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I. State-of-the-art and objectives

i. 1.1t all started from what struck me as a seriodc@dacy in the “Modern State” model. Its
main features are now well-known. Sovereignty amdritoriality of power fuelling
competition in the second half of the thirteentimtaey and wars flaring in consequence,
western kings turn to taxation to find new resosrte meet their growing needs. Some of
them had already tried, rather unsuccessfully,aiser money in this fashion: there were
precedents, and besides, the Church (as a consegoktine funding of the Crusades) and the
Italian cities — not to mention the Iberian kingdoangaged in thReconquista- had already

a considerable fund of know-how at their dispo3alxation is nothing else than the transfer
of private money or goods belonging to individuatscommunities for public use, a process
approved by lawyers and theologians as justifiethbse it is in the interest of all and because
it is accepted (though they usually gave no detlshow this acceptance could be made
explicit). Of course, these private goods might@inbe taken away by force: Jews, Italians,
foreigners were, here and there, victims of suabligjons; but this was a tactic with a
limited future since, once this had been doneréiseurce had disappeared, at least for some
time. Worse, arbitrary spoliation could prove causptoductive in terms of credit. That is
how the western kings rediscovered politics, a afepractices and principles which had
vanished since the end of the Roman times, untilag reinvented and reintroduced in the
West by the Italian cities (and to a lesser extimatse of Flanders, Languedoc and Catalonia).
All the decisions about justice, war and taxati@u ho be “accepted” by those who were
directly, and even in some cases indirectly, cammgrby them. Politics implies that the
legitimacy of a decision has to be based upon tiNarg first, the legitimate status of the
decision-maker and his legitimate right to decideg second, the legitimate nature of the
decision (more precisely, the need to show thatrdresfer of goods from private hands to the
public treasure was justified). Participation ire ttiscussion of such matters was gradually
extended from the vassals of a given lord as apytouwhat may be termed the “political
society”, just as it had been extended from thédps vassals to the members of the militia
and later to thegopoloin the Italian cities. However, the emergence olitigal societies
meant no break with the practices and structurdsumfalism, most of which survived, many
of them being incorporated and transformed thratlnghconcepts of help and council in the
new organization. Dialogue indeed there was, sonesti institutionalized through
representative institutions (parliamen®grtes Etats or simply informal local assemblies),
sometimes not, sometimes it even degenerated ialtsewr rebellions, which may be
considered as an extreme mode of social dialoguethough this dialogue is taken for
granted, only institutional dialogue has been thghty examined, and both the necessary
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conditions for the existence of such a dialogue #@adcultural implications have been
neglected. Therefore, we are in presence of aigailgtructure which depends upon dialogue,
but the modalities and both the cultural and theiaddorms of this “public” dialogue are
practically unknown. It is on these points we imtéo concentrate.

I. 2. Some may disagree with this outline summary, eithdoto, or in part. The Modern
State model has indeed been challenged: most éftiethe improper use of the word
“‘modern” which may engender confusion, but alsothgse who stick to the models of
Norbert Elias (the disciplining of the nobility) @f Max Weber (the monopolization of
violence and the growth of administrative bureacgyaFor me, the real difficulty lies
elsewhere, in this notion of “dialogue”, which sswo problems.

The first is the nature of the “publicity” of thaatbgue. In fact, the concept of political
society only makes sense if it is linked with tb&public sphere, a concept which was firmly
rooted by Jirgen Habermas in modern England buthyhvith some others, | would like to
transfer to the central Middle Ages. However, tklthe development of the public sphere in
the medieval period with that of the state wouldabeanachronism: this development started
within the Church and the new vision of tleclesiawhich the Gregorian reformers
vindicated and imposed. The gradual transformatibthe public sphere dominated by the
Church is one of the essential points which needbd discussed; in relation to it, the
guestion of public opinion is also important.

The second of these problems is that to dialogydiésthe existence of a common language,
that is a language which conveys ideas, principlaages, even dreams, which are precise
enough to support transactions between individoaldifferent status, different professional
groups, different education and breeding. Thesas&etions produce and make manifest in
the public sphere a certain degree of consenstis,otaexplicit, among the members of the
political society.

Even if this description of the process of dialogsgonce again, a simplified sketch, it
bristles with unresolved questions which historinase neglected, with the exception of that
of the progression of the use of writing (includipgagmatic writing) in medieval societies.
What language to focus on? Latin is, at the cldshethirteenth century, the only language
with a recognized and universally admitted grammacabulary, and semantic consistency.
However, it is precisely in the second half of thieteenth century that the importance of the
vernacular for public use is recognized: the Gastiand French kings encourage translations,
and Dante initiates the reflection on the transitid the vernacular from a dialect to a fully
fledged language. If historians have been intedeisi¢he transformation of Latin in romance
languages, they have paid little attention unttlergly to the sociolinguistic transformations
of vernacular languages, leaving the field to lisggiwithout acknowledging the importance
of this process for the development of a politmature.

The same may be said for semantic systems othertligalanguages of words, spoken or
written: images, sculptures, architecture, musidurdies, sounds, rituals, public
performances, bodily gestures, clothing, heraldy ¢laim to exhaustiveness) are all systems
(in the sense of Saussure) of signs, who may ke beth in synchrony and in diachrony.
Although this is not enough: these systems of signge only a limited autonomy, and each
one is linked to the others (for example, the sd¢maguivalence of portrait and blazon has
been recently demonstrated), though the necesgmgiatisation and the specific skills
required in each field usually obscure this basitht We are therefore confronted with what
semiologists would describe as a global systenigofssand it is in the mutation of this global
system of signs that lies the key to the understgnalf the renascence of politics in the Latin
West, the transformation of feudal society intoifpzd!| society, and the development of this
generalized dialogue without which the legitimadystate and city powers cannot be proved
and made efficient (in military and fiscal terms).
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I.3 However, there is a level at which this unity iapth of all these systems may be
recognized: the level of symbolic power, a concepich has been developed by Pierre
Bourdieu and, in a slightly different way, by Ma&i Godelier, who used the term “idéel”
(Godelier’s “idéel” has been translated in English“mental” and in Italian bydeale but
both translations may be utterly misleading. | sbhak the French word in what follows) to
encompass in a single term both the productiorymioslic signs or forms, and what remains
imaginary in the individual mind (but may be unccpssly expressed). The imaginary has
neither social existence nor efficiency without syebolic, it is nonetheless distinct from it.
Bourdieu applied this concept first and foremostlanguage, but he was from the start
conscious that it was not restricted to languagmeal(hence his interest in Panofsky’s
symbolic forms) and he extended it to media studied the whole of the communication
system; Godelier's addition provides added room dothropological and psychoanalytic
analyses.

These concepts of symbolic power and “idéel” leadouthe crux of the problem. The fall (or
rather the gradual effacing) of the Western Romapike has left to the Church (Southern’s
and Le Goff’s “global institution”) something close a monopoly of symbolic power. This
enabled the early medieval Church to assert grgdhal moral authority on the barbarian
reges to divert Germanic peoples from Arrianism, to eyse the pagans’ conversion and to
reach a workable compromise with both the Caraéingand Ottonian emperors. But by the
tenth century, the development of feudalism apgkeéapesome as a new challenge to the
Church. A strong movement of reform (the so-calBrdgorian Reform) developed and in the
end triumphed, and one of its main objective wasnimrce even more strictly this monopoly
of symbolic power.

The Reformers intervened on both its main companenhe first is the theological and
dogmatic one and revolves around one central tenist,debt incurred b mankind towards
Christ for committing himself from his own free wilo martyrdom in order to redeem
humanity. This was considerably reinforced by thhedgdrians: the centrality of Eucharist and
of transubstantiation helped to emphasise indiVidasher than collective salvation, a
salvation made a more conceivable prospect by theefition of Purgatory” and the
multiplication of the prayers for the dead. Eacmrhad through his prayers, participation in
mass and religious ceremonies, involvement in paastivities, all processes controlled
through compulsory confession prior to Easter comomuwhich confirmed one’s position in
Christian society, to try to pay his own debt. Thiave this, thecclesia the social body of
all Christians, was divided into two strictly distt elements, the lay and the clerical. It was
the duty of the clerical element, totally detaclredn thecarnalitaswhich could only prevent
spiritualitas, amicitia and caritas to pervade Christianity, to lead the lay elementtoe
difficult path of salvation, a path marked by saceats, an absolute monopoly of clerks. This
necessitated a numerous and well educated clengly,avstrong (and therefore territorial)
organization and acting with discipline within allwigamed structure under the supreme
authority of the papacy, which would rely on layers for dealing with secular — inevitably
carnal and bloody — matters, provided they followreslspiritual guidance of the Church.

The second component was the mastery of the mlagdements through which symbolic
power gains efficiency. From the early Middle Agdabke Church had kept, besides
sacraments, a monopoly of access to the sacredtiexBible: by the tenth century, only
clerks knew enough Latin to read and explain th®idal text. It had also something as a
monopoly of education, even though this was chghenearly on by the need for scribes,
notaries and lawyers consecutive to the precocstag of economic growth in Catalonia,
Provence and lItaly. However, its new mission ingplieat the Church had to train a huge
number of clerics whose duty was no more to prathen seclusion of a monastery but to
preach ceaselessly and to council and educate ftbel. Cathedral schools soon surpassed
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the monastic ones, became more or less autonomouse@st that of Paris where the main
theological innovations of the period were and arsities appeared. This development was
not restricted to texts and language: the enormmasement of rebuilding of churches,
Romanesque first, Gothic (as adapted to transulistian, “to see the invisible”), the lavish
decoration of their facades, windows and porchesdoyptures and paintings, a new kind of
music invented by the Parisian scholars and chafethe new gothic vaults of Notre-Dame
and quickly adopted throughout Europe, all thisatsd a new word of words, sounds and
images.

If the Church was th@rimum movensn these momentous changes, which she initiated to
fulfil her own objectives, she was soon overtakgrér own success. It is true that economic
growth, if it had fuelled the coffers from whichigreducational and artistic development was
paid, had also made the skills of reading and mgijtifor instance, much in demand for
profane — and often profitable — uses, such as ragtration and trade. As has been amply
demonstrated for Catalonia, Italy and even Engl&ttered laymen (a contradiction in terms,
laicus being equivalent to illiterate) ceased to be dyrdny the middle of the twelfth century.
The Church was quick to see the danger: heresgtigally eradicated since the suppression
of Arrianism, reappeared in the West, first witle ttheological difficulties involved in the
definition of transubstantiation, but perhaps mdaenagingly at that stage with the claim of
lay people to have direct access to the Bible dmed dontesting of the clergy’s specific
position in the Christian society. To close the,ghp Papacy let loose the mendicant orders:
but St Francis’s legacy was to prove a dangeroes with its advocacy of absolute poverty,
which made the richness and the secular splendahedChurch appear so questionable. By
and large, even if by the middle of the thirteecehtury the collapse of the Hohenstaufen had
left the Church the undisputable winner of her &acstruggle against the Empire, the only
other claimant to universal power, its control olar society had weakened and despite some
dazzling victories (such as the christianisatiorclivalric epics and romances through the
Graal myth) it left ample space for other actors.

i.4 The lay powers’ urgent need for a legitimacy whiocimditioned their resources — we are
coming back here to point i.1 — forced them twoagebetween two possible roads: either to
rely on the symbolic and legitimizing power of tl&hurch, a road followed by the
Carolingians (but Charlemagne at least retainesuperiority on the pope, as the Eastern
Emperor on the patriarch) or to set up a legitimggorocess of their own. Confronted with the
papacy’s claim to supremacy, while exploiting samains of the Carolingian past (unction
and coronation) and developing some Christian tlsesueh as the tree of Jesse, parading
their saintly ancestors or parents, making the mbditles such asex christianissimusor
defensor fidei western kings chose nonetheless the second esadhe crisis between
Boniface VIII and the two kings of France and Emglanakes it abundantly clear.

But why was this road opened? The answer lies | ¢hanges in the system of
communication, of which we have briefly analyzed dauses in point i.3: it is these changes
which made it possible for the king of England dodthe king of France to appeal to the
political society and, especially in the secondec#s launch again the papacy a propaganda
campaign of exceptional magnitude, including thé&img and diffusion of false pontifical
bulls; as a result, the Church’s monopoly of syrmopbwer could be challenged.

A provisional answer could be at that stage thamfthe end of the thirteenth century, the
changes in the communication system created areuliuwhich symbolic power was shared
between the Church and political societies (somelaveay political powers, but | think this
would be premature) and which created the necessaitions for a political dialogue in the
public sphere. As was said before, this dialogug bminstitutionalized, but it may exists at
other levels, and before receiving a political @gsion, it must have its language, its words,
its images, to solve the fundamental questionggitimization and acceptance (consensus).
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As a matter of fact, although the Church remaimechany ways the most conspicuous holder
of symbolic power, this had now to be shared withecs. Kings, Cities, but also social
groups such as lawyers, while at times even sextibthe political society, either informally
(the nobility, the peasantry for instance) or tlylounstitutionalized intermediaries (such as
guilds, fraternities, military orders etc.) becamenscious or unconscious providers of
symbolic goods. Cities, states, social or instigilized groups also became the producers of
symbolic power, competing into a public sphere Whicas no more exclusively defined in
ecclesiastical terms. The object of this competitobvious enough, though often elusive: it
is the determination of that legitimacy, without iath power remains unstable. Historians
have too often considered this problem in purepjaléerms: however important the juridical
determinants of legitimacy may be, the acceptarficheolegitimacy of a government and of
its demands in crucial issues (just wars, taxatsutcession) was the privilege of political
societies. Murders of kings, usurpationsptips d’Etat, are a flagrant testimony of the
uncertainties of legitimacies at the moment whenrttodern state emerged, and we have to
go below the surface of political events to look fbe fabric of legitimacy. My own
experience with the King’s recourse to the saceednhe to suspect compromises between the
ecclesiastical masters of the symbolic monopoly thode who expected to exercise it in the
new political conditions.

This is precisely the objective of the researchgmtowhich is presented here. It refuses the
traditional paths (which have their virtues andattage) of political history, of the history of
ideas (and especially of political ideas) runnihg tisk of anachronism by using concepts
such as those of “propaganda” or “public opinicarid of a cultural history truncated into the
separate and barely connected fields of art histonysicology, literature and linguistics.
What we want to do is to study the interplay of toenmunication system, analyzed from the
level of the signs it transports, with politicalcggties. The present project is based upon a
semiotic hypothesis, which is that, in any sociétg, communication system has a functional
structure similar to that of the language (whichp#st of it): each component can only be
understood in relation with others, in a global agdchronic approach necessary to study the
symbolic power and thieéelas defined by Godelier as a combination of thegimary and of

the symbolic. Because culture has no borders, lsedagal situations are extremely different,
the detailed study of the relation of the differpatitical societies’ sections to the components
of the communication system has to be done on gamative basis; because the position of
the Church becomes very unstable from the fourteeantury onwards (with the Avignon
papacy, the Great Schism and the conciliar crigis)as to be made on the long term, as long
as the Latin Church struggles to defend or to rectwer position as the unique legitimate
holder of symbolic power in the West, that is asglas the consequences of the Council of
Trent, by which the Papacy still thought that sbald regain her ascendancy on Protestant
lands, are felt directly. As in the case of the MiodState’s programs, there needs not be
geographical limitations imposed from the start, pecial attention has to be paid to Italy:
the rise of humanism, the pictorial and architeturevolutions associated with the
Renascence, represent the major cultural uphedv#theo period which transformed the
communication system of practically all Europeatitjgal societies.

From these premises and definitions, it is now ibbssto determine appropriate
methodologies, based upon comparative history dmed use of computing techniques
(prosopography, textometrics, statistics).

ii. Methodology
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ii.1 General principles The purpose of this program is therefore to tryei@mch a new level of
understanding of the related developments of galitsocieties in the later Middle Ages by
analysing the combined structures of the publicesprand of the communication system
through the study of the signs (a generic term umdech are to be found words, sounds,
gestures, forms etc.) which convey what the anthioapst Maurice Godelier calls the “idéel”
(the “idéel” being also opposed to the “materiditaugh which it is expressed) by which
societies hold together and through which the pafé¢ne dominant is ultimately accepted. It
may be described as a research on the semiotiteeahodern state. Several prerequisites
must be met to analyze and understand the inteqflall the different elements (political
societies, symbolic power, dialogue, communicatgystem, public sphere, legitimacy,
consent) we have mentioned so far, which determitiee long run the transfer of part of the
Church symbolic authority and power to both statesl political societies : they will
determine our methodology.

First of all, to work on the communication systereams that all its components have to be
considered in relation with each other: words, gesbunds, performances, liturgies, rituals,
sculptures, architectures. We have therefore tgiden medieval culture as a whole : easy to
say, difficult to achieve, since academic speagitobscure the global unity of medieval
culture. Moreover the distribution of sources betwehistorians (archives!), students of
literature, philosophers, lawyers, theologians, icalsgists, art historians of all kinds etc. is
especially misleading and this division of work malyscure essential elements. These
specialisations are indeed justified by the speaipertise which each “craft” — to use a
medieval metaphor — possesses; nonetheless we aonsider that a global approach is
mandatory: it means not only that the work has ¢ocbllaborative, inter-disciplinary and
trans-disciplinary , but that we have to deviseommon agenda and attempt at common
answers. This leads to the organisation of intscidlinary and trans-disciplinary workshops
and conferences which will made contacts and dgixssible.

Second, the research must be comparative. Thougit medieval societies had by the
thirteenth century a common past and shared a contrantage, Christianity to begin with,
there were wide differences between them. And tbdam state itself, in its early phase of
development, is far from being a clearly defined aarrent political form: it shares many of
its attributes with principalities, cities, cityasés, some of which will become modern states
permanently or temporarily. There are also widducal differences. However, as has been
said earlier, Italy must be at the heart of the ganson process: though its cities and regional
states did not become modern states in the stimition of the term, there financial and
political institutions had an important influencadait was also the strongest and most
dynamic centre of cultural change (and therefordrafisformation of the communication
system) in Europe from the end of the thirteenthtury to the end of the sixteenth century. of
general. Therefore, all workshops and conferencéisbe not only inter-disciplinary and
trans-disciplinary, but also comparative, with a&agpl emphasis, with those dealing with
primarily cultural matters, on the Italian case.

Third, one must avoid restricting the analysis pwlitical ideas”, “political literature” or
“political propaganda”. These are largely anachsors, the more so since a distinctive
“political” field (to use Bourdieu’s words) did teakmuch time to appear, and because the
Christian vision always remained the global fram&vhich every other elements had to find a
place for themselves: it is precisely one of theaatiages of the concept of symbolic power
that it stresses the fact that what is implicipisbably of much greater consequence to the
shaping of the human mind than what is explicite¢mely these political ideas and this
propaganda upon which so many historians — inctudie — have hitherto concentrated their
research. To achieve this, we need to work at petdevel to reach the semantic element in
each medium. Given our own specialisation, we shalitly work on texts and languages, but



SAS 7/12/09
proposal number 249533

we intend to extend our research to performancgemeral, with a special attention paid to
theatre, and to urbanism and the increase of thmimental presence in the urban space.
This may sound pretentious and over-ambitious. Aws it is, but it is above all an
expression of a conscious attempt to avoid thalfgtbf anachronism in casting a new glance
at medieval sources and in dealing with them astes of signs which are to be understood
in their complex inter-relations. The program whistpresented here is organized along four
main orientations, each of which having its own moeblogy, so to speak. The first two (ii.2
and ii.3) are devoted to the main problematic aedl dvith theoretical and comparative
problems. They are based upon international conéexe (which we expect to publish) and
workshops, allowing some time for research in primsources. The third and fourth ones
(ii.4 and ii.5) are devoted to research work in ldd@ratory work, including the development
of the necessary computing methods and tools.

ii.2 “Les vecteurs de I'idéel” The first part of the project is an entirely nevagmam, which |
have called “Les vecteurs de l'idéel”, a title wihi@nce again, it is difficult to translate into
English. Written culture has always been at thdreeof my researches, but, during the past
six years, we have multiplied the angles under Wwhie could try to explore medieval
culture. Boucheron’s thesik€ pouvoir de batirand his paper in th&nnaleson the Sienna’s
frescoes|( Buon Governp may give an idea of his orientation. | have miysehd papers on
music (in relation with an exhibition in the Cité th Musique in Paris in 2004), archives (for
one of the Franco-British conferences), the stafugxts (one of the seminar’'s workshops),
the problem of the legibility of the frescoes infR®and Assisi (to be published in Elizabeth
Mornet’'s Festschriff and the expression of psychic affects at theddritde fifteenth century,
specifically based upon Botticelli’'s paintings. Wave also invited scholars coming from
different countries and working in different acadenspheres (literature, art history,
musicology, philosophy etc.) to deliver papers Eatures on related themes.

The present project therefore originated in ourisamand is both multidisciplinary and
covering several historical periods, since it egterirom the Gregorian Reform to the
aftermath of the Council of Trent, and has evemhedended to the 1640’s, which seems to
us the best period limits. It has been prepared bymber of workshops organized within the
seminar since October 2007 (eight have taken maege due to take place until June 2009)
which dealt with several types of semantic systémd, music, performance, town and urban
structures) and the relation of the Church with pheblic sphere (Church and space, the
presence and functions of religious painting inghblic space), despite difficulties caused by
the disruption in university life in Paris this yedhese workshops have been the occasion of
discussions and exchanges with colleagues fromralevesearch groups (Centre d’Etudes
supérieures de la Renaissance in Tours, Labora®motand Mousnier in Paris IV, Groupe
d’Anthropologie Historique de I'Occident Médiéval) France and elsewhere, and we have
agreed on a multidisciplinary and collaborative gvean, to cover as fully as possible the
different fields of enquiry. The French School air®e has agreed to help us to start with this
project, and we have received some funds from tteo& and from the LAMOP for this
purpose, which is also made possible a meetingdstwlean-Claude Schmitt (GAHOM),
Florence Alazard, Paul-Alexis Meillet and Philipgendrix (CESR, Tours), Caroline Callard
(Centre Roland Mousnier), Patrick Boucheron andelfiy€ AMOP) with Italian colleagues
(Sandro Carocci, Giorgio Chittolini, Pietro Corradmedeo De Vicentiis, Laura Gaffuri,
Jean-Claude Maire Vigueur, igor Mineo, Pierangetbi&ra, Paola Ventrone, Andrea Zorzi
with Cristina Jular from Spain) to discuss in degtite problems of comparison between Italy
and other European countries; Andrea Zorzi, from Wmiversity of Florence, has agreed to
help us in this respect with the coordination of tfitalian comparison”. We are mainly
concerned with the organization of a cycle of fiwaltidisciplinary international conferences,



SAS 7/12/09
proposal number 249533

and with workshops aimed at promoting collaboratibetween scholars of different

backgrounds and dealing either with specific subjeequiring new research (these will be
organised either in Italy or in France) or with méechnical topics (these will be organised in
Tours). The French School of Rome have expressedupport only until 2011, and that is

why a general overview of the project will decide more details of the contents of the
program for the years 2012 and 2013. The organisaif the Milan workshop and of the

Roman conference is now practically completed,w@adre now starting the discussion of the
program of the workshop on Political languageseasmd discussed with Andrea Gamberini
(Milan) and Andrea Zorzi (Florence).

Workshops in Italy or in  Workshops organized in  International conferences

France Tours at the French School in
Rome
2009 I. Milan (1-3“ october)  I. L’ornemental(29 l. Rome (10-12 december:
[Laura Gaffuri and Paola octobre) [Patrick Boucheron]
Ventrone] : Image, culte, Marquer la ville : les
liturgie pratiqgues symboliques de
I'espace urbain
2010 Il Florence : Les Il. Distinction et conflit Il. Les Iégitimités
langages de la société  dans les champs politique implicites |
politique et religieux
2011 . Palerme : Exprimer le Ill Pratiques publiques, lll. Les légitimités
prééminence sociale pratiques privées implicites Il
2012 IV Consentement et Refus
2013 V Les vecteurs de l'idéel

ii. 3 Comparative programs on governanceThe second orientation is that of comparative
research: this not a new orientation for us, sinitk the LAMOP | have already organized a
comparative program on governance in France arleirBritish Isles, and | intend to go on
with the assistance and collaboration of Aude Maid®hn Watts (Oxford) and Christopher
Fletcher. _Francois Foronda initiated two conferenaentred upon the Castilian and
Aragonese Crowns compared with other European kimgd whereas and Olivier Mattéoni
concentrated upon comparing Northern Italy with t&ias France and the Rhoéne valley; a
Franco-Italian workshop on taxation in France amadly] organized by Olivier Mattéoni and
Guido Castelnuovo, is already scheduled in Chamb#&iat we should like to do now is to
systematize these comparative confrontations irtriognthem on precise sections of the
political societies and on their reactions to therges in the communication system. We
should like to organize at least a conference &, ytarting in 2010, and we have already the
support of colleagues in Belgium (Jan Dumolyn), réamy (Pierre Monnet) and the Czech
Republic (Martin Nedjely). This project has beerganted to many English, Italian and
Spanish colleagues and their reactions are verytiyws| have no doubt about their
willingness to participate.

ii. 4 Texts and prosopographyThe third and fourth orientations are devotedatooratory
research work, and deal with texts and with cultprasopography. As regards texts, we have
been gathering for years many texts which are d¢gdeim have a specific political interest,
and integrated them in a large corpus, called MEXT, which includes French, Latin and
English texts. The objective is to chart the déferstages of the birth of political language in
France and England, a comparison we should likextend to Italy. The proximity of the
religious vocabulary in different European langusagas often been noted, because of the
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weight of the Church and of the many Latin textsiiculated widely, but one of our
assumptions is that, in several European languagasy words of this so-called political
lexicon may also be more or less common, becawseathoriginated in the same Latin texts
of the Middle Ages or of the Antiquity. However tbeep structures of language would differ
from one vernacular to another: and words may leel us contexts different of those of their
Latin equivalents. However, to highlight the chaeaistics of “political” language we have
also to compare these texts with other texts whiehnot supposed to have a specific bend
towards politics: thanks to the work of Monique @eiy we have an important corpus of
hagiographical texts which may be used for comparend control purposes. We also have
important “non political” corpus for English (sermg gathered by my students, and a most
corpus of the prologues of didactic texts, gathdrgdAude Mairey) and for French (urban
poetry, tracts on marriage, gathered by studen®aifde Gauvard).

We intend to complete these collections of texitsc&Dominique logna-Prat intends to work
on great political and ecclesiological texts of ker Middle Ages, he will add to our library
another corpus the content of which has not yeh lmgirely determined; whereas Benoit
Grévin has initiated a most interesting researdjept on the diffusion of texts through
chancery textbooks, such as the so-called letterBi@re de la Vigne. Aude Mairey is
completing her own corpus of didactic prologues.athieve good results, a lot of work need
to be done on most of the texts, and since the LARMhAs some excellent linguists among its
members (Stéphane Gioanni, Monique Goullet and BeBcevin for instance), specific
seminars will be devoted to the philological probge and difficulties will be checked in
libraries on manuscripts or early editions if reqdi We intend to present some of our results
in two large international conferences: the firse avould deal with “Fields and Texts” (this
will not be the title of the conference), and conepkexical distributions according to the
status of texts and the fields (“champs”) in whibhy have been circulated, and the second,
in 2012, will try to establish the state of the @ntthe more general matter of the birth of the
political language.

However, the main objective is to use textometiiceeach new results at the semantic level
which is our ultimate goal. The texts’ statistiead lexical exploitation will be mainly done
by computing, with the software we already usec&ithe HYPERBASE program of Etienne
Brunet and the LEXICO Il program of André Saleme doeing entirely rewritten in
connection with the new Weblex system in coursereaflization at the Ecole Normale
Supérieure LSH at Lyon, we will use this new prddu&/e do not know in detail the
performances of this new software, but we have aubtithey will be equal or superior to
those we use already.

Nonetheless, we would like to seize this opportutatsolve one of the main difficulties with
which historians are confronted. Medieval texts i@gulated neither by orthographic rules
nor by scribal consistency : theoretically, thistaltle may be overcome by tagging, but full
tagging on many texts written in at least five (wihe probable addition of Italian and
Spanish to French, English and Latin) differentglaeges would be far too much time-
consuming. What medievalists need is a semi-auioreaftware for lemmatization of forms
and orthographic regularisation and this is whatweeild like to provide for the scientific
communitiy as one of the results of this project.

il. 5 The fourth part of the project is based on one owtiprosopography, but it is split in
two part, the first one dealing with the problemcofture and political society in England,
where a complex methodology has been developedttendecond one with the medieval
University of Paris, which is probably central the history of the transfer of the monopoly
of symbolic power from the Church to other agergsf@ that of political language! As
regards England, there are several issues. Thasfits continue my own database on authors
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in the fields of history and politics from 130012600, which has to be revised and corrected:
in the course of this revision, | have reached lodlthe database and added nearly two
hundreds of new “authors”; this work can be donky anthe British Library, in Oxford or in
Cambridge since, if references may be found inrseé&xy literature, they have to be checked,
as much as possible, with early editions and marpisc In addition, | have also started a
new database, in order to get a precise impressiowhat the English read in the late
medieval period and in the early XVEtentury; it is far to be complete, but | have athe
gathered some 30.000 references of book ownerahipthe statistical exploitation of these
data is extremely interesting. Aude Mairey is agpecting to work in English libraries, since
she has designed her own database on manuscrsiipgtions for her own purposes. Here
too, mentions of ownerships and published listsehto be tested by coming back to the
primary sources and by codicology, which is thejettbmatter of a special seminar in the
LAMOP, which involves Ezio Ornato, Carla Bozzolomifie Cottereau, and Xavier
Hermand.

As regards Paris University, this project wouldabeonderful opportunity to start from the
prosopographical database which we have develamepeidagogical purposes in Paris |, to
incorporate new information derived from the worfkWgilliam Courtenay and his disciples
and of Serge Lusignan, from that of Olga WeijergtanArt Faculty, and from recent work on
Paris colleges (Thierry Kouamé, Nathalie GorochKarine Klein-Rebmeister). Thierry
Kouamé has become one of the best specialistsri Baiversity and has already started to
work on the project: an enormous amount of datadh@ady been collected and has to be
structured, completed, corrected and rearrangesl altdifficult and time-consuming task, but
its completion is now within our reach.

However, as in the case of textual analysis, wenseehave reached a level at which our
computing methods make it possible to generateoduat which could be of use for the
scientific community in general. Our databases hbeen written in structured natural
language, and it is easy to convert the dictior@yponent in XML: this could even be an
occasion for starting reflection on a specializeshdard prosopographical XML format. Now
from this dictionary, we are able, by a semi-autensoftware devised by Georges-Xavier
Blary, to jump to a MySQL database accessible enlithe automatisation of this process is a
difficult work, but we are convinced it is possipleith the assistance of a good programmer
to do it. We should thus provide the community wattool-box for prosopography, starting
from natural language collection of data to a ssiitated online database. At this point,
Stéphane Lamassé has developed a connecting sofivach creates a link between the
database and the R statistical package; it is ftnerepossible to devise the automatic
exploitation of any table retrieved on internethwithat package.
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