
The Hiıstorical Work of urchnar of Ursberg,
urchar A Hıstorijan 5)

TIhe hıstorı1an urchar begıins hıs work, the Ursberg Chronicon
(hereafter UC), Dy commentıing Its wriıtten OUICCS oug. MOSstT of
the early part of h1s TCXt 1s copled ırectly from the unıversal chronicle of
Frutolf of Michelsberg and ar‘! of Aura, he omıts that SOUTrCEe’s
early concerning the per10d between Creation and the ound-
atlıon of the Assyrıan ıngdom *). urchar: replaces the borrowed
chronicle’s introduction In dırect ıts (EXT. In the {irst
sentences of h1ıs work, he explaıns why he omıts much of the Old
lestament history 16 hıs 19910} work had incorporated:

De regn1s et regıbus ef gest1s mult1ı scrıpserunt varlıa hec
deseriptione prosequentes. Nam .‚OySes ab dam ad Noe el

Noe ad Abraham duarum etatum tempora secundum
SUCCESSIONES genaratıonum ın populo De1 descrıbit, nullam USQyUuanı
de regn1s aut eg1ıbus facıens mentionem, iu  =] quı1a forte NO  —;

tum quıa NOn de regıbus serıbere intendebat, sed mırabılıa et
eges Del, qucC gessit ın populo Su studebat. Huilus ıtaque
el alıorum historıie scr1ptorum LTactatus merıto preferunt, quı

Deo inspıratı magnalıa De1 mirıfice inter homines eloquuntur
hıs 15 the fourth in ser1es of artıcles beginnıng In the first 982 fascıcle of hıs

Journal.
TIhe iımmediately prior artıcle In hıs ser1es has discussed urchard UsSsc of thıs and

er earlıer chronicles: X Historical Work of urcnar: of Ursberg, I1I1 The Hıstorian
and Hıs 5Ources», Analecta Praemonstratensia LIX, 9-4)2 All references LO Burchard’s
text ıll be the onumentist dıtıon urchnar:'! of Ursberg, Chronicon, ed Holder-
gger and VO  — Simson, 2nd ed.. Scriıptores Rerum Germanıcarum iın Usum Scholarum
(Hanover, Oug| Holder-Egger an Sımson do noTt reproduce the ex{i of Frutolf-
ar‘ ın urchard versi1on. they ere indicate where the Premonstratenslian’s CODY
begins: &r Frutolf of Michelsberg and| Ekkehard of Aura, Chronica, ed altz,
Monumenta Germanılae Hıstorica Scriptores (Hanover, 38235 Reference 1S
made ere and subsequently the MG edıtion, cıted Frutolf-R  ehard, because it
includes the early derıvatıve sect1ons of the twelfth-century chronicle and because ıts critical
apparatus represents the 1rs dıtıon of the Ursberg Chronicon; SS Frutolf-Ekkehard,

The INOIC recent edıtion, however, offers definıtion of Frutolfs contrıbution
superseding earlıer cr1iticısm : ET Schmale, intro. Frutolf of Michelsberg andar
of Aura, Chronica AHecCcNoan anonymı chronica Imperatorum, ed an Schmale anı
Schmale-Ott, Ausgewä  e Quellen ZUr deutschen Geschichte des Miıttelalters 15
(Darmstadt, 3  \O
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oug the Premonstratensian author Frutolf
ar ırectly, he 1S that they In turn ase: theıir work
Jerome’s translatıon of Eusebius’ chronicle. urcnar:! mentıons that he
11] reproduce Eusebius’ paralle columns of dates In the SUuCCeEessI1ON of
earthly ingdoms

Ceterum, lıcet NeC, quC 1n lege et prophetis el psalmıs scrıpta Sunt,
ad corroborandam em sufficere possınt, multı adıecerunt,
hec, JUC sanctıs dıcta Sunt(, princıpalıter prosequendo, lıbrıs
ecı1am gentilıum de eT 300 successionıbus alıqua satıs
eleganter interserendo. Ex hıs Oros1ius el Eusebius et alıı QUaMn
plures lıbros annales edıderunt. Ex quıbus prefatus Eusebius col-
atıones facere CONALUS eSt. sıngulos in numerI1s
dısponens In singulıs Iıne1is el columnıs. PIMNCIPIO diısponens
quatuor princıpatus pCI sıngulos dısponıit.222  Carol L. Neel  Although the Premonstratensian author never names Frutolf or  Ekkehard directly, he is aware that they in turn based their work on  Jerome’s translation of Eusebius’ chronicle. Burchard mentions that he  will reproduce Eusebius’ parallel columns of dates in the succession of  earthly kingdoms:  Ceterum, licet hec, que in lege et prophetis et psalmis scripta sunt,  ad corroborandam fidem sufficere possint, multi tamen adiecerunt,  hec, que a sanctis dicta sunt, principaliter prosequendo, ex libris  eciam gentilium de regnorum et regum successionibus aliqua satis  eleganter interserendo. Ex his Orosius et Eusebius et alii quam  plures libros annales ediderunt. Ex quibus prefatus Eusebius col-  lationes temporum facere conatus est, singulos annos in numeris  disponens in singulis lineis et columnis. A principio disponens  quatuor principatus  . per singulos annos disponit. ... Hec ideo  dictus Eusebius sic disponit, ut ostendat, quotus annus cuiuslibet  regni sive regis quotus sit ad quemlibet annum alterius regni sive  alterius regis ®).  On the other hand, as he stresses in his work’s first sentence, his attention  will be more exclusive than Eusebius’ had been; he will write only «de  regnis et regibus et gestis temporum», not about the biblical antecedents  to those developments.  Burchard thus leaves out from his chronicle of man’s early history  Eusebius’ careful calculations of how many years intervened between the  major events of Old Testament history and which pagan gods were  contemporaries of which Hebrew prophets*). The Ursberg chronicler  Justifies his omission with two arguments: that the copy available to him  of Eusebius’ pre-Flood chronology is corrupt, and that these early dates  are not in any case of much interest. Eusebius’ later timetables, which  Burchard indeed reproduces through Frutolf-Ekkehard’s redaction, are  more valuable. From them, the Premonstratensian asserts, a «prudens  lector» may discern the chronology of kingdoms which existed con-  temporaneously and what was the order of their succession. The Ursberg  historian is eager to get on with his central task, the record of secular  empires. He concludes his brief introduction to the text of Frutolf and  Ekkehard with a reference to the work of the twelfth-century scholastic  commentator on biblical history, Peter Comestor. He then launches  $ VC-ppAZ  *) Cf. Frutolf-Ekkehard, p. 33, n.6; p. 34. Schmale emphasizes that Frutolf did not  slavishly copy Jerome, but collated many sources for the period before Ninus: p. 9.Hec 1ıdeo
dıctus Eusebius SIC dısponıit, ul ostendat, qUOLUS culuslıbet
regn]1 S1ve reg1s quotus S1it ad quemlıbet alterıus regn] S1ve
alter1us reg1s *).

On the other hand, d he SS ın hıs work’s first9hıs attention
ıll be INOTC exclusıve than Eusebius’ had been; he 11l wriıte only <de
regn1s Al eg1bus el gest1s emporum», NnOoT about the 1DI1CcCa. antecedents

those developments.
urchnar: thus leaves Out from h1s chronicle of man’s early hıstory

Eusebius’ areful calculatıons of how Man Y intervened between the
maJor events of Old Jlestament history and IC gods WeTIC

contemporarıes of 1C Hebrew prophets“*). The Ursberg chronicler
Justifies hıs Om1ss1ıon wıth [WO arguments: that the CODY avaılable hım
of Eusebius’ pre-Floo chronology 1S COrTupvt, and that these early dates
dIC nOoTL In aln y Cdsec of much interest. Eusebius’ later timetables, 16
urcnar: indeed reproduces hrough Frutolf-Ekkehard’s redaction, AICc
INOTE valuable TOom them, the Premonstratensian asserts, «prudens
ector» MaY discern the chronology of ingdoms 16 existed CON-

temporaneously and what Was the order of theır SUCCESSION. The Ursberg
hıstorian 1s gel on wıth hıs central task, the record of secular
empires. He concludes hıs TIe introduction the teXI of Frutolf and
ar wıth reference the work of the twelfth-century scholastıc
Com  0} 1DI1Ca. hıstory, Peter Comestor. He then aunches

ÜC: :
A Frutolf-Ekkehard, 33 67 Schmale emphasızes hat Frutolf dıd noLt

slavıshly CODY Jerome, but cCollate INn Y SOUTCECS for the per10d before Nınus:



Burchard Historıan AD

ırectly nto hıs version of the borrowed chronicle. IThat CopyIlst’s task
CNZALCS hım fOr INanYy DAagCS, SOMMEC [WO hundred leaves in the princıpal
manuscrı1pt

Annl, hystoria: (JENRE IHE URSBERG Chronicon

The Dr10T artıcle 1s thıs ser1es has shown that urcnar: Wds almost
entirely uncritical of the work of hıs mMOST important SOUICC, Frutolf-
ar  E AdSs reposıtory for hıstorical fact Hiıstorically, he accepted hıs
predecessors’ work wıth few quest10ns; historiographically, ASs 1s already
evident ın hıs prefatory9 he dopted explıcıtly distinctive
postiure. Hıs replacement of the borrowed text’s early empha-
S17es the secular fOocus of hıs work. Thıs 1S NOTL hıs only erıticısm
of the work of Frutolf andarer hıs nearly repetition of
ıts entries from the Assyrıan kıng Nınus the CGerman CIMPCIOT Henry
V, he CSUMECS indırect COMMENTATY hıs model hıstory’s
characteristics.

Burchard'’s discussion f genre
the conclusıon of hıs CODY of Frutolf-Ekkehard, urchnar: offers

second introduction. It forms oundary between hıs vırtually exclusıve
dependence that SOUICE and the remaınder of hıs chronicle,
compilation of OUICECS from the mı1ıd-twelfth CeNLUTrY ollowe Dy
orıgıinal AaCCOUNLT of the late 1 100’s and early 1200’s Thıs COMMENCEC-

men(t, ıke urchard first beginning ın preface Frutolf-Ekkehard,
deseribes the historian’s task In the COUISC of plea for the work  Xa  N
favorable reception, ıt addresses the theme of the hıstory of ıngdoms:

ultıs dum SUa facta ve] dıicta placent, alıena dısplicent ; rectius
eral, ut nobısmet dısplicentes alııs placere velımus, ps1que

nobıs placeant. Quia VeIO Omnı1s etias 1ın malum est facılısque
descensus Avernı, rectum contempnıitur ei quod vit10sum est
frequentatur. Ideoque ta  =] scrıptores sıngularum QqUamı et1am
interpretes lınguarum S1Vve exposıtores lıbrorum cContra emulos ei
detractores et inv1dos in PrIINCIPNS OpEeTU: SUOTUM volentes alıqua
desceribere plurıma commentatı sunt Ceterum, ut rudes eTt imperit1,
nOstre oquele sımplıcıtatem de medio usu loquendı procedentem ei
nullıus dulcedinis S1ve eloquentie stilum redolentem credimus ab
emulıs potius ırrıdendum quam lıyıdo dente hu1c detrahendum

D See the prı10r rticle ın thıs serles, «Burchar: » {1., for discussıon
of the manuscr1ıpt of Frutolf-Ekkehard sed by the Premonstratensian hıstorlan.
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Sane h1s flat voluntas De!I expleta. Nos VCTO, s1icut fuerıt
voluntas in celo. de NOSITO proposıto explebımus IN
maxımeque Romanı imper11, sicut cepıimus et de diversıs regn1s
priorıbus ad 1d perduximus

urchard dırect ddress etTe the problems of hıstorical language and
presentatıon ıll be SCCMH be of interest 1n subsequent discussion of
rhetorical tools employe In secti1ons of hıs chronicle Contemporary wıth
hıs OW experience. For the OoOment, though, the poımint about h1s-
torı1ographical method IC he 110 amplıfies 1S MOST sıgnıfıcant :

In superlor1ıbus VeTO quatuor imperatorum, videlicet
Cuonradı, Haıiınrıcı I1I1 el Haiınrıcı 1I1IT el Haiınrıcı i.e ASs elated
Dy Frutolf-Ekkehard sub stilo hystori1o0grapho 1O  — Sunt COIN-
glutinata, sed potıus sub sınguliıs annıs SUNtT
descripta, iıdeoque serl1es hystorıe de 1PSIS imperatorıbus dıfficılıus
contexıtur. Recapıtulando 1g1tur de eiısdem imperatoribus quedam
reteXemus, ut serl1es ef narratıio nOstIra melıus st1ilo simplıcı
procedat

Uurcnar:! has OoOun Frutolf-Ekkehard’s annalıstıic record of the reigns of
the Salıan wantıng, fOor all ıts rich detaıl He cCompensates for 1ts
inadequacy Dy recapıtulatiıng theır CaICcCIS, recordıng the Inscr1ptions
theır SIaVECS and focusing fınally the polıtically sensiıtive 1ssue of
attempted papa deposıtion of Henry and enry V®)

More interesting than hıs specıfic emphasıs papal-ımper1al conflıiet
althoug in thıs 15070 he responded critically hıs SOurce ”) from the

pomt of VIEW of urchard historlographical technıque 1s hıs exposıtion
of Stilus hystoriographicus. The Premonstrantensian author ere Justifies
hıs hıghly id1ıosyncratic narratıve method, the mixture of IAa  z annalıstic
lısts of events wıth INOTE gracefu synthetic That method has

een carefully explored, a  oug it has been frequently remarked
by modern students of medieval] historiography *! °). Its author’s expla-

3-4
4S

E.g urchar: >SdyS of enry oniflıct ıth the church hat he acte: Viriılıiter :
kkehard’s {ınal assessment of enrty had een less laudatory: Frutolf-Ekkehard,

265 «Hiıc, prescriıptum eSLT, prımo sub specıe relıg10n1s patrem excommunıcatum
imper10 privavıt ; confiırmatus ın honorıbus mutavıt ; sed post In]urlias apostolıcae
sed]ı iıllatas SCINDCI 1DSO inferi1o0r fult, Lustic1s regn1 NO  - multum invıgılavıt D

10) See < Hıstorical Work of urchar: of Ursberg, The Ursberg Chronicon
LEeXt», 977-98
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natıon fOr the technıque 1S, there{fore, cruc1lal apprecılatıon of hıs
hıstori1o0graphical accomplıshment. Annals alone., urchar:': 5SdYyS, AdIC

inadequate present the flow of hıstorical events Series hystorie, the
pattern of hystoria, 1S Oost when events ABES presented yCal Dy YCAaT ,
weavıng them together, the hıstorı1an Caln invest them wıth intellıgibility.
TIhe fabrıc of hıstory 1S lıving metaphor In contexXIitur, retexXemu.

urchard terminology for the theory of hıstor10graphy al first
ambıguous and complıicated, and it ıll require close examınatıon. It 1S

the other hand from the general shape of hH1Is extiant work,
GCVEH wıthout exhaustive analysıs of hıs USagCs, that the Ursberg author
intended provıde each of the Ings 1ın the latter secti1on of hıs work
wıth image. He Was able provıde such plcture for only few

COMMEMOTATLES Lothar of Supplinburg, whose descr1ıption ollows
immediately from urchard second theoretical exordıum, wıth
and annl, 1ıle ıt treats Conrad of Hohenstaufen wıth historia and annnl ;
Histor1ia Welforum, apparently ate intrusıion, 19(0) provıdes much of
the discussıon in theır and hystoria respectively. Henry VI's reign 1S
marked wıth Aannı alone, and ÖOtto < and Frederick IT’s AdICc both
subsumed under the tıtle «Annı Ottoniıs». Only Frederick Barbarossa
and Phılıp of Swabıla ecelve both synthetic and annalıstıc treatments
argely from urchard OW hand, and Frederick’s hystoria embraces
only the first part of hıs reign.

The followıng represents expansıon of the of
fOor offered in the first artıcle in thıs serl1es. The hıstorlan’s OW maJor
rubrics pomint Oout the gener1Cc dıistincetions hıs respective treatments
of Welf and Hohenstaufen monarchs. Parenthetical remarks cshow the

of analytıcal discussions an ote where the intrusıon of materı1a]l
from the twelfth-century Welf famıily hıstory, Histor1ia Welforum, 15
substantıal ASs obscure the Premonstatenslian chronicler’s orıginal
contrıbution > On the rıg pagınatıon ın the SSRG edıtıon poimnts Out
the extient of the Varıous sect1ons in the text

Introduction Frutolf-Ekkehard 1-3
Frutolf-Ekkehard redaction 00 AD 125 elıded|
Second introduction and reVIeW of Frutolf-Ekkehard 3-7
«Gesta Lotharıu» (genera COoMM! the reign and the

monarch’s famıly connectl1ons, fleshed Out wıth
intrus1ons) BA

ll) See CM Hıstorical Work of urcNnar: of Ursberg, I1 The Ursberg Chronicon and
the Historia Welforum Tradıtıion, 22831
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«Annı Lotharı1» ia137 16 1E
«Hystorıa Cuonradı rcR1S5» (focus Welf-taufer conflıct,

almost completely made of materıal) . 1/ 20
«Annı Cuonradı» 138- ES2 DD
«Hystorıa Fridericı imperatorI1s» (dıscussıon of Frederick‘’

first ten only, TIe intrusion) . Z 45
«Annı Friıderic1» 1552 190 45 70
«Annı Haıınrıcı eX{I1>» 190 197 70 75
«Gesta Phılıppi» (treatment of entire re1gn) Pa
«Annı Phılıppi>» 19S8- 208 94-96
«Annı Ottonıis» 208 E: includıng Frederick 230 96-7

ven CUISOTY6of thıs descriptive cshows 1g of
the scholarly CONSCIHSUS that urchar: had lıttle iime work hıs
chronicle the form 16 1T UTVIVCS that hıs protrayal of the e

of Phılıp 15 the est SUTVIVIN£ example of the Lype of double nNıstory-
annals he wıshed produce Borrowıing from earlıer 15

unımportant ere emory supplanted record and urcnar: Oyalty
the wabılan house Was urgently summoned ıllumıne closed
«Gesta Phıilıppi» 15 the MOst stylıstıcally ambıt10ous ection of urchar:
work EXCEPL fOor h1s [WO introducti1ons anı the truncated «Hystorıa
Friıderic1» «Annı Phılıpp1» strong 15 lean and diıscon-
nected stirıng of annals matter Öf- fact language

Comparıson of urchar: treatment of Phılıp wıth hıs ACCOUNTS of
other TC1gNS that the PrOovost worked from ra 1C hIis
OUTCOS and recollections wWweTe orıginally set out annalıstically FOor SOINC

Ings he returned COMPOSC hystoria cConcentrating
ımportant themes and eft the annal framework strıppe' of 1fs former
detaıl d chronologıca appendix the bıographica narratıve For
other Ings he dıd nNOTL effect such and 11€ they ave
OT hystoria theır annals Temaln ell etaıle: Thus enry VI annals
extend for IMNOTE than 1ve the Monumentist edıtıon and Phılıp
for only [WO althoug the eventful of the latter Wds$ longer than h1s
brother

urchar record of Barbarossa 4S 1l AapPCaIs the SULVIVIN£ texi

perhaps represents intermediate thıs PTOCCSS
«Hystorıa Friıderic1» has everal subordinate rubrics eadıng 1fs
aCCOuntT of the destruction of ı1lan 162 All these
Y style and CONUNUOUS narratıve Just ASs o€Ss «Gesta Phılıppi»
urchard analytıcal narratiıve however breaks off there and annals
revert the beginnıng of Frederick’s They ATC 1ıke «Annı
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Philıppi» entries of deaths, SUCCESS1IONS, and astronomıcal and
meteorologıcal events untıl the destruction of ılan ere they
suddenly expand continue the etaıle naratıve dropped al the
premature conclusıon of Frederick’s AysStorla, a  OUg. wıthout 1ts
embellıshmen strıict concentratıion the imper1al-Lombard conilıct.
urchar have topped halfway hrough hıs synthetic work
Barbarossa, eavıng the concludıng annalıstic sect1on dSs rough T
containıng those undıfferentiated LA  < materı1als irom 1C he had
expected ashıonS synthetic and annalıstic sectl1ons.

Why the Ursberg provost should ave chosen dıvıde hıs hıstorical
composıtion between [WO SCHICS 1S al first unclear. Frutolf-Ekkehard
had provıde mMO: fOr the inclusıon of interpretive materı1als under
subordinate rubrıics;: the earlıer chronicle had occasıonally broken into
ıts SUCCESSION of annals wıth opiıcal digressions hystorlie, d for
instance «Hystorıia Gothorum » after the battle of Adrianople **). Such
hystorie WeTiTC however no(t, ıke Burchard’s, coherent hıstorical CSSaYyS
drawn from annals. ıle the Premonstratensian INAaYy thus ave een
encouraged Dy the of Frutolf-Ekkehard’s hystorie
annals, hıs paırıng of the [WO histori1ographical SCHICS Wds important
innovatıon, unıque hım al least ın the confidence wıth 1C he sed ıt
and the carefully reasoned apology wıth 16 he provıde ıt In ıts
development the Premonstratensian historian made crıtical
long rhetorical and histori1ographical tradıtion efinıng the [WO forms

12) Frutolf-Ekkehard, 119-121 er hıstorlans employe analogous but dissımılar
techn1ques. Bede’s concludıng chronological SUMIMMNATY, for instance, cshows closer
relatıonshıp urchard method than oes Frutolfi-Ekkehard’s technique: Ecclesiastical
Hıstory of the English People, ed olgrave and RA ynors (Oxford, 5: 34
The Englısh hıstorl1an s annals aATe much INOIC skeleta. than Burchard’s, especılally in
comparıson the length of hıs synthetic account

13) Underlyıng thıs discussion 15 Beumann’s princıple that usc of topol o€es noL
necessarıly indicate the Ossıfıcatıon of conventlions, rather sometıimes provıdes basıs for
erıtical discussion: « Topos an! Gedankengefüge be1 Eınhard», Archiv für Kulturgeschichte
33 (1951), 337-350, rptl Ideengeschichtliche Studien Einhard und anderen
Geschichtsschreibern des früheren Mittelalters (Darmstadt, J5l  S See Iso
Ray, «Medieva Hıstori1ography through the Twelfth Century TODIEMS and Progress of
Research», Vıator (1974), 53155 Ray mentlions that Man Yy medieval hıstorlans m1ixed
BCNICS, anı hat thıs technıque MaYy ave een the natural product of the monastıc
miılıeu, which encouraged choppy, dıverse methods of presentatıion. None of the hıstorl1ans
whom he cıtes, however, specıfically addresses the problem of m1ıxed SECNICS .
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Genre and historicit y the rhetorical tradition

As Ray has poımlnted Out medieval hıstori1ans manıpulatıon and
dıscussıon of Can be deceptive SINCC definıtions hıfted continually
and CVCNMN those WTIıters who attempted exactıtude labelıng theır work
often NCILHGE apparently INC  OUS elements !*) Nevertheless the
ancıent effort gather hıstorıical lıterature under rhetorical standards
remaıned ıimportant NnOormatıve force medieval hıstor10graphy,
describing hıstorical forms and establıshıng guldelınes fOor theır respeCL1Vve

(Ci1cero’’s presentation De Oralore of the development of
hıstory As collateral art of rhetoric and hıs diıscussıion of hıstorıical
Wrılıng De Ihventione formed DO1NLIS of departure fOor subsequent
Commentary ; the COMMUNICALION and ınterpretiation Dy sıdore of
classıcal CONSCHNSUS the relatıonshıp between rhetorıc and hıstory and

the definıtion of hıstorical SCHICS 1kewIlse became touchstone fOor
medieval perceptlions of the varıetles of hıstory and the nature of
hıstorical truth

In Cicero Jlalogue De Oralore the peaker Antonıius had pomnted Out
that hıstory W dS$S orıginally only the bare yCar Dy yYCal record of events
«bBrat CcN1ImM hıstori1a nı alıu NISI1I annalıum con{fect10 »} Over Liiıme
hıstorlans had earned borrow the Orator tools and become ess
Narraltores INOIC @2  es Antonius asserted however that hıstorical
Composıtıion had laws peculıar 1l and unlıke the standards of OTratlory
«Nam QqU1S nescCIt PIIMamM CSSC hıstori1ae egem quıd alsı dıicere
audeat ?» *°) In De IhvVventione Cicero raısed the implıcatıons for h1s-
tor10graphy of upON 1C h1s Antonius only ouched the

14) Ray 35-41
15) 4O TAace the development of basıc hıstori1ographical CONCEPIS from Republıcan

Rome Hohenstaufen Germany far outsıde the of thıs study FOor u of the
SOUTICECS and scholarshıp, SCC Engels «Gliıederungskriterien Miıttelalter»
Geschichtliche Grundbegriffe ed Brunner e1| al I1 (Stuttgart 614 616 C

Croce Hıstory Its Theory anı Practice, Trans Aınslıe New ork 200-
220 Arbusow C’olores rhetorici Eine Auswahl rhetorischer Figuren und Gemeinplätze als
Hilfsmittel für akademische Ubungen mittelalterlichen Texten (Göttingen 95-
' Grundmann Geschichtsschreibung Mittelalter (Göttingen

eiviılle «System und Dıachronie Untersuchungen ZUr Theoretischen Grundlegung
geschichtsschreıbischer Praxıs ıttelalter » Historische Jahrbuch der Görresgesellschaft

SCC Lehmann05 (19753) 47 FOor UsSsc of 308 descr1ptions As tıtles
«Miıttelalterliche Buchertitel» Erforschung des Mittelalters (Stuttgart 63-

16) Cicero, De oralore, Ir. Sutton, Loeb Classıcal Lıbrary (Cambrıdge,
Mass., OE  D
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ension between accomplıshed actıon and ıts rhetorical exposıtion. The
hıstori1an Was oblıged tell truth because hıstory W ds fact dS el] a4as

representatıion: «Hıstoria est ICS, ab getatıs nOsirae emorIı1a
remota E

SO Isıdore, echoing Cicero, emphasızed the ımportance of historical
veracıty: «Nam hıstori1ae Sunt LCS JUaC factae Sunt» Much
later, urchard princıpal SOUICC, the unıversal chronicle of Frutolf and
ar cshowed A4WAaTENECSS of the problem of hıistorical truth ın
hıstori1ographical presentation;: Frutolf chose transfiter the burden of
choice dıvergent hıs reader. Concerning Alexander
the Great, the Michelsberg hıstorian thus inserted, «prudens lector
elıgat, quıd sıb1ı de 11S maxıme placeat» an «verıtatem 1psarum
1udic10 legentium relınquımus» 19) Here Frutolf accepted the mutatıon
of Cicero’s «prima lex » nto the historian’s oblıgatıon report equaliy
wıtnesses of varyıng rellability “*).

Frutolf, however, responded specıfically Cicero’s and Isıdore’s
inJunct10ons that hıstory represent truth He referred repeatedly
«dissonantıa hystoriarum»; he Wäas especılally TOUuUDIE: by dıfficulty ın
determinıng the chronologica relatıonshıp between 1DI1Ca figures and
secular monarchs:

Hıs 1g1tur in locıs de mM temporumque ser1e scrıptores NyS-
torl1arum videntur dissentire. Ea quı1ppe QUaC de Zra el Neem1i1a
scrıbuntur, osephus sub ICSC Aerse, 1110 Danın, refert facta [u1lsse, S1

codex 1n qUO SIC habetur mendosus 1O  —; est, ut magıs
scrıptorum neglegentia, QUaM hystori10graphı hoc eveneriıt
sentent1a

l'7) Cicero, De Inventione, En Hubbell, Loeb Classıcal Lıbrary (Cambrıdge,
Mass.,

18) Isıdore of Seviılle, Etymologiarum SIve orıginum libri A ed Lindsay, ols
Oxford, 191 1 9 1.4.  s (F Fontaine, 'sidore de Seville el Ia culture classique dans l’Espagne
visigothique (Parıs, L, 180-185; Orst, «Das Bıld der Geschichte ın der
Enzyklopädıe sıdors VO  — Sevılla», Deutsches Archiv für Erforschung des Mittelalters
(1966), LO  N

19) Frutolf-Ekkehard, 69, See Schulz’s OmMentTtarYy Frutolf’s frequent
disclaimers of direct responsıtbıilıty : Die Lehre VonNn der historischen Methode hei den
Geschichtsschreibern des Mittelalters VE XT Jahrhundert), Abhandlungen ZUur miıttleren
und NCUCICN Geschichte 13 Berlın, 45-47

20) Ray has asserted that indiscriminate presentation of varyıng WdsS ede’s
« VETQa lex histori1ae» : «Bede’s Vera Lex Historiae», Speculum 55 (1980), S Nels Iso Ray,
«Historiography», 43-44

21) Frutolf-Ekkehard, O cf. 46, 48 -49
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urchard, followıing TutoliI s direct approac the problem of truth
hıstorıical SOUTCCES, acknowledged crıbal in the proemı1um

hıs CODY of the er chronicle: < qula prefata scrıptura VICIO
scrıptorum omn1ıno est corrupta»  22). Hıs second introduction, followıng
that CODY and desceribing the synthetic ireatment of hıstory AdS INOIC

satısfyıng than Frutolf-Ekkehard’s annalıstic form, reveals clear fa-
miılıarıty wıth the classıcal tradıtiıon truth. embellıshment. and
rearrangement In the wrıting of hıstory

As urchar already explaıned in hıs first introduction. Eusebius’
work had een chronologically focused, CONnservatıve interpretation of

utthe historlan’s role the cCorrect ordering of past events C<

ostendat, quotus culuslıbet regn1 Ss1ve reg1s qUOLUS sıt ad quemlıbet
alterıus regn] S1Vve alterıus reg1s»  23). urchard annals for the

welfth and thırteenth centurlies indıicate continumg interest in chro-
nology, but the Premonstratenslian’s PUrpOSC d stated ıIn the second
preface extends beyond establıshing of actıon: he wıshes
present iıngs eeds, «gesta M maxiımeque Romanı imper11»“*).
Indeed, for urchar‘' and hystoria ATC viırtually interchangeable

Some of hıs synthetic of reigns ATC others
hystoria, oug charaeteristic of style organısatıon dıfferentlates
them 10 urchar d Cicero, then, «Hıstoria est But
learly, agaın Uurcnar:': d Cicero, hystoria 1s also the wriıtten record
of and the historlan’s role 1eSs iın the connection between the [WO

USagCcS.
Much later, iın the twentıieth Century, the phılosopher of hıstory

Croce Wäds SCC thıs dıstıncetion crıtical fOor hıstori1o0graphy from
ancıent times forward the understandıng of annals 4S «quod factum,
qQqUOQUC ANNO gestum S1t» and hıstory Croce non-annalıstic
hıistorical synthesıs d consılı0, QUAQUC ratione sıt»“>).
How generally such dıistinction MaY ave been applıed ıIn the ıddle
Ages 1s a dıfficult question. In urchard WOTK, al least, such
dıchotomy 1S explıcıt. Further, the Premonstratensian hıstorı1an has cCasti
Out Isıdore’s old distincetion between hystoria Aas eyewıtness aCCOunt and

LÄ)
23)
24)
25) (CKOCE: 186
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Aannı A the record of past events He has adopted ın ıts place definıtion
of historia AdSs the interpretive reconstruction of events 26)

Otto of Freising, the twelfth-century Cistercıan historian of German
empire, had ırectly denıed that explanatory objective Wds part of the
hıistori1an’s task «Quae omn1a lıcıte aut acta sınt, dıicere
presentis NOoN est operIs. Res enım gestas scr1ıbere, NO  — TIerTum gestarum
ratiıonem eddere proposulmus»“ ’). urchard polıtıcal tendentiousness
Was far ess subtle than ÖOtto’s: IManYy events attracted hıs blatantliy
Judgmental Commentary. Hıs portentous invocatıon of Vergıl, «facılıs-
quC descensus» “®), 1Ss preemptive defense agamst attacks hıs
idıosyncratic historical edıtorlalızıng, IC he ell ealızed m1ig be
rece1ved ds inappropriate. Lament OVOTL OT celebratiıon of events W ds$s nOot
the only too] by 1C hıstori1an m1g shape hıs representation of
events, however. The choice of detaıl from overlappıng OUTICES and the
anneTr in 1C detaıls WCIC strung together WEIC also important ; in
these aSpecCts of hıs techn1ıque urchard chronicle 1s ess un1ıque and
INOTE nearly ın the maınstream of rhetorically condıtioned medieval
hıstor10graphy.

Content and presentation : the rhetorical ftradition

When Buchard set Out hrough stilus historiographus refashıon the
IA  < materıal of the etaıle: and informatıve Aannı 1C he first collected,
he had ready al hand the tools of classıcal rhetoric. Hıstory WAas, after all,

sub-specıles of rhetorical narratio, that aspect of OTatOTrY *78
communtıicated the of events that made up the sıtuation under

26) Isıdore, S  N «Annales Sunt [CS sıngulorum ANNOTUMNN Quaecunque enım dıgna
emorTI1a om1ı milıt1aeque, marı erTra,; pDCI annn ıIn commentarıls ctia SUn(T, ab
annıversIis gest1s annales nomınaverunt. Historia multorum AaNMNOTUM vel L(emporum
est; CUJus dılıgentia annul commentarı] 1ın lıbrıs delatı sunt nter hıstor1am autem el
annales hoc interest, quod historia est temporum qQUaC vidımus, annales ( Sunt

AaNNOTUMmM qU OS aetas nOsira 11O  — novıt». tto of Freising offers the Ssdamlllc definıtion,
though he O0€es not by it Gesta Friderici SEU FeCLIUS chronica, ed PF Schmale, Tans

Schmidt, Berlın, «Nam antıquorum IN OS fulsse radıtur, ul 1Ilı quı
Tes 1psas gestae uerunt sensıbus perceperant earundem scrıptores ex1isterent. nde
hystorlia ab hysteron, quod ın Greco ‘vıdere) Ssonat, appelları COoNnsuevıt».

27) tto of Freising, Chronica SIVve historia de duabus CIVItatLiÄUS, ed Hofmeıster,
Tans Schmidt, 16, (Berlın, 6.23 See Iso Chronica prol « Nemo autem
nobıs sententlias aut moralıtates expectet». Schulz points Out, C dıesem Grundsatz
bleibt uch ın seinem spateren Geschichtswerk treu» hıs 15 not Sa y that tto
W dsS nNOL capable of tendentiousness; SCC C Chronica prol

28) GFE,
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discussion. Precıisely what andbooks of rhetorıic dictaminis the
histori1an urcnar: had tudıed AdICcC impossıble determiıne, but that
relıg10us of hıs eXperneNCE and erudıtion Was iımbued wıth rhetorical
learnıng In hıs early traınıng 1ın the !v1ium 1S certaın. 10 descerıbe the
extfent of rhetorical influence urchard work WOU be effectively
desceribe the dıfference between hıs annals and hıs bıographica histories,

investigatıon 1C undertaken wıth attention all dıstinguls-
detaıls WOU demand and time far Out of proportion

the importance of ıts conclusions. Ray has suggested, however, that the
rich efflorescence of hıstor10graphy ıIn the welfth Centlury and 1ts
wiıthering 1ın the thırteenth WEIC both directly elated the eve of
interest ıIn rhetoric. The exhıbıtıon of rhetorical sophıstıicatıon ıIn ate

author d urchnar:! therefore demands SOINC attention 29)
Cicero’s central dırective narratıve ıIn De Inventione, <utl brevıs, ut

aperta, ul probabılıs sit» echoed down the rhetorical andbooks of
hıs SUCCESSOTS * *), provıdıng eneral stylıstıc standard for historical

SO urchard, ın turnıng abruptly from hıs «Hystorıla Frideric1ı»
narratıve, appeale: ırectly brevitas dSs rhetorical virtue: «Hec de
bellıs imperatorIis232  Carol L. Neel  discussion. Precisely what handbooks of rhetoric or artes dictaminis the  historian Burchard had studied are impossible to determine, but that a  religious of his experience and erudition was imbued with rhetorical  learning in his early training in the trivium is certain. To describe the  extent of rhetorical influence on Burchard’s work would be effectively to  describe the difference between his annals and his biographical histories,  an investigation which — undertaken with attention to all distinguis-  hable details — would demand space and time far out of proportion to  the importance of its conclusions. Ray has suggested, however, that the  rich efflorescence of historiography in the twelfth century and its  withering in the thirteenth were both directly related to the level of  interest in rhetoric. The exhibition of rhetorical sophistication in so late  an author as Burchard therefore demands some attention?°).  Cicero’s central directive on narrative in De inventione, «ut brevis, ut  aperta, ut probabilis sit»*°), echoed down the rhetorical handbooks of  his successors*!), providing a general stylistic standard for historical  prose. So Burchard, in turning abruptly from his «Hystoria Friderici»  narrative, appealed directly to brevitas as a rhetorical virtue: «Hec de  bellis imperatoris ... sufficiat ..., ut pateat, quam virilem et animosum se  exhibuerit in aliis bellis ... breviter explicabimus. Cuncta siquidem plene  describere opus faceret immensum»*?). Rhetoric, however, gave the  work of the narrator-historian suggestions for content as well as for  form. Martianus Capella pointed out, for instance, that narrative had six  parts: «  narrationis etiam elementa sunt sex: persona, causa, locus,  29) R.D. Ray, in «Rhetoric in Twelfth-Century Historiography: A Round Table»,  Session 113, Fourteenth International Congress on Medieval Studies, Kalamazoo, Mich., 5  May 1979. On the general importance of rhetoric to medieval historiography, cf. Schulz,  pp. 96-98; Melville, p. 55. For the relationship of history to the liberal arts in general, see  H. Wolter, «Geschichtliche Bildung in Rahmen der Artes Liberales», in Artes Liberales, ed.  J. Koch, Studien und Texte zur Geistesgeschichte des Mittelalters 5 (Leiden, 1959), pp. 60-  80.  39) Cicero, De inventione 1.20.28.  31) E.g. M.F. Quintilianus, /nstitutiones oratoriae libri duodecim, ed. M. Winterbottom  (Oxford, 1970), 4.2.31: «Eam [i.e. narration] plerique scriptores maximeque qui sunt ab  Isocrate volunt esse lucidam brevem veri similem». The following discussion of rhetorical  theory and its historiographical influence is based on H. Lausberg’s Handbuch der  literarischen Rhetorik : Eine Grundlegung der literaturwissenschaft, 2nd ed. (Munich, 1973),  c. 289-290. See also F. Quadlbauer, Die antike Theorie der Genera dicendi im lateinischen  Mittelalter, Sitzungsberichte der österreichischen Akademie der Wissenschaften, der  philosophisch-historischen Klasse 241 (Vienna, 1962), IL, 7-17.  32) UC, pp. 44-45.suffic1l1at ut pateat, qUam virılem el anımosum se
exhıibuerit ın alııs bellıs232  Carol L. Neel  discussion. Precisely what handbooks of rhetoric or artes dictaminis the  historian Burchard had studied are impossible to determine, but that a  religious of his experience and erudition was imbued with rhetorical  learning in his early training in the trivium is certain. To describe the  extent of rhetorical influence on Burchard’s work would be effectively to  describe the difference between his annals and his biographical histories,  an investigation which — undertaken with attention to all distinguis-  hable details — would demand space and time far out of proportion to  the importance of its conclusions. Ray has suggested, however, that the  rich efflorescence of historiography in the twelfth century and its  withering in the thirteenth were both directly related to the level of  interest in rhetoric. The exhibition of rhetorical sophistication in so late  an author as Burchard therefore demands some attention?°).  Cicero’s central directive on narrative in De inventione, «ut brevis, ut  aperta, ut probabilis sit»*°), echoed down the rhetorical handbooks of  his successors*!), providing a general stylistic standard for historical  prose. So Burchard, in turning abruptly from his «Hystoria Friderici»  narrative, appealed directly to brevitas as a rhetorical virtue: «Hec de  bellis imperatoris ... sufficiat ..., ut pateat, quam virilem et animosum se  exhibuerit in aliis bellis ... breviter explicabimus. Cuncta siquidem plene  describere opus faceret immensum»*?). Rhetoric, however, gave the  work of the narrator-historian suggestions for content as well as for  form. Martianus Capella pointed out, for instance, that narrative had six  parts: «  narrationis etiam elementa sunt sex: persona, causa, locus,  29) R.D. Ray, in «Rhetoric in Twelfth-Century Historiography: A Round Table»,  Session 113, Fourteenth International Congress on Medieval Studies, Kalamazoo, Mich., 5  May 1979. On the general importance of rhetoric to medieval historiography, cf. Schulz,  pp. 96-98; Melville, p. 55. For the relationship of history to the liberal arts in general, see  H. Wolter, «Geschichtliche Bildung in Rahmen der Artes Liberales», in Artes Liberales, ed.  J. Koch, Studien und Texte zur Geistesgeschichte des Mittelalters 5 (Leiden, 1959), pp. 60-  80.  39) Cicero, De inventione 1.20.28.  31) E.g. M.F. Quintilianus, /nstitutiones oratoriae libri duodecim, ed. M. Winterbottom  (Oxford, 1970), 4.2.31: «Eam [i.e. narration] plerique scriptores maximeque qui sunt ab  Isocrate volunt esse lucidam brevem veri similem». The following discussion of rhetorical  theory and its historiographical influence is based on H. Lausberg’s Handbuch der  literarischen Rhetorik : Eine Grundlegung der literaturwissenschaft, 2nd ed. (Munich, 1973),  c. 289-290. See also F. Quadlbauer, Die antike Theorie der Genera dicendi im lateinischen  Mittelalter, Sitzungsberichte der österreichischen Akademie der Wissenschaften, der  philosophisch-historischen Klasse 241 (Vienna, 1962), IL, 7-17.  32) UC, pp. 44-45.brevıter explicabımus. Cuncta s1iqu1dem plene
deser1ibere ODUS faceret immensum» **). Rhetorıc, however, SaVC the
work of the narrator-historian suggest10ns for content A ell A fOor
form Martıanus Capella pomlnted Oul, fOor instance, that narratıve had S1X

< narratıonis et1am elementa Sunt SCX PCISONA, 5 lOCus,

29) Ray, In « Rhetoric iın Twelfth-Century Hıstoriography: Round Table».
Session L.1:3; Fourteenth International Congress Medieval Studies, Kalamazoo, Miıch..,
May 9/9 On the general importance of rhetoric [O medieval hıstor10graphy, cf. Schulz,

96-98 : elvılle, 55 FOor the relationshıp of hiıstory the 1beral T{ISs In general, SCC

olter, «Geschichtliche Bıldung In Rahmen der Ties Lıberales». in rtes Liberales, ed
Koch, Studıen und extie ZUr Geistesgeschichte des Miıttelalters Leıden, 60-

30) Cicero, De Inventione
3l) E.g Quintilianus, Institutiones Ooratoriae libri duodecim, ed Wınterbottom

(Oxford, AD A «Eam |1.e narration] pler1ıque scrıptores maxımeque quı sSunt ab
Isocrate volunt CSSC ucıdam brevem erl simılem ». TIhe followıng discussion of rhetorical
theory and ıts hıstori1ographical influence 1S based Lausberg’s Handbuch der
literarischen Rhetorik Eine Grundlegung der literaturwissenschaft, 2nd ed Munich,

289-290 See 1so Quadlbauer, Die antike Theorie der Genera dicendi IM lateinischen
Mittelalter, Sıtzungsberichte der österreichıischen Akademıe der Wiıssenschaften, der
phılosophisch-historischen Klasse 241 (Viıenna, IL, DE

32) 44-45
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(emMPUS, materı1a, e Rhetorical exploratıon and definıtion of
NAarratio CVCIMN SaVC SOMNC rounds for the composıtıon of tendent10us
hıstory oug for Cicero hımself «Nhıstorıia est and
«narratıo est aut ut expos1it10» ?*), Quintilian
made important modificatiıon acknowledging that narratıve, 1ıke the
Orator’s task A4s whole, extended beyond delectare and docere OVETE

and persuadere: «Narratıo est rel factae aut ut factae utılıs ad DPCI -
suadendum eXposıt10Burchard as Historian  233  tempus, materia, res»**). Rhetorical exploration and definition of  narratio even gave some grounds for the composition of tendentious  history. Although for Cicero himself «historia est gesta res» and  «narratio est rerum gestarum aut ut gestarum expositio»**), Quintilian  made an important modification acknowledging that narrative, like the  orator’s task as a whole, extended beyond delectare and docere to movere  and persuadere: «Narratio est rei factae aut ut factae utilis ad per-  suadendum expositio ...»*°).  Again, to trace the specific ways in which the Ursberg historian’s work  reveals the influence of these concepts would be of little interest. Their  general compatibility with the author’s techniques and critical persona is  however of considerable interest because it reveals that he indeed  responded to a complex tradition of rhetorical criteria for historical  writing. He did so broadly, without minute and self-conscious casting of  individual sections of his work along rhetorical guidelines, because his  rhetorical background was an integral part of his intellectual point of  view and of his facility for assimilating and evaluating information.  Cicero had said that history was true, vera, but that narratio was  probabilis, not true but plausible. Any narrator must bridge the gap  between truth and its image with verisimilitude, conviction, and clarity.  The historian, whose material was factual, had special awareness of this  obligation. The distance of historical reality from historiographical  presentation, the multiplicity of historical facts: these were the conjoined  difficulties of the historian’s task. What details should the chronicler  record and how should he offer them? As Hugh of S. Victor stated  succinctly, «gesta  temporum infinita pene sunt»*°). Hugh’s own  system for choosing important topics, to focus on person, place, and  time, was neat; Otto of Freising’s response to the task was even more  basic. He wrote to Rainald of Dassel about the historian’s task:  Scitis enim, quod omnis doctrina in duobus consistit, in fuga et  electione  . grammatica  ipsa est, quae secundum suam disci-  plinam docet eligere ea quae conveniunt proposito, et fugere, quae  impediunt propositum  .. Sic et cronographorum facultas habet,  53) Cited by Lausberg, c. 289.  34) Cicero, De inventione 1.19.27.  95) Quintilian, 4.2.31.  *°) Hugh of St. Victor, «Hugo of St. Victor De tribus maximis circumstantiis gestorum»,  ed. W.M. Green, Speculum 18 (1943), 491.»}

gaıln, the specı1fic WadYyS In IC the Ursberg hıstorlan’’s work
reveals the influence of these WOU be of lıttle interest. eır
eneral compatıbilıty wıth the author’s technıques and crıitical PCISONA 1s
however of consıderable interest because 1t reveals that he indeed
responded complex tradıtion of rhetorical erıter1a for historical
writing. He dıd broadly, wıthout mıinute and self-cConsc10us castıng of
indıvıdual sect1ons of hıs work along rhetorical guldelınes, because h1ıs
rhetorical background Was integral part of hıs intellectual pomnt of
VIEW and of hıs acılıty for assımılating and evaluatıng informatıon.
C1icero had saı1d that hıstory Was Fue: VErd, but that nNarratio Wädas

probabilis, nOoT Irue but plausıble AnYy must bridge the gaD
between truth and ıts image wıth verisımılıtude, cConvıction, and clarıty.
The hıstorıian, whose materı1al]l Wäds$ factual, had pecıal A4aWalICNCSS of thıs
oblıgatiıon. The dıstance of historical ealıty from historl1ographical
presentation, the multiplıicıty of historical facts these WeIC the conJjoined
dıfficulties of the hiıstorl1an’s task What detaıls should the chronicler
record and how should he er them? As Hugh of Vıctor stated
succınctly, < Y infinıta PCNC sunt»”°). Hugh’s OW

SYystem fOr choosing important topıcs, focus DCISON, place, and
time, Was neat; Otto of Freising’s the task Wäds$s CMVEN INOTC
Dbasıc. He Raıinald of Dassel about the historlan’s task

Scıit1is enım, quod Omnı1s doctrina in duobus consıistit, in fuga el
electione grammatıca 1psa est, JuUaC secundum SUam disc1-
plınam docet elıgere quacC convenıunt proposıto, et fugere, QUaAC
impediunt proposıtum S1IC et cronographorum facultas abet,

33) ıte. by ausberg, 289
34-) Cicero, De Inventione
35) Quintilian, A
36) Hugh of St Victor, «Hugo of St Vıctor De tribus AXLIMLS CIFCUMSTANTILS est!orum>»,

ed G’reen, ‚peculum 18 491
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QUaAC purgando fuglat, qUaC instruendo elıgat ; ugl enım mendacıa,
elıgıt verıtatem 37)

urchard PUTrDOSC W ds$s immediıately sımpler than ÖOtto’s noOoL the
record of [WO Augustinian cıties, but «gesta ICQUM », the ee of
German ıngs ıll,. the Ursberg historian Was ace: especılally fOor
contemporary even(ts, wıth cullıng from abundance of hıistorical
documentary, and oral materı1al, and hıs anner of communicatıng what
he dıd choose Wds agaın responsıve authoritatıve rhetorical eOry
The Viıenna Scholıa Horace’s Ars poetica made clear definıtion of {tWO
1ın of narratıve techn1ıque ; such definıtion Was surely known
urchar

Omnıs Oordo aut naturalıs aut artıficıalıs est Naturalıs Ordo estT, S1
quı1s narret Ie  - ordıne, qUO eSL; artıficıalıs Ordo esL, S1 qu1s L1ON

InC1pıt princ1p10 rel gestae, sed medi10, ut Vergilıus In Aeneıde
quaedam In futuro dicenda antıcıpat, eft quaedam in praesent!
diıcendaCarol L. Neel  234  quae purgando fugiat, quae instruendo eligat ; fugit enim mendacia,  eligit veritatem  37)°  Burchard’s purpose was immediately simpler than Otto’s — not the  record of two great Augustinian cities, but «gesta regum», the deeds of  German kings. Still, the Ursberg historian was faced, especially for  contemporary events, with culling from an abundance of historical  documentary, and oral material, and his manner of communicating what  he did choose was again responsive to authoritative rhetorical theory.  The Vienna Scholia on Horace’s Ars poetica made clear definition of two  kinds of narrative technique; such definition was surely known to  Burchard:  Omnis ordo aut naturalis aut artificialis est. Naturalis ordo est, si  quis narret rem ordine, quo gesta est ; artificialis ordo est, si quis non  incipit a principio rei gestae, sed a medio, ut Vergilius in Aeneide  quaedam in futuro dicenda anticipat, et quaedam in praesenti  dieenda ... dılen .  Here, reference had been made specifically to poetry and Burchard,  surprisingly emphatically since works of epic poets such as Lucan were  typically labelled as historical*®), carefully dissociated himself at least  from elegiac poets over the Christian debacle at Damietta:  Faciant super hoc rumore planctum et lamentationem et de-  plorationem hi, qui sciunt verba multiplicare et conquestiones de  rebus miserabilibus facere et animos hominum ad deplorandum et  compatiendum suis eligis versibus inclinare. Nos vero ad texendum  et retexendum rerum gestarum hystoriam properabimus  40).  The method according to which Burchard «wove» history was, however,  not entirely chronological ; he shared his rhetorically informed pattern of  presentation with the poets whom he lambasted.  37) Otto, Chronica, pp. 6-8. See Engels, p. 620. Burchard’s Premonstratensian con-  temporary, Robert of Auxerre, responded closely to Hugh’s observation in his chronicle’s  opening sentence; Robert’s statement — more obviously than any similar statement in UC  — rings of the rhetorical handbook: Chronicon, ed. O. Holder-Egger, MGH SS 26  (Hanover, 1882), p. 226: «Cum infinita sint temporum gesta gestorumque digestores quam  plurimi, nec possint ab omnibus omnia vel haberi vel legi: non inutile duximus ex infinitis  pauca colligere et in unum coartare conpendium, quae legenti magis vel oblectamentum  pariant vel profectum».  38) Cited by Quadlbauer, pp. 32-33.  39) See Wolter, pp. 66-67.  %0) UC, p. 120.citfert ©).

Here, reference had been made specıfically and urchar
surprisingly emphatıcally SINCEe works of ep1c such d Lucan WeEIC

typıcally d historical *”), carefully dissoci1ated hıimself al least
from elegiac OVeT the Christian debacle al Damıietta:

Facıant hoc LUMOTE planctum el lamentatıonem ei de-
ploratiıonem hl, quı sclunt verba multıplicare ei COonquestlones de
rebus miserabılıbus facere ei anımos homınum ad deplorandum el
compatıendum SUuls elıg1s versibus inclinare. NOos VCIO ad texendum
et retexendum hystoriam properabımus 40)

The method accordıng IC urchar:' hıstory Wäds, however.
not entirely chronologiıical; he chared hıs rhetorically nformed pattern of
presentation wıth the whom he lambasted

37) Ötto, Chronica, 6- See Engels, 620 urchard Premonstratensian COIl-

temporary, Robert of Auxerre, responded closely Hugh’s observatıon in hıs chronicle’s
openıing sentence; Robert’'s statement INOIC obviously than an y simılar statement ın

Mngs of the rhetorical andbDboo Chronicon, ed Holder-Egger, MCGiH 26
(Hanover, 226 «Cum infıinıta sınt temporum gestorumque dıgestores qUamı
plurım1ı, NC possıint ab omnıbus omn1a vel haberı ve] leg1: NOoN nutıle duximus infinıt1ıs

collıgere ın NUMm Coartare conpendium, qUaC legent! magıs vel ctamentum
parıant vel profectum».

38) ıte: by Quadlbauer, 32-33
39) See olter, 66-67
40) 120
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In Schulz’s VIEW, the sıngle mOoOst important hıstorl1ographical
product of the rhetorically generatıve twelfth-century mılıeu Wäds the S  <

of ordo artificialis alongsıide natural chronologica) a  nt In
the thırteenth CeNLUTY, d che aSsserts, thıs rhetorically grounde S_
ment of hıistorical wrıting TO down;: antı-annalistic attıtude
continued prevaıl strongly that che it Wäds respons1Dlie
for the eclıpse of the annalıstıc form in mıd-century but NO 1t Wäas

dıfferently motivated. Schulz chooses urcnar: of Ursberg ypıcal of
the 11Cc  S thırteenth-century attıtude toward hıstorl1ography, cıtıng hıs
erıtic1ısm of Frutolf-Ekkehard’s Salıan annals, «1deoque serl1es hystorıe
de 1PSI1S imperatorıbus dıfficılıus contexitur», and hıs alternatıve DTITO-
posıtıon present them «sub st1ilo hystor1o0grapho» d evidence fOor
strictly bıographica emphasıs**). Schulz 1S surely rıg that urchnar:!
oes NOTL in hıs 0)8 hystorie substantıally reorder time, but it 1s
unclear why hıs NaIiITOoW Uus«c of rhetorical rearrangement for bıographıica

makes it ess use of ordo artificialis**).
« lexere el feieXere», «serles estarum » the thread of the

history of Ings 16 urcnar:': WOVC Was indeed chronological, al least
in part, but the pattern 1C hıs intervention generated Was noTt
consequently At the beginnıng of the welfth CeENLUTY Conrad of
Hırsau had defined the {[WO varıeties of ordo in hıstorl1ographically
intellig1ıble mS, wıth specıfic reference the serl1es often mentioned Dy
urchar «Naturalem nOverIs ordınem, CH: er 1uxta rel gestae
seriem inc1ıpıtur, artıfıcıalem, ubı1 lıbrorum princıpus ordo debıitus 11O

tenetur, sıcut Vergıilıus in Eneide»“**). FOr Conrad, the Aeneid remaıned

41) Schulz, 105-107 On 106, ou urcnar:! «Im Gegensatz diıeser IES
annals], 1in der der Leser sıch dıe Regierungshandlungen der einselnen Herrscher erst wıieder
heraussuchen und zusammenstellen INUSS, VO ihnen eiIn Bıld gewinnen, ıll ıhm
vielmehr dıese Arbeıt abnehmen und selbst schon dıe aten der Herrscher ın
Zusammenhang schildern»

42) Croce’s opınıon Was INOTE closely 1n accord ıth the ONe advanced ere Wıthout
mentioning urchar: dırectly, he nevertheless K exactly the Premonstratenslian’s words

pomlnt Out the of rdo artificialis In welfth- and thırteenth-century hıs-
torıography: 219 &X form of the chronicles, LOO, becomes less accıdental and arıd, the
better the chroniclers ere anı ere seekıng dıfferent “order’ hat 15 SdYy,
really, better understandıng an find (partıcularly {irom the thiırteenth CENLUTY
onward) the rdo artificialis internal opposed LO the rdo naturalis external
chronological order. ere aATIcC Iso be OUnN! Oose who dıstinguıish between the Sub
SIngulis ANNLS desecribere and the sub Stlo historico conglutinare that IS SaY, the
grouping together accordıng thıngs deseribed». ( p.4 sub st1ilo h1is-
tor1ographo 110  — sunt conglutinata, sed potlus temporum Su sıngulıs annıs sunt
descripta S

43) C‘ited Dy Quadlbauer, 60-61
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the 10Cus classıcus of artıfıcıal order, d it had been fOr the Viıenna
scholıast, but he defined it d Incompatıble wıth the natural order of
«serles estarum».

Series and Ordo had long been important [0DOL ıIn Christian hIsS-
tor10graphy sıdore hımself had sald, «C'hronıca CGiraece dicıtur qua«C
Latıne ser1es appellatur, aqualem apud (iraeCcos FEusebius
CaesarıensIis epl1scopus edıdıt. ei Hıeronymus presbyter in Latiınam
Iınguam convertit»““). Gregory of JTours sei Out «prosequentes ordınem
temporum»*>); (Otto of Freising W ds$ al the Same task LNOIC than five
centuries later. usıng the weavıng metaphor IC the Ursberg ProvOost
later dopted elilorum nutantıum seriem teximus» 46)
©  ar  5 urchard most immediıate model. 1ıkewıise consiıdered ser1es

important historical consıideratıon. Praisıng T1S hiıstorı1an named
avl ar sald, «Hıc hu1lus expedition1s seriem
digessit»“*'). mong all these authors Gregory of Jours, Otto of
Freising, arı of Aura the natural oder of events deser1ibed
Was explicıtiy chronologıcal.

The historical moOst narrowlIy approprıiate chronologıica Ordo
naturalis Was annalıstic, however, and annals WeTIC precıisely the form
16 urcnar: rejected in hıs theoretical second introduction. Series
Was nOoL for hım strictly chronological and the order 1C it explore
Wds$ not entirely sequential. In urchard Context serles mıg then be
interpreted both dSs the patiern sense) of history and dSs the thread
(sequence) of events If hıs predecessors’ Aannı WCOIC unsatısfyıng for
urcnar: dsSs chronicler, then it ollows that he oun hıs OW technıque
of combinıng historia and Aannı mMoOoTe satısfyıng. The TeviIew of Salıan
re1gns inıtlatıng the independently compıle section of urchard chron-
icle offers example of that technıque’s applıcatıon. urcnar:' indeed
begıns wıth chronological the descriıption of the Speyer tombs.,
but that TeVIEW 1S hıghly unusual in that 1ts emotional affect 1S greater
than it specıfic informatıon. The central pomint of the Salıan recapıtu-
latıon 15 not the ordering of 1ngs, but examınatıon of the antı-
papa activıty of the last LWO members of the dynasty eme., nNOTL

44) Isıdore, AT
45) Gregory of J ours, Hıstoriarum Iibri decem., ed and Trans Bucher, (Berlin,

prol
46) OUtto, Chronica 2.32 CT C Paul the Deacon, Historia Langobardorum, ed

anz SSRG (Hanover, 187/8, rptl 8  ON < ad nostrae serliem revertamu
historiae»

47) Frutolf-Ekkehard, 243
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chronology, 1S urchard fOcus. As In anı y historıical discuss1ıon, chrono-
logıcal ordo naturalis remaıns ackdrop, but ere the rhetorıcally
sophisticated Ordo artificialis of drawıng together incıdents
from dıfferent hıstorical per10ds dSSsumes the forefront. The deposıtion of
Sau!l 1S presented d directly relevant enry - excommunıcatıon.
1DI1Ca YypPO1IOgY Wäds$s of COUT GE exegetical tool famılıar urchar‘'
and hıs contemporarıes from theır theologıca experenNce; but thıs
CiIrcumstance does NnOTL lessen ıts hıstori1ographical interest.

urchard hıghly connotatıve of serL1es d historl1ographical
descrıption represents broadenıng and deepening of the narrowly
chronologıca ofar Otto of Freising had retaıned the old

but hıs WOT. chronicle Was hardly sımple chronology. urchar
WAäds, however, NnOL alone ın h1s NC  S interpretation of the term Robert of
Auxerre, another preemınent thirteenth-century Premonstratens1ı1an hIs-
torlan, had preface hıs chronıicle wıth prolıferation of hıstorical-
theoretical and metaphors. Robert m1ixed four images for hıstory,
thread, flowers, MUSIC, and «serliem 9 «descriptiun-
culam effloratam» ; «dissonantıa UM:  1H» KNCQUC font1ı
dissımılem rıyvulam fonte manentem»*°®). P what extient SOINC all of
these metaphors WeTEC dead for Robert 15 beside the poımnt. Hıs repetition
of them and hıs accumulatıon of etymologically elated words, 1ıke
urchard repetition of hıs OW consıstently favorıte weavıng metaphor,
ımplıes that they WeEIC nNOL; ın an y CAdSC they ST1 represent self-consc1o0us
effort describe the followıing work*?). It 1S evident that they do not
describe strictly chronological emphasıs. dıd noL, ıke urchard,
erıticıze ANNI d defective, hıs repeated reference weavıng and serlies
alongside other hıstorıcal metaphors 1s not dSs strongly thematıc ASs hıs
fellow cCanon’s. correspondence between hıs and urchard images
for hıstorical synthesıs strengthens the iımpressi1on that the latter indeed

search for INOTE than bıographica coherence ın hystoria°°).
urchar: dıd nNOTL NOW Robert’s work, but the parallelısm between the
[WO Premonstratensians’ preoccupatıions wıth pattern ın hıstory

48) Robert, SE
4-9) CA5 C Melviılle’s study of the flores metaphor: «Zur ‘Flores-Metaphorik’ 1ın

der ıttelalterlıchen Geschichtsschreibung: Ausdruck eınes Formungsprinzı1ıps »
Historisches Jahrbuch der Görresgesellschaft 1970), 65-70

50) See Backmund dıscussıon of Robert Die mittelalterlichen Geschichtsschreiber
des Premonstratenserordens, Bıblıotheca Analectorum Praemonstratensium (Averbode,

CSP 205267
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that the reform orders, 16 had produce the of welfth-
CeNtury (Gjerman histori1ans., Otto of Freising, maıntaıned viıtal, SyM-
thetic hıstor10graphical tradıtiıon into the thırteenth CeENLUrY

Partner has recently attempted descrıbe the «apparen shapeless-
NEesSS)) of medieval histori1o0graphy d the natural product of COIl-

aesthetic>*). uıldıng uerbach definıtion of medieval
Latın style dS paratactıc, that 1s dıffering from classıcal and modern
modes of expression ın 1ts charaecteriıstic usec of addıtıve and temporal
rather than causal and subordinatıng conjunctions ?*), che has SCCI1

medieval historical perception dS analogous histori1o0graphical style
The domiınant lterary cConventlons of the dBC, the fOor abrupt,
paratactıc Composıt1on, for eplsodic, Compound narratıves, had
make the conception of orderly, ınkıng theme of provıdential
hıstory A foreign nonfiction dS the well-made plot Wäds

contemporary fictiıon 53)
Here Partner refers narrowly the development of Christian theologıica
princıples along hıstorical lınes and she perhaps Overstiaftes her CASC, the
complex Ciceronıian per10d 1S nOotL the only possıble ehicle fOor complexly
ogıcal hought, 11OT1 1S the ep1sodic narratıve necessarıly devo1d of
thematıc unıty. Series 4S pattern elucıdated hrough rhetorical ordo
artificialis and allusıve interplay wıth lıterary models INaYy be the INOTC

starkly In the absence of hypotactic connectives. Continual
identification of causatıve force dırection of historical development
WaY ogıical hypotaxıs hrough grammatıcal parataxıs. urchard,
reacting agaınst Frutolf-Ekkehard, sefi Out specıfically define pattern
in history; he asserted hıs dissatısfaction wıth the diısconnected PICSCH-
tatıon H= Partner has oun ypıcal Determinatıon of the degree of
hıs UCCCS$S In avoldıng it 11l depend closer analysıs NnOoT of hıs
theoretical discussıon, but of hıs practical accomplıshment.

STYLE AN  S PATTERN BURCHARD’S INTERPRETATION EVENTS

In hıs chronicle’s second introduction, urcnar: acknowledges that

51) C: Partner, SECerious Entertainments : The W riting of History IN I welfth-Century
England (Chicago, 194 ; W.J Brandt, The Shape of Medieval History Studies INn
Modes of Perception New Haven, CSP 65-76

52) See uerbac Mimesis : The Representation of Realit y INn Western Literature,
Tans Tas (Princeton, 70-75, 99-101, 166 {f.

53) Partner, DD
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SOIMNC readers 11l be displeased Dy hıs work, adverting imself
«rudes el imperiti» ?*). Hıs dısclaimer of stylıstıc sophıstıcatıon 1S
commonplace ?”); hIs description of hıs OW A the mıddle style, <«de
medı10o usu loquend1», nevertheless indıcates hıs responsıveness formal
rhetorical standards. The language of urchard’s chronicle, al least in ıts
INOTIC polıshe sect1ons, 1S ess sımple than hıs introduction And
althoug he occasıonally makes usec of the ogıcal termıinology of the
schools, unornamented scholastıc exposıtion Was nOotL important
influence the language of hıs work.

Homiletic

As urchard edıtor VO  — Simson noticed, of the hıstorlan’s
work AICcC wrıtten INOIC in the style of homily than of history ?°). For
instance in «Gesta Philıpp1», the only complete roya bıography extend-
ing from the subject’s aCCess1on hıs eg wıthout the AaPPCATANCC of
substantıal derivatıveE Irequent allusıon the ublıime mater1al
of the Vulgate effectively ralses the narratıve from the mıddle the hıgh
style 57) The biographica Phiılıp 1s diviıded three rubrics:
«Gesta Phılıpp1», «De bellıs Phılıpp1», « Determinatıo Causc)>»h «De
ellls>» and «Determinat1o» AaIC, however, nOoTt structural departures but
mı1ınor transıtlıons serving mark stages ıIn cContinuous aCCOuNL In
introducing the second rubrıc, for instance, the author qualifies hıs
PUTIDOSC. «Hec hactenus de sc1smatıs In dicta sufficilant.
Nunc de bellıs propiter hec gest1s dicamus» ?°®).

«Gesta Phılıpp1i> indeed reveals the influence of scholastıc dıalectic, Aas

ıts 1na. rubric «Determinatıo CAaUusSsSCc)) ımplıes. urchard the
un!versıties 15 evident elsewhere ın UC, for instance ın hıs bıographiıca
notices of Gratıian and Irnerius and in hıs record of Bernard’s assault
Abelard ??). Only in ılıp’s bıography does it ASSUMNEC obvious s1gnıfic-

54-)
55) uerbac 93; the locus classıcus 1S Gregory of Tours’ sed

piscatores». NSee Ray, for whom sımple historical language becomes «that holy rusticıt y
frıendly moral ruth» «Historiography», Here Ray ollows tto of Freising,
Chronica prol SIC SCIMPCI verıtatıs amıca sancta sıt rusticıtas». Burchard’s OW

important SOUTICC, Frutolf-Ekkehard, had provıded sımılar cCOMMeNnNL 243 ( stilo
tam facılı, quı PCINC nıchıl cCommunı oquela ılLiera ‚DE

56) Sımson, intro. » OD €

57) See Simson’s apparatus for bıblıcal references: 76-88
58)
59) ES5:1:6 See Iso Burchard’s attention eier of Benevento:
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ANCEC fOr the development of the narratıve. TIhe conflıct MC 1S resolved,
In urchard presentatıion, DYy regicıde 15 OIlC 1{ he perce1ves have
egun when Innocent 88 wrongfully excommuntıcated Phılıp. oug
subsequent events ATC nNnOot subordinated Dy the Ursberg author strictly
ogıcal arrangement but ATC developed In the style of SCIMON, the
dıialectical patitern 1s clear. Philıp"s ascendancy al first SCCUTE

because (J0d SCCS it that the (jermans do nOoTL bandon their irue
masters, «natıvos dominos»°°). The DODC plots agalnst Phılıp’s COTIO-

natıon and the princes STIOW restless. urchar packs the narratıve wıth
scriptural Lags In the aftermath of Philıp’s SUCCESSION : « Iunc
multiplıcarı mala ın terT1s» .

In hıs exposıtion of these mala, the Ursberg PrOoVvOstL offers portraılt of
eneral overturnıng of Ng order:

Orte s1ıqu1ıdem SUnt ın homiıinıbus sımultates, dol1t, perfidie, tradı-
t1ones, ut invicem tradant in ortem el interıtum. rapıne,
depredationes, depopulatıones, um vastationes, incendia,
dıtiones el ei rapıne S1ve In stratıs S1Ve ıIn latrocıni11s lustificate
sun(t, ut Omnı1s OMO 1am sıt perıurus ei predict1is facınorıbus
implicatus, ul V1X excusarı possıit, quın s1ıt In h1s sicut populus SIC ei
sacerdos. Trıbulatio prohıbuit et hoc, ut NeC qu1s de V1 ©L}
posset procedere SCCUIC saltem In proximam vıllam ©*).

The emotive clımax of urchard lament for internal German violence 1s
ul Vulgate references the perversion of roya unctlon:

Exaltatum est inıquıtatis, de YQUO multı ellDutı Sunt Quo
cContra Dominus loqguıtur DCI prophetam: °‘D1x1 IN1quUIS : nolıte
In1que eft delınquentibus: nolıte exaltare COrNUu/. Hoc
impletum est 1am adulterino ungen(to, NO  e C de QUO scrıptum est in
lege Non facıes t1bı alterıus COomposIt1on1s; oleum
QqUOQUC peccatorIs, de qJUO lustus Calur, ul NO  a) impıinguet
SUUuMmM lam procul est 9 de CU1us oleo unctus est avı ın

Quid igıtur 1et ın membriıs, nNIs1 quod ei In capıtıbus? Quiı1d
recıplat arba, nIsı quod caput ? SIC derivantur tam mala
quam bona. Deus, aspıce, qula sicutuest 1ın capıte, tale
descendıit 1ın barbam, el utinam ın barbam tantum ad reprobos,
descendit et1am In barbam Aaron. Nam quı in fortiıtudinis
fundamentum pOosuerant, utpote claustrales el vitas UASCUMUC
rel1g10sas ficte demonstrantes, alıenatis sunt vulva sancte

60)
61)
62) G:
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atrıs eccles1ıe UUa anctum baptısma perceperunt
Erraverunt ab qQUO MONItLISs salutarıbus calefier] debuerunt el
nutrırı NUNC LantLum locut]ı Sunt falsa®?)

urchar: clearly does noTt INCAan that Phılıp, hIs presentation
TOUDIE: but worthy kıng, should noL ave been anoınted rather that
PIODCI unctiion had SONC AWTY Otto rıval election CNSUCS and the
Ursberg author etiurns wıth of Rome paralle the
PAsSSapCc about Phılıp unction 1fs vıitriolic employment of 1DI1Ca
allusıon

au nostra Roma QqUONLAINM aperı1uniur kataracte
thesaurorum ul ad confluant I1VI1 ei dBSCICS

Letare Inıquılale fiılıorum homınum,
QUONLAM recompensatıonem malorum datur t1bı DIC-
C1UM locundare adıutrice tua Dıscordia, QUu1d erupıt de
infernalıs abyssı ut accumulentur tıbı multa PCCUNIATUM DTITCMI19
es quod SCINDCI 1CUIST1 decanta QqUu19 DCI malıtı1ıam
homınum 11O  — pCI tuam relıg1ıonem orbem viCISU ®®

The ICEIMNAaININS rubrıics of «(Gesta Phılıppi» fall AWdVY from the 1Z-

Iine tone of these few the subsequent texti sımply descerıbes the
playıng Out of forces whose generatiıon has already been decried The
ina assessment of Phılıp « Determinatıo CAdUusC>)> however plaınly

<<ecalls the ogıcal rubrıic Constet predictis quod
regnaturus fulsset el alıı de parentela eiusdem S 1 NO  — iımpedisset
mors»®©>) The Ursberg chronicler rationalızes the UCCESS of forces
agaınst 1€ he has sermonızed Dy logıcally the removal of
unhappy and inescapable condıtıon

The homıiletica style and dıalectica presentatiıon of «Gesta Phılıpp1i>
do notLt Dy themselves provıde coherent organızatıon for urchar: study
of Phılıp 10 exifent «Gesta Phılıppi» 15 structurally paratactıc

Partner of the term The ıfe Degıns wıth Phılıp aly when hıs
er brother 1es The narratıve swıtches from talıan and German
rebellıon agaınst the Hohenstaufen heır Innocent’'s antı imperı1al
agıtalıon wıth only temporal CoONnjunction «Innocentius sıquıdem papa

63)
64) The Samnle DASSagc 1  T|  g for the author polıtıcal an eccles10l0-

g1cal pomnts of 1CW must be assumed be urchar:' OW long ere better
evidence that INaYy a(0)1 ave een nclude: SOINC than 1fs absence from
Heyd 539 translatıon Nal «Burchard [ » 109

65)
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111 tunc 22) When the texti everts deseription of baronial sedıtiıon,
it acknowledges that the focus of intervening materı1al has been digress-
1ve «Hıs interposıit1s de opposıtione sedis apostolice, ut regıium
deperıret, redeamus ad deseriıbendum labores, qUOS IN1qu1ssımorum
princıpum machiıinatione sustinuılt in Alamannia» ® ’). SO the of
Phılıp’s travaıls continues episodically untıl h1s ea strung along wıth
[UNC, el sed rather than arranged in areful hiıerarchy of causally
elated incıdents.
oug urchard narratıve 1s therefore grammatıcally paratactıc

and althoug it along INOTE ess chronologically, choppily,
from CrIsIs CTI1SIS, ıt 1S not necessarıly thematıcally disjointed. verYy
incıdent complex of incıdents presented in the entire text 1s intimately
elated Philıp"s struggle maıntaın hıs and 15 old precıisely
from the pomint of VIEW of thıs effort CEXCEDL for ONC, the several
paragraphs beginnıing «Ea tempestate surrexıt In Francıa « and
describing Crusader actıviıties eadıng the Latın of
Constantınople ıIn 204 The passage concludes, markıng digression,
q NUNcC redeamus ad proposıtum» © ®). ven thıs TIes
however, 1S lIınked the maılınstream of the Phılıp-narrative Dy the
author’s notice that the blınded Byzantıne kıng Wäds the German
CONnsort’'s father, and that her brother first sought refuge ıIn the taufer

then returned home and Was subsequently kılled®?).
Thus In «Gesta Phılıppi» nOot only have the exegetical and typological

techn1ıques of the SCIMON een sed inform historical presentatıion, but
also rhetorical invention has rıgorously confined the elements of the
exposıtion narrowlIy defined 1e€ of interest. The inkage of the
repeatedly summoned image of Phılıp dSs analogue 1DI1Ca heroes wıth
energetIic concentratıiıon h1s CareeTr renders the texti internally COIMN-

sıstent, fast-movıng, and preeminently intellig1ble. The paratactıc style,
despite 1ts pOovertYy of causal connectives and subordinatıng structures,
has concluded Dy advancıng explicıt and persuasıve causal
Philıp, embattled Dy wicked princes, hıs adversarles because of
hıs OW rıghteousness. He Was finally eieate but the hıstorian O€es nOoTt
therefore bandon hıs descriıption of the re1ign’s COUTSC provıdential

66)
67)
68) RO-88
69)
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uıt OCCISUS kal ulı, hac sola qula, CH de-
sponsassetl uUuNam de 111aDUSs SUl1s prefato sceleroso LO Otto of
Wiıttelsbach], dem quendam 1ıberum famılıarem ducıs Bawarıie
perfide interfecıt, de Ua perfidıa princıpıbus nOLALUS fult, ET
deo ICX fiılıam Suamll s1ıb] tradere denegavit '*).

«Hac sola Causa)) Phılıp’s murder 15 senseless. urchar:': takes it al face
value. The VICtOr10Us Ing’s ea does noTt dısmay the hıstorian Dy
overturnıng the results of Phılıp"s S10wWw trıumph; 1fs senselessness 0€es
NnOTL INCAan that the hıstorical PTOCCSS eadıng ılıp’s ascendancy Wds

iıtself senseless. The immediate ICAaSon for the iıng’s destruction 1S the
SdIne moral rectıiıtude and Justice wıth had brought hıs defeat of Otto
That ıts ına effect 1S unlooked-for does nNOT inspıre urchnar: lament
the myster10usness of hıistorical events ’*).

Historical CAUSAaLtION : the individual level

In «Gesta Phılıpp1», urchar: SdYyS of Otto that he Was both prou
and stuplid, and that these WeTITC charaeceterıstics 1C lowed hım
become embroiled ın the Contest fOr German Empıre: mıseruntque
nunt1os sUu OSBurchard as Historian  243  Fuit autem occisus X. kal. Iulii, hac sola causa, quia, cum de-  sponsasset unam de filiabus suis prefato sceleroso [i.e. to Otto of  Wittelsbach], idem quendam liberum familiarem ducis Bawarie  perfide interfecit, de qua perfidia coram principibus notatus fuit, et  ideo rex filiam suam sibi tradere denegavit ’°).  «Hac sola causa»: Philip’s murder is senseless. Burchard takes it at face  value. The victorious king’s death does not dismay the historian by  overturning the results of Philip’s slow triumph; its senselessness does  not mean that the historical process leading to Philip’s ascendancy was  itself senseless. The immediate reason for the king’s destruction is the  same moral rectitude and justice with had brought his defeat of Otto.  That its final effect is unlooked-for does not inspire Burchard to lament  the mysteriousness of historical events’!).  Historical causation : the individual level  In «Gesta Philippi», Burchard says of Otto IV that he was both proud  and stupid, and that these were characteristics which allowed him to  become embroiled in the contest for German Empire: «... miseruntque  nuntios suos ... in Angliam, ut inde advocarent et adducerent Ottonem,  pro eo quod superbus et stultus, sed fortis videbatur ...»7?). The theme  of pride is not elsewhere important in the Ursberg chronicler’s account of  Philip’s reign; there is little room for the disscussion of human motiv-  ation and its consequences alongside the historian’s portrait of divine  and diabolical inspiration at war in German empire. In the stories of  both Fredericks, however, personal characteristics beyond generalized  virtue like Philip’s or vice like his assassin’s assume significance in  triggering the succession of events. Pride is most important among them.  The most recent article in this series, in its comparison of UC’s use of  the lost work of John of Cremona with its use of other extant sources,  has suggested that Burchard’s borrowing from that account of  Barbarossa’s Italian activities was limited. Stylistic criteria, which have  heretofore been used to support John’s responsibility for most of  «Hystoria Friderici», will here be seen to suggest rather that he made  79) UC, p. 90.  71) The emphasis placed here on the coherence of Burchard’s portrait of Philip reveals  the UC invective against him as an even less probable contribution of the original author:  UC, pp. 91-94. See «Burchard I», pp. 126-128.  7 OC p 81Lin Anglıam, ut nde advocarent el adducerent Ottonem,
DIO quod superbus ef stultus, sed fortıs videbaturBurchard as Historian  243  Fuit autem occisus X. kal. Iulii, hac sola causa, quia, cum de-  sponsasset unam de filiabus suis prefato sceleroso [i.e. to Otto of  Wittelsbach], idem quendam liberum familiarem ducis Bawarie  perfide interfecit, de qua perfidia coram principibus notatus fuit, et  ideo rex filiam suam sibi tradere denegavit ’°).  «Hac sola causa»: Philip’s murder is senseless. Burchard takes it at face  value. The victorious king’s death does not dismay the historian by  overturning the results of Philip’s slow triumph; its senselessness does  not mean that the historical process leading to Philip’s ascendancy was  itself senseless. The immediate reason for the king’s destruction is the  same moral rectitude and justice with had brought his defeat of Otto.  That its final effect is unlooked-for does not inspire Burchard to lament  the mysteriousness of historical events’!).  Historical causation : the individual level  In «Gesta Philippi», Burchard says of Otto IV that he was both proud  and stupid, and that these were characteristics which allowed him to  become embroiled in the contest for German Empire: «... miseruntque  nuntios suos ... in Angliam, ut inde advocarent et adducerent Ottonem,  pro eo quod superbus et stultus, sed fortis videbatur ...»7?). The theme  of pride is not elsewhere important in the Ursberg chronicler’s account of  Philip’s reign; there is little room for the disscussion of human motiv-  ation and its consequences alongside the historian’s portrait of divine  and diabolical inspiration at war in German empire. In the stories of  both Fredericks, however, personal characteristics beyond generalized  virtue like Philip’s or vice like his assassin’s assume significance in  triggering the succession of events. Pride is most important among them.  The most recent article in this series, in its comparison of UC’s use of  the lost work of John of Cremona with its use of other extant sources,  has suggested that Burchard’s borrowing from that account of  Barbarossa’s Italian activities was limited. Stylistic criteria, which have  heretofore been used to support John’s responsibility for most of  «Hystoria Friderici», will here be seen to suggest rather that he made  79) UC, p. 90.  71) The emphasis placed here on the coherence of Burchard’s portrait of Philip reveals  the UC invective against him as an even less probable contribution of the original author:  UC, pp. 91-94. See «Burchard I», pp. 126-128.  7 OC p 81LS The theme
of prıde 1s nOoT elsewhere important ın the Ursberg chronicler’s aCCount of
Phılıp’s rei1gn; there 15 lıttle [1OOIN for the disscussion of human mot1v-
atıon and ıts CONSCYUCHNCCS alongside the hıstorlan’’s portraıt of dıivıne
and diabolical inspıratıon al WarTr in German empıre. In the storlıes of
both Fredericks, however, personal characteristics beyond generalıze
virtue ıke Phılıp's OT vice 1ıke hıs aSSassıns A4ASSUMMEC s1ıgnıfiıcance 1ın
trıggering the SucCccession of events I1 1s most ıimportant IN them

The MOst recent artıcle in thıs ser1es, in 1ts comparıson of use of
the ost work of John of Cremona wıth ıts use of other extiant SOUTICCS,
has suggested that urchard borrowıng from that account of
Barbarossa’s talıan actıvıtles Was 1imıted Stylıstic criter1a, MC have
heretofore been sed SUupport John’s responsıtbılıty for MOoOSsT of
«Hystorıa Frideric1», ıll here be SCCI suggest rather that he made

70)
71) The emphasıs placed ere the coherence of Burchard’s portraı of Phılıp reveals

the invective agaınst hım CVeCN less probable contrıbution of the orıgınal author
Y1-94 See «Burchar: 1», 172612

72) 81
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ıttle contrıbution Vulgate allusıons In urchard bıographica
treatment of Frederick dIC frequently and incongruously intertwined
wıth the theme of «imperator Mavortius», whose ePIC E dIC

attached frequent superlatıves: confidentissimus, solertissimus '*). Overt
allusions Vergıl and intrusions O snatches of hexameter lines*)
implıed Simson that urchar Wds hrough much of «Hystorı1a
Frideric1» heavıly dependent John., and that the Cremonese aCCOuntTL
must have een ın vErse‘ . The Ursberg DroVvOSstT, however, Was hımself
apable of creating ep1c tOonNe, adverting almost al the SdINe Ooment
the Aeneid and Scripture for the DUTrDOSC of excıting hıs reader’s close
attention and impressing the ravıty of hıs poımnt.

In second introduction, where the author mpts turn asıde
potentıial crit1ic1sm, classıcal and Scriptural allusıons ATC combiıined nto
siıngle «Quı1a VeTO Omnı1s etas ıIn malum est facılısque
descensus Avern], rectum contempnitur el quod vit10sum est frequen-
tatur>» ). Such combinatıon of allusıons Was hardly extraordıinary.
The Premonstratensian hıstori1an and hıs Cremonese SOUICE for
«Hystorıa Frideric1ı» INaYy have used the devıce independently the
Ursberg author INAaYy CVCN have been favorably impressed Dy ıts effect
In John’s texti that he dopted it hımself. The ADPCATIaANCC of sımılar
ending of ep1C and 1DI1Ca Lags ın that part of IC urchar‘
indısputably hNowever, implıes that he m1g NOT ave ollowe the
Cremonese work d losely In «Hystorıa Frideric1i» d has been assumed.
The sudden rea « Transıtus», and the annals after the
destruction of ılan In 1623 IMay requıre INOTE explanatıon
that the fact of Frederick’s Lombard retrenchment ; Barbarossa’s
involvement In aly after that pomt Wds hardly worthy of epIC treatment
Nor Was Phılıp of Swabila’s CaIcer amenable Vergilıan allusıon. For q]]
urchard wıshful thınking, Phılıp Was spectacular faılure, in whose
reign all Barbarossa’s areful aggrandızement of taufer alo and
Henry VI'’'s dynastıc machiıinatıons WEeIC OoDlıterate The homiletica style
appropriate for Phılıp’s reign and, 4S well, for Frederick I’s 1S present
throughout both, but John of Cremona’s work en long before the

73) CSP DA
74-) E.g. CO  A talıcas appetut Tas

75) Simson, XXIXM-XXXIII
76)
7'7) 44-45
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reign of Barbarossa’s yOUNSCI SOIl, and urchar: cCannot have drawn hıs
later bıography from ıt

The Ursberg hıstorlian’s portrayal of Barbarossa’s early reign mMust
then be substantıally hıs OW SOource materı1a]l 1S subjected hıs OW
rhetorical manıpulatıon and the strong thematıc concentratıon 16
CINCIT SCS 1s either hıs orıginally thoroughly transformed and
adopted Dy hım that 1t intrudes 1ın «Gesta Phılıppi> and, 1t ıll be SCCH, in
«Annı Ottoniıs». The theme of prıde first CINCISCS in «HystorI Frideric1»
In the description of Frederick’s Miılanese opponents: «Mediolanenses
enım superbı reDbelles CONSUEVerunt CSSC imperatorıbus exortis de Suevıla :
15 VCIO, quı de Saxonla r devotius assıstebant » urchard
observatıon that the Miılanese avored Saxon OVCOTI wabıan 15
apt but thıs 1s nOoTL iıne of reasoningi he iımmediately DUTSUCS. He
eIurns quickly wıth «Cum sınt etenım superbissım! »& The people
of Astı ATe subjected Dy Frederick after Roncaglıa ASs

superbam» 79) and Cremonese allıes of ılan egin act «superbe» 80)
The theme of priıde 1ECUIS Cvecn INOTIC emphatıcally wıth urchard rubrıic
«de sc1smate suborto». Vulgate quotation 1S portentously advanced:

Sane Deus, quı DCI OS psalmıiste declamavıt Contra exXxcommun1l-
catiıonem DapcC DCI pecun]1am Corrupti, declaravıt propheticum
CSSC aledıicent ıllı, el benedices; quı insurgunt ın 901
confundantur, SCIVUS [UUS letabıtur).

urchnar: distinguishes the of the salm text and explaıns theır
historical fulfillment CVCIN INOIC overtly 1n the INanner of scholastıc
preacher than he dıd ın explaınıng the relevance of 1DI1Ca quotations
unction in hıs ıfe of Phılıp of Swabıia

Cu1lus VEISUS tres artıculi in hoc neg0CIO evidentissıme sunt ad-
mplet1 Priımum Namqu«c artıculum de maledıiectione SCUu bene-
dietione De!Il 1ps1 Deo relınquamus, ceterum duobus CONSCYQUCN-
tıbus constabıt prımum NON Deo, sed dyabolo processisse ®*).

In subsequent paragraphs and subsequent rubrıics, the relevance of the
images of rebelliıon agaılnst and acqulescence diıvıine 111 1S repeatediy
asserted. When the Miılanese re fOr the 1r time they have trıed their

78)
79) C: 32
80) S WE
81) CH. salm
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luck LOO far «ante rumnam exaltabıtur cor »° Frederick apPCAaIs
explicıtly Aas the SEITVUÜUS Ö6% the 1DI1Ca. quotatiıon beginnıng «Maledıcent
Ilı When he 1S the point of cCapture al the an of the resurgent
Miılanese, he 1s saved Dy God «Tandem Deus alto prospectlans, ut
SCI V U SUUMmM lıberaret, tempore pluviam densissımam el tempes-
tuosam de nubıbus emisıt, ut nullus alıum discernere pOSSel aut CORNOS-
CGIe» Sımılularly, the pomnt of theır cıty’s destruction, the Miılanese
AaDDCaI A the victiıms of the rıghteous wrath of God < ut superbos
Deus everteret » 83)

The theme of prıde 15 lıkewise evıdent ın «Annı Ottonıis» despıte theır
sem1-annalıstic form, 36 indıcates that urcnar‘ faıled return
the overlappıng re1gns of the Welf and hıs Staufer SUCCESSOI dıstıl]
synthetic aCCOUuUNTL The openıng eNULY; recountıng Otto’s aCCcess1on, 00
forward and for hıs deposıtion: C regnavıt annıs 1111 et

pellıtur, quod propiter 1PS1US superbiam precıpue contigisse credi-
tur»"): the SamMılc traıt of personalıty 1C had led Otto seek empıre
and brought ılan Oownla led the emperor’s eı urchard
assessment of Otto 1S unıformly hostiıle that he attrıbutes CVECN hıs
apparently posıtıve accomplishments mot1ives. Otto harrıes
crımınals «pot1us indıgnans COS DCI superbıiam QUahM
lustit1am», and agamınst ecclesiastıical landholdıngs «sımulans
zelum lustitie, CUu potIus ageret superbe» 85) Gregory I the SUCCESSOT

of Otto d the focus of antı-Staufer actıvıty ıIn the empire, 15 sımılarly
described Dy the Ursberg historian: «Hıc (amquam superbus primo ANNO

pontiıficatus SUl cepit excommunıtIicare Fridericum »79
The irequently enuncı1ated New Jestament princıple that G0d humbles

the prou and ralses the meek Wäds famılıar In medieval
histori1ography ® ’). urchard UsSsCcC of ıt, A least in reference Gregory

ASs gant, probably derıved immediately from documentary
SOUTICC, Frederick II’s encyclıcal hıs excommunicatıon of December
SE The Premonstratensıian hıstori1an summarızes thıs letter describing

long serl1es of alleged. abuses of the chıld ing’s Dy hıs papa
guardıans. urchard description of the CINDCIOL ere «retiexens

82) 41 C PTrOovVv. 6.18
B3)
84-)
85)
86) K
87) tto of Freising employe: it C.g Gesta DE  D «De sıtu superbıa Mediolan1».
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PTOgTIESSUM vıite SUC el conversatiıonem » acknowledges ıts S1M1-
larıty hıs OW work Dy assıgnıng it the metaphor of weavıng ®©®).
Frederick had asserted that CG0d Cast oWnNn the Otto ralse
hım up because he Wäas humble

Item qualıter Dominus mirabiılıter preier humanam consclentiam
1psum in multis periculıs conservavıt ei demum ad imperium s1b1
debitum preter humanum SCHSUMmM reduxıt, deicıiendo Ottonem
superbum el exaltando humilem ®?).

1na EIMETISCNCC in urchard chronicle of the hıstorıical effect of prıde
d preache Dy Frederıick, though ess egards agents of Gregory

In Apulıa. They alleged that the CMPCIOT had dıed ın the Holy Land,
and attempted extermıinate hıs returnıng Crusaders: < Deus
miser1icors alıter provıdıt el homines SUO servıt10 dedıtos ad laudem eft

glorıam nomiını1s SUl clementissıme conservavıt» ?°0). Humble ervants of
God, in urchard unfiniıshed ACCOUNT of Frederick II’s reign, AdICcC

cheltered Dy dıvine provıdence exactly d they WEIC in hıs polıshe but

88) 1: See Beumann, 340-341 CONversatio in royal bıography
had een introduced Dy Eınhard. The term W d> famılıar ın monastıc lıterature from the
Benedictine ule Benedict of onte Cassıno, Regula, ed Hanslık, Orpus scr1iptorum
ecclesi1astıcorum latınorum F5 Vıenna, 58

89) 1 73 Frederick’s OW: text had reemphasızed Otto’s AaITOSAaMNCcE several
points: < dictus nobilıs cConsangulneus nOoster LE Otto|Burchard as Historian  247  omnem progressum vite sue et conversationem» acknowledges its simi-  larity to his own work by assigning to it the metaphor of weaving®®).  Frederick had asserted that God cast down the arrogant Otto to raise  him up because he was humble:  Item qualiter Dominus mirabiliter preter humanam conscientiam  ipsum in multis periculis conservavit et demum ad imperium sibi  debitum preter humanum sensum reduxit, deiciendo Ottonem  superbum et exaltando humilem ®°).  A final emergence in Burchard’s chronicle of the historical effect of pride  as preached by Frederick, though less overt, regards agents of Gregory  IX in Apulia. They alleged that the emperor had died in the Holy Land,  and attempted to exterminate his returning Crusaders: «Sed Deus  misericors aliter providit et homines suo servitio deditos ad laudem et  gloriam nominis sui clementissime conservavit»*°). Humble servants of  God, in Burchard’s unfinished account of Frederick II’s reign, are  sheltered by divine providence exactly as they were in his polished but  88) UC, p. 122. See Beumann, pp. 340-341: conversatio as a topos in royal biography  had been introduced by Einhard. The term was familiar in monastic literature from the  Benedictine Rule: Benedict of Monte Cassino, Regula, ed. R. Hansliık, Corpus scriptorum  ecclesiasticorum latinorum 75 (Vienna, 1960), c. 58.  89) UC, p. 123. Frederick’s own text had reemphasized Otto’s arrogance at several  points: «... dictus nobilis consanguineus noster [i.e. Otto] ... per superbiam cuncta  despiciens  nequiter conspiravit  tunc dormiens in puppe Dominus discipulorum  clamoribus excitatus per nos derelictum, quem mirabiliter preter humanam conscientiam  conservarat, deiciendo superbum et humilem exaltando, quasi ventis precepit, ut tranquil-  liatas fieret  .. Novit enim Altissimus, quod preter humanum sensum  .. personam  nostram exposuimus, et ... per ministerium nostrum sic superbum potentia divina deiecit  ...»: Encyclica de excommunicatione sua, in MGH Legum sectio IV: Constitutiones et acta  publica imperatorum et regum 2 (Hanover, 1896), pp. 149-150. The Vulgate text to which  Frederick alluded, Luke 14.11, had appeared at the beginning of the seventh chapter of the  Benedictine Rule as the basis for his discussion of the twelve steps of humility: «Clamat  nobis divina scriptura, fratres, dicens: ‘Omnis qui se exaltat humiliabitur, et qui se humiliat  exaltabitur’. Cum haec ergo dicit, ostendit nobis omnem exaltationem genus esse super-  biae». It was thus a central text for the development' of monastic historical sensibility,  although a survey of patristic and monastic commentary on the Luke verse and the  associated parables of the wedding guests and the great supper shows no coherent line of  development for the theme of pride as an element in historical causation. Cf, Jerome,  Expositio quatuor evangeliorum, Patrologia Latina, ed. J.P. Migne, 30 (Paris, 1846), col.  574; Augustine, Sermones, PL 38 (Paris, 1845), cols. 643-648; Gregory, Homiliae, PL 76  (Paris, 1849), cols. 1267-1270; Bede, In Lucae evangelium expositio, PL 92 (Paris, 1850),  cols. 511-515; Anselm of Canterbury, Homiliae et exhortationes, PL 158 (Paris, 1853), cols.  652-655. See Otto of Freising, e.g. Chronica 3. prol.: «Audiat in potestate iüdicis esse, quem  velit humiliare et quem velit exaltare».  9) UC, p. 126.PCI superbiam Cuncia

despiciens nequiter conspiravıt tunc dormiens ın OmI1nus discıpulorum
clamoribus excıtatus pCI 1105 dereliıctum, QUCINMN mirabiılıter preier humanam consclientiam
CONSeErVvaratl, deicıendo superbum ei humılem exaltando, quası ventIis precepi1t, ut ranquıl-
lıatas fıeret Noviıt enım Altıssımus, quod preier humanum SCHSUII

nOostiram eXPOSUIlmMUS, etBurchard as Historian  247  omnem progressum vite sue et conversationem» acknowledges its simi-  larity to his own work by assigning to it the metaphor of weaving®®).  Frederick had asserted that God cast down the arrogant Otto to raise  him up because he was humble:  Item qualiter Dominus mirabiliter preter humanam conscientiam  ipsum in multis periculis conservavit et demum ad imperium sibi  debitum preter humanum sensum reduxit, deiciendo Ottonem  superbum et exaltando humilem ®°).  A final emergence in Burchard’s chronicle of the historical effect of pride  as preached by Frederick, though less overt, regards agents of Gregory  IX in Apulia. They alleged that the emperor had died in the Holy Land,  and attempted to exterminate his returning Crusaders: «Sed Deus  misericors aliter providit et homines suo servitio deditos ad laudem et  gloriam nominis sui clementissime conservavit»*°). Humble servants of  God, in Burchard’s unfinished account of Frederick II’s reign, are  sheltered by divine providence exactly as they were in his polished but  88) UC, p. 122. See Beumann, pp. 340-341: conversatio as a topos in royal biography  had been introduced by Einhard. The term was familiar in monastic literature from the  Benedictine Rule: Benedict of Monte Cassino, Regula, ed. R. Hansliık, Corpus scriptorum  ecclesiasticorum latinorum 75 (Vienna, 1960), c. 58.  89) UC, p. 123. Frederick’s own text had reemphasized Otto’s arrogance at several  points: «... dictus nobilis consanguineus noster [i.e. Otto] ... per superbiam cuncta  despiciens  nequiter conspiravit  tunc dormiens in puppe Dominus discipulorum  clamoribus excitatus per nos derelictum, quem mirabiliter preter humanam conscientiam  conservarat, deiciendo superbum et humilem exaltando, quasi ventis precepit, ut tranquil-  liatas fieret  .. Novit enim Altissimus, quod preter humanum sensum  .. personam  nostram exposuimus, et ... per ministerium nostrum sic superbum potentia divina deiecit  ...»: Encyclica de excommunicatione sua, in MGH Legum sectio IV: Constitutiones et acta  publica imperatorum et regum 2 (Hanover, 1896), pp. 149-150. The Vulgate text to which  Frederick alluded, Luke 14.11, had appeared at the beginning of the seventh chapter of the  Benedictine Rule as the basis for his discussion of the twelve steps of humility: «Clamat  nobis divina scriptura, fratres, dicens: ‘Omnis qui se exaltat humiliabitur, et qui se humiliat  exaltabitur’. Cum haec ergo dicit, ostendit nobis omnem exaltationem genus esse super-  biae». It was thus a central text for the development' of monastic historical sensibility,  although a survey of patristic and monastic commentary on the Luke verse and the  associated parables of the wedding guests and the great supper shows no coherent line of  development for the theme of pride as an element in historical causation. Cf, Jerome,  Expositio quatuor evangeliorum, Patrologia Latina, ed. J.P. Migne, 30 (Paris, 1846), col.  574; Augustine, Sermones, PL 38 (Paris, 1845), cols. 643-648; Gregory, Homiliae, PL 76  (Paris, 1849), cols. 1267-1270; Bede, In Lucae evangelium expositio, PL 92 (Paris, 1850),  cols. 511-515; Anselm of Canterbury, Homiliae et exhortationes, PL 158 (Paris, 1853), cols.  652-655. See Otto of Freising, e.g. Chronica 3. prol.: «Audiat in potestate iüdicis esse, quem  velit humiliare et quem velit exaltare».  9) UC, p. 126.DCI minısteriıum NOsSstirum SIC superbum potentıa dıvına deılecıt
» . Encyclica de excommuniCAatione SUd, ın MG egum sect10 Constıitutiones el GE

publıca imperatorum et (Hanover, 149-150 The Vulgate texti which
Frederick Iluded, L uke 14 .1 &© had appeare al the beginnıng of the eventh chapter of the
Benediecetine ule the basıs for hıs discussıon of the twelve of humilıty: ama
nobıs dıvyına scrıptura, fratres, dıcens: "Omnts qul exaltat humiliabitur, el qut humiliat
exaltabitur'. Cum aeC CT ZO dıcıt, ostendıt nobıs exaltatıonem CSSC CI -
blae». W as thus entral exi for the development' of monastıc hıstorical sens1bılıty,
althoug SULVCY of patristic an! monastıc Oommentary the Luke and the
assoclated parables of the weddıng gueSiSs and the SUDDCI sShows coherent lIıne of
development for the theme of priıde lement In hıistorıical causatıon. C: Jerome,
EXpositio qUaTuOr evangeliorum, Patrologıa Latına, ed Miıgne, (Parıs, col
DEn Augustine, Sermones, (Parıs, cols. 643-648; GregorYy, Homiliae, 76
(Parıs, ols 7-12 Bede., In Lucae evangelium eXposLLO, (Parıs,
cols. 1-515% Anselm of Canterbury, Homuliae el exhortationes, 158 (Parıs, ols
652-655 See tto of Freising, C Chronica prol «Audıat ın potestate üdıcıs CS55SC, QUCIN
velıt humıiılıare ei qUECIM velıt exaltare».

90) 126
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truncated bıography of Barbarossa. Frederick’s hıstorı1an takes hıs
theme important element 1S hıs subject’'s polıtıcal propaganda. He
extends 1t back the CaIicCcI of the second taufer kıng d ell AdSs forward

hıs work’s prematlture conclusıon.

Historical evelopment : the universal eve.

Justice then, iın urchard presentation, intervenes ırectly
influence the fate of the indıvıdual monarch ın the secular WOT. T1
and umlilıty d1IiC the dıialectica of interventive provıdence.
urchar:! makes attempt, however, ralise the theme of prıde
hıgher eve d causal force IOr the changıng of relatıonshıps M
peoples toward the Church. Kings, OpPCS, and the Miılanese WeEeIC the
direct agents in theır OW motivatıon; ın theır personalıties lay the
immediate Causecs of theır OW catastrophes. Concerning that wıder
patiern connected these discrete hıstorical PTOCCSSCS, the Ursberg h1s-
torıan 1s sılent.

The eOTrY of four world-kingdoms concludıng In Roman Empıre
applıed Dy Jerome Eusebius’ work”?*) W as of COUFISCE, famılıar
urchar: from hıs redaction of Frutolf-Ekkehard: hıs introduction
that CODY elucıdates the CONCepL of multıple ıngdoms Such System
shed hlıttle 1g the wıde CXDANSC of hıstory SsInce Roman ascendancy,
however. Nor al least ın urchard rendering dıd ıt er
clarıficatıon of the relatıonshıp of Contemporary time eıther long-term
secular COSmMIC developments. Augustine’s program of S1IX dBCS of
sacred hıstory 1kewIise had the defect of lıttle relevance the patitern of
welfth- and thırteenth-century even(ts, and urcnar‘! set thıs LOO asıde
after CUISOTY acknowledgment ?“*). Sacred hıstory, the Ursberg hIis-
torıan declares, 1S nOoTL hıs business.

The eschatologica pattern of historical development developed from
Augustinıan basıs ın the chronicle of Otto of Freising Wäds known

the PrOoVOSLT, but he faıled borrow it, perhaps for the SdIllCc LICAasSson that
it pertaiıned sacred hıstory eccles1iastical hıstory rather than the
hıstory of ingdoms FOor medieval hıstori1an have voıded an Yy such

91) Swain, C Theory of the Four Monarchies: Opposition Hıstory under the
Koman Empire», C'lassical Philology 35 (1940), 9-20 the usec of thıs mMO eft the
es anglıng awkwardly. FOor accessıible OVerview of which historians the mı1d-
welfth CeNLUurYy sed whıich world-era, eD Vall den Brincken: Studien ZUr lateinischen
Weltchronistik his IN das Zeitalter Ottos VON Freising (Düsseldorf, pl

92) S
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rgl construction of hıstorical development Was hardly unusual:
urchard chronicle carrıed wıde varıety of informatıon. and al] Was

supported DYy COMMON chronologica iramework. 10 impute hıs
work of perlodıization OT definıtion of hıstorical forces H the
author dıd nOoTt make explicıt WOU be overburden that framework ?>).
Schulz has suggested that the underlyıng motivatıon for the writing of
profane hıstory in the thırteenth Century W ds the desıre for informatıion
useful In dealıng wıth the contemporary world?*). The Ursberg
hıistorian’s work indeed revealed practically hOow the sıtuation of
Frederick hıs retiurn from the Holy Land had developed and CVCN,
In ıts extraordınary polıtıcal tendenti0usness, made suggest1ons for the
future conduct of papal-ımperı1al busıiness.

Nevertheless [WO European developments outsıde the hıistory of
secular ıngdoms CVCMN outsıde the elated of papal-ımperi1al
conflıcts, though theır deserıiption ST1 surely Jay wıthın the 1e of useful
informatıion briefly distracted the Drovost urchar: from hıs central
roya interest and there, it stimulated hım TIE examıination of
unıversal hıstorıical development. The Crusades and the AaPDPCTANCC of
191°  S monastıc orders WEIC phenomena relatıvely D  S urchard time.
Christian expeditions tO the Holy Land WCIC actıvıtlies In IC German
Ings indeed partıcıpated, but neıither in hıs OW NOT in hıs
adoption of Crusader OUTITCES oe€es urchar:'! emphasıze roya involve-
ment Incıdents ın the Holy Land 16 excıted hıs MmMOst actıve interest
WeTe the Capture and OSS of Damuietta, al IC Frederick 11 Was nOT

93) See Funkenstein’s cautionary remark: « Periodizatiıon and Self-Understanding ın
the Miıddle Ages anı arly odern Times», ıIn Medieval Historiography, ed Clogan,
Medievalıa humanıstica, 1  < SCT Denton, Jexas, < for all the instances
In 1C the mıddle AagCS approached OUT search for contents, ıt eached the
methodical CONSCIOUSNESS of placıng such search in the first order of priorities; NOT COU.
ıt develop throughout immanent interpretations of hıstorical relatiıons, for ıt COU! notL
really 1ts 1eW of history governed by transcendent SITUCLUrESs and of hıstorical
acts d} g]ven rather than made».

The preface Robert of Auxerre’s chronıicle, ın INa y WdYy>S analogous urchard  S,
g1ves ViIvid impression of the medieval historian d} all but overwhnhelime: Dy the
heterogeneous nature of acts, the obscurıty of Causcs, and the VagucCcNCSS of h1is OW'

objectives iın approaching hıs task AB « Hıc desertbitur, qualıter ab in1ıt10
UnNCcC mundus fluxerıt vel florens provectibus vel pressurI1s attrıtus, qualiter ICS mutatae,
translatan gloriae ad nıchılum devolute : quomodo den1que pOost adventum
Chriıstı christianıtas creverI1t, cCOorrueriıt impletas, pletas triıumpharıt. Liquet Sancdc, qula talı
talıumque inspectu despectus presentium et reSspeCLUS orıtur futurorum. Praeterea
scrı1ptum est Memento dierum antıquorum, cCogita generationes singulas». C eut S TE

94) Schulz, 83
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present. The events al Damıietta lay al OIMCE wıthout and wıthın
Burchard’s perceptions of hıstorical intellig1bilıty d expressed, for
instance in the ephemeral UCCECSS of Phılıp of Swabıa

urcnar:! W ds$ not eyewıtness the Damıietta disaster: he dC-

knowledges wrıtten source ?>). hıs aCCount 1S unique M'
cContemporary OUICCS in the vehemence of ıts condemnatıon of Christian
act1ons. Shortly before the Caplture of the CIty, Al-Kamıl treated for
9 urcnar:! Judges that the Christian commanders WeEeTIC

reject hıs 0)  ern accusıngz them of superbla:
Quam cComposıtionem egatus sedıis apostolice,. quı aderat, el
Tempları et alıı exercıtus DIO SUu. superbia admıttere
recusabant. Ideo contigıt, ut ad modicum letificatı gaudıum, quod
stulte de acceperunt, inftelıcıter perderent.

n  er nıg attack the cCıty succumbed, but the hiıstori1an 1S hardly olad
Factaque est intra Cıvıtatem cedes maxıma Sarracenorum, tam
virorum quam mulıerum QqUam parvulorum, ıta ut miserabiıle
spectaculum et1am 1DSIS christianıs rect1s corde el flex1s humana
compasslione ?°).

When events fınally overturned the Christian SUCCCSS, urchar:!

Sicque factum est, ut exercıtus chrıistianus, quı prıus ın superbıa ei ıIn
abusione elatus, absque Deo in SU1S virıbus confidens, fiduc1am

inanem, confunderetur, et ta  3 Damıiata Q Uan) Terra Sancta
uC perdıta inveniıretur.

Here dITOBAaNCC FCappCAaIs destructive historical force in much the
SdINC ashıon it had ın Otto CAre6t1. But, INOIC interestingly, it
reveals moral ambıgulty ın the Contemporary outward
of Christianity, the Crusades. 1le divine intervention responds
moral charaecteristics CVCN above the individual evel, urcnar':
knowledges, the Christian communıity 1S not ınearly ascendant because ıt
sometimes reveals itself as defective even ın comparıson heathens: C<

Oldanus (amquam plus el bonus »25
The internal of Christendom presented the Premonstratensian

95) 5676 « Referam UNUuM), quod leg1 in scr1pt1s culusdam CAds PUgNas prolıxıius
deseribentis »

96) 119
97) 120
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historian wıth sımılarly complex problem ın of hıstorical
intelligıbilıty. Hıs OW order had, ıke ÖOtto of Freising’s Cistercıans, SC

iıtself d return the lıfe of the earlıest church, ViLa apostolica.
urchard monastıc allılıatıon perhaps excıted hıs specılal interest ın the
appCaTrance and hıstorical OrNg1nNs of the mendiıcants. Luttle has
ecently desceribed the Ursberg provost's d the «MOST comprehensive
VIEeW extant of the friars’ organıc development », commendiıing hım for
«broad hıistorical V1IS1ION » despite hıs chronological proximity tö papa
approva of the Preachers and Minorıites. Little points Out that
urchard aCCount 1s generally quıte9 CVECN ıf few detaıls dIC

skewed?®). The exactıtude of the Premonstratenslian’s record 1s here of
ess interest than hıs presentatıion of the relationshıp of 181%  S orders the
wıder pattern of hıstory Concerning the mendicants, urchnar: out
of hıs NaITOW commıtment the hıstory of iıngdoms Cven INOTEC

obvıousliy than he dıd in describing the Crusades fOor engthy discuss1ıon
of complex of events of paramount historical sıgnıfıcance. The
Dominicans and Francıscans, he Sa Yy5, ATC of 181  S dgC

EO tempore mundo 1am senescente exorte Sunt due rel1ıg10nes in
eccles1a, CU1luUs ut aquıle renovafltur luventus, qu«C et1am sede
apostolica sunt confirmate, videlicet Mınorum fratrum ei
Predicatorum

As neıther Little NOT students of urchard hıstorical method ave
heretofore noticed, the Premonstratensian histori1an’s of salm

«Revovabiıtur ut aquılae luventus» appIy stages 1n the hıstory
of the church Was nNOTL orıginal. Another Premonstratens1an, Anselm of
Havelberg, had ın the mıd-twelfth Century sed the eagle 4S image of
the of the church hrough progressive levels of development :

Lex Christiana doetrinis ei scr1pt1s instauratur, es quaC VOCatur
catholıca ın un1ıverso mundo annuntlatur; et sancta Eccles1i1a PCI-
transıens DCI dıversos Status s1b1 invicem paulatım succedentes,

ın hodiernum dıem, sicut Juventus aquılae renovatur eit
SCMPCI renovabıtur, salvo SCHIDCI anctae Trinıtatis el fundam-
ento, praeter quod eMO allıu: deinceps PONCIC potest, quamVIs iın

98) Lıttle, Religious Poverty and the Profit Economy INn Medieval Europe Ithaca,
167-168; 232

99) GG 107 ( tto of Freising, Chronica 6.36 < J anta mutatıone, Lamquam
perfectione ad defectum vergente tempore »
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superaedıficatione dıversa plerumque dıversarum relıgıonum UuC-
tura crescat In emplum anctum Domino*9°),

The bıshop of Havelbérg’s attempt, In the first book of hıs Dialogi,
cConnect the seals of the Apocalypse the unfoldıng of eccles1as-
tical hıstory has attracted much attention SInce Sporl  S and
Kamlah’s basıc studıies in 935 101)' An emerging CONSCNSUS 1S that HE
Anselm’s progressivIist hought Was rooted 1ın the Glossa ordinaria of the
Aa0on school and had been degree antıcıpated in the work of
Honorius of Autun and Rupert of Deutz, it represented the first clearly
artıculated attempt define stages of hıstorıical development both since
Christ and into the future : ?):

Anselm WAädSs, ıke hıs Contemporary Otto of Freising, member of
contemplatıve order who nevertheless MOStT of hıs ature
embroiled in admıniıstratiıve and polıtıcal ffaırs As frıend of St
Norbert and bıshop of Havelberg f{from 129 1455 he Was

protagonist 1ın the Premonstratensian effort tO CONvert the avs Anselm
Was also counsellor the Lothar. Conrad, and Barbarossa.
For Lothar he undertook negotlatıons wıth the Byzantıne government,
and it Was durıng hıs SLay in Constantınople that he made the

Eastern theologıans 1C WeTe eventually form the basıs of
hıs Dialogi; the dıalogues WeTC finally composed fOr the Cistercian PODC

100) Anselm of Havelberg, Dialogues, Livre Renouveau dans 'Eglise, Trans alet,
Sources chretiennes 0® (Parıs, 149 A ale' repeates column numbers (Dialogt,

188 (Parıs, ols 1 139-1248), they rather than hıs pagınatıon dIC cCıte'l ere.
101) DOrT, Grundformen der hochmüittelalterlichen Geschichtsanschauung Studien

Weltbild der Geschichtsschreiber des Jahrhunderts Munich, pp. 20-31;
Kamlah, Apokalypse und Geschichtstheologie : Die mittelalterliche Auslegung der
Apokalypse Vor Joachim VoNn Fiore, Hıstorische Studıen 285 Berlın, 1935, rpt aduz,

64-70 See Iso Braun’s MO study of nselm’s extual tradıtıon «Studıien ZUur

Überlieferung der er Anselms VO  - Havelberg 1», 28 (1972). 1 33-209 On nselm’s
wıder s1ignıficance, SCC Grundmann, Studien her Joachim VOoON Floris, Beiıträge SUT

Kulturgeschichte des Miıttelalters und der Renaıissance (Le1ipzıig, 92-95:;
Funkensteıin, Heilsplan und natürliche Entwicklung : Formen der Gegenwartsbestimmung IM
Geschichtsdenken des hohen Mittelalters (Munich, 60-67/ ; Berges, «Anselm
VO  — Havelberg ın der Geistesgeschichte des Jahrhunderts», Jahrbuch für dıie Geschichte
ittel- und Ostdeutschlands (1956), pp. 50-57; Server1no, «La dıscussione deglı
‘Ordınes’ dı Anselmo dı Havelberg», Bulletino dell IstLtuto SLOFICO italiano DEr 7 medio CVO

Archivio Muratoriano 78 (19
102) Cr C Salet’s translatıon: Edyvean, Anselm of Havelberg and the Theology of

History ome, On Honorius, SCC Edyvean, 62; Rupert, Ö]lr DOTI,
general twelfth-century development of German historical symbolısm, OX wr Grundmann,

13
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Eugen1us 111 d a1d the understandıng of Eastern doetrine and dSs

guldebook for copıng wıth the Byzantınes. Anselm performed another
Ekastern mi1ss1on in 154 He then returned aly and dıed duriıng the
siege of ılan 1ın 158 exarch of the archdio0ocese of Ravenna. The
conjunction of hıs monastıc ıfe A member of reform order defensive
about 1ts LICWI1CSS and hıs rich personal experlences SaVC rse
startlıngly orıgınal interpretation of the pattern of hıstory and diverse
trends in Christian thought ***).

In Anselm’s Dialogti, the seals WeEeIC cshown be analogous
respectively ecclesie » from Christ’s advent: the ABC of the
apostles, the dBC of persecutl1on, the ABC of heretics, the aQC of hypocrıtes
(the Contemporary Status), the dBC of consolatıon, the dBC ÖT Antichrist,
and the ına agC of beatıtude. Each of these agCS Was characterized Dy
conflıct. In the present dBC, fOor instance, monastıc orders combatted
hypocrisy ***). The salıent feature of thıs developmental plan 15 the
importance icC ıt accords monastıcısm dASs historical force*??). But
Anselm urther lowed that thıs monastıc improvement Christian ıfe
in secular time W ds only ONC of INanYy instances of divıine intervention:Burchard as Historian  253  Eugenius III as an aid to the understanding of Eastern doctrine and as a  guidebook for coping with the Byzantines. Anselm performed another  Eastern mission in 1154. He then returned to Italy and died during the  siege of Milan in 1158 as exarch of the archdiocese of Ravenna. The  conjunction of his monastic life as a member of a reform order defensive  about its newness and his rich personal experiences gave rise to a  startlingly original interpretation of the pattern of history and diverse  trends in Christian thought!°).  In Anselm’s Dialogi, the seven seals were shown to be analogous  respectively to «status ecclesie» from Christ’s advent: the age of the  apostles, the age of persecution, the age of heretics, the age of hypocrites  (the contemporary status), the age of consolation, the age of Antichrist,  and the final age of beatitude. Each of these ages was characterized by  conflict. In the present age, for instance, monastic orders combatted  hypocrisy !°*+). The salient feature of this developmental plan is the  importance which it accords monasticism as a historical force!°>). But  Anselm further allowed that this monastic improvement on Christian life  in secular time was only one of many instances of divine intervention:  ... et ita de gentibus Judaeos, de Judaeis autem Christianos fecit, et  paulatim subtrahendo, et transponendo, et dispensando, quasi  furtim ab idolorum cultura ad legem, a lege autem, quae quidem ad  perfectum non duxit, ad perfectionem Evangelii paedagogice et  medicinaliter deduxit, et tandem subtracta omni dispensatione,  omnem perfectionem Christianae legis edocuit !°°).  God had already begun and would continue always to shape the church  as a teacher and a physician: «paedagogice et medicinaliter».  Anselm opened his discussion of monastic orders with the defensive  question, «Quare tot novitates in Ecclesia Dei fiunt?»*°7) His conclu-  103) Cf. Spörl, pp. 22-24; Edyvean. pp. VII-VIIlIL. Anselm was in eclipse in Conrad’s later  reign: Salet, pp. 9-10.  104) Kamlah’s diagrammatic presentation is especially lucid: pp. 67-68. As Edyvean  emphasizes, Anselm in fact used six-age and four-age systems alongside the seven ages of  the apocalyptic seals; since the seven ages dealt only with the last age in other systems, the  schemes could overlap: pp. 13-15.  105) See esp. Anselm, cols. 1154-1157. Cf. Spörl, p. 27: «Das Mönchtum wird hier,  vielleicht so klassisch wie nirgends mehr in der Literatur des Mittelalters, als geschichtsbil-  dener Faktor dargestellt».  106) Anselm, col.: 1147.  107) Anselm, col. 1141.el ıta de gentibus Judaeos, de udaeıs Christianos tecı1t, el

paulatım subtrahendo, el transponendo, et dıspensando, quası
furtım ab iıdolorum cultura ad egem, lege quaC quıdem ad
perfectum NO  — duxıt, ad perfectiıonem Evangelıl paedagogıice ei
medicıinalıter deduxıt, ei tandem subtracta omn1 dıspensatıione,

perfectiıonem Christianae eg1s edocuit **°),.
God had already egun and WOU continue always shape the church
d teacher and physıclan: «paedagogice et medicıinalıter».

Anselm opened hıs discussıon of monastıc orders wıth the defensive
question, «Quare tot novıtates in Eccles1ia De!l fiunt2» - %) Hıs conclu-

103) ( pÖrI, 22-24:; Edyvean VII-VIN Anselm W d> in eclıpse In Conrad’s aier
reign: alet, 9-10

104) Kamlah’s dıagrammatıc presentation 1s especılally lucıd 67-68 As Ekdyvean
emphasızes, Anselm ın fact sed S1X-age and four-age SYStems alongside the dCS of
the apocalyptıc seals; Since the dBCS ea only ıth the ast dC in other Systems, the
schemes COUuU overlap Alr

105) See CS Anselm, cols. SA e& DÖrl, «Das Mönchtum wırd hier,
vielleicht klassısch wı1ıe nırgends mehr ın der Liıteratur des Miıttelalters, als geschichtsbil-
dener Faktor dargestellt».

106) Anselm, col 147
107) Anselm, col 1471
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S10N, agaın usıng the metaphor of the eagle later approprıiate by
urchard, Was that nOoVvitates WEeEeTC both g00d and NECCCSSALTVY .

fit mıra De!l dıspensatıone. quod generatione ın generatıonem
SucCcrescente SCINPCI 1OVA relıgi0one, renOovaltur ut quılae Juventus
Eccles1ae, qUO ei sublımıus In contemplatione volare 5 el
subtılıus quası ırreverberatis oculıs radıos ver]1 solıs contuer 1
valeat 108).

The relatıonshıp of Anselm’s theologıca understandıng of hıstory
the ideas of hıs predecessors and SUCCEOSSOTS especlally concerned wıth

TOA| developmental trends, In partıcular 1ts relatıonshıp Hugh of
Victor’s Trinıtarıan schema and Joachıiım’s apocalyptic VIS1ON, 1C
rapıdly eclıpse Anselm’s In influence, 1s indeed of independent interest.
For the of thıs study, however, it suffices SaYy that the
Premonstratensian bıshop developed interpretation of pattern in
eccles1astical and doectrinal history IC he applıed secular
events; Anselm’s seals concerned only the church Nevertheless it
WOU clearly have been possıble for OMIMNCONEC INOTEC interested ın the
SUCCESSION of ings and empires than Wäads Anselm Connect hıs
developmenta theory unıversal chronicle, CVcn uUsec ıt place
COoONntemporary events in clearer cContext

urchnar': of rsberg’s descr1iption of the Org1ns of the mendiıcant
orders leaves ou that he knew the work of the important
theologıan of hıstory of hıs OW order. He learly understood the specıfic
implıcations of Anselm’s work fOr the importance of monastıc develop-

urchard UsCcC of the <ut aquıle Juventus» image brings the
bıshop of Havelberg’s eOTrYy ate The PFrOVOSL, wrıting nearly
three-quarters of CENLUTY after Anselm’s ca recogniızed that inter-
venıng events WEIC also intellig1ble ın the developmenta scheme : the
Francıscans and Domuinicans of the thirteenth CENLUTY WEIC ırectly
analogous the Cisterclans and Premonstratensians of the welfth

The MmMOSstT sıgnıfıcant characteristic of urchard use of Anselm’s
hought, however, 15 ıts confinement the single topıc of the mendi-

cContext eminently compatıble wıth the earlıer theologJan’s OW
1NaITOoOW of the progressive princıple and wıth hıs OW strongly
monastıc emphasıs. Elsewhere in the Ursberg hıstory there 1S
dısplay of eıther Anselm’s aMn Y other twelfth-century developmenta
progressive theology of hıstory. That urchar: sShows famılıarıty wıth
Joachıimism 1S perhaps worthy of ote As hıs mendicants DAaAsSsSagc and

108) Anselm col 187
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INanYy other notices hıs chronicle together C the
Premonstratensian Wäas actıvely interested iın and attuned intellectual

in aly in the first decade and half of the thırteenth CENLUTY,
up hıs apparently permanent residence al Ursberg ASs prelate
Bloomfield has asserted that oachım Wäds$ known Eevcn north of the Alps
« dS far back A LA 109) urchar must have known of hım from the
Fourth Lateran condemnatıon of hıs theologıca id1ı0syncracıles if: nOT
from the of Fiıore’s theatrıcal enCcounters wıth famous PCI-
sonages  110). Indeed, the generally posıtıve of imperl1al-Joachimite
relations !!!) m1g have made Joachım’s eology of hıstory SCCIN

especlally approprıiate urchard reference. It apparently dıd noO  Z
urchar 15 unlıkely have been ignorant of Joachım. he probably
consıdered Joachimiuite chıil1asm of utılıty iın the hıstorical work al
hand

uchard diıgression the mendiıcants OCCUTS 1n hıs relatıvely
unpolıshed, undıgested «Annı Ottonıs» ımmediately after the inclusıon
of papa eNCYCICAIS enjJomıng Crusade enlistment and convokıng the
Fourth Lateran Councıil ***). The European effort CCOVeET the
Holy Land had, In hıs eNIIYy for 121 L, temporarıly dıstracted urchard
interest from «gesta ICgUmM » the papacy's other actıviıtles. Anselm of
Havelberg’s image of the self-regeneratıng eagle had correspondence

the hiıstorlan’s OW conception of the pattiern of secular events Nor
dıd the millenarıan speculatıon, rıfe ın the thırteenth CENLUTY, ın IC
Joachim’s dıscıples quickly became the eaders urchard COIN-

t(emMpoTary, Frederick IL, had NOTL yel een Cast Aas Antiıchrist al hıs
writing. The provost copled the apocalyptiıc «Verba sıbıille» al the
beginniıng of hıs chronicle but he apparently dıd only in imıtation
of the Frutolf-Ekkehard codex 16 elonge the Benedictine a  eV
of Zwiefalten, not because he Sa  - it dSs of direct relevance hıs OW

work. urchard hıstOrYy, then, 1s in ıts underlyıng princıples d in ıts
cContent generally wıthout hıstorıcal-theologıical Just dS ıt
conspicuously omıts records of miracles and en  9 it avo1ds CI -
natural explanatıon for secular trends the wıdest scale. hand 1S

109) Bloomfield and Reeves, «The Penetratıion of Joachimism into orthern
Europe», ‚peculum (1954), 289; cf. Reeves, The Influence of Prophecy INn The Later
iddle Ages Study INn Joachimism (Oxford, 39-40

110) cGınn, Visions of the End Apocalyptic Traditions IN the Middle Ages New
YOork, 126-127/; Reeves, A S:

lll) Reeves, ‚
112) 101 ff.
113) See «Burchard 1», 1}41
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al work ıIn history; provıdential Justice responds specıfic moral
siıtuations wıthout unqualıfiedly supporting western Christian
But ıle the hıstory of the saeculum MaYy, d urcnar! COUu have
earned from Otto of Freising, be unfoldıng toward the apocalypse,
neıther the character NOT the degree of 1ts toward that end 1s
under discussion in the Premonstratensilan’s hıstorical work. Gesta
F, ser1ies historie the interplay of events responds complex of
fOorces.

urchar‘! then knew CONtemMpPOTarY theologıes of hıstory, but NONEC of
them ent STITUCLUTrEe hıs work d ıt had hıs predecessor ÖOtto’s Linear
development Wds nevertheless important hıs ViIs1on of hıstory the
secular rather than the COSMIC eve Hıstorical 9 nOot meta-
hıistorical,1s ın the provost’'s work and In thıs he shows
hımself the heır of twelfth-century optimısm rather than the partıcıpant
in the German anarchy and dıisıllusıonment of the early thırteenth
Century. In hıs confidence in reascendant monarchy the
Premonstratensian 1S much INOTIC losely akın the sangulne Otto of
Freising of Gesta Friderici than the apocalyptic ÖOtto, whose Chronica
prophesied the end of the {[WO Augustinıan CIHES. 3 10 what degree
polıtical progressivism nformed the Structure of 1S here of interest.
Empire and, INOTEC specıfically, Hohenstaufen dynastıc fortunes have
obvıous vicissıtudes ın the COUTISC of urchard independent wOork, d ıt
ollows h1is CODY of Frutolf-Ekkehard ere Can be question, though,
that the ast recounting Frederick ITI’s trıuumphal return from the
Holy Land ATe not upbeat;: the hıstorı1an expected continued Improve-
ment in the emperor’s Circumstances and In Germany’s **>).

urchar: had turned from h1s synthetic aCCoOount f the first Frederick
wıth the destruction of ılan Wds appropriate place for hım set
asıde hıs pCN, 1ıke the murder of Phılıp of Swabıa, 1t Was determinatio,
althoug from the hıstorl1an’s point of VIEW it Was resolution far INOTC
favorable and less rm The conflıct between empıre and PapaCY,
ın 1C the CONLUMACY of the Milanese and German princes Was OoOun

ll4) Morrison has recently attempted find closer correspondance between ÖOtto’s
[WO works: «Otto of Freising’s ues for the Hermeneutic Cıircle», Speculum 55
(1980), 207-236 TIhe dıfference In theır respective Outll0oOKs remaıns strıkıng, ds Munz
has emphasızed: Frederick Barbarossa : UdYV IN Medieval Politics Ithaca,

140
115) pörl has poınted Out hOw entral the reception of Roman law and the ıdea of

descent irom classıcal Rome WEIC for Staufer imperı1al progress1vism: «Das Ite und das
Neue 1mM Miıttelalter : Studıen ZU Problem des miıttelalterlichen Fortschrıttsbewusstseins»,
HJB (1930), 310-315
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seemed A4s clearly contemporarıes be the 1ssue of theır
times d it has later hiıstorlans. urchar emphasızed its preemıiınence
al [WO ST1 INOIC important Junctures ın h1is hıstory The ast sentences of
hıs SUMMAATY of the alıans STreESS the end of the CONLFrOVEeTrSY OVeOTI

investitures: « Tandem, sıcut In superlorıbus annotatum est; hec dıs-
cordıa A4aNNO dominice incarnatıon1ıs M°C  I() determiıinata est Z 16)
The ına sentences of the entire 1ıkewise ddress papal-ımperı1al
rapprochement

Quıibus adveniıentibus., iımperatore manente apud Capuam, LTraC-
est de DaCC eT concordıia inter ımper1um el sacerdotium ei

ICN UmM icılıe ei absolutione imperatorIs, multıs alııs qUOQUC
medıantıbus, ta  } de curlıa Romana Q Ua et1am Italıa eil
Alamannıa. Sane hec cComposıt10, CL 1NON pOossel perficı AaNNO,
dılata est in sequentem 117).

The Ursberg histori1an have wıshed continue hıs work
nclude events of the followıng YCAal, but when he set ıt asıde antıcıpatıng
9 he had ]ready marked both the beginnıng and the conclusıon of
hıs continuation of Frutolfi-Ekkehard wıth miıleposts ın the truggle
between Roman church and German empıre.

The outstandıng feature, then, of the Provost urchard hıstorical
work 1S that ıt 1s precisely that hıstorical. subjects TOA! varlety of
evidence exacting and Jearly definable ıf incompletely exercısed
hıstori1o0graphical standards, in i 7 degree of rhetorical sophıistı-
catıon atypıca of the thırteenth CeNLUrY 1S implıcıt. The SdInec chronicle,
despite the model of everal historıcal-theological works 1C the
author surely knew and the general CONSPICUOUSNESS of theologıca

ın urther twelfth-century works wıth 1C he Was probably
also famılıar, CONsStIrues the unıversal pattern of evenits wıth
divine plan. Except for the moral status of indiıvıduals specıfic gTOUDS
of indıvıduals, sometimes scCCH ASs hıstorıically determinatıve in ıts arousal
of divine Justice, it secular trends d dıistinet from COSMIC trends
CVECMN though ıt emphasızes church-state ens1on 4S the single MOst

important factor in ser1es hystorie, and CVCNMN though that ension ent
itself easıly interpretation along Augustinıan apocalyptic lınes.
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