
I he Hıstorical Work of Burchard of Ursberg, 111
The Hıstorıjan and Hıs SOuUrCes 3

Scholarly attention the chronicle of the Premonstratensian DrOVvOost
of Ursberg, urchard, has consıstently Ocused hıs uUusSsc of SOUICEC
materı1als. VO Simson’s introduction LO the second Monumentist
edıtiıon of the Ursberg Chronicon (hereafter reflected COMNSCHNSUS
that the PrOoVvOostL used three maJor SrOUDPS of wriıtten OUTICECS those
avaılable hım al the neighboring wabıan monasterıes of Zwiıiefalten
and Weıingarten, and talıan OUTITCES encountered eXCUrSIONsS
Rome ‘) Like hıs predecessors bel and VO CHesebrecht).
Sımson Was INOIC interested in urchard attention earlıer hıstorical

for the genealogy of hıs presentatıon, that 15 for the orıgın of the
actual notices IC he conveyed, than fOr the provost’'s technıque dS
writer of hıstory Hıs emphasıs Wäds therefore historical rather than
hıstoriographical, rowıing from the desıre A4dSSCSsS$ the of
urchard annals and bıographies rather than from interests iın the
medieval author’s workıng methods hıs objectives.

later artıcle ın thıs ser1es ıll pomt Out the uUusc of OTIC Premon-
stratensian SOUTCC, the Dialogi of Anselm bıshop of Havelberg, 1C
Cven the recent study Dy aCKmMun: faıled identifyv-):

hıs 1S the third in ser1es of artıcles beginning in the first 982 fascıcle of thıs
JO urnal.

Simson, intro. Burchard of Ursberg, Chronicon, ed Holder-Egger and Simson,
2nd ed., Scriptores Rerum CGermanıcarum in Usum Scholarum (Hanover, 9)9)  -
HO, GE

Abel, « Die Ursperger Chronıik». Archiv der Gesellschaft für ältere Deutsche
Geschichtskunde 1858), 93-103; Giesebrec «Krıtische Bemerkungen ZUr Ursperger
Chronik», Sitzungsberichte der Königlichen bayerischen AaAdemle der Wissenschaften, der
philosophisch-, philogischen und historischen Klasse (1881), 1, 229-238

FOor discussıon of Burchard’s SOUTCCES, SCC Iso Lindner, «Zum chronıcon
Urspergense», Neues Archiv der Gesellschaft für ältere deutsche Geschichtskunde (1891),
117-134; Holtzmann, «Das Carmen de Frederıco imperatore N Bergamo und dıe
Anfänge einer staufiıschen Hofhistoriographie», (1922) 297-313; Ottmar, «Das
Carmen de Friıderico imperatore AdUus Bergamo un! se1ıne Beziehungen Otto-Rahewins
Gesta Fridericı1, unthers Ligurinus, und urchar: VO  — Ursbergs Chronıik», 46 1926)
473-489; Güterbock, «Über tto VO  — St Blasıen, urchar: VO Ursberg, und eiıne
unbekannte Welfenquelle mıt Ausblıick auf dıe Chıavennafrage», In Kritische eiträge
Geschichte des Mittelalters Festschrift für Robert oltzmann, Hıstorische Studıen 238
Berlın, 192 f aCKmun: Die mittelalterlichen Geschichtsschreiber des
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15 of specıal importance LO urchard VISION of hıstory Thıs SOUTCC,
however. 1S neıther historical 910)8 historiographical but theologıcal, and
its influence wıll be consıdered later Sımson’s SUMIMAaTY probably
represents ASs much d Can be one identify where urchar earned of
those events 1C he Wäds nOTL wıtness: the chronicler surely had LNOIC

OUTITCECS IC cCannot 110 be identified because they ave disappeared
Here attempt wiıll be made nOoL explore urther urchard OUTCECS
of informatıon. but analyse the edıtorı1al and crıtical faculties wıth
16 he treated those M> have already been identified*). Some
prelımınary mention of the {()EHGeS known the Ursberg DProvost 1S,
however., NCCCSSAT Y investigatiıon of how he TEW from and evaluated
them

urchar used the unıversal chronicle of Frutolf of Michelsberg and
ar of Aura for hıs hıstory TE He borrowed sıngle
short DASSarc from the Hiıstoria scholastica of Peter Comestor
elucıdate the foundatıon of the first ingdoms For imper1a] actıvitles of
the welfth CenNturYy, he drew upON Otto of Freising’s Chronica, the annals
of Zwıefalten, the lıfe ÖT St Norbert, and the Oost annals of Tıvolı He
drew from Excerptum de Gallica historia concerning ugsburg Ca
hıstory ou the 1r Crusade., he borrowed the CONtemMpPOTrarY
Historia Hrevis de OCcCcupatione e1 AMLSSIONE Terre Sancte. For those times
irom the reign of enry VI 0} he mıingled hıs OW recollections and the
eyewıtness of others wıth documentary evidence. urchar:
coplıed Tew mınor works known iIrom other OUTCECS into the
autograph codex of hıs chronicle; hey WEeTEC intended be supportive of
the central hıistorical (exTi and. lıke OUICECS used ın PTODCT, pertaın
discussıon of the provost’'s manıpulation of wrıtten materı1als

Some of the OUTCECS employe Dy urchar: have, however, 1sap-
peared. ıle hey aATeC 1ıkewıise sıgnıfıcant for understandıng hıs at-
ment of prıo0r hıistorical work, theır relatıonshıp tO the author’s 1N-
dependent texft 15 ess clear. urcnar: menti1ons, for instance. the ost
history of John of Cremona ds$s SOUTCE for Barbarossa’s re1ign; he cıtes

Prämonstratenserordens, Bıblıotheca Analectorum Praemonstratensium (Averbode,
AT

(S£: ay’'s methodological suggesti10n, « Medieval Hıstoriography hrough the
]I welfth Century Problems and Progress of Research», Viator (1974), «The usec of
SOUTCES, 1C has always mel ıth attention from er pomnts of VIeW, deserves
cComparıson ıth the methodological statements of medieval hıstorl1ans ın theır prefaces.
Tampering, interpolatıon: ese actıvıtıes {O00 polIn the historlian’s objectives».

Bıbliographical and descriptive information each of ese SOUICCS ll be provided
elow
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record, agaın MIsSSINg, of the Cfusader dıisaster al Damlıietta. Hıs debt
these works Can only be assessed DYy analogy hıs use of SUrVIVIN£
historIies. urchard reference ST1 INOTEC extant wrıtten OUTCECS 1S ıIn
ou Whether he used the chronicle of hıs earlıer south CGerman
contemporary Otto of St Blasıen OT the ß Gesta Friderici of Otto of
Freising has been much ispute In the absence of Allıy clear verbal
correspondence between and these important hıstories and ın VIEW of
the strong communıty of interest urchar: and both Ottos 1C
m1g have encouraged hım borrow ireely ıf he knew theır WwOrTKSs, 1t

that he dıd not ‘) The aAaPPCATANCC in of complex of OUTCCS

assocı1ated wıth the Benedictine a  CeYV of Weıngarten has been treated In
the preceding artıcle ıIn thıs Study ; Hıstor1ia e{Jorum and elated
ıll therefore be set asıde from the present discussıion The annals of
7 wiefalten and Tıivoli ıll i1kewıse be omıtted because theır entries in
both orıgınal vers1ions and urchard reproduction Aa LOO and
LOO bereft of contextual framework and interpretive cContent CONMN-

trıbute understandıng of the Drovost's workıng habits”).

BURCHARD’S ZWIEFALTEN HISTOR Y OOK

The work of Frutolf and ©  ar  s the foundatıon 1G
urchar constructed discussions of hıstorl1o0graphical theory and
hıs OW complılations and composıtions the hıstory of the welfth and
early thirteenth centurIıes, Was wıthout question the Premonstratensıi1an’s

CY“ Abel, 96 ; (nesebrecht, Z Lindner, 128; Bloch. Die elsässischen
Annalen der Stauferzeit, ın egesten der Bischöfe VON Strassburg, pl (Innsbruck,

129, Hofmeıster, In tto of S Blasıen,. Chronica, ed Hofmeıster. SSRGi
(Hanover., AVI-XAVIL} UOttmar, A 485, HZ Güterbock, 192-198:;
acKkmun 1/

Burchard’s possıble unfamılıarıty ıth tto of Freising, EXCEDL where hıis work
aAaPPCaIs In the Zwiefalten Frutolf-Ekkehard codex (see below) 1S the INOTITIC surprısıng In
1eW of the bıshop's fame ın the Danube reg10n, especılally houses of the reform
orders. Ihe Ursberg necrology, C lısts hıs ea Necrotogium Ursbergense, ed
Baumann, Monumenta Germanıiae Hıstorica. Necrologıa CGermanıae Berlın, >
N A3E

kerna lıfe of St Bernard, which the priıor artıcle ın hıs serl1es has shown be
intertwined ıth usc of Hiıstor1ia Welforum, l 1kewıise be sel asıde here, A 111 the
dubıious possıbılıties that 15 elated the work of Eıke of Repgow and the Hogenburg-
Neuburg chronicle. D OC 130-137; Simson, V-XV

See Annales Zwifaltenses, ed Abel., MG  äB Scriptores (Hanover, 51
64 : urchard use SC Sımson’’s SUMMATY, X I1I1 See also TONICA pontificum e1|

Imperatorum Tiburtina, ed Holder-Egger, MG (Hanover, 226-265;
for. rchard’s UuSC, SCC Giesebrecht, 235-238 Lindner, 130-133; Holder-Egger,
«Einiges ZUur Quellenkritik der Chronık Sıcards». (1901), 487-490; S1imson, - GLA
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MOSst important hıstorical SOUICEC d el] d hıs MOST important hIs-
torı1o0graphical model Frutolf, prı10r of the a  CYV of Michelsberg al
Bamberg, had compile unıversa|l chronicle from Creation
1099: hIis WOrk W ds continued Dy ©  ar  n later of Aura, In
serles of redactions wıth CoNntemporary addıtions the ea of
enry In 125 10) The Frutolf-Ekkehard manuscrıpt 1C urchar
used elonge the lac monks al Zwiefalten, a  eV 1C lıke
Weıingarten. had passed from Welf into taufer advOocaCcy wıth the
inheritance agreement of 176 between Barbarossa and hıs
uncle - The Z/wiıefalten hıstory codex, coplied ın the welfth CeNLurYy and
Surviıving ds Stuttgart cod hıst tol 13 W ds rich source-book for the
Premonstratens1ıan DFrOVOSL; nOT only dıd he use 1ts princıpal (EXE: the
unıversal chronicle, but also ıts notices the 0Ca hıstory of ugsburg,
1ts sıbyllıne prophecıes, and 1ts quotations from the chronicle of Otto of
Freising 12)

Evıdence for the Ursberg hıstorlan’’s UuUSCcC of the 7Zwıiefalten manuserI1pt,
beyond hıs work’s stemmatıc affınıty the Benedictine lıbrary Frutolf{f-
e  ar  9 1s compellıng. As bel first noted, CITOTIS ın the dates ofea
of Salıan rehearsed Dy urchar:': AaTC reflected exactly In
margınal addıtiıon the manuscrı1ıpt NO al Stuttgart **). urchar

ıIn that he had SCCNH the Salıan tombs al Speyer and noted theır
inscr1pt1ons; Comparıson of hıs recollection wıth the chronology ın hıs
Ä(CQ).UHLGE chronicle led hım discount the atter’s

Quı1a VeEeTO prefatı 111 imperatores ın eccles1a Spırensi In
PICSCHS evidentem habent sepulturam ei tumulos de aImM OTE
fabricatos er polıtos, sicut eosdem oculıs notrIıs perspex1mus,
prımum superscriıptiones eorundem mausoleorum. sıcut memı1n1ımus
NOS ab eiısdem descr1ps1sse, annotabımus: videbıtur enım paulısperforte diıscrepare ab hıs, QuUC prenotata SUnt - ).

10) See ET Schmale  E3  S introduction. E3 Frutolf of Michelsberg and arı
of Aura, Chronica HECHON aANONYMI chronica Iimperatorum, ed and LAans Schmale and

Schmale-QOtt, Ausgewä  e Quellen AT deutschen Geschichte des Miıttlalters | 5
(Darmstadt.

11) Setzler,. «Zwiefalten». In Die Benediktinerklöster IN Baden-Württemberg, ed
uartha. (Ottobeuren, Germanıa Benedictina ö 682-683, 691
12) As Schmale has pomnted Outl, the Stuttgart Frutolf-Ekkehard belongs LO of

manuscrıpts representing Ekkehard’s fourth and fınal recensi0n: 5 A For descr1iption of
the manuscrI1pt, SCC VO Heyd, Die historischen Handschriften der königlichen Öff-
entlichen Bibliothek Stuttgart, Handschriften IN OLl10 (Stuttgart, E  ); 185-
186: LO{ffler. Die Handschriften des Klösters Zwiefalten (Linz D:

13) Abel,
14)
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Frutolf-Ekkehard had in fact offered the GCOTTECL dates: U CNAaTı COI -

rected incorrectly. Hıs alternatıve dates ATC represented ıIn ad-
en Dy later hand than the maın text’s in the 7 wiıiefalten codex:

Obiıitus quatuor imperatorum sıcut In monaster10 SpirensI
supelchra Ssunt annotatı. Cuonradus imperator oman

039 Non Juni obıut Hulus filıusANNO dominiıce incarnat.
Haiıinricus 111 qu] dıctus est 1ger Romanor. imperator ANNO dom
incarnat. 056 Non CIO obıt Hulus QqUOJUC fiılıus Heıinricus
dıictus SeN10T Romanor. iımperator AaNNO dom incarn. 106 sept1mo
dus Jun obıt Fılıus e1iusdem Heıinricus dıctus 1UuNn10T Rom
iımperator dom incarn. 125 decımo Kal ugus Obit ).

ese notices in the 7 wiefalten Frutolf-Ekkehard text AICcC almost
certamly ın the hand of urcnar‘ of Ursbere>)

Why the Drovost should have nclude: such CII OMNCOUS notice 1s
CUr10US., especlally siınce hıs Justificatıon fOr ıts inclusıon ın refers
hıs desıre fOor exactıtude. CGirauert made the plausıble suggestion that
he had ost hıs Speyer Dy the time he used the Zwıiefalten
materı1al for h1ıs OW chronicle. Hıs ‘sıcut memı1inımus)’ mplıes that he
INa Yy ave been elyıng CIMOTY alone 17) The moOst sıgnıfıcant feature
of urchard Salıan burıal notice 1S, however, not 1ts obvıo0us but
the criıtical posıtion H> it indıcated toward h1ıs work’s MOST valuable

15) Stuttgart cod hıst fol S fol 207 Transcription ere ollows Grauert, «Die
Kaisergräber 1mM Dome Speyer: Bericht ber iıhre effnung 1Im August 1900»., bayer
Akad. 1900) 595-596 As Grauert points Oufl, Burchard Was ın
eıther the day the mon 594 Conrad dıed Non Jun une enTYy I1 {11
Non (Oect Ctober enry VII Aug August 7), and enTtYy Kal Jun
May 23) Ihe ates of the roya deaths AT recoverable from SOUTICCS, but the correct
tomb inscr1ptions only fIfrom the Lehenbuch of the Speyer bıshop Matthıas K Mone.,
uellensammlung der badischen Landesgeschichte, (Karlsruhe. 189-190

16) CM. Abel, 95; Trauert, 596-605: Simson, XITI-XII] aCKmun: L4d1S
Lindner hought rather hat urchnar: had incorporated the {rom the note, which had
already een the Zwiefalten book before he sed 3 thıs argumen UTINCS

awkwardly hat urchnar: could not remember whether not he had recorded the Speyer
inscr1pti1ons: FE

17) ( Grauert, 594-595 Abel’s suggestion that Burchard had visıted 5Speyer long
before the chronicle’s Composıt1on, before Frederick I1’s reinterment of Phılıp's body
16 Burchard menti1ons only ater In hıs eXT (p Yl) exi hıs Salıan ancesitors,
renders hıs IMNMOTE understandable The Ursberg 1stOTy’'S incompletion and
generally asty aspect, though, suggest that ıts present form W as nOot produce: VeTI long
per10d. (Cjrauert’s alternatıve suggestion hat Phılıp’s, hıs mother’s, and h1is sister gnes
SIaVCS WeIC noLl yel decorated when urchar:' Sa the Speyer om 15 lıkewise plausıble:

612 nevertheless lıkelıest that the Drovost had desıre >dYy anythıng ou
Phılıp here, Ssince the Salıan dynasty, notLl its Hohenstaufen SUCCCSSOIS, W ds al 1Ssue.
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SOUTITCE The DrOVOost advertises hıs aWAaTENECSS of the model chronicle’s
defects «paulısper forte dıscr1pare»; he intends repaır the presumed
mistake wıth independent epiıgraphical tools And, indeed, thıs instance
of responsıveness between the Premonstratensian and hıs century-ol
SOUTITCE 1S ypıcal of the provost’s work. The Sırong interest In epl-
graphical evidence suggested Dy urchard Salıan notıce 15 repeated In
other XIS In 18) Perhaps hıs inclusıon of inscr1pt1ons in both
NC  S and borrowed sect1ons of hıs work Was inspired Dy epıgraphical

the 0CCa history LEXT., Excerptum Gallica historia, 1kewiıise
copled nto the Zwiefalten hıstory codex and borrowed Dy hım verbatım,
but for the Om1ssıon of the first$ under hıs rubric «Interposıtio
de Cıvıtate Augusta» 19)

Most urther addıti1ons by urchar: hıs Frutolf-Ekkehard texi ATe

unıinteresting “*). FOor instance, al Frutolf-Ekkehard’s V for
K119:; the provost's tGXi reflects margınal addıtion the Zwiefalten
sourcebook IC lıke the notice the burıals al Speyer, he probably
made hımself

Huıc concılıo interfuit Norbertus pOostea Praemonstratensis ordınıs
institutor, Lunc novıter CONVETITSUS In peregrino habıtu, ibiqueab omnıbus ın multis accusabatur, de quıbus prudenter
cusabat. nde ei scrıptum legıtur de qula: Manus horum OMNIUM
CONIFa CUÜU. el IDSE CONIFAa hos omnes**).

Here the Premonstratensian chronicler revealed SOMINEC interest, vestig1al
elsewhere ın hıs work, ın emphasızıng hıs OW order’s importance.

18) ar Chronica, ed Waıtz, MG (Hanover, hıs edıtıon
11l subsequently be cıted Frutolf-Ekkehard

19) ST 50-52: Excerptum Gallica historia, ed bel and Weıland,
MG 23 (Hanover, 385-390 Excerptum Was wrıtten Dy the mıd-eleventh
CENIUTY, and 15 found ıIn coples from the Alemannıc-Austrian cultural cırcle : 38R6-
388

20) Comparıson of the editio princeps, represented ın Frutolf-Ekkehard Dy the
sıglum 53 ıth ıts Zwiefalten basıs. represented Dy ] $ confirms quickly how 1ımıted
Burchard’s changes hıs OW' SOUTCE manuscrıpt WOIC ackmund remark urchard’s
erıticısm of kkehard’s work perhaps refers narrowly LO hıs Salıan recapıtulation:
«Warum urchnar: 1er oft eigene Wege geht, Sagl selbst»

21) Stuttgart cod hıst fol S fol 201 Frutolf-Ekkehard, RA Iranscription ere
ollows the edıtion. ertz interpreted hıs ote sShow conclusıvely d} the Salıan
grave-inscriptions hat urchar: sed hıs manuscrıipt A immediate CODY
«Bemerkungen ueber einzelne Handschriften und rkunden», Archiv (1839), 499 ; cf.
Simson, XIL-XILL
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Burchard’s redaction of Frutolf-Ekkehard 15 thus lıttle INOTC than
CODY of the Z wıefalten manusecrı1pt. Moreover, the only IC
he DOrTOWS from ÖOtto of Freising’s Chronica ATC oun ın the Samne codex
d Frutolf-Ekkehard**). The DrOVOSL Was ell of who Otto had
been. Introducıng first quotatıon from the Cistercilan’s Chronica the
relatıonshıp of the alıans Merovınglans and Carolınglans, he noted
that hıs SQOUTCS author Was of the SaJmne famıly «Otto FrisıngensıI1s
epISCOPUS, quı de eadem generatiıone descendıt»: ıle urcnar: Was
thus Öf Otto of Freising’s specı1al authorıty, he dıd noTt hesıtate
refute the bıshop's the un1ıqueness of enTY IM-

munıcatıon: « Licet prefatus Otto hec ser1bat. 23) urchar: agaın
offered specıfic notıice of the bıshop of Freising’s hıistorical accomplısh-
ment in hıs discussiıon of Leopold I11 of Austrıa, Otto’s father

Genuit JUOYJUC Cuonradum, qu]1 postmodum funt archıepiscopus
Iuvavıe, QqUam VOCant Salzburch, eTt Ottonem qul fult epISCOpUS
FrisingensıI1s, quı eit cronıcam consecrıpsit T ad tempora hulus
Fridericıi perfecıt 24-)

The verall exient of the Ursberg hıstorlan s famılıarıty wıth Otto’s
work 1S, however, unclear. Cronica, chmale has asserted. Was INOTC

properly the tıtle of the bıshop's aCCOunNntT of Barbarossa’s reign than Was
Gesta Friderici*>). But ıt 15 iımmediately that urchar refers
rather the unıversal chronicle also called Hiıstoria de duabus CLVLItAtibus
than the bıographical work,. SINCEe he SaYyS that ÖOtto’s CFrONMNILCA
continued Frederick I’s reign, nOoL that ıf Was devoted partıcularly
the author’s nephew. The bıshop of Freising’s hıstory OX the eavenly
and earthly cıtıes in fact eached pastl Barbarossa’s time; 1ts eighth and
iınal book eached CVCIMN past urchard time ın the that it Was
cConcerned wıth future COSmMIC events The 7Zwiefalten Frutolf-Ekkehard
codex contaıned from the twelfth-century chronicle only
the seventh book, the other hand, and urchar reflects knowledge of
Just those Hıs ch_oice of historical as opposed metahıstorical
materı1al from Otto’s work Was perhaps condıtioned by avaılabılıty, but

22) ( Stuttgart cod hıst fol IS fols 209-221 Sıimson’s SUMMAaTLYy of urchard uUsS«cC
of ÖOtto’s work, AII-AXII

23)
24) See the prior rticle ın hıs ser1es for discussıon ofa margınal olte 1ın the

sole complete manuscrıpt describing tto Premonstratensian:
25) tto of Freising and Rahewın, Gesta Friderici SECU FeCtIUS chronica, ed F.-J

Schmale, trans Schmıidt, 1< Berlın, 75476
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thıs 15 NOTL Sd Y that 1l INaAaYy NnOT also have been the Premonstratensı1an
CONSCIOUS preference 26)

urchar responded INOIC critically the informatıon offered
hIs chronicle from Otto than he dıd hıs redactiıon of Frutol{f-
arı It that hıs intent W ds$ USC all of the materı1al
the bıg Z/wiılefalten history book 1C he Sa d relevant hIs OW
work he approached 1L d authorıtatıve EXCEDPL the few iInstances where
he explıicıtly contradıcted 1{ ven where 1Ts WeTC noft sultable d
he Judged for INCOrporatlion nNnio he used them wıth 1{
SO he copıed verbatim nio the front of hıs OW manuscrıpt the
apocalyptic er. ıbille IC he Ooun the SdIlle volume d Frutol{f-
Ekkehard“”) ese prophecıes attrıbuted Bede WCIC actually ate
tenth early eleventh cCentury predıictions ase': earlıer TeC

CONCCETININS the ast WOT. CINDITIC and the advent of Antichrist
Neıther the Zwılefalten 1LOT the Ursberg LEXT cshowed an Yy urther reference

them“®; yel urchar consıdered them worth hIs 11e He W as

sımılarly interested the Zwiıiefalten cCodex lıfe of Alexander the CGireat
althoug 1l Wds> noTl part of the Frutolfar‘ Chronicle) urchar'
intended nclude 1T later hıs OW manuscrıpt He hıs tex{i al
the a  e ate «Hiıstorıia Alexandrı alı scer1betur» **)
he finally dıd CODPDY the Alexander texti nNIioO hI1s chronicle autograph 1t Was
omıtted later the tradıtiıon

TOom the OUTCECS IC urchar. then derıved from sıngle hıstory
codex al d neıghboring MONAaSLETY, pattern CINCTECS for hıs Ol
10N of earlıer wrıtten hıstory Wıth few salıent CXCepLOoNSs the
hıstorical materı1al of SOUICC work 15 assumed wıthout emendatıon 1Into
the Ursberg texi where the hıstorian o€es devıate he advertises hıs

26) Giesebrecht thought hat urchar: INaYy ave had AdCCPSS tO the Zwiefalten CODY of
tto complete Chronica, from IC CXCEerpis the Frutolf Ekkehard codex INeTE made

Ya
27) Stuttgart cod hıst fol 411 fols (St description arrangemen

Manuscrıpt CIm 4351 the 1rsS rticle hıs SCI1ICS

28) Ihe Patrologia Latina eCX1 close hat of urchar: and the Manuscrıpt 10 al
Stuttgart a  Oug. concludes ıth DOCM which they both mıt Verba siOylle, ed

1gne, (Parıs cols 181 186 FOor the development of the exi of the
Tıburtine sıby]l and SCC Sackur S ybillinische Texte und Forschungen
(Halle, FEL 187 Alexander. The Oracle of Baalbek : The Tiburtine SiDyI
Fee: Dress, Dumbarton aks Studıes 10 (Washıington, CSP 48-66, ] 36- 137

McGinn, ViSIONS of the End Apocalyptic I raditions the 1ddle Ages New York,
43-

29) Stuttgart cod hıst fo] 411 fols JT 239 248 BAl
30) ClIm 435] fol 210 v
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disagreement. On the other hand MICHASTr shows Strong interest In the
identity of hıs OUICCS eTe he CAall, dsSs iın the CAdSC of (Otto of Freising,
he deser1ıbes them, emphasızıng theır credıbilıty ; he claıms that ÖUtto, d
Salıan hımself, Wäds In expecılally g00d posıtion dS5SCS>S the relatıon-
shıp of the dynasty ıts imperı1al predecessors. urchar 15 noTt d ell-
informed concerning other SOUTCEC authors represented ın the 7Zwıiefalten
codexX, but he stıll makes hıs iındebtedness plaın The unıversal chronicle
manuscrı1pt 1C he copıed had nOTL named eiıther Frutolf (  ar  s
but Was>s entiıtlie «Epıithome Eusebi »31 The provost's first introduc-
t1on thus mentlions Eusebilus AsSs the author of the chronology reproduced
iın h1s extended text «Hec deo dıctus Eusebius S1IC dısponıt.»And
al the end of hıs redactiıon ÖT the work öf Frutolf-Ekkehard, urchar
sımılarly adverts the derıvatıve nature of the text «Hucusque
scr1ptorı1s cronıca extenditur. ncıpıt DaIs rel1ıqua» 33)

urchar refers ırectly the AaNONYMOUS authorship of the ugsburg
Excerptum used In hıs digression the episcopal CIty: «Sıcut scr1pt1s
veiterum colligıtur. SE erfe he borrows from tto under the Samnlec

rubrıc, he oes noL mention the Cistercian hıstorıian, but apparently he
aılls do only because here Otto LOO0 epende acknowledged
SOUICECS, the Drovost repeals the bıshop of Freising’s «tradunt
Augustenses» *”). urchard reference other OUICCS avaılable north
of the Alps 1S sımılar. For the sentences IC he borrows from Hiıstor1ia
scholastica, he oes noTl Name Peter Comestor: the Ursberg DrOVOSL Wäas,
however, ell that the 1DI1Ca hıstory of the twelfth-century Parıs
aster W ds ıtself compıilatıon. He acknowledges hıs SOUTCEe’S SOUTICE

« Narrat 110 in TO questionum enesim. »0) eCre
urcnar':! draws ın few lınes of ıfe of Norbert agaın wıthout
emendatıon he 1S UuNaWare of the hagıographer  S identity but he ST1

«quıdam scriptor »*”). The Premonstratensian chronicler EYS
where g1ves credıt hıs histor10o0graphical predecessors.

31) Stuttgart cod hıst fol S fol Br Waıtz’s dıssertation proved that ar
brought the chronicle LO 175 despite the general absence of hıs aIiInec from medıieval
Coples: Commentationis de chronicı Urspergensis prıima arte, 1USCfontibus el apud

auctoritate specımen, Dıss. Berlın 836
32)
33)
34)
35) 51 cf. tto of Freising, Chronica SIVe Aistoria de duabus CIvVitatibus, ed
Hofmelıster. Schmidt, Berlın, A
36) ÜE cf. eter Comestor, Hiıstor1a scholastica, 198 (Parıs, col 088
37) C: L3 cf. Vıta Norberti archiepiscopi MagdeburgensIis, ed Wılmans, MG  aD

(Hanover. HO4
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(CRUSADER SOURCES

urchar thus used only few (jerman OUICCS for imper1a] hıstory
and they WeTeC ql avaılable al the Benedictine CeYV of Zwiefalten He
made simılar Uusec of [WO assoc1l1ated Crusader XIS Composed around

1200, possıbly Dy talıan author: Historia hrevis and TIractatus
de lOcCis el Sancle jerosolimitane *®). He employe the former ın
hıs chronicle proper?”?) and the latter the short works appende

it In hIs autograph COdeX *. The ProVvost ase'‘ hıs aCCOUNT of the
In Crusade Historia brevis, the hıstorical member of the paır of

urcnar': dıd nOoTt know who, precısely, the author WaSs; he referred
the work only dS «culusdam» “ *). He mentions In EXCETDL {rom

Historia Drevis, however, that he had included ıts cCompanı1on-plece ın the
first quıre of h1is omnıbus volume : <«De dıspositione VeTIO lerre Sancte el
sıtu Cıvıtatis Iherosolimıtane require ıIn prımo
lıbri»“**).

Devı1atıon ın Hiıstoria brevis, as represented wıthın annals, from
independent manuscrıpts of thıs texti 1S insıgnıficant. urcnar: repealts
the first-person and deprecatory notices of the Crusader-author, Ceven the
atter’s remarks concluding the 1st of CGerman princes who went home
the NCWS of enrYy VI's ea < el plures alın, QUOS NO
CUTO est enım ambıt1o memorandı, qQqUOS Constat plurımos fulsse el
nullos Nıl valet affectus n1s1ı subsequatur efectus» *J: Wıth Iractatus

38) Brevis historia OCCUPATIONLIS el AMLSSIONLS SANCIAE, In COorpus historicum medi_.
aeVIl, ed Eckhart. (Leipzıg, cols.- Iractatus de IOCLS d STIATU ferre
lerosolimitane, ed TIThomas, In « Miscellen Aaus den Handschriften der Munchener
Hof- un: Staats-Bıbliothek Eın ITractat ber das heilıge Land un! den drıtten
Kre_922 ug», bayer. Akad. 1865) 144117

39) EBTA:
40) (C'Im 4351, fols 203 r-206 r See the first artıcle In hıs ser1es for dıscussion of the

order of materı1als In CIm 4351 the complete manuscrIpt, and eIr probablerelationshiıp the order of the orıgınal. If ın surroundıng WEOIC
insufficient Burchard’s OW inclusıon of Historia brevis, the of the
assocıated Iractatus between Verba ibille and the ıintroduction ın (C'Im 4351 WOU
Ihomas made UsSC of ClIm 4351 for the Iractatus exfti but, a  oug hıs diıscussion 1S
valuable. he faıled ote hat Historia brevis hıs De eXCLIdIO) Was incorporated into the
maın body of SCC CS 143:;: Sıimson. XVII, As Sımson note: the Iractatus text
represented In CIm 4351 IS INOTIC siımılar James of Vıtry’s later Historia ortentalis than
an Y manuscrıpt closer {O the orıgıinal Iractatus version:

4l)
42)
43) /4 ; ci. Brevis historia, col 1354, IC omıts the last entence; TIractatus,
170
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and Hiıstor1ia Drevis. urchard texi cshows the Samllec anner of INnCOrpor-
atıon AS 1t generally does for the works ın the 7 wiıefalten hıstory codex.
The DroVvOSL dıd noft omıt from the (exT materı1al 16 he oun hıs
purpoOsC, he dıd noTt regularly challenge ıts actual interpretive content
He dıd, the other hand. take paıns distinguıish derıvatıve materı1al
iIrom hıs independent work.

No other Crusader text borrowed Dy Burchard Urv1ves. He neverthe-
ess certamly had other wrıtten OUTCECS for events ın the Holy Land On
the Crusadıng incıdent of MmMOSstT interest hım, the capture and OSS of
Damuietta, the Drovost have treated hıs SOUTCEC materı1als INOTC

critically than he dıd Histor1ia brevis, ın part because of theır relatıve
abundance. reakıng nto eneral narratıve of estern developments
surroundıng the decısıon attempt trade Damıietta for Jerusalem,

account 1C rngs of hearsay knowledge commıiıngle wıth wrıtten
report, Burchard makes hıs habıtual acknowledgement of wrıtten
Ource’s author: «Referam UuNUuM, quod leg]1 in scr1pt1s culusdam Cas

PUgNas prolix1ius describentis»  44). The ensumg acCccount of heroic
Christians willıngly inkıng theır shıp ın order take down wıth
themselves the Saracens wh had boarded ıt 1S, accordıng urchard’s
OW statement, narrowly drawn from single SOUTCEC The provost’'s
reference the derıvatıon of ONC anecdote, however, implıes that hıs
broader aCcCCcount of Damıietta Wäas much INOTC hıs OW assembly and
interpretation of facts evera|l contemporary aCı of the debacle al
Damlıietta do SUFVIVE, and comparıson of them wıth reveals that
urchard aCCount 1S hıghly distinetive. Some community of OUTCECS 1S
9 but nowhere does ıt CEMECTEZC that he sed only ONC m
extant paralle records, much ess that he sed it ın the narrowlIy imıtatıve

ın 1C he used Historia hrevis 0)8 ın 1C he claıms have used
the record of the sunken vesse] of knıghts

Sımson elleve' that Burchard’s maJjor SOUTITCEC for the Damıietta
disaster Was the Histor1ia Damiatına of the Cologne schoolmaster Olıver.
later bıshop of Paderborn*”>). The connection 1S attractıve Ssince the
Westphalıan Olıver Was intensely involved in Premonstratensıian ffaırs

44) FÜ
45) Simson, XXV oogeweg discussed Tractatus’ relatıonshıp LO contemporary

('rusader exits «Eın eu6e Schrift des KOölner Domscholasters Olıver». (1891), 186-
192 E: the COmMMentTs In hıs subsequent dıtıon of lıver’s works: Die Schriften des Kölner
Domscholasters, Bıblıothek des Litterarısches ereins ın Stuttgart 202 (Tübingen,

111
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d intiımate and supporter of the hıstorian EMO., abbot-hıistorian of the
Frisıan house of Wıttewilerum*°). But there 1S Strong verbal COI -

respondence between hıs (exi and Olıver’s: Historia Damiatina’s aCCount
1S onger and EHOFLC cColorful® : Nor does the rest of the of the
Caplure and OSS of Damıietta aSs old DY Urchar. closely follow Olıver’s
hıstory eıther In Content In tone The Ursberg author SdayS of the
Christian slaughter of Saracen and ren wıthın the CIty, <
iıta ut miserabiıle spectaculum et1am 1DSIS christianıs rect1is corde et
flex1is humana compassıone»“°®). The Cologne master’s texi instead
offers ıngıng acclamatıon of Victory:30  Carol _ L. Neel  as an intimate and supporter of the historian Emo, abbot-historian of the  Frisian house of Wittewierum“®°). But there is no strong verbal cor-  respondence between his text and Oliver’s; Historia Damiatina’s account  is longer and more colorful*’). Nor does the rest of the story of the  capture and loss of Damietta as told by Burchard closely follow Oliver’s  history either in content or in tone. The Ursberg author says of the  Christian slaughter of Saracen women and children within the city, «...  ita ut esset miserabile spectaculum etiam ipsis christianis rectis corde et  flexis humana compassione»*®). The Cologne master’s text instead  offers ringing acclamation of victory:  ... hac vice tercia Rex regum et Dominus dominantium servis suis  eam tradidit, Jhesus Christus, qui vincit et regnat et imperat. ... Tali  duce Christi milites Damiatam ingressi plateas eius invenerunt  stratas cadaveribus mortuorum pestilentia et fame deficientium,  aurum et argentum multum nimis.  e  Here the hortatory and sermonizing attitude of Oliver, who preached the  Crusade and then participated, differs emphatically from Burchard’s  lament for the perversion of Christian moral standards.  UC shows similarity but, again, no verbal correspondence to two  further sources for the siege of Damietta, Liber duelli Christiani in  obsidione Damiate exacti and Historia expeditionum in terram sanctam,  both contemporary accounts like the Cologne master’s°°). Burchard’s  description of the physical situation of the city and of the dramatic  sinking of the Christian boat is sufficiently close to Historia expeditionis  that a common written model seems possible5!). Liber duelli includes  some factual detail which Burchard does not, asserting for instance that  the unfortunate boat was filled with Templars. Since its account of the  incident is very little longer than UC’s Burchard would hardly have  described it as prolixius°?). The author of Liber duelli was even more  cold-blooded than Oliver concerning the deaths of the Moslem  townspeople :  +°) Hoogeweg, in Oliver, Schriften, pp. XIX, XL ff.  +7) Cf. UC, pp. 117-118 and Historia Damiatina, in Oliver, Schriften, pp. 179-186.  {  EG p A19:  *9) Oliver, Historia Damiatina, p. 227.  59) Liber duelli christiani in obsidione Damiate exacti, ed. O. Holder-Egger, MGH SS 31  (Hanover, 1903), pp. 669-705; Historia expeditionum in terram sanctam, in Chronica regia  Coloniensis, ed. G. Waitz, SSRG (Hanover, 1880), pp. 339-348.  5!) Cf. UC, pp. 116-118; Historia expeditionum, pp. 346-348.  52) Cf. UC, pp. 117-118; Liber duelli, p. }677.hac VICe tercıa Rex M el Dominus dominantium ServıIs SUlSs

Ga tradıdıt, Jhesus Chrıstus. quı vincıt ef regnat ei imperat.30  Carol _ L. Neel  as an intimate and supporter of the historian Emo, abbot-historian of the  Frisian house of Wittewierum“®°). But there is no strong verbal cor-  respondence between his text and Oliver’s; Historia Damiatina’s account  is longer and more colorful*’). Nor does the rest of the story of the  capture and loss of Damietta as told by Burchard closely follow Oliver’s  history either in content or in tone. The Ursberg author says of the  Christian slaughter of Saracen women and children within the city, «...  ita ut esset miserabile spectaculum etiam ipsis christianis rectis corde et  flexis humana compassione»*®). The Cologne master’s text instead  offers ringing acclamation of victory:  ... hac vice tercia Rex regum et Dominus dominantium servis suis  eam tradidit, Jhesus Christus, qui vincit et regnat et imperat. ... Tali  duce Christi milites Damiatam ingressi plateas eius invenerunt  stratas cadaveribus mortuorum pestilentia et fame deficientium,  aurum et argentum multum nimis.  e  Here the hortatory and sermonizing attitude of Oliver, who preached the  Crusade and then participated, differs emphatically from Burchard’s  lament for the perversion of Christian moral standards.  UC shows similarity but, again, no verbal correspondence to two  further sources for the siege of Damietta, Liber duelli Christiani in  obsidione Damiate exacti and Historia expeditionum in terram sanctam,  both contemporary accounts like the Cologne master’s°°). Burchard’s  description of the physical situation of the city and of the dramatic  sinking of the Christian boat is sufficiently close to Historia expeditionis  that a common written model seems possible5!). Liber duelli includes  some factual detail which Burchard does not, asserting for instance that  the unfortunate boat was filled with Templars. Since its account of the  incident is very little longer than UC’s Burchard would hardly have  described it as prolixius°?). The author of Liber duelli was even more  cold-blooded than Oliver concerning the deaths of the Moslem  townspeople :  +°) Hoogeweg, in Oliver, Schriften, pp. XIX, XL ff.  +7) Cf. UC, pp. 117-118 and Historia Damiatina, in Oliver, Schriften, pp. 179-186.  {  EG p A19:  *9) Oliver, Historia Damiatina, p. 227.  59) Liber duelli christiani in obsidione Damiate exacti, ed. O. Holder-Egger, MGH SS 31  (Hanover, 1903), pp. 669-705; Historia expeditionum in terram sanctam, in Chronica regia  Coloniensis, ed. G. Waitz, SSRG (Hanover, 1880), pp. 339-348.  5!) Cf. UC, pp. 116-118; Historia expeditionum, pp. 346-348.  52) Cf. UC, pp. 117-118; Liber duelli, p. }677.Talı
duce Christı miılıtes Damıatam Ingress1 plateas e1us invenerunt
iratas cadaverıbus mMortuorum pestilentia ei fame deficıentium.

Erumultum nımıs. 49)
Here the hortatory and sermon1zıng attıtude of Olıver, who preache the
Crusade and then partiıcıpated, dıffers emphatıcally from urchard
lament for the perversion of Christian moral standards.

shows sımılarıty but, agaıln, verbal correspondence ([WO
urther OUTICCS fOr the sıege of Damuietta. Liber duelli Christiani IN
obsidione Damiate exactı and Hiıstoria expeditionum IN lerram SANCTIAM,
both Contemporary lıke the Cologne master’s 50) urchard
deser1iption of the physıca sıtuation of the CIty and of the dramatıc
sinkıng of the Christian boat 1S sufficıently close Histor1ia exXpeditIonis
that COMMON wrıtten model possible >*). Liber duelli includes
SOÖOTINC actual detaıl 1 urcnar: oes nol, asserting fOor instance that
the unfortunate boat Was filled wıth emplars Since ıts aCcCCcount of the
incıdent 18 VEIY lıttle onger than urchar' WOU hardly have
described ıt dASs prolixius ?*). The author of er duelli Was COM INOTE
cold-blooded than Olıver concerning the deaths of the oslem
townspeople

46) Hoogeweg, ın Olıver, Schriften, AIA, HE
47) C{ EFa and Historia Damiatina, In Olıver. Schriften, 179-186
48) 119
49) Olıver, Historia Damıiatiına, OE
50) Liber duelli christiani IN obsidione Damiate exactl, ed Holder-Egger, MG

(Hanover, 669-705 Historia expeditionum IN erramN ın Chronica reg14
Coloniensis, ed Altz: SSRG (Hanover, 339-348

51) (: 116-118; Historia expeditionum, 346-348
52) C: 117-118: Liber duelli, 677
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e tOL fuerunt cadavera, quod nullus poterat sufficere ad DEO-
ic1iendum In flumen; el quicumque olebat trıa COTrDOTA proicere ın
flumen cıvıtatem, dabatur el bysancıum unum > >).

In the context of the typıcally propagandızıng, pro-Christıan posture
of cırculatıng Crusade lıterature, urchard condemnatıon of Crusader

and the strongly moral focus maıntaiıned Dy hım throughout the
Damietta aCCount aTCc extraordınary. It lıkely that the erıtical
Stance ap in reflects h1ıs independent andlıng of materı1al.
Regardıng Damuietta, then. urchar: have intervened qualıify
derivatıve materı1als, Just d he dıd 1ın hıs challenge Frutolf-Ekkehard’s
royal obıtuarıes and contradıction of Otto of Freising’s Judgment
enrYy excommuniticatıon. Thus 1le he adopted ONC Crusade
accoun(t, Histor1a brevis, wıthout emendatıon, he substantıally Itered
ONC OT probably, Ssince he aıls mentiıon sıngle central SOUTCEC

except for the incıdent of the Christians sinkıng theır OW shıp INOTEC

concerning the later attempt trade Damıietta for Jerusalem. Thıs
inconsistenCy ın SOUICC manıpulatıon 1S explaıned Dy urchard specıal
interest ın the latter CasSc, ıt Was ST1 1ve 1ssue al hıs wrıting.

JOHN ('REMONA AN HOHENSTAUFEN C ÖOURT HISTORIOGRAPHY

urchard «Hystorla Frideric1» problem in the definıtiıon
of SOUICC simılar that of hıs record of the defeat al Damlıietta.
The MmMOst important and thorniest question concerning the andlıng
of earliıer histories in in turn crucı1al for analysıs of the
Premonstratensıian’s histori1o0graphıcal technıque, 1$ the extent of hıs uUsec

for the CaIceI of Barbarossa of the ost work of John of Cremona. The
Ursberg author refers twıce Cremonese authorıty 1ikewise Imen-

tioned iın other extiant OUTCCS A hıstori1an of Barbarossa’s Lombard
WAaTs 54)

EO tempore conspiırat1io facta est Contra imperatorem, ut asserıt
quıdam scr1ptor CremonensıIs, de CU1US edıtione hec, quı9
eXcerpsımus 55)

53) Liber duelli, 700
54) Simson, -
55)
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Refert diıcetus scr1ptor CremonensıIs, videlicet Iohannes SdC-
erdos., quod dıetis testimonus bonorum virorum dıdıcerit, quı
interfuerunt.  7 56)

The stylıstıc unıty an: wealth of detaıl In urchard description of the
emperor’'s early talıan adventures has convınced INanYy crıt1cs that he
derıved arge part of «Hystorıia Frideric1» irom the Cremonese
AaCCOunt The frequent AdDPCATANCC of Cremona and 1ts cıtizens ın hıs texti
en! SOINC credıbilıty theır men(, though it 15 1kewise explicable
sımply by the historical sıgnıfıcance of Cremona d Barbarossa’s MmMOst
important counterweıght antı-ımper1a] Miılan Circumstantıal eV1-
dence In Support of urchard eaVy UuUsSsc of ohn hıstory 1s the
abruptness wıth 1C he rops hıs narratıve of talıan events and

Frederick’s annals, offering lımp explanatıon under the rubrıc
« Transıtus»: «Hec de bellıs ımperatorI1s plenıus descr1psisse sufficılat.
»57) The author has indeed descr1bed the emperor’s generalshıp
and recorded the events of ten al unaccustomed length and wıth
exceptional ıterary polısh before thıs sudden change of direction, and it
has been argued that he stopped here because hıs wrıtten SOUICEC dıd, noL
because he SICW of the task

Much scholarshıp has addressed the question of urchard INCOrpor-
atıon of the hıstory of John of Cremona >®). Most importantly,
Holtzmann explore the relatiıonshiıp of ns acCCcCount other hıs-
torıcal and lıterary works treating Barbarossa’s talıan campalgns,
proposing that everal CONLteEMPOFAaTY bıographica and hexameter
works all descended from ONC ımperI1al chancery SOUTITCE Holtzmann
urther contended that Raınald of Dassel, Frederick’s chancellor and the
archbishop of Cologne, prepare outlıne eulogy of the emperor’'s
SUCCESSECS 1Cc he then dıstrıbued and hıstorians for their
embellıshment >”). Hıs interpretation of the relatıonshiıps M the

1C Raıinald supposedly cCommıss1oned and theır immediate
descendants Wäds eriticızed by Ottmar, upDOoN whose schematıc 1C-

presentation of Holtzmann’s thesıs thıs diagram 1$ based®©®):

56)
57)
58) Abel, 101 See Iso Backmund  N SUPVCY of scholarly OpInı1o0n, 19-20
59) Holtzmann, CSP ME
60) Ottmar, DASSIM ; dıagram from 431,
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Imper1al CIs and etters

Raınald

D
John of C(Cremona Unknown SOUTCEC armen de Frideri tto-

RahewınImperatore

Burchard of Ursberg CGunther LIgurinus

Munz bıography of Barbarossa dısmıssed dSs insıgnıfıcant Ottmar
mınute dıssection of Holtzmann arguments and attention dıfferences
3801 OUTCCS which Holtzmann elleve be losely related? -)
aınald role AS arch hıstor10grapher 15 attractıve corollary
Munz desceription of the chancellor AS the fanatıcal proponent of hıs
aster imperı1a]l VISION but 1{ 15 nevertheless unsubstantıiated

Frederick personal attention the wrılıng of hıstory 15 attested Dy
hıs correspondence wıth Otto of Freising ° *) the early termınatıon of

contemporary bıographies before h1s 1na Lombard settle-
ment SOMNC explanatıon The ABCNCY of Raınald who dıed along
wıth Man Yy other (German DIINCCS the Roman SUMMET of 16 /
D  S  n possıble for both the CIMPCIOT and the sudden
SaD histori10graphical production But descrıibe al-
trıbute SOUTCE an from observatıon of 1fSs remote descendants
quickly become nonsensıcal when intermediate parents AdIc ost and
verbal echoes aAICc UNCONVINCIN£ The only indısputable iın
Holtzmann paralle proceed from the Communıt of events IC
they descrıibe and the relatıve DOVEerLY of Latın C  NS for the
miılıtary Siıtuatıiıons 1C they must continually The extient of

Incorporatıon of the NıStOrYy of John of Cremona has been
tudıed by analogy 1fs uUsc of ımportant SUTVIVIN£ OUICCS 4O postulate
the ONnNnectLI1ONSs of John urchar texti Ceven INOIC poorly known
OUTICES fruntless the absence of better understandıng of theır
relatıonshıp each other

61) Munz, Frederick Barbarossa udV Medieval Politics Ithaca 135-

62) See Mierow annotated translatıon tto of reisıng an Rahewın The
ee of Frederick Barbarossa, olumbıa Records of ('ivılızatıon 49 New ork

1/
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patiern accordıng 16 the Ursberg author regularly mentions
hıs wrıtten OU1665S where he ollows them closely OT where he dısputes
them has already been bserved 7 wiıefalten and Crusader SOUI -

CG> It provides extual basıs fOr assessing hıs UsSscC of John of Cremona’’s
work. Both of urchard allusıions hıs C remonese SOUICE refer
tendenti0usly the SaJmne shıfting responsı1bilıty fOr the allegatıon
that Hadrıan Was brıbed DYy the cardınals and the kıng of Sıcıly
excommunıiticate Barbarossa. Comparıson wıth hıs notices of Otto of
Freising and the work «culusdam scr1ptor1s» {irom 1 he drew the

of Crusader boat inkıng outsıde Damıietta that hıs dırect
indebtedness John ın thıs Casec agreement rather than
disagreement OVOI ıspute point Was confined that tOpIC. The
cıtatıon of wrıtten OHLGC> always had the function mM medieval
authors of enhancıng authority, but here urchar have
indıcated SOUICE authors dıfferentilate hıs OW synthesıs from theırs.
nOoTt only persuade the reader of hıs

John of Cremona Wds probabily only ONC IM several of the Man Yy
contemporary hıistorical and poetıical treatments of the reign of
Barbarossa®©*) known urchar of Ursberg and consulted DYy hım fOr
the composition of «Hystorıa Frideric1». Many of them TO off ell
before the conclusıon of the reign and the premature transıtiıon annals
evidenced in MaYy reflect DOVerLY of wrıtten record for the per10d
after 1 162, a  oug the ample detaıl of urchard later «Annı
Frideric1ı» SUu. that thıs DOVerLY Was not In the CdSC of John of
Cremona d in the CdSC of Varlous possıble OUTICCS for of the
Christian allure al Damıietta, 1t that essentlally nove] interpre-
tatıon obscures the presentation of lost and SUrviIving SOUICCS, 112e
few of theır verbal and structural charaecteristics remaın dıstinguılshable,
fOr the most part all but the COMMON sStructure of historical fact has been
submerged In the Premonstratenslian’s reconstructive effort EeXCeDpL where
he explicıtly acknowledges the ındebtedness of hıs presentation. The
degree of Burchard’s alteratıon of extant OUTICCS necessıitates that the
relatıonshıp G+ hıs work the omplex of records emergıing from the
Staufer tradıtıon of COUT hıstor10graphy remaın problematıc 64) the
other hand 1t enhances the independent interest of hıs hıistorical method

63) See Holtzmann’s SUMIMATYy . 307-308
64) (: ehse, Die amtliche Propaganda IN der Staatskunst Kailser Friedrichs EL

Forschungen mıittelalterlıchen und nNneuUeZeTEN Geschichte Munich, 201 ;
Deutschlands Geschichtsquellen IM Mittelalter VOmM Tode Kalser Heinrichs his ZUM nde
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DOCUMENTARY AN  w HEARSAY K NOWLEDGE. PERSONAL ITNESS !
ÜE HIERARCHY AÄUTHORITIES

Responsıibilıty for the inclusıon ıIn of evidence from [WO charters of
the Premonstratensıian CONvent of Ursberg specıal dıfficulties
and has been consıdered elsewhere ° >). Documents of INOIC publıc
nature aATC certamly, however, the inclus1i1ons of the orıgınal author. The
Landfrieden of Frederick issued hıs ına departure fOr the Holy
Land°°) Frederick LI’S encyclıcal hıs first excommunication  67), and
serl1es of etters of Innocent 111 °) ATC A eıther IreCHY cıted, quoted,
transcrıbed ın ul HTrCDHAT Was probably famılıar wıth stıll other
documentary OUTCECS for the cContemporary events 2 he descr1bes,
but hıs usc of them 1S noTl blatantly In the text

How the DrovOost use ımperı1al and papal Ocuments 15 ev1dent
In hıs OW presentatıon. He knew the cContent and organızatıon of Peter
Gr Benevento’s compilatıon of Innocenti1an decretals:

Extat UuC epistola prefatı Innocenti dırecta ad Bertholdum
ducem Zarıngle, ın qua Contira Phılıppum multa bsurda ef quedam
alsa desceribuntur. QUam fecıt interser]1 in compilatione deg;ret_ali_11m
SUarum, qUaS magister Petrus Beneventanus, subdyaconus 1DS1US,
postmodum ın un  CS volumıne compezlıt, dıstinguens Cd>S sub cert1ıs
tıtulıs el 1ıbrorum dıfferent1i1is secundum convenılentes sententlas 70)

He certamly read in thıs collection the letter IC he cıtes here d

fomenting rebelliıon agaınst Phıilıp, d > ell ASs subsequent letter in 1G
the DODC attempted tOo force hıs OW candıdate nto the archiepiscopa SG

of Maınz

Nam dominus papad multıs volens ut1 ratiıonıbus Cassata electione
omn1ı1um de 1upoldo facta electıonem, qUC nu HFG subsıistere

des Interregnum, ed Wattenbach, LeV: Fl Schmale el al., (Darmstadt, 976 PE
11/7-118

65) 91-94, EB See «Burchar: 1», 12421979
66) 65-69; cf. Constitutiones publıca ımperatorum y

Monumenta CGermanıae Historica egum Sect1o (Hanover, 449-452
67) 122-124; cf. MG ons (Hanover, 148-156
68) T7T-T8, 89, 101-105, 105-107; GE respectively, Innocent IL, Epistolae,

JA (Parıs, 111 col 1045; cols. 964-969: LE cols. 817/-822: 1I11, ols KF
69) S Simson’s discussion: XMXV-XXVI No attention 1S gıven ere Burchard’s uUsSCc

of the protoco: report of the Fourth Lateran Councıl, Ssince ıt offers only lıst of those
present and indıcates specıal DroXimıty the papa chancery: | E 8 and

70)
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poteral, confirmavıt, sıcut exprimıit In sua decretalt, qUC S1IC inc1pıt :
‘Bone memorIı1e’ ubı QUOQUC exprimiıtur, qualıiter PTO isto negot10 el
allıs Prenestinus ePISCOPUS venıt Coloniam /').

As Lindner and Simson /*) have asserted. the QOuila MAaJOor and
Vıneam domini Sabaoth, In C Innocent summoned Europe
Crusade and the Fourth Lateran Councıl, derive In theır forms
from coples acquıred Dy urchar: from the papa chancery tself, Ssince
they nclude detaıls for the partıcularızatıon of ddress European
spirıtual and temporal leadershıp:

dem archiepiscopIis, ePISCOPIS el dılectis fılıs abbatıbus el priıorıbus,
decanıs el archıdyaconıs DCI Teutonıiıcas provınclas constitutis '*).
em modo fere seribetur eg1ıbus ef princıpıbus «fluctus».
postea ponıtur hec clausula Hec ultıma clausula : «Quıia
quantum>» eic apponıtur domiıno INCO reg] Arragoniae, el reg]l
Francorum 74)
Bresslau, completing Simson’’s cCommentar after the edıtor’s

ca exhausted the possı1biılıtıes fOr discussıon of the precise nature of
urchard Roman chancery SUOUICC, 1t nOoTL have been the papa
register iıtself‘ / How the Provost acquıred hıs wıder egal knowledge 1S
1ıkewıise ou The possıbılıty that he tudied ın the Bolognese law
chools 1S raised by hıs attention and C1ivıl law QUICES; ASs Dy hıs
notice In «(Gesta Lotharıu» the eadıng egal authorities of the welfth
CeENLUTY and theır works:

Hulus temporıbus magıster CGiratianus CanNnoNCcs el decreta, quc Varıls
ıbrıs dıspersa, ın 11UMM ODUS compıiulavıt adıungensque 48
interdum auctorıtates sanctorum patrum secundum convenilentes
sententlas OPUS SUUuTN satıs rationabilıiter dıstinxıt. Eisdem qQqUOQUC
temporıbus domiıinus Wernerius lıbros egum, quı um neglect1
fuerant, NeC quisquam In e1s studuerat, ad petitionem
comıtısse renovavıt E: secundum quod olım 1ve recordatıioniıs
ımperatore Iustin1ano compılatı fuerant, paucıs forte verbıs lıcubı
interposıtIis COS distinxıt36  Carol L. Neel  poterat, confirmavit, sicut exprimit in sua decretali, que sic incipit :  ‘Bone memorie’ ubi quoque exprimitur, qualiter pro isto negotio et  aliis Prenestinus episcopus venit Coloniam ’').  As T. Lindner and Simson’?) have asserted, the bulls Quia major and  Vineam domini Sabaoth, in which Innocent summoned Europe to  Crusade and to the Fourth Lateran Council, derive in their UC forms  from copies acquired by Burchard from the papal chancery itself, since  they include details for the particularization of address to European  spiritual and temporal leadership:  Idem archiepiscopis, episcopis et dilectis filiis abbatibus et prioribus,  decanis et archidyaconis per Teutonicas provincias constitutis /°).  Eodem modo fere scribetur regibus et principibus usque «fluctus»,  postea ponitur hec clausula  Hec ultima clausula: «Quia  quantum» etc. apponitur domino meo regi Arragoniae, et regi  Francorum ”*).  H. Bresslau, completing Simson’s UC commentary after the editor’s  death, exhausted the possibilities for discussion of the precise nature of  Burchard’s Roman chancery source; it seems not to have been the papal  register itself”°). How the provost acquired his wider legal knowledge is  likewise doubtful. The possibility that he studied in the Bolognese law  schools is raised by his attention to canon and civil law sources, as by his  notice in «Gesta Lotharli» on the leading legal authorities of the twelfth  century and their works:  Huius temporibus magister Gratianus canones et decreta, que varlis  libris erant dispersa, in unum opus compilavit adiungensque eis  interdum auctoritates sanctorum patrum secundum convenientes  sententias opus suum satis rationabiliter distinxit. Eisdem quoque  temporibus dominus Wernerius libros legum, qui dudum neglecti  fuerant, nec quisquam in eis studuerat, ad petitionem Mathilde  comitisse renovavit et, secundum quod olim a dive recordationis  imperatore Iustiniano compilati fuerant, paucis forte verbis alicubi  interpositis eos distinxit ....'°).  71) UC, p. 85.  72) Lindner, p. 118; Simson, pp. XXV-XXVII.  73) UC, p. 105:  7*) UC, pp. 106-107.  ?>) Bresslau, in UC, pp. XXV-XXVII, n. 10.  76) UC, pp. 15-16.76)

7l) 85
72) Lindner, E Simson, V-X
73) 105
'74) 106-107
75) Bresslau. ın AV-XXVII,
76) 15-16
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Burchard’s description suggests that he Wads versed In both eccles1i1astıcal
and secular aws but, ıle he MaY have been al Bologna, he INAaYy LOO
have acquıred practical law expertise al Rome., where he iımself
states that he sojourned INOIC than ONEC OCCcasıon and had ealıngs
wıth the curı1a 77)

Ihat urchar Wds sımılarly connected the imper1a]l chancery 1s
unlıkely. He deseribes the Landfrieden of Barbarossa d ıf he used ONC of
the INanYy copıes 1Issued mM the (jermans: C< ei in ıtteras redig]1
lussıt, qUas ıtteras Alamannı In DICSCHNS riıdebrief”The Historian and His Sources  37  Burchard’s description suggests that he was versed in both ecclesiastical  and secular laws but, while he may have been at Bologna, he may too  have acquired practical canon law expertise at Rome, where he himself  states that he sojourned on more than one occasion and had dealings  with the curia 7’).  That Burchard was similarly connected to the imperial chancery is  unlikely. He describes the Landfrieden of Barbarossa as if he used one of  the many copies issued among the Germans: «  et in litteras redigi  jussit, quas litteras Alamanni usque in presens ‘fridebrief” ... vocant nec  aliis legibus utuntur» ’®). He gives no indication in his justification for its  inclusion that he had access here to a chancery model for actual sealed  letters: «Quarum tenorem huic operi duximus inserendum....»7?) His  proferral of a second imperial document, Frederick II’s self-defense  against excommunication, is substantially trimmed: «Huius epistole  seriem longum esset ponere....»®°) Ironically, Burchard was hostile to  the long, litigious arm of the Roman curia but he seems to have been  intimate with it; he looked favorably on the widening sphere of influence  of secular government and civil law but he seems to have been isolated  from it. As O. Vehse has pointed out, only a few other thirteenth-century  authors — Albert of Stade, Herman of Altaich — actually used  encyclicals of Frederick II in their histories *!). Burchard’s acknowledg-  ment and support, direct in the case of Encyclica de excommunicatione  and elsewhere more subtle, of Staufer propaganda apparently proceeds  from an effort to draw in pro-imperial documents as historical evidence  rather than from proximity to a chancery source. In this isolation from  the propaganda center, Burchard is unique among the principal figures  of pro-Staufer historiography. Otto of Freising, Rahewin, the Cologne  annalists all were close to the emperor’s immediate circle.  Contemporary evidence in the form of reports from those with  firsthand knowledge was likewise available to Burchard for his account  of recent times. His own wide experience traveling in Italy and ad-  ministering Premonstrantensian houses in Germany brought him into  77) Cf-Simson; p XXIX;  78) UC: p-65.  79) UC, p. 65.  89) UC, p. 122. Giesebrecht found it extraordinary that the encyclical should have been  so abbreviated in UC, and labeled the entire passage derivative: p. 226. G. Gronau showed  it to be original: Die Ursperger Chronik und ihr Verfasser, Diss. Berlin 1890, pp. 12-14.  $1) Vehse; p. 202:VOCant NeC
alııs legıbus utuntur» /°®). He o1VveEs indıcatıon ın hıs Justificatıon for 1ts
inclusıon that he had AdCCcecs$s here chancery mode]l fOor actual sealed
etters: «Quarum enorem U1C oper1 duximus inserendum ....») Hıs
proferral of second iımperı1a]l document, Frederick FES self-defense
agalnst eXcommunıcatıion, 1S substantıally rımmed: «Hulus epıstole
ser1em longum PONCIE ... X- ) Ironıcally, urchar: Was hostiıle LO
the long, l1t1210USs AT  3 of the Roman cur1a but he have been
intimate wıth ıt; he looked favorably the wldenıng sphere of influence
of secular government and c1ıvıl law but he have been isolated
irom ıt As se has pomted Oufl, only few other thırteenth-century
authors Albert of ade, Herman of Altaıch actually used
encyclıcals of Frederick In theır histories ©*). urchard acknowledg-
ment and Ssupport, dırect in the Case of Encyclica de excommunNnICALIONeE
and elsewhere INOTIC subtle, of taufer propaganda apparently proceeds
{rom effort draw In pro-ımperı1al documents dS hıstorical evidence
rather than from proximiıty chancery SOUTICE In thıs isolation from
the propaganda COMeT; urchar 1S unıque IN the princıpal figures
of pro-Staufer histori10graphy. Otto of Freising, Rahewın, the Cologne
annalısts all WEIC close the emperor’s immediate cırcle.

Contemporary evidence ın the form of reports from those wıth
firsthand knowledge Was 1ıkewıse avaılable urchnar: for hıs account
of recent times. Hıs OW wıde experlience travelıng in aly and ad-
ministering Premonstrantensian houses ın Germany brought hım nto

77) GE Sıimson, DG E
78) 65
79)
BO) 1922 (Gnesebrecht found ıt extraordınary hat the encyclıcal should ave een
abbrevıated ın and abeled the entire DAsSsSapc derivatıve: 226 (CGjronau showed

ıt LO be orıginal: Die Ursperger Chronik nd ihr Verfasser, Dıiss. Berlin 1890 BB GE
Sl) ehse, 202
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Contact wıth important indıvıduals and., occasıonally. events **). TOom
the reign of enry VI 0) hıs chronicle contaıns Irequent reference
hearsay evidence: < ul diıctum e  n «multı asserebant». few instances
of cıtatıon of oral evidence dIC especılally interesting. urcnar: adverts
[UMMOTIS surroundıng the ea of the CIMPCIOT eNTY

Multiı asserebant CIr inter1isse VENCNO procurante 5SUud, PIO
quod nepOLES 1PS1US supplıcıus interfecerat. Quod NON est
verisımıle. et quı 58 1PSO t(empore famılıarıssım1. HOC
infiıcı1abantur. Audıvı CSO 1d 1psum domno Cuonrado., quı DOSL-
modum fulnt as Premonstratensıs ei tuUunc In secuları habıtu
constıitutus ın CameTa imperatorIs extitit famılıarıssımus 83)

The provost used the Samne phrase, «[mlultı asserebant», introduce
simılar [UMOTIS that Henry’s brother Conrad had been murdered ın the
previous VYCAarL, but wıthout controverting them Here, though, he
emphasızes hıs personal ACCC°SS5 informatıon and the veracıty of hıs
SOUICC In order discrediıt wıdely accepted explanatıon.

On the ispute 1ssue of what Innocent 111 dıd weaken Phılıp and
why he dıd } urchar sımılarly inserts hıs OW Knowledge both
dıirect and hearsay into the discussion:

EgO QJUOQUC, In m1norT1 et secuları vita constıitutus a  uc.
tempore constıitutus Rome v1idı eosdem Fa the Sıcılıan hostages
blınded Dy enry VI] Audıiıvı et1am tempore, quod en
dıfficıle est relatu et V1IX credendum, qula dixeriıt dem Papd,
quon1am ablaturus 1lıppo dıadema reg1um, aut 1pse s1bı
DPapcC insıgne apostolicum. Ceterum., quamVvıs 1O  — sıt credendum,
quod voluntatem SUuamı dıvine voluntatı pretulerıt, constat
qula Omn1 tempore adversabatur e1ıdem 84)

galn, tOo descrıibe the breach between Otto and Innocent 111. the
ProvOost mentıons hıs OW famılıarıty wıth the testimony of important
eccles1astıc involved in the pope’s ast concılıatory attempi:

FEo tempore, CUu ven1ıssemus ad curl1am KRomanam, vidiımus ibıdem
virum rel1ıg10sum, bbatem de Morımunt, qul festo sanctı
Michaelıs. sicut ıpse asserebat, ad quadragesımam quiınque
vicıbus transıerat Roma Capuam 1USSu domıiını PAaDC,
quatınus IM reformaret inter ei imperatorem 85)

82) ater artıcle 1ın hıs serl1es 111 Trex urchard’s lıfe
83) T
84)
85) 100



The Historıian and His SOources

urcnar:! advances hıs OW experenNce concerning the OT1Z21Ns of the
mendiıcants. Here hıs ACCOUNT 1S inexact but insıghtful. He begıins
« Vıdımus »} emphasızıng that he Wäas of the personalıties
involved ®°). He had direct knowledge of the battle of Bouvınes., d he
dıd of papal approva of the friärs, but fOr thıs maJjor LOO he
referred contact wıth eyewıtnesses. The Drovost have ear
from travelıng monks the report, detracting from Phılıp Augustus’
milıtary expertise, of conversatıon between French knıghts and theır
kıng before the 1g  ıng egan < sıcut quorundam relıg10sorum
virorum relatıone dıdıcımus» 87)

TIhe Ursberg hıstorlan’s treatment of oral OUTICCS and eyewıtness
indıicates, then, that for hım Contemporary report offered

specıal Cred1DU1LYy He provıdes such informatıon wherever he Call,
evaluatıng the veracıty of the wıtness hımself and weighing hıs testimonYy
critically, sometımes castıng Out ONec plece of evidence In favor of
another. Hıs usc of ora|l materı1al 15 ess varıed than hıs treatment of
hıstorıical and documentary records. As Lindner aplıy observed, SOINC-

times the Premonstratensian copled wrıtten OUTCCS slavıshly, somet1ımes
he embellıshed summarızed them, and somet1imes he thoroughly
blended them into Quellenmosat that it 1S vırtually iımpossıble outlıne
hıs indebtedness ®®). Hıs princıpal SOUTCEC WAas (CGjerman book the
7Zwiefalten Frutolf-Ekkehard and he OUuUnNn ıt in Germany, but much
of hıs hıstorical and documentary SOUTCE materı1al, lıke imper1a|l actıvıty
durıng the princıpal re1gns1 he deseribes and the apparent weıght of
hıs personal experience 1215 Was Ocused the other sıde of the
Alps

Schulz, describing the hıerarchy of OUTCECS IN medieval
authors., emphasızed the importance placed oral reporTt, especılally the

of trustworthy indıviıduals, and eyewiıtness knowledge ®?). In
Burchard’s work, such hıerarchy 1S explicıt. Indeed, 1t 1S rarely
implıicıt, SINCE wrıtten and oral OUTCCS aTC rarely SCCI] overlap

86) 107
87) 110
88) Lindner’s W ds> LNOTIC sensıitive the possibilıty of urchard wıde interference In

derivatıve mater1a]l han anı y other early discussıon of hıs method of SOUTITCEC incorporation:
SCC CSP 126, 133-134; cf. OC 130; Backmund, 13-14 oltzmann emphasızed
instances in 1C Burchard obvıousiy conflated ([WO SOUICCS BA S

89) Schulz, Die Lehre VOo.  - der historischen Methode hei den Geschichtsschreibern des
Mittelalters VE Jahrhundert ), Abhandlungen ZUT mıiıttleren un! NEUCICI Geschichte
13 Berlın, 15 ff
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where evidence 15 conflicting, the hıstori1an frequently adverts personal
hearsay knowledge, whether for dıstant events such dSs the deaths of

the Salıan Ings recent events such d the ea of theır descendant
enrYy VI

How urcnar: manıpulated and responded OUICECS 11] be SsScCCcnNHh
be of urther interest for hıs hıistorical method in eneral and fOr hıs
polıtical attıtudes. It 15 already evident that he attempted place SOMNEC
distance between hıs OW and borrowed works Dy mentlionıng theır
authors and, ıspute points 1Ssues of cContemporarYy relevance,
ASSeEeTT hıis OW crıtical Judgment eıther DYy independent evaluatıon
obvıous preference for ONC another borrowed opınıon. In thıs context
ıt 15 of interest 1C avaılable OUTICECS urcnar: dıd nOoTt use U  E} despite
SOINC reference dıvine intervention A4Ss hıstorically causatıve force, 1S
virtually wıthout miracles. Sınce the work  1E  A independent secti1ons ATC
concerned wıth cContemporary events an al the furthest TILEINOVEC the
events of few ımmediately preceding rei1gns, thıs avoldance of the
miraculous 1S nOoTt AdSs extraordınary 4S ıt m1g be ıf urchnar: had wrıtten
of ancıent times. ven ar had, however, reported
porient of hıs OW day and speculated 1ts meanıng:

In epPISCOPIO VeEeTO SpiırensI Sanguls panıbus fluere VISUS, NeCeCHON ei
in lenticularum edulı0 prodıig1o0se us, Cıvıle MMmMO intestinum
bellum portendere, secundum antıquam hystorı1ae Romanae sıimılı-
tudınem coniciebatur ?°).

ıle thıs and sımılar WEeEeIC copled Dy urchar and avaılable
fOor hIs emulatıon, he reports losely analogous O!  €cS, and hıs
UsSCc of hagıographical materı1a]l 15 fOor purely historical informatıon. The
Premonstratensian borrows only sparıngly from the ıfe of hıs OW

order’s founder?*). In the DAaASSagc IC urchnar:' adopts, the
hagıographer’s poımnts had been that Norbert persuaded Lothar nOoTt
demand rıghts of investiture back from Innocent IL, and that Innocent’'s

Wäads condıtioned Dy hıs DIELY and hıs respect for Norbert
Conspicuously, urchar leaves Norbert completely Out and pralses the
Saxon emperor?*).

On only [WO OCCasS10NnNs oe€es UTCHAaTı present of CI -
natural al least extraordınary events Both apPCal ın «Annı Öttonis»,

90) Frutolf-Ekkehard, 226
9l) ci. Vita Norberti, 702
92)
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section of 1C comparıson wıth LNOTC polıshe dıvıisıons of the
work reveals 1S unrevised and probably iıncomplete. Both. further. ATC

nclude: In thıs sıngle annalıstıic for DU The first regards
the DODC Honorius 111, urchar. 5SdYy>, preache: the Crusade Dy relatıng
hıs encounter SUOILNC thırty before wıth dıstinguished old INan who
prophesied hım that Jerusalem WOU be Tee durıng hıs future
pontificate ?*). urcnar' reveals the popular interpretation encouraged
Dy Honorius: «Estimabatur multis. quod VITr lle fulsset beatus Petrus
» The DrOVOSL does nOotL assert that he credıted thıs interpretation
hımself, merely that IMNManYy people dıd He then SOCS explaın why he
has nclude the «Quo [UMMOTE plurımı Romanorum excıtatı
sSsunt sıgnatı. ama qQqUOJQUC hulus rumorIs DCI Alamannıam dıvulgata
multos ad sumendam CIUCEM anımavıt» ?*). Whether not urcnar':
actually elleve that the apostle Peter had appeare Honorı1us, he
mentions it only because of the wıde-reaching an hıstorical
impact of the Burchard’s immediately followıng report of the
AaPPCATANCC of durıng the autumn of D T 1s sımılarly obliıque He
calls it «sızgnum miırabıle», and carefully desceribes ıts posıtıon In the
constellatıon Arıadne, «sSicut 1105 1ps1 annotavımus». He concludes.
though, Dy avoldıng dırect Statement of hıs OW interpretation of the
phenomenon’s s1gnıfıcance: «Predicatores qQqUOQUC hıs temporıbus multa
alıa asserebant contigisse signa ın celo et ın qu«C longum
CeNUMETAT! et hu1c breviıtatiı annectere»”>).

How much urcnar:! indıcate dıffiıdence concerning thıs
portent, AaSs In reference Honorius’ encounter wıth Peter, 1s noTt
immediately clear. Surely he WOU not have ncluded notices of eıther
extraordıinary ıf he dıd nOot find them in SOMNC WaYy sıgnıfıcant. 1
the provost-hıstorlian, iın hıs adoption of oral d ell d wriıtten SOUTCES,
avo1ds facıle explanatıons of secular events in erms of the miraculous.
Indeed, hıs references LO John of Cremona present as expla-
natıon of hıs evaluatıve and edıtor1al attıtude d anythıng in hıs work.
urcnar:! respected John’s work, and hıs description of the ombard
aCcCCount represents hıs conception of the MmMoOst unshakable SOTT of
evidence. John, the Premonstratensian SdaVYS, ear what he elated «X«d

VIrIS probatıssımıs eit veracıssımıs ei valde relig10s1s»?°). Decent, tPuth-
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ful, and pI10UusS wıtnesses, faılıneg theıir direct report wrıtten
aCCount of ıt from such materı1als urchar' sought ashıon rellable
aCCOunt Hıs choıice of OUICECS makes clear that he wıshed focus hıs
work the polıtical and secular involvements of the INCN, noOoT the
spırıtual lıfe of the Chrıistian communıty ‚e they elonged.
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