
Scholars of medieval European architecture have traditionally focused on the monuments of major metropolitan 
centers, especially cathedrals, palatial complexes and fortifications. This tendency has dominated the field since its 
origins and, unfortunately, has fostered a myopic and sometimes anachronistic view of medieval building practices. 
In particular, it has distorted our understanding of the architectural patronage of political regimes, which not only 
commissioned impressive structures in cities, but also erected numerous rural edifices throughout the territories under 
their control, including bridges, gates, fountains, hospitals and mills.
Although much of this vast production was strictly utilitarian in nature, many buildings in the countryside or in small 
population centers were designed and executed with strategic objectives in mind. Large Tuscan communes, for 
example, typically commissioned architecture within their subject territories that adhered to an official typology and/
or iconography, which often determined the choice of materials and the design of arches, windows, cornices and 
battlements; thus, they unified their territories visually, delimited their borders with neighboring states, and projected 
the political unity and social cohesion of their citizen residents.
In fact, polities throughout medieval Europe used architecture to demarcate territory and consolidate authority. Robert 
Branner famously argued that King Louis IX of France promoted the spread of Gothic architecture to the south and 
west of Paris in order to proclaim his rule over his expanded kingdom. Caroline Bruzelius asserted that the Angevins 
adopted a similar architectural strategy in Southern Italy. In the twelfth century, the many regional styles of Romanesque 
architecture (Norman, Burgundian, Aquitanian, Rhenish, Lombard, Roman, etc.) corresponded geographically to areas 
of political control or influence. Even castles, the most practical of edifices, were often designed according to certain 
criteria or adorned with esoteric iconographic motifs that advertised the authority of a particular government.
This session invites participants to investigate the architecture of territoriality in Europe during the Middle Ages. Papers 
addressing questions of patronage (seignorial, communal, ecclesiastical or private), historiography, iconography or 
ideology are especially welcome.
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Crossing Borders around 800: Charlemagne’s Palatine Chapel at Aachen
Lex Bosman — Universiteit van Amsterdam, The Netherlands
The famous Palatine Chapel in Aachen is usually understood as a significant statement by Charlemagne and his court. 
Much less agreed upon is what this statement was meant for and whether the architectural concepts employed in the 
edifice were the best means for expressing such a statement. This paper seeks to close the gap between the architecture 
of the chapel on the one hand and the diverging interpretations of this architecture on the other. Both the architecture 
and its constituent materials exhibit a variety that is at times puzzling. Whereas the ground plan certainly shares 
similarities with San Vitale in Ravenna, some of the architectural concepts incorporated in the chapel point to other 
Byzantine sources (Hagia Sophia) and to other architecture in Ravenna. While gradually assembling an empire that 
would be blessed with the imperial title, Charlemagne mastered the methods he would use to pursue his political goals, 
to project himself, and to instrumentalize architecture as a means to those ends.
Rather than reflecting a clear and unchanging policy, the palatine buildings commissioned by Charlemagne in several 
places thoughout the kingdom/empire reflect its development—hence the fascinating differences among them. Various 
levels of meaning were incorporated within them. The Palatine Chapel at Aachen is not the result of one specific concept 
of imperial policy but instead reflects the manifold traditions that Charlemagne tried to unite by bringing together his 
vast empire. His architectural patronage was not aimed at one specific location but at various regions and territories. 
Such a policy needed monuments to which various groups and high-ranking individuals could relate, in order that they 
could accept and support the power and authority of the Carolingians.

The Territory of the Friary
Caroline Bruzelius & Anne M. Cogan — Duke University, U.S.
Territory is usually thought of as a specific geographic area or place, such as “the Poitou,”  “Tuscany,” and the “Kingdom 
of Sicily.” But territories can also exist as identifiable zones within historical cities that mark certain types of functions: 
the prison, the court, the episcopal complex, the market. This paper will examine the territory of the friary as a spatial 
concept that emerged within the densely inhabited frame of the thirteenth-century city. How did friars create identifiably 
“mendicant zones” (the conventual complex and a piazza designated for preaching) within cities?  What kinds of spatial 
and visual signifiers did they use to make these mendicant spaces recognizable to contemporaries? Is it possible to 
identify certain kinds of strategies for the acquisition of property to create urban convents, as well as for the piazzas 
essential for preaching in front of them? How did the friars encourage long-term and mutually beneficial relationships 
with the lay communities around them?
This paper will examine a variety of mendicant approaches to acquiring, claiming, and marking urban space. It will 
examine mendicant building strategies as “territory markers,” and show how close ties to lay patrons and neighborhoods 
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embedded the friars within networks of trades, confraternities, and other types of secular and religious institutions, 
relationships that often replaced or superseded those of the local parochial structure. These networks and relationships 
often came to determine the fate, fortunes, and character of specific mendicant communities, making them active 
players in the dynamics of local politics and power structures. By circa 1300, the challenge for the convents of the friars 
was to maintain a recognizable mendicant appearance while satisfying the diverse needs of their donors, patrons, and 
supporting associations.

Romanesque Architecture in Northwest Italy: Deconstructing the “Local Schools”
Silvia Beltramo — Politecnico di Torino, Italy
In Piedmont and Lombardy, Romanesque is characterized by the presence of numerous religious buildings spread 
throughout urban centres and rural territories. In the eleventh and twelfth centuries, these vast regions were divided 
among several powers. In the largest towns, the architectural patronage of the various marquisates was in dialogue (and 
often in conflict) with the that of the dioceses. Hence, tracing the patterns of patronage in the construction of buildings 
that share similar architectural features and materials within the same geographical area is a challenging task. These 
features have traditionally been cited as evidence that the architectural works of certain territories belonged to clearly 
defined “local schools”. In this sense, the school of Monferrato in the northwest of Italy has been established as a paradigm 
in modern scholarship, beginning with the pioneering studies of Arthur Kingsley Porter. Yet, its precise boundaries have 
not yet been identified since they do not correspond to the territorial borders of the Marquisate of Monferrato or any other 
medieval polity. The same is true of the schools of Pavia and Milano and the so-called schools of Como and Ivrea.
Several local studies have identified the architectural and ornamental features of these Romanesque schools, whose 
most significant buildings are mostly religious in character, while recent authors such as Carlo Tosco have reconstructed 
the dynamic roles of the principal seigniorial and episcopal patrons. This paper investigates the links between patronage 
and architecture in northwest Italy in the eleventh and twelfth centuries, the role of local builders, and the problematic 
relationship between style and territory.

Building the Territory: The Architectural Strategy of a Late Medieval Castilian Family
Elena Paulino Montero — Universidad Complutense de Madrid, Spain
During the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries, the Velasco family, one of the most influential in late medieval Castile, 
developed a territorial policy aimed at creating a powerful lordship in the northern part of the Burgos region. Their 
political and social ascension was reinforced by a calculated architectural program that incorporated a wide variety of 
structures, including residential edifices, fortifications and religious complexes. The family’s patronage extended from 
the royal city of Burgos and various other urban centers to rural communities, transportation junctions, and lands that 
were key to expanding their dominion.
This paper interprets the architectural production of the Velascos as a political strategy for demarcating and physically 
dominating their territorial holdings, consolidating their authority, and projecting their dynastic ambitions. It examines 
the remarkable homogeneity of their esthetic choices, made over a period of several generations and throughout 
an extensive geographical area. By erecting numerous towers and fortresses, the family weaved a logistical net for 
establishing military and jurisdictional control. Moreover, it is claimed that their construction of monasteries, hospitals, 
and arcas de misericordia served to religiously unite the realm. The Velascos embraced the reformed branch of the 
Franciscan Order, whose concepts of charity, citizenship, and spirituality contributed to a process of civic renewal 
within the seignorial domain. Thus, architecture was employed as an instrument for legitimizing authority, uniting the 
subjects, and symbolically imposing territorial control.

Connecting Territories: Strategy, Politics and Symbolic Meaning of Byzantine Bridges
Galina Fingarova — University of Vienna, Austria
The significance and meaning of bridges are manifold, and may change from one historical culture to another; but 
there is also continuity. Above all, bridges fulfil functional and rational purposes, and they are works of both art and 
engineering. Their builders celebrate human victory over nature and control over space and time. Like other major 
building types, bridges also project political meaning. In other words they are a symbol of and disposition for power. 
Moreover, they embody and express, constrain and develop a certain world view.
Byzantine bridges unlike Roman, Ottoman and medieval West European bridges have not attracted much scholarly 
attention. Although they have been the subject of a number of important articles, there is not yet a thorough synthetic 
study of Byzantine bridges. It is generally accepted that the Byzantines continued the Roman tradition of bridge 
construction, and as a matter of practice they typically reused or reconstructed Roman bridges. But did they have the 
same understanding of the bridge as did the ancients? Was there a change in its political meaning during Byzantine 
times? Was it perceived as a secular or as a sacred monument? Drawing upon archaeological evidence as well as written 
and iconographical sources, this paper discusses these questions and investigates the particular significance and 
meaning that bridges assumed in Byzantine times.
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