ninth-centurymanuscriptof
Atbi48.

Additional evidencefor tite penetrationof Spanishinfluenceinto Gaul is
seenin tite collectionof St-Amand, which was createdca.6804.It is modelledon
a form of dic Hispanothatmadeits ny luto Gaulin te secondhalfof dic scventh
century. It includesSpanishcouncilsftom Elvira to dic Eighdi Council of Toledo
of 653, andeventite GaRleconnelísthaído not appeariii tite Hispanoaregreuped
accordingto location aud given sequencenumbers,as in dic Hispano. Finally, it
also may have been aL tuis time that an additional group of Gallic councils
comprisedby Vaison 11(529), OrleasisV (549), OrléansIII (538), Epaon(517),
Carpentras(527), Orléans 1 (511), and Orléans III (533), and not found in die
Epitome, niade itis way to Spain and was incorporated into dic dcvcloping
Hispanai

To conclude,onemightempliasize,flrst aud foremost,that titecreationof
LibrÉ canonumin Gaul during Late Antiquity wasa local matiter. Compilerspicked
and chosewhati to include, evensorneratheruncanonicalmaterial.Thcy also took
dic libcrty, onoceasion,of summarizing,editing, asidrevnitingexistingdoeuments.
At tihis time, neidier Arles nor any other city served as a center for die
disscminatiionof «standardized»canonical collcctions.Moreover, the authority of
documentsissuedby easterncouncilsasiddic popesin Romelay primarily prior to
tihe 450s.

Re oniy signiflcant outside influence on dic devclopmentof Gallic
canonical collectiions during Late Antiquity came in tite late sixdi and seventh
centiuries,andfrom Spain. Spanisbcouncilscarne to be containedin sorneGalhic
collections, asid dic Spanishmediodof organizingcanonicalmaterial was adopted
in at least sorne Gallie churches. In die cighth ccntury, dic Hispano itsclf was
copied in GaulSL. But by tuis rime, dic creationof purely local compilatiosis lii
Gaul was on die wane. In 774, Pope Hadrianhad sentdic so-calledfladriano, an
updatedDionysiana,to Charlemagne,and systematiccollectionsof canonlaw, such
as tite Herovalliana asid tite so-called«Colleetion of Angers»’2, soon were to
displacethe older«histo¡ical»collections.By die endof LateAntiquitiy, tite agenot

48 AIbi BM no.41, IX, fol.17-32.

Set Lo’ne, CL4 8 no.1060; amI Maasen,Geschichie,750-784.

‘~ Set MartínezDíez, Hispano,237, for «infiltracionesfrancasdel reinadode Egica”.
SL Seetite Codex Vindobonensis411.

Set Mordek, Kirchenrechr,who duba Uds collection tite «VetusGalilea.»
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only of Gallic councilsbut also of tite compilation of local LibrÉ canonumhad
passed,andGaul becamepanof a larger world of canonlaw.

Orderof Appearanceof SelectedDocuments
in Sorne Early GaIlic Manuscripts

(L-Icading includes Manuscrip number ¡ CoLlecLion salTe / DaLe cl original colleclion / DaLe of S.anuscripí>

Colog,¡c. 2/2
CoLogne coLE

LV/ca, 55(1
c.618L

Paris ¡2097
‘carNe coLI.’
ca. 525/526
VI/VII

Berlin 1745
Lyon coL!>
ca;550
VLI

Valira>i 574
Lora! coLE

ca. 55(1
VIII

Paris 1564
‘PLíhos cOL.
ca.580
LX

TaLjlouse 364
‘ALLji coLí.
ca.550
ca.650/675

Paris 145/
SO-MSUr coLE

CL. 595
8(81/8 Lb

1 ca, ..4post.
2 Nic~’cs’

lii c~«A~50M.
[21 Nicaca Nicaca

2 ArIes

3 Scrdiea

1 Ancyr 3 Ancyra
2 Naxaesaces 141 Neocaesorea
3 Ganga9> 5 Gangra

1 ca~AIsosí.
2 Nicaca 325
3 co~sIalLI 381
4 chal~d~ 451

5 Serdica
6 Canhage4L9
As eyca
Neocacasrea

30 Orange441
31 vaison442
32 ArIes II
33 Agde 506
35 cLernseoí535
39 REGUlA 7ERIOIO
40 LUPUS TkIcAS.
4! Visones465
42 Leo BrrokLceNsis &C
43 TStoJANoS SAN1OhIL’.NSLS
Honoras
48 bree.)‘i¡p.
49 callisge
50 Thcle1Síc41$
52 Epaon5(7
53 AJíes 524

canana ur/sirani - Catanes urbicafli
cananeaurbir ‘1
62 OnLean, SIL

II Symrnachus 63 Osí/ma538
12 John O

/17 Aníiocls 6 Antiocis
16/18 Laodicea 17! Laodicea
17119 ConoLaní 8 ConoLaos 381

9 Clsalceslon
III>! Serdica
LII caWagccaibsíge

(920 Síalata

/2’ INicacaL
/22 ArLes]
/23 (CarriL

9/25 Valence 374
21(1 lFnlju<L

13 Ancyra
14 ArLes 314

15 Valsoxe374
116 Fr¿jus¶

13 Síalba

14 valence374
LS Fr¿jus 374

5 Antioch
6 Laodicea
7 Consíso.
8 clsidccdon
9 canA,s>ssLúl.
II cOUIhLgc
Ñaña
12 Teloja 416

ArIes 314
Cap/ala
Valence 374
Fréjus 374

Rice 439
Arles II
vivenúobs
cannes urbirani
casones urbicani II
Brcv.Ilipp.

1 Nicaca

CIidccd>sn
Epheus 431
Rornc 595
1(1 Serdica

2 Ancyra
3 Ncocae<arcL
4 G¿.LISW.L

cano,es «bical
canones jrbicani II
1L3 Bre>.ttipp
14 Telepte
(5/ Cango 12>
/L6 Nicaca

barcIa

4 CzeLhge
SSLULO

Nsv-Val.
6 Ni,’ Val.
7 ArLes 314
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cístc,ínr 2)2 Paris 12097 Berlin 1745 Veseican 574 Paris 15,54 la abuse 364 Par/a 1451
coLogsie colL. Corue col!. ‘Lyonco!L. Lorsch coil. ‘Piíhon raíl. “AJbi ccli.” “SIMaur col

t.

Nimes 394/6
21/26 ITuriní
22/27 Innocení
/28 (aLee]

9 Orange /29 LOrae~gei
ID Va/son /30 [Vaisoní

II OrLéaas
12 Vaireice 374

Ii lijes 439 16 kLee 439
¡8 Orange 441 17 Orange 44!
¡9 Vaaon 442 18 Valsan 442

¡31 [Arles II] 213 ArIes II ¡9 ArIes II
2! Orange 529

/32 lAgde] 21 Agde 506 22 Agrie iLE

/33 [OrIéarLsSL [3
/34 Leo
/35 Hilaras

Lb Epson SL?
/36 Arles 314
¡41 Aries 314

/42 [Arí 5241
[Epson 5171

Consumí 448

[221Orlénais SIL

Arles II
20 BonLíace II
Agrie 506

23 OrIéans SIL

23 Epao Sl] 24 Epson SI?

24 Ajíes 524 25 Arles 524

(Chalcedon dossier)

Cagscnúaa 527 26 Canpeniras 527
27 Valso,, 529
28 Roine 502

Orange 529

ClenToní 535 3D Clennoní 535

2<) CarpenIran 527

21 Va/son 529
22 Gennadius
can,snes urbicani
30 Tune 398

clemnon,535
PuLicheemius

ArLes 524

74 consta»,448
(chaleedon desailen>
86 BRAnqM,oi
87 Chaicedon 451
89 Sincius
88 Reme 502
91 1heodenic
92 Iheodenie
93 Reme
94 1Lheoderic
96 Reme
971 Syínmaels.s$

98 PeLagius LI
99 Augusuine
Vaison 529
Cazfsentras 527

Orange 529 OrLéans 541
StaeLaa
S,aeura
Valsen 442
Agrie 506
Mies 524
Valso,, 529
CIensLbont 535
Valsan 442

OrLéare 538 31 OrLk.ea 538 Orl&uns 538
32 OrI¿s 54! OrI~ss 541

Silvesíer
Zosimus

lelepie 418
Ganigra
Nirsea 325
Valence 374
rurin 398
Inisacení
8<55 439

14 Agrie 506
15 Arageas 453
160n1éans SIl

3 Agde 504
14 l,inc cenÉ
15 Innocení

17 ArLes II
18 Oringe 44!

17 hez 439
18 ArIeta LI
19 SyrnínaeLsus
ArLas 524

Leo
Hilaras

19 Vi/ence 374

20 Klee 439
2! Valsan 442

3% OeLt.ms 536
32 OrL&ieia 541

22 Arles 314

23 CIrros 535

Orléar,s 538
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coíísgne 2/2 Paris 12097 BeslieL ¡745 Var/ron $74 Paris 1564 TauMuse 3>54 Paris /451
CtaLegnr CosLsir Lyon” Lorsch i’iLhan Allji SsMo,,”

Avisos VLCLLW
OrLésna 549 0,1/sas 549

can Apr’sL.
CLLSSI5.LgC 525
AMLR4 451/2ARLIS 451/2

Vaisian 529 Vuson 529

Oi/jdafrfl Aites 554

Paris 573 Notiria
CL(aLsIAR LI Leo

Masan 581/583

De incisOs
Gregodus Mag
Brerúrit

Orí/sos 549
capitulo

Sirns.Coíí si.

49 Augushnc Vs,snc> 461N
50 Manseijles 533 OrLésuns SL

Arles LI
Agde 5<56
E5sLoIL SL?
Carshage 418
StaUna
Orí/seis $38

SL Jhcísdcric Nimia
52 ZosimUnus ScrJic.
53 Conam.rs,is>aí,tc 448
(chUcedon desoier)
58 c,anaíaníissople 381
62 Ancyr;í
63 Ncocseaarca
64 GuLgía

Oil/asas SIl
Tanes 461
Vanes 461
J,al,is II

Eonnlesux 662?

Asome 563
Cl,alon
IOnes II

Epson SL?

StaSala

PARLO 614 tasaumu’n 673/5

OíL/ana549 Oil/ana 549
Leo
Manichera

33 LYON 518

34 Oran 529

35 Arles 1

36 H.anúr¡us
37 Anslsaina

38 Cypr]mnnjs

39 Orí/me 549

4<1 Zosi,ssua
43 Leo
42 Sys,s,s,;sclss.s

Orange 529

OL,ngrs

Ansiad,
Laodicea
CasIs 418

24 Orí/o.,’ 549

25 Epson SI?
n<SNLLACI? II
26 Or’.s,gc 529

conrees ,írbirrs,,i
2’? Leo 3w
28 Zas/saína &r
28 Sir/cina &c

31> Toledo 589
Siisiuía

Chalcedon
Marc icu~
Leo

Virgo iapsa

N¡cLess

43 Sy,nsnscssus Sirns.13

Capitulo

44 Niraca
45 Jr,,,s II
46 Sir/dna
47 Vi/ence 374
48 Ricz 439

Leo
Le.’
Ssn u,
Ttiui,
Leo Seas

LS CossnciLs thai sppcas iii onLy osar nanuser Ial are ositiLaed; tose to’sn/ ir onsty sino naso. ase iT smnislí v.g/talo.

2) Nuseibera nc Ihose 8,1 Lj5PeLI¡ in he i,sdcx er ríahric.


