
The Historical Work of urcnar of Ursberg,
The Historlan, the Emperor and the Popef

urchnar‘: of rsberg’s chronicle 15 history, not treatise in polıtical
eOTy 1Io desceribe the Premonstratensian author’s point of VIEW
the relatıonshıp between empiıre and DaDaCYy the nature of eıther
institution i{irom the cContent of hıs sole SUrVIVing work 1s dıfficult ;
ıimpute the coherence and internal Consistency of full-Nedged polıtıcal
eOTY urchard ideas 4S expressed there 15 unjustiıf1able Never-
heless the provost-historian’s vehement taufer partısanshıp and the
historical and polıtıical arguments dduced Dy hım in SUuppoOrt of the
dynasty ave provided important focus fOor scholarly interest In the
Ursberg Chronicon (hereafter cıted A Further exploration of the
historian’s dynastıc allegıance ıll shed 1g hıs interpretation of
earlıer and contemporary events, and fınally h1is historical method
urchar: himself advertises the strongly polıtical emphasıs of hıs work ın
hıs second introduction, in closing SUMMAATY of the re1gns of the Salıan
ings He has appende thıs revIeWw the aCCOUNT borrowed from hıs
most important wrıtten SOUICC, the unıversal chronicle of Frutolf of
Michelsberg and ar‘ of Aura. Here the Provost COMM! the
Frutolf-Ekkehard text by comparıng hıs OW. analysıs wıth the opınıon
of another respected predecessor, ÖOtto of Freising, the legitimacy OT
papa deposition of The Ursberg author intended that the
followıng independently composed section of hıis hıstory be read wıth
thıs discussion ın mınd.

The Premonstratensian historian relates that Henry W ds called
«Malus, quod multa mala terrIis ei princıpıbus propiter SU am 188

municationem eit vitam sceleratam intulerit»“). The subject of Gregory
The followıng represents the 1ın ser1es of rticles beginnıing In the 1rs 982

fascıcle of thıs Journal.
X VO:  >; Simson, In Burchard of Ursberg, Chronicon, ed Holder-Egger and Simson,

2nd SC Scriptores Rerum Germanıcarum ın Usum cholarum (Hanover, XXVIILL

The edıtor, always Judgmental, apologizes for the argely derıvatıve contents of
Burchard’s work whıiıle emphasızıng ıts polemical interest : «Obgleıch das Werk grössten-
teıls Komplilatıon ist, geht doch eine selbständige, einheitliche „Grundanschauung hın-
durch »}

hıs and subsequent quotations AIC from Burchard’s dıscussıion of priestly deposıtion
of secular rulers: U 9 G7
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excommunicatıion of Henry had interested hıs descendant, the
bıshop of Freising. urchard, namıng h1s SOUICC, coplıed Otto’s hıstorical
argument, 1C compared the Cr1s1s Ambrose’s chastısement of
Theodosius

Lego el relego Romanorum IN S1Ve imperatorum geSs ei
NUSqyUaM inven10 ante unc Romano pontiıfice
excommuntıcatum ve]l prıvatum, 1S1 forte qu1s PIO ana-
themate abendum ducat, quod Phılıppus ad breve tempus
KRomano epISCOPO inter peniıtentes collocatus, et Theodosıus
beato Ambrosı1o propter CTU! cedem lımınıbus eccles1e
sSequestratus est

Otto had been ambıvalent about the approprlateness of Gregory’s
actıon;: he dopted neıther the papa NOT the imperı1al point of VIEW, but
amented the resulting destruction. The aftermath of enry’s I1-

municatıion, Otto had sa1d In concluding hıs chronicle’s sixth book
oug. urchar dıd not CODY thıs DASSaRC Wäds ymptom of
COontemporary unıversal SCHESCCIICE

Quia CTgO ICRNUM in princıpe SUOo ab eccles1a preCIso graviter
DCICUSSUMI fult, eccles1a qQqUOQUC pastore, quı inter
sacerdotes eft Romanos pontiıfices prec1pul zel1 auctoriıtatiıs Sräaf;
orbata dolorem NON modicum habuıt Tanta mutatıone, tLanquam

perfectione ad defectum tempore, oper] finem
iımponamus

urchar: nevertheless took 1Issue wıth Otto’s attrıbution of unıque
s1ignıfıcance the deposıtiıon of Henry I  9 emphasızıng the strength of
hıs argumen wıth phrase borrowed from the termınology of ogıcal
proof, «CONnstiatThe Historical Work of Burchard of Ursberg  225  VII’s excommunication of Henry had interested his descendant, the  bishop of Freising. Burchard, naming his source, copied Otto’s historical  argument, which compared the crisis to Ambrose’s chastisement of  Theodosius:  Lego et relego Romanorum regum sive imperatorum gesta et  nusquam invenio quemquam eorum ante hunc a Romano pontifice  excommunicatum vel regno privatum, nisı forte quis pro ana-  themate habendum ducat, quod Philippus ad breve tempus a  Romano episcopo inter penitentes collocatus, et Theodosius a  beato Ambrosio propter cruentam cedem a liminibus ecclesie  sequestratus est *).  Otto had been ambivalent about the appropriateness of Gregory’s  action; he adopted neither the papal nor the imperial point of view, but  lamented the resulting destruction. The aftermath of Henry’s excom-  munication, Otto had said in concluding his chronicle’s sixth book —  although Burchard did not copy this passage — was a symptom of  contemporary universal senescence :  Quia ergo regnum in principe suo ab ecclesia preciso graviter  percussum fuit, ecclesia quoque tanto pastore, qui inter omnes  sacerdotes et Romanos pontifices precipui zeli ac auctoritatis erat,  orbata dolorem non modicum habuit. Tanta mutatione, tanquam  a perfectione ad defectum vergente tempore, sexto operi finem  imponamus ... *).  Burchard nevertheless took issue with Otto’s attribution of unique  significance to the deposition of Henry IV, emphasizing the strength of  his argument with a phrase borrowed from the terminology of logical  proof, «constat ... ex his»:  Licet prefatus Otto hec scribat, constat tamen ex his, que superius  longe descripta sunt, in pluribus locis, quod, imperatoribus ‚sive  regibus quarundam nationum vergentibus*) in multam perversita-  tem vel nequitiam sive in desidiam, ut inutiles censerentur, multo-  tiens divino iudicio reprobati sunt, aliique in locum eorum substituti  sunt, quod plerumque nulla accedente auctoritate Romane ecclesie  $) Cf. Otto of Freising, Chronica sive historia de duabus civitatibus, ed. A Hofmeister.  trans. A. Schmidt, Ausgewählte Quellen zur deutschen Geschichte des Mittelalters 16  (Berlin, 1960), 6.  *) Otto of Freising, Chronica, 6.36.  °) Burchard here reflected Otto’s use of vergens (see above), reducing it from a universal  to a particular sense.h1is»:

Licet prefatus Otto hec scribat, CONstiat hıs, quC super1us
onge descripta Sun(, in plurıbus L0CIS, quod, imperatorıbus S1ve
eg1bus quarundam natiıonum vergentibus 1ın multam perversita-
tem vel nequıtiam S1Ve iın desıdiam, ut inutıles CC  r‚ multo-
tiens dıvyiıno 1ud1c10 reprobatı sun(t, alııque in locum COIUM substitut1!
sSunt, quod plerumque nu accedente auctoritate Romane ecclesıe

(F tto of Freising, Chronica SIVE historia de duabus CIvitatibus, ed Hofmeıister
ans Schmuidt, Ausgewä  € Quellen 70 HEB deutschen Geschichte des Miıttelalters
Berlın,

tto of Freising, Chronica, 6.36
urchar:ı ere reflected Otto’s usc of VErSENS (see above), reducıng it from unıversal

partıcular
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factum est, sicut iIrequenter de imperatorıbus aput Constantınopo-
lım posıtıs legıtur, ut descriptum est

Both the detaıls and the emphasıs of the Ursberg historian’s den1al Ör
papal authorıty OVCI imper1a|l office aATICc important. urchar' ıll SOOIL

assert h1ıs posıtion’s compatıbıilıty wıth Christian doctrine ; hıstory 15 for
urcharı d it W ds for Otto, serl1es of exempla provıng theologıca
principles ©). He pomnts Out that ings fall and 181  < ONCS ATC raısed up
because they dIC rendered ineffective by moral ecay The hıstori1an
declares,9 that such transferral of W: takes place hrough

dırect interventlion. not because the DODC Judges it sultable ’). In
offerıng thıs pomnt of VIEW urchar incıdentally upports the legitimacy
of secular DOWCLIS unconfirmed by the Roman pPapaCyY, ere the eastern

empire. He SOCS explaın hOow God has acted and, presumably, 111
continue aCctTt topple monarchs. He ırectly lambastes papa
pretensions W of deposıtion:

Licet au Romanı pontiıfices hec <1b1 asserıbant ei fecısse
gloriıentur, 11055 anımadvertimus hec pot1us facta fulsse dıvyıno
1ud1C10, culpıs imperatorum exigentibus anımısque princıpum SCUu

gentium ad resistendum coadunantıbus.

The people theır lesser rulers, princes, ATC {inally roused overthrow
inadequate CMPCIOT ; urcnar: here close sayıng that the

rıght rule al least the ng rulea uDON the GEOARSCNT of
the ruled 4S expression of dıvıne cConsent

urcnar: sSu hıs contention Dy adverting Scripture. First he
Iludes from Proverbs, howıng that God Can ındeed SWdYy
men’s hearts ®). The hıstorlan s second Scriptural allusion agamnst the
efficacy of papa excommunıtıcatıon of 1S INOTIC important : «In
TO qUOQUC egum NO  — dıicıtur, quod Samuel Saulem reprobaverıit, sed
quod Deo fuerıit reprobatus, et iubente Deo pCI ministerium Samuelis
Davıd fuınt inunctus» ”). urcnar: that Davıd’s unction Dy

See the immediately : prıor artıcle In thıs ser1€es, «Burchard 1V », 248-249
See Peters discussıon of royal allure : The Shadow King Rex Inutilis IN edieva

Law and Literature, S FD New Haven, 135-169, CSpP 138-140
«Sıcut diıvisıones AQqUaTum, ita COI reg1s ei corda homınum In INanu De1 SUNL>» ({

Proverbs DA
( Samuel 151 i 42 Burchard, In conjomıng ese allusıons Proverbs and

Samuel, MaYy IMPIY SCvVecn closer connection between Saul and EeNTY ( Samuel]l 10,
where Saul begins resent Davıd’s greater miılıtary PIOWCSS. « Post 1em alteram,
invasıt spiırıtus De1 malus Saul  » hıs perhaps en explaın enry's behavıor.

The Saul-Samue!l analogy had een sed by Innocent IIL, C ın warnıng the newly-



The Historical Work of UFrCNAAar. Oß Ursberg 2DT

Samuel Was only symbol of accomplıshed ıll Hıs reference
later imper1al electi1on an Coronatıon 1s clear, SiInce the hıstori1an has Just
pointed Out that ıll CXPICSSCS iıtself In the CONSCHNSUS of the people
urchar makes h1s posıtıon explicıt, however. He ırectly Saul
and Samuel’s example CONtemporary CeVeNIS; he then interprets later
Hohenstaufen experlence dSs independent proo. agamınst the precedentıal
iımportance of Henry = deposıiıtion:

Sub temporıbus NamMquc nostrIis Fridericus prımus e1us nomiınıs
imperator Romanorum ab Adrıano Dapa el Alexandro alıısque
successor1ıbus eXcommunıicatus, ut 1ps1 asserun(t, NUNQUAM perdıdı
imperı1um. Phılıppus QUOQUC, fiılıus eiusdem Frideric1l, post mortem
fratrıs SUl Haıiınrıcı VI, acquırens s1b1 imperium S1Ve ICcgNum
Romanorum propter eXxcommunıcatiıonem Celestin1ı Papc H- sicut
memıinımus factum fulsse sub temporıbus nostrIs. NUNqUAM perdıdı

As urchnarr the examples oi8 Saul, avl and enry 1l]
continue be relevant throughout the remaınder of hıs work : «Hec
Oomn1a in subsequentibus descriptionıbus el annotatıonıbus temporum
plen1ı1us explicabuntur» 10)

I{IHE LEADERSHIP CHRISTENDOM :
PERSONALITY AN  ö ÖFFICE

urchard independent work, ensulng from hıs recapıtulation of
Salıan polıtıcs, addresses the tOp1Cs of the interaction between empıre
and DAaAaDaCY and of the relatıonships of individual and
the requırements an potentialıties of theır respectiıve offices Thus, for

crowned tto that he mıght be punished ıth deposıtion: Patrologiae Latınae (ursus
Completus, ed 1gne, Z (Parıs, col 036 «Monemus igıtur celsiıtudinem
regiam exhortamur In Domino quatenus SPCIN ([uam In 1lo qul, reprobato aule,
Davıd elegıt ın ICBCI)>». Innocent dıd NOL exactly assert hat Samuel deposed Saul hıs
OW. inıtlative.

10) As HST Schmale pomnts Oul, the posıition adopted Dy urchar: hat only God, nolt
OPCS, Can SI asıde kıngs Was hardly NCW Deutschlands Geschichtsquellen IM Mittelalter
VOm Ode Kaiser Heinrichs his ZUMmM nde des Interregnum, ed Wattenbach, [C  <
Schmale e1 al., (Darmstadt), 1976, 119 «Dolche edanken schlıessen unmıttelbar,
gewissermassen als Umkehrung, dıe VO  — Friedrich ach Besancon geausserten
edanken und entwıckeln dıe staufische Theorie VO  — der Kaısererhebung folgerichtig

eiıner entsprechenden Absetzungstheorie weıter, dıe ermöglıcht, uch einem
exkommunıitzlerten Herrscher festzuhalten» 10 TACEe the COUTISC of thıs theory’'s develop-
ment 1S outsıde the of thıs study For general SULVCY, SCC Carlyle and / E
Carlyle, Hiıstory of Medieval Political Theory INn the West, (Edınburgh, AD
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instance, urchard evaluatıve CSSaYS real Ings cshed 1g hıs VIEW
of the BA ruler. Hıs Jjudgments the degree of UCCC5S>S of Varıous

re1gns reveal hıs understandıng of the nature of the roya office

Good IngsS and had

Of urchard SUMMAATY desecr1ptions of roya fıgures, that of Lothar of

Supplinburg, the fırst kıng for whose reign he offers complete aCCoun(,
1S of specılal interest. Lothar’s kingship Was the MmMOST remote of those
which the hıistorian independently rehearsed. e ack of detaıl 4se'!

contemporary evidence leaves «Gesta Lotharıu» only skeletal eXCcept
for ıts engthy Hiıstor1a Welforum ” *) insertion, thıs DOVerLY of specıfic
informatıon al the Samıc time Causcs the histori1an formalıze hıs
favorable report of the Saxon CIMNPCI OL, makıng ıt the INOTEC suggestive of
hıs kingshıp e Burchard’s descr1iption of Lothar 1S in fact ase'
losely passagc from the ıfe of St Norbert; the hıistori1an erTe yıelds

wrıtten authorıty because of hıs ack of personal hearsay nowl-

edge ere 1s nevertheless indicatiıon that the hagıographer's VIEW of
the CEMPCIOI W das nOLt shared by the later author despite hıs taufer
sympathy

Erat, inquıt, VIr lle StrennNuus ductor, precıpuus in armıs,
provıdus in consılıo0, terribilıs IN1m1C1s De1 ei sancte ecclesıe, veritatıs
amıcus, lustitie SOCIUS, inıustitie IN1ImMI1CUS, CU1US probitas patuıt ın
Sıcılıa, vigult et in Saxonaa, quı quamdıu VIXIt, Romanum
imper1um, quod e1us custodıie deputatum fuerat, tıtubare NON

potult
The Premonstratensian author of the Norbert Vita iındeed had TCason

praise Lothar, who sent the order’s ounder hıs archiepiscopa SCC al

Magdeburg and W as WOI the upport of Nnnocen I1 Dy Bernard of
Claiırvaux. The qualities which he and urchard, followıng hım, attrı-
ute Lothar aTc standard catalog of medieval kıngly virtues ın
which the provost and hıs SOUTCEC surely both elleve strong milıtary
leadershıp, protection of the church, support of Justice an wıthın
the kıngdom
HE urchar Oomıts Al y such SUMMAAaLY sketch of Conrad 111 and hıs

tenure, portraıts of Conrad’s Hohenstaufen SUCCESSOIS and hıs

11) Ssee «Burchar: 11», SG
12) SEE cf. Vıta Norberti archiepiscopl Magdeburgensis, ed Wılmans,

Monumenta Germanilae Hıstorica Scriıptores anover, (B vers10n).
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of theır CaTrcers reinforce the impression of VIEW of kıngly
virtue created Dy h1is quotatiıon from the order’s central hagıographical

urchard descr1ıption of Frederick Barbarossa echoes the
ideas and the vocabulary of the Norbert Vıta Lothar

rat enım VIr armıs StrenNuUuuSs, ACCI anımo, exercıtatus ın bellıs.
COTDOIC robustus, in consılıus provıdus, in negot1s peragendis virılıs,
affabılıs mansueti1s, superbıis resistens., ingen10 subtilıs, memorı1a
excellent1issımus229  The Historical Work of Burchard of Ursberg  accounts of their careers reinforce the impression of a view of kingly  virtue created by his quotation from the order’s central hagiographical  monument. Burchard’s description of Frederick Barbarossa echoes the  ideas and the vocabulary of the Norbert Vita on Lothar:  Erat enim vir armis strennuus, acer animo, exercitatus ın bellis,  corpore robustus, in consiliis providus, in negotiis peragendis virilis,  affabilis mansuetiis, superbis resistens, ingenio subtilis, memoria  excellentissimus ... *!°).  Here Burchard inserts new qualities, new virtues, and his eulogy is  tailored to indicate Barbarossa’s idiosyncratic traits in both this and the  following several sentences. The provost-historian’s favored theme of  pride and humility here informs a personal description. Frederick is  shown to share God’s role in chastening the proud, but those kingly  qualities which Lothar had already exhibited likewise emerge; Frederick  has military prowess, energy in asserting the protective functions of  government and, finally, zeal for peace: «... studuit pacem potissimum  reformare» !*). The importance of his royal generalship is reemphasized  in Burchard’s abrupt conclusion to «Hystoria Friderici»:  Hec de bellis imperatoris plenius descripsisse sufficiat exempli  gratia ... ut pateat, quam virilem et animosum se exhibuerit in aliis  bellis que in annotationibus annorum sive ex descriptionibus sive  relationibus, prout potuimus invenire, breviter explicabimus ! °).  Other royal characteristics have meanwhile been lauded by implication in  the course of Burchard’s Frederick-biography. The emperor’s paternal  relationship to his subject territories is emphasized!®). Closely related is  Frederick’s praiseworthy and, as the text stresses, specifically royal  quality of kindness: «... de regia benignitate ...»!’). Mercy is likewise  royal: «Ideoque more regio subditis factus est mitis»!®); Barbarossa  shows it often*?).  B) UC_ pp 22-23  14) UC, p. 23. «Burchard IIT» has shown that, while some of «Hystoria Friderici» is  derived from John of Cremona’s lost Lombard history and much of it may show the  influence of the earlier work’s tenor, all but a few passages under this and subordinate  rubrics were shaped by Burchard’s own adoption of the pride-humility theme and  rhetorically sophisticated rearrangement of available written sources: pp. 31-34. The  introductory portrait of Frederick is thus substantially Burchard’s own.  15) UC, pp. 44-45.  16) E.g. UC, p. 32: «Dissoluta itaque curia imperator paterna visione Lombardie loca  visitare cepit».  H UC p 38  18) UC, p. 30.  19) E.g. UC, p. 25: «... parvulis tamen ac mulieribus iussu imperatoris sine lesione13)

Here urchar inserts 191  S qualiıties, Ne  S virtues, and hıs eulogy 1s
taılored indıcate Barbarossa’s id1osyncratic traıts ın both thıs and the
followıing everal sentences The provost-historian’s avored theme of
prıde and humıilıty ere informs personal descrıiption. Frederick 1s
shown chare role ın chastenıing the proud, but those kıngly
qualities which Lothar had Jready exhıbıted 1kewıise CINCISC, Frederick
has milıtary PTIOWCSS, CHNCISVY in asserting the protective functions of
overnment and, iinally, zea] for C Sn studuılt potissımum
reformare» 14) The importance of hıs roya generalshıp 1s reemphasızed
in urchard abrupt conclusıon LO «Hystorıia Frideric1» :

Hec de bellıs imperatorIs plenıus deser1psisse sufficıat exemplı
gratia229  The Historical Work of Burchard of Ursberg  accounts of their careers reinforce the impression of a view of kingly  virtue created by his quotation from the order’s central hagiographical  monument. Burchard’s description of Frederick Barbarossa echoes the  ideas and the vocabulary of the Norbert Vita on Lothar:  Erat enim vir armis strennuus, acer animo, exercitatus ın bellis,  corpore robustus, in consiliis providus, in negotiis peragendis virilis,  affabilis mansuetiis, superbis resistens, ingenio subtilis, memoria  excellentissimus ... *!°).  Here Burchard inserts new qualities, new virtues, and his eulogy is  tailored to indicate Barbarossa’s idiosyncratic traits in both this and the  following several sentences. The provost-historian’s favored theme of  pride and humility here informs a personal description. Frederick is  shown to share God’s role in chastening the proud, but those kingly  qualities which Lothar had already exhibited likewise emerge; Frederick  has military prowess, energy in asserting the protective functions of  government and, finally, zeal for peace: «... studuit pacem potissimum  reformare» !*). The importance of his royal generalship is reemphasized  in Burchard’s abrupt conclusion to «Hystoria Friderici»:  Hec de bellis imperatoris plenius descripsisse sufficiat exempli  gratia ... ut pateat, quam virilem et animosum se exhibuerit in aliis  bellis que in annotationibus annorum sive ex descriptionibus sive  relationibus, prout potuimus invenire, breviter explicabimus ! °).  Other royal characteristics have meanwhile been lauded by implication in  the course of Burchard’s Frederick-biography. The emperor’s paternal  relationship to his subject territories is emphasized!®). Closely related is  Frederick’s praiseworthy and, as the text stresses, specifically royal  quality of kindness: «... de regia benignitate ...»!’). Mercy is likewise  royal: «Ideoque more regio subditis factus est mitis»!®); Barbarossa  shows it often*?).  B) UC_ pp 22-23  14) UC, p. 23. «Burchard IIT» has shown that, while some of «Hystoria Friderici» is  derived from John of Cremona’s lost Lombard history and much of it may show the  influence of the earlier work’s tenor, all but a few passages under this and subordinate  rubrics were shaped by Burchard’s own adoption of the pride-humility theme and  rhetorically sophisticated rearrangement of available written sources: pp. 31-34. The  introductory portrait of Frederick is thus substantially Burchard’s own.  15) UC, pp. 44-45.  16) E.g. UC, p. 32: «Dissoluta itaque curia imperator paterna visione Lombardie loca  visitare cepit».  H UC p 38  18) UC, p. 30.  19) E.g. UC, p. 25: «... parvulis tamen ac mulieribus iussu imperatoris sine lesioneut pateat, qUahl virılem e1 anımosum exhıbueriıt in alıs
bellıs qUC In annotatıonıbus ALLNOTIUM Ss1ve description1ıbus Ss1ve
relatıonıbus, potulmus invenıire, brevıter explicabimus * >).

er roya characterıst1ics have meanwhıle een lauded by implıcatıon ın
the COUISC of urchard Frederick-biography. The emperor’'s paternal
relatıonship hıs subject territories 15 emphasized *°). Closely elated 1S
Frederick’s praisewo  Y and, a4ASs the text S  SSECS, specıfically roya
qualıity of kındness: < de regla benigniıtate 5 EIeYV 15 lıkewise
roya «Ideoque INOIC reg10 subdiıtis factus est mitis» *°); Barbarossa
shows it often 19)

13) DDa Z
14) U 9 E «Burchard » has shown that, 11e SOINC of «Hystori1a Friıderic1» 15

derıved irom John of Cremona’s ost Lombard hıstory and much of it INAYy sShow the
influence of the earlıer work  S eNOT, all but {ew under thıs and subordinate
rubrics WEIC shaped by urchard’s OW adoption of the pride-humiulıty eme and
rhetorically sophisticated rearrangement of avaılable written SOUTCCS 31-34 The
introductory portrait of Frederick 15 thus substantıally Burchard’s OW!

15) Ec, 44-45
16) E.g «Dissoluta ıtaque curı1a ıimperator paterna Visione Lombardıe loca

visıtare cepit»
l7) UC, 28
l8) Ü,
19) E.g DE ( parvulıs amen mulıeribus 1USSU imperatorIs sıne esione
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kıng CMPCIOT May, accordıng the Premonstratensian
historian, eXpeC g00d behavıior from h1s subjects; the duty 16 they
OW! hım 1S part of urchard’s ViIS1ION of kıngshıip. In that responsI1-
bılıty 1n fIrequent negatıve description. hıs coronatıion. fOr instance,
Frederick 1s plagued Dy the seditio of Roman cıtizens 20) As he
for hIis second talıan expedition, all the other OmMDards au hıs
Cremonese allıes and what urchar 5SdYy>S 1s insult the
CMPCIOT hımself < GL, quod deter1ius est, In 1psum imperatorem
ndıgna relatu proferebant verba».). When Henry VI 1e6Ss urchar‘!
denounces talıan rebellıon agaınst hIs (GJerman officers remaılınıng south
of the Alps dAS, agaıln, seditio“*). He crıticızes the OMDards for ehavıng
inhoneste toward Frederick hıs return orth from ıimper1al COTONA-

10n - ). Hıs moOst emphatıc description of treasonable actıon Dy ubject
agaınst the CINPCIOT 1S, however, h1s AaCCOUNT of the Chlıavenna incıdent.
Barbarossa’s breach wıth hıs Welf Cousın HenrYy the 107n

As Munz has stressed, the Chlavenna aCCOunNntT ın UC, dramatıcally
antı-Well, «implıes quıte clearly that the ultıiımate CIU. of the matter Wdas

the rıvalry for the CIOWI1 > 2 urchar carefully makes mentı1on of Man y
and factors of circumstance and personalıty ıIn unfoldıng the

SLOTY ; a  oug CVcn the central detaıl of meeting al Chiavenna OT Lake
Como MaYy ave een apocryphal, ıt had een generally accepte before
the end of the welfth Century and urcnar: probably had TICAason

believe it Hıs presentation of further detaiıls 1S ess interesting
for hıs polıtıcal pomt of VICW because they MaYy also be invented. The
hıstorı1an half-heartedly sıdestep responsı1bılıty for
OE ut referunt homines hıs condemnatıon of HenrTy, whom he
5Sdy>S acted perfide, 1s inging

In hac obsıdıone 1E of Alessandrıa] imperator NON profecıt, Na
dux Heıinricus de Saxonla, SUUS, perfide ab recessit, sumpta
OCccaslıone de excommunticatione ei forte accepla pecunla. Quem ut

lıberatıs»; ( tam VITIS qU amı mulhıer1ibus, TO miısertus S51 38 <

imperator mıiıtıs effectus, utpote VITr timens Deum, misericordıter permisıt DD

20) S A
21) E
22) B «Ortaque est sedıit10 In partıbus ıllıs, max1ıme contra Teutonicos, qu1 {unc

1ın partıbus Italıe demorabantur».
23) 114 C4 Bononiensibus quıbusdam alııs cıvıtatıbus ınhoneste tTractia-

»
24) Munz, « Frederic Barbarossa and Henry the Liıon ın 1176», Historical Studies,

Australıia and New Zealand (1965),
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referunt homines, eCuTLtus est imperator e ad ıpsum venlens
lacum Cumanum CUu humiıilıtate postulavıt, ut 1918)  e
desereret, ıta ut videretur PTIO talı petitione ad pedes e1lus ve
demittere, quod dux discrete recusavıt. Quidam 1DSIUS
ducıs officlalıs, Iordanus nomiıne, superbe dixisse : ‘Sınıte,
domine, ut COTONAa imperI1alıs venlat vobıs ad pedes, qula veniet eit
ad

Frederıck, whose benignitas and misericordia urcnar: has already
praised, NO reveals hıs humilitas: Henry, 1ıke the Milanese suppressed
by Barbarossa, 1S prou But urcnar:': establıshes INOTIC than moral
background for the Chıavenna dıspute. He 5SdyS that Henry Justified hıs
actıon Dy usıng Frederick’s excommunıtıcatıon A CXCUSC, though he
had perhaps also een bribed; In the COoNntexXLl, there 1S lıttle ou that
urchar! suggest that the 1C INaYy have encouraged
the duke Was papa talıan 26) enry's offense, CVCNMN than
hıs efusal ANSWET the emperor’'s miılıtary need, Was that he al
least hıs henchman hıs behalf coveted Frederick’s posıtıon. The
imperı1al 15 made the object of Jordanus’ aAIiIiCasm and desıre.

As the hıstori1an NO clearly explaıns, Henry Wds prosecuted and
trıpped of R pOSSESSIONS specıfically for thıs crime agaınst the kıng
majJesty

JTandem venlens 1E Frederıick] in Alamannıam prefatum ducem de
tradıtıione et crimıne lese malestatıs impetivıt. Dux sıquıdem 1ıpsum
prevenıens In Suevıa fecerat conspiratiıonem contra imperatoremThe Historical Work of Burchard of Ursberg  231  referunt homines, secutus est imperator et ad ipsum veniens super  lacuım Cumanum cum magna humilitate postulavit, ut se non  desereret, ita ut videretur pro tali petitione ad pedes eius se velle  demittere, quod dux discrete recusavit. Quidam autem ipsius  ducis officialis, Iordanus nomine, narratur superbe dixisse: ‘Sinite,  domine, ut corona imperialis veniat vobis ad pedes, quia veniet et  ad caput?>).  Frederick, whose benignitas and misericordia Burchard has already  praised, now reveals his humilitas; Henry, like the Milanese suppressed  by Barbarossa, is proud. But Burchard establishes more than a moral  background for the Chiavenna dispute. He says that Henry justified his  action by using Frederick’s excommunication as an excuse, though he  had perhaps also been bribed; in the UC context, there is little doubt that  Burchard meant to suggest that the money which may have encouraged  the duke was papal or Italian*?°). Henry’s worst offense, worse even than  his refusal to answer the emperor’s military need, was that he — or at  least his henchman on his behalf — coveted Frederick’s position. The  imperial crown is made the object of Jordanus’ sarcasm and desire.  As the historian now clearly explains, Henry was prosecuted and  stripped of his possessions specifically for this crime against the king’s  majesty :  Tandem veniens [i.e. Frederick] in Alamanniam prefatum ducem de  traditione et crimine lese maiestatis impetivit. Dux siquidem ipsum  preveniens in Suevia fecerat conspirationem contra imperatorem ...  Ast imperator ipsum ducem frequenter evocat ad curiam ad obiecta  responsurum. Ubi quidam principes et barones, fautores ducis,  more Teutonicorum sine lege et ratione voluntatem suam pro  jure statuentes, contra imperatorem hoc ius tenere volebant, ut  imperator ducem condempnare non posset vel terras suas abiudi-  care, nisi infra terras ducis placitum statueret?”).  Burchard thus widens the problem of Henry the Lion’s contumacy; it  becomes both a cause and a manifestation of widespread German  treason which in turn grows from endemic contempt for law, a defect of  the national character. Frederick finally triumphs through judicial  process. The theme which Burchard has emphasized in his description of  25FE ppr S3-54:  26) Cf. UC, p. 82: «Gaude, mater nostra Roma ...; p. 37: «... dataque est immensa  pecunia domino Adriano pape ...».  27) UC, pp. 54-55.Ast imperator 1ıpsum ducem fIrequenter evocat ad curi1am ad obiecta
FESPONSUTUM. Ubı quıdam princıpes ei barones, fautores ducıs.
INOIC Teutonicorum sine lege et ratiıone voluntatem syuam DTIO
iure statuentes, CONTLra imperatorem hoc 1USs tenere volebant, ut
imperator ducem condempnare NON pOssetL vel terras Suas abıudi-
CaIcl, nIs1ı infra terras ducıs placıtum statueret“ ’).

urchar: thus wıdens the problem of Henry the Lion’s CONLUMACY ; ıt
becomes both and manıfestation of widespread German
rTreason IC ın turn W from endemic for Jaw. defect of
the natıonal character. Frederick finally trıumphs hrough udIicı1a.
PTOCCSS. The theme Curchar': has emphasızed in hıs descriıption of

25) 53-54
25) ( D: «Gaude, mater nostira Roma PE KT dataque est immensa

pecun1a domıno Adrıano PapcC »
27) C: 54255
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enry’'s fall 15 central hıs polıtical hought He the energetIic
of VIrtuUOUS kıng protect hrough the exerclise of egal

authorıty inhering 1ın hıs office : that 15 jeopardızed continually Dy
excessively ambıti1ous DapaCY and unruly German people.

The challenges 4C by the first Frederick’s SUCCESSOIS WEIC fOor
urchar‘! not remote and hıs formalızatıon ECNVECH fictionalızatıon
of theır act1ons and charaecteristics Was NOTL ASs Oroug d ın arba-
rossa’’s CASt. Nevertheless roya es continues CMCTZC hrough the
intensiıfyıng polemic of record of INOIC recent re1gns. When,
urchand aCCOUunNLT, enrYy VI 1€e6Ss and 15 burıed magnifice
Palermo, the author attrıbutes the CIMPCI OT the intellıgence and the
fierceness 1C he praised ın Barbarossa, though NOL hıs father’s moral
virtue physıca strength:

Trat imperator Haiıinricus prudens ingen10, facundus eloqu10,
facıe satıs decora, plus macılenta, tatura mediocrIs, COTDOIC
tenuls eft debilis, ACCI anımo deoque Inım1c1s SU1Ss erat pavendus et
terr1bilis282  C.L. Neel  Henry’s fall is central to his political thought. He portrays the energetic  effort of a virtuous king to protect peace through the exercise of legal  authority inhering in his office; that peace is jeopardized continually by  an excessively ambitious papacy and an unruly German people.  The challenges faced by the first Frederick’s successors were for  Burchard not so remote and his formalization — even fictionalization —  of their actions and characteristics was not as thorough as in Barba-  rossa’s case. Nevertheless a royal ideal continues to emerge through the  intensifying polemic of UC’s record of more recent reigns. When, in  Burchand’s account, Henry VI dies and is buried magnifice in  Palermo, the author attributes to the emperor the intelligence and the  fierceness which he praised in Barbarossa, though not his father’s moral  virtue or physical strength:  Erat autem imperator Hainricus prudens ingenio, facundus eloquio,  facie satis decora, plus tamen macilenta, statura mediocris, corpore  tenuis et debilis, acer animo ideoque inimicis suis erat pavendus et  terribilis ... ?°).  Philip, on the other hand, had Barbarossa’s gentleness and benignity  but not the energy of his father and brother:  ... constet ex predictis, quod potenter regnaturus fuisset sicut et alli  de parentela eiusdem, si non impedisset mors. Erat autem Philippus  animo lenis, mente mitis, eloquio affabilis, erga homines benignus,  largus satis et discretus, debilis quidem corpore, sed satis virilis, in  quantum confidere poterat de viribus suorum, facie venusta et  decora, capillo flavo, statura mediocri, magis tenui quam grossa  30)'  Philip’s beauty is not of special importance to Burchard; the Premonstra-  tensian historian is as yet untouched by the courtly ideal fostered by the  same king. Burchard rather apologizes for Philip’s fragility, insisting that  his strength was adequate. In UC’s presentation Philip of Swabia still  ruled viriliter, as had his Salian ancestor Henry V**) and Frederick I  himself.  The Welf Otto IV; as Burchard draws him, offers a strong contrast to  28) UC, p. 75.  29) UC, p. 78: «At ipse Philippus, ut erat mansuetus et benignus, cum audisset de  sententia excommunicationis, petivit humiliter ab eodem legato absolvi»; UC, p. 84: «...  puro corde, sicut erat benignissimus ...».  30) UC, p. 91.  31) UC, p. 7: «... hanc [ie. the royal position on investitures] viriliter tenuit et propter  hoc papam Paschalem captivavit».28)

Philıp, the other hand, had Barbarossa’s gentleness and benignity
but NOT the CNCIZVYV of hıs father and brother282  C.L. Neel  Henry’s fall is central to his political thought. He portrays the energetic  effort of a virtuous king to protect peace through the exercise of legal  authority inhering in his office; that peace is jeopardized continually by  an excessively ambitious papacy and an unruly German people.  The challenges faced by the first Frederick’s successors were for  Burchard not so remote and his formalization — even fictionalization —  of their actions and characteristics was not as thorough as in Barba-  rossa’s case. Nevertheless a royal ideal continues to emerge through the  intensifying polemic of UC’s record of more recent reigns. When, in  Burchand’s account, Henry VI dies and is buried magnifice in  Palermo, the author attributes to the emperor the intelligence and the  fierceness which he praised in Barbarossa, though not his father’s moral  virtue or physical strength:  Erat autem imperator Hainricus prudens ingenio, facundus eloquio,  facie satis decora, plus tamen macilenta, statura mediocris, corpore  tenuis et debilis, acer animo ideoque inimicis suis erat pavendus et  terribilis ... ?°).  Philip, on the other hand, had Barbarossa’s gentleness and benignity  but not the energy of his father and brother:  ... constet ex predictis, quod potenter regnaturus fuisset sicut et alli  de parentela eiusdem, si non impedisset mors. Erat autem Philippus  animo lenis, mente mitis, eloquio affabilis, erga homines benignus,  largus satis et discretus, debilis quidem corpore, sed satis virilis, in  quantum confidere poterat de viribus suorum, facie venusta et  decora, capillo flavo, statura mediocri, magis tenui quam grossa  30)'  Philip’s beauty is not of special importance to Burchard; the Premonstra-  tensian historian is as yet untouched by the courtly ideal fostered by the  same king. Burchard rather apologizes for Philip’s fragility, insisting that  his strength was adequate. In UC’s presentation Philip of Swabia still  ruled viriliter, as had his Salian ancestor Henry V**) and Frederick I  himself.  The Welf Otto IV; as Burchard draws him, offers a strong contrast to  28) UC, p. 75.  29) UC, p. 78: «At ipse Philippus, ut erat mansuetus et benignus, cum audisset de  sententia excommunicationis, petivit humiliter ab eodem legato absolvi»; UC, p. 84: «...  puro corde, sicut erat benignissimus ...».  30) UC, p. 91.  31) UC, p. 7: «... hanc [ie. the royal position on investitures] viriliter tenuit et propter  hoc papam Paschalem captivavit».constet predictis, quod pO regnaturus fulsset sicut el alıı

de parentela eiusdem, S1 NOoN impedisset IMNOIS Trat Phılıppus
anımo len1s, mıt1s, eloquı10 affabılıs, CISa homiınes ben1ignus,
Jargus satıs el discretus, debilıs quıdem COTDOTC, sed satıs virılıs, in
quantum confidere poterat de virıbus SUOTUNM, facıe venusta el
decora, capıllo flavo, tatura mediocrTI1, magıs tenul QUaM SIOSSd 30)

ılıp’s beauty 15 not of specıal importance urchar' the Premonstra-
ensilan histori1an 1s yel untouched Dy the courtly eg fostered by the
Samnec kıng urcnar:' rather apologizes for ılıp's fragılıty, insısting that
hıs strength W as adequate. In presentation Phılıp of Swabıla ST1
rule: viriliter. dS had h1Is Salıan ances enry V31) and Frederick
hımself.

The Welf Otto F  D urcnar'! draws hım, offers strong

28) U 7
29) U: 78R <At 1pse Philıppus, erat mansuetus ei ben1gnus, CU audısset de

sententla excommunicat1on1s, petivıt humlıilıter ab eodem legato absolv1i» ; U 9 z

PUTIO corde, siıcut erat ben1ign1ssımus »
30) 91
31)282  C.L. Neel  Henry’s fall is central to his political thought. He portrays the energetic  effort of a virtuous king to protect peace through the exercise of legal  authority inhering in his office; that peace is jeopardized continually by  an excessively ambitious papacy and an unruly German people.  The challenges faced by the first Frederick’s successors were for  Burchard not so remote and his formalization — even fictionalization —  of their actions and characteristics was not as thorough as in Barba-  rossa’s case. Nevertheless a royal ideal continues to emerge through the  intensifying polemic of UC’s record of more recent reigns. When, in  Burchand’s account, Henry VI dies and is buried magnifice in  Palermo, the author attributes to the emperor the intelligence and the  fierceness which he praised in Barbarossa, though not his father’s moral  virtue or physical strength:  Erat autem imperator Hainricus prudens ingenio, facundus eloquio,  facie satis decora, plus tamen macilenta, statura mediocris, corpore  tenuis et debilis, acer animo ideoque inimicis suis erat pavendus et  terribilis ... ?°).  Philip, on the other hand, had Barbarossa’s gentleness and benignity  but not the energy of his father and brother:  ... constet ex predictis, quod potenter regnaturus fuisset sicut et alli  de parentela eiusdem, si non impedisset mors. Erat autem Philippus  animo lenis, mente mitis, eloquio affabilis, erga homines benignus,  largus satis et discretus, debilis quidem corpore, sed satis virilis, in  quantum confidere poterat de viribus suorum, facie venusta et  decora, capillo flavo, statura mediocri, magis tenui quam grossa  30)'  Philip’s beauty is not of special importance to Burchard; the Premonstra-  tensian historian is as yet untouched by the courtly ideal fostered by the  same king. Burchard rather apologizes for Philip’s fragility, insisting that  his strength was adequate. In UC’s presentation Philip of Swabia still  ruled viriliter, as had his Salian ancestor Henry V**) and Frederick I  himself.  The Welf Otto IV; as Burchard draws him, offers a strong contrast to  28) UC, p. 75.  29) UC, p. 78: «At ipse Philippus, ut erat mansuetus et benignus, cum audisset de  sententia excommunicationis, petivit humiliter ab eodem legato absolvi»; UC, p. 84: «...  puro corde, sicut erat benignissimus ...».  30) UC, p. 91.  31) UC, p. 7: «... hanc [ie. the royal position on investitures] viriliter tenuit et propter  hoc papam Paschalem captivavit».anc 11.e the roya posıtıon investitures| virılıter tenult propter

hoc Paschalem captıvavıt».
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the composıte of kıngly virtues suggested Dy hıs taufer portraılts.
Whereas they had een 1ıke the Saxon CIMPCIOT Lothar intellıgen and
but for Henry humble, Otto 1s «superbus ei stultus» **). The
pride fınally brings about hıs downfall *°). It 1S much Otto’s salıent
feature that the rest of hıs personalıty 1s obscured. Agaımst hıs sıngle
g defect, the strength, 9 DOMD, and cCompetence in battle and
in councıl 1C make the roya. virılitas exemplıfied Dy the onen-
staufen ATC the IMNOIC clearly marked aSspects of urchard ıngshıp
ea

Frederick II’s personal charaecteristics and urchard cCommenta:
hıs imper1al EOTY ATC best consıdered In the context of UC’s specıfic
PUIDOSC polemical hıstory The relatıonshıps he deseribes
secular monarchs do, however, ıllumıne the Premonstratenslian’s under-
standıng of the duties and prerogatıves of such office urchnar: AaIgUCS
for the complete ındependence of Byzantıne from Roman authorıty.
ıle the CGerman CMPCIOT hıs deputy MaYy hımself create SOMC

estern 1ngs, ıke the kıng of Bohemia ?*) Constantinople should
be free from interference. On the Latın attack of the Ciıty in 204
and the ensumng of relıscs, urchar‘ 15 scathıng: «An furtıve sınt,
iudicet quı egit; videlıicet dominus DapDa talem rapınam in populo
christiano factam potuerıt lustificare » ) More extraordınary than
h1s affırmatıon of the W of western Christian rulers outside of papa.

mperl1al authorıty 1Ss hıs sympathy Saracen leadershıp and
Saracens in eneral. 111e hıs acCcCcount of the siıege of Damietta 1s
strongly moralizıng and the Moslems ATC often revealed ASs morally
super10r the Christian forces 36) urchar: o€es nNOT hesıtate remark
favorably Frederick II’s upport M Sıcılıan Saracens > ’). And
Al-Kamıl 1S explicıtly credıted wıth virtues 1ıke Christian emperor'’s:
«Soldanus Lamquam pIUS ei bonus» 38) For urchard, aladın s nephew

32) C
33) «Burchar: IV» has cshown hOow urchard rhetorical manıpulatıon of that charac-

teristic 1S compatıble ıth the pride-humuilıty eme which informs all of independent
sections 243-248

34-) C: «Eodem et1am tempore ducem Boemorum reg10 decoravıt nomiıne
dignıtate, regıum sıbı conferens dıiadema» ; « Iunc ede mandato imperatorI1s 16
enry regıum dıadema Imposult RO Phılıp] reg1 Boemorum Otakero»

35) RAENN
36) U: 116428
3'I) 126 «Multı NamMyucC {A}  =] de ultramontanıs quam de partıbus illıs christianı

Sarracen1 coadunatı SuUunt ad imperatorem E

38) 120



234 eel

Wds better kıng than h1ıs papally sanctioned and Chrıistian cContem-

OIarLY, Otto of Brunswick.

GOood and bad

The Ings whom urchar:': descrıbes AIC, wıth few eXcepti1ons, DOTI-
trayed A 200d, TI hıs aAIC destructive and self-serving. An
outlıne of the hıstorlan’’s standards for the spırıtual leadershıp of
Christendom ASs fOor ıts temporal leadershıp INaYy nevertheless be
deduced The behavıor of often wıth subjectiıve jJudgment in
the texti indırectly when the opposıing act1ons of 1Ings
dIC pralised, ırectly when that behavlor 1S exposed As reaction
stimulus for roya act1ons. When. for instance, urchnar: asserts that
Henry resistance eccles1astıical investiture Wds made virılıter
he implıes that Gregory VII and hıs SUCCESSOTIS overstepped theır
prerogatıves in asserting it

The reign of Frederick provıdes the Ursberg hıistorian wıth especılally
rich materı1a]l for the description of the DPaDaCY The first OCCasıon for
antı-papal invective 1S the excommunıiıcatıon of Barbarossa by Hadrıan

Though he attrıbutes the bıtterness of hıs explanatıon hıs SOUTICC,
John of Cremona, urchar clearly belıeves the of aCCusat1ons
16 he relays: that ın 159 d the Staufer lay siege Crema
CONSpIraCy conluratio, an urcnar:': thıs iın the ıteral
of oath-swearıng In violatıon of oaths of oyalty the crowned CMPCIOI

of the Sıcılıan kıng Wıllıam, the talıan S, and cardınals
Was orme that Hadrıan Wäds further bribed tO excommuniticate the
emperor  40)_ He subsequently adds the lısts of the conspırators’
objectiıves that, upDON Hadrıan’s ea the antı-ımper1al cardınals cshould
elect dASs DODC another of theır own**). urcnar: takes macabre delıght in

ASs he labels ıt the dıvine punıshment of Hadrıan; the DOPC 1eSs
hokıng ily42)

39) U:
40) SE 40=37;
41) As Sımson points OutL, Hadrıan actually excommuniıicated

Frederıick, though he W as contemplating it when he dıed e The entral imperl1al
argumen agaınst Alexander 111 Was subsequently hat he W as lected by Negal antı-
imperI1al Conspiracy, Just Burchard alleged C. MG egum Sect10 Constitutiones
ei cta Publıca Imperatorum n E 263-265; Carlyle, 1 3T

42)
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Wıth the 191  S schısm after Hadrıan’s ea the immediate UCCCSS of
Vıctor imperl1ally supported 1S, accordıng Burchard, equalliy
the Just punıshment of theır opponents, whom he continues call
conspırators ın order emphasıze the antı-ımper1al motivatıon for theır
alliance  43). In relatıng the outbreak of Barbarossa’s conflıct wıth Rome
and ıts continuation in schism irom 1159 the historlan’’s focus steadıly
remaıns curlal and papa. oree He depicts an 111{ d mot1ivated
solely by hatred for Frederıick:;: hıs pontificate 15 1ke Hadrıan lopped
off untimely by dıvine Justice :The Historical Work of Burchard of Ursberg  235  With the new schism after Hadrian’s death, the immediate success of  Victor IV’s imperially supported party is, according to Burchard, equally  the just punishment of their opponents, whom he continues to call  conspirators in order to emphasize the anti-imperial motivation for their  alliance*?). In relating the outbreak of Barbarossa’s conflict with Rome  and its continuation in schism from 1159, the historian’s focus steadily  remains on curial and papal greed. He depicts Urban III as motivated  solely by hatred for Frederick; his pontificate is like Hadrian IV’s lopped  off untimely by divine justice:  ... dictusque est Urbanus III, quem multi Turbanum vocaverunt, co  quod, cum esset Mediolanensis natione, in odium imperatoris  volebat turbare ecclesiam, que iam paulisper quietem acceperat, sed  nutu Dei percussus interilt ..  :  On papal activities during the reign of Henry VI, Burchard is silent,  but Innocent 1IT’s opposition to Philip of Swabia offers a further outlet  for the historian’s condemnation of the Roman see’s manipulation of  imperial affairs. Again, Burchard assesses hostility to the Hohenstaufen  as the pope’s sole motivation:  Innocentius siquidem papa III. tunc de novo in sede apostolica  sublimatus omni studio cepit adversari eidem, hoc agens, ut ipsum  impediret, ne ad sublimitatem culminis imperialis posset ascendere,  improperans ei, que frater suus et parentes crudeliter peregerant,  que tamen multa nequitia hominum impulsi creduntur peregisse  45)_  The historian argues on Scriptural grounds that Innocent was wrong to  blame Philip for his family’s excesses. He continues by ridiculing  Innocent’s correspondence against the Swabian king: «  contra  Philippum multa absurda et quedam falsa describuntur ...», «... frivolis  insistere obiectionibus». Burchard finally says baldly that Innocent’s real  reason for excommunicating Philip was to remove him from the contest  43) UC, p. 41.  44) UC, p. 59. As P. Munz (Frederick Barbarossa: A Study in Medieyal Politics (Ithaca,  1969), pp. 289-290) has emphasized, following A. Hauck (Kirchengeschichte Deutschlands,  IV (Leipzig, 1913), 258, n. 3), German Premonstratensians generally sided with Victor and  the imperial party at the beginning of the schism, while the Cistercians sided with  Alexander and were prosecuted for their allegiance by the emperor’s agents. The German  church was, on the whole, split.  45) .. 77. The anti-ecclesiastical attitude of his father and, more especially, the physical  brutalities of his brother Henry were only a few among Innocent’s arsenal of arguments  against Philip: PL 216, cols. 1036-1045.dictusque est Urbanus IL, QUCHN multı Turbanum VOoCcaverun(t,

quod, CUu Mediolanensıs natıone, ın odıum imperatorI1s
olebat turbare eccles1am, quC 1lam paulısper quietem acceperal, sed
utu De1l DCICUSSUS interit 44)

On papa actıvıtlies durıng the reign of Henry VI, urchar 15 sılent,
but Innocent opposıtion Phılıp of Swabıa offers urther outlet
fOr the historlan’s condemnatıon of the Roman see’s manıpulatıon of
imperı1al ffaırs galn, urchar hostilıty the Hohenstaufen

the pope’s sole mot1ivatıiıon:

Innocentius s1iquıdem DapDad 111 iunc de LNOVO In sede apostolıca
sublımatus Oomn1ı stud10 cepit adversarı eiıdem, hoc ut 1psum
impediret, ad sublimıtatem culmiınıs imperlalıs possel ascendere,
improperans el. QUC frater SUUuS et pa  n crudelıter peregerant,
quC multa nequltıa hominum impulsı creduntur peregisse45)

The historian AaIgUuCS Scriptural rounds that Innocent Was

ame Phılıp for hıs amıly’s He continues Dy rıdiculing
Innocent’s correspondence agaınst the Swabılan kıng < cContra

Phiılıppum multa bsurda el quedam alsa describuntur )’ < frivolıs
insistere obiectionıbus». urcnar finally Say>S baldly that Innocent’s real
[CasSsONMN for excommunicatıng Phılıp Was LILEINOVC hım from the contest

43)
44) Ul As Munz (Frederick Barbarossa: Study IN Medieval Politics (Ithaca,

289-290) has emphasızed, followıng aucC (Kirchengeschichte Deutschlands,
€e1PZIg, 256 3), (Jerman Premonstratensians generally sıded ıth Vıctor and

the ımperı1a]l al the beginning of the schısm, whıle the Cistercians sıded ıth
Alexander and WEIC prosecuted for theır allegıance Dy the emperor’'s agents. The CGerman
church Wäds, the whole, splıt

45) The antı-ecclesiastıical attıtude of hıs father and, INOIC especılally, the physıcal
brutalıties of hıs brother Henry WeTIC only few Innocent’s arsenal of arguments
agaınst Phılıp: 216, ols 6<
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for empire : < quatinus 1psum impediret, sententiam obıicıens el
excommunication1s» *°). The Ursberg author’s 1na SUMIMAaTYy of the
pope’s intentions toward Barbarossa’s SOM Innocent d rebel
agaınst divine order, IN of the German church, and opponen
of legıtımate secular authority:

Audıvı et1am tempore, quod dıfficıle est relatu ei VIX
credendum, quı1a dixeriıit dem DPaDd, quon1am ablaturus SS|
1lıppo diıadema reg1um, aut 1pse s1ıb1l pPapc insıgne apostolicum.
Ceterum, quamVISs NON sıt credendum, quod voluntatem SUaIIll
divıne voluntatı pretulerıt, COnstat qul1a Oomn1ı tempore
adversabatur eiıdem. Deus au alto prospiciens 1O  — permisıt,
ut DCI Alamannıam deperıret cultus dıvını officı el eccle-
s1astıce dıgnitatıs236  C.L. Neel  for empire: «  quatinus ipsum impediret, sententiam obiciens ei  excommunicationis»*°). The Ursberg author’s final summary of the  pope’s intentions toward Barbarossa’s son casts Innocent as a rebel  against divine order, an enemy of the German church, and an opponent  of legitimate secular authority:  Audivi etiam eo tempore, quod tamen difficile est relatu et vix  credendum, quia dixerit idem papa, quoniam ablaturus esset  Philippo diadema regium, aut ipse sibi pape insigne apostolicum.  Ceterum, quamvis non sit credendum, quod voluntatem suam  divine voluntati pretulerit, constat tamen, quia omni tempore  adversabatur eidem. Deus autem ex alto prospiciens non permisit,  ut per totam Alamanniam deperiret cultus divini officHi et eccle-  siastice dignitatis ... His interpositis de oppositione sedis apostolice,  ut regium genus deperiret ..  A  Burchard follows up his accusation that Innocent’s effect on Germany  was morally deleterious with an example. Conrad, archbishop of Mainz,  was helpless to act toward settlement of the civil war because of his  divided allegiance; he behaved callide*®). When Conrad died, Philip  hastened to Mainz to oversee the election of his successor. Here  Burchard’s attitude toward the Concordat of Worms and its subsequent  interpretation emerges cClearly ; Philip’s candidate, Leopold, was rejected  by a few papal creatures: «... qui accepta occasione de presentia regis  allegabant non posse liberam fieri electionem, potius, quia sciebant  papam contrarium esse regi ...». Innocent approved Siegfried, the choice  of the dissident electors. Burchard sees the incident as a perversion of  papal responsibility: «Super hac electione fecit non iudicium, sed  iniuriam»*°). Intention to injure the Hohenstaufen continues to be the  theme which the historian discerns in Innocent’s directives to his agents  north of the Alps>°°). Burchard comes close to outright condemnation of  the pope as the instigator of Crusader excesses, the Latin attack on  Zatra°!) and the theft of Byzantine relics°?. But his most virulent  ®) UVC. p I7  #7) UC, pp. 78-79.  48) UC, p. 84.  49) UC, p. 85.  5°) UC, p. 85: «... in iniuriam quoque Philippi deposuit [i.e. Guido, archbischop of  Reims] Adulfum episcopum ...».  51) UC, p. 86: «Attamen navigio contendunt in Greciam, quod multi asserebant de  consilio et auctoritate domini pape factum fuisse».  52) UC, p. 87-88: «An furtive sint, iudicet qui legit; an videlicet domnu papa talem  rapinam in populo christiano factam potuerit iustificare...».Hıs interposıt1s de opposıtione sedis apostolice,
ut regıium deperıret 47)

urcnar:'! ollows h1ıs accusatıon that Innocent’s effect Germany
Wäas morally deleter10us wıth example. Conrad, archbıshop of Maınz,
Was elpless act toward settlement of the cıvıl Wal because of hıs
divided alleg1ance ; he behaved callide*®),. When Conrad dıed, Phılıp
hastened Maınz OVCISCC the electı1ıon of hıs SUCCESSOT Here
urchard attıtude toward the Concordat of Worms and ıts subsequent
interpretation CMECTZCS clearly; Phılıp’s candıdate, Leopold, Was rejected
by few papa. creatures C quı accepta OCcasl1ıone de present1a reg1s
allegabant NON 1ıberam fler1 electiıonem, pot1us, quı1a sc1ebant

contrarıum CSSC reg]1 Innocent approve Sıegfried, the choice
of the dissıdent electors. urcnar:! SCCS the incıdent dsSs perversion of
papa responsı1bılıty «Super hac electione fecıt NO  a} ludıcıum, sed
inı1uriam»“”). Intention injJure the Hohenstaufen continues be the
theme 1C the historian discerns in Innocent’s directives hıs agents
orth of the Alps 50) urcnar: close tO outrıght condemnatıon of
the DODC dS the instigator of Crusader C the Latın attack
Zatra>!) and the of Byzantıne relics°*. But h1s moOost virulent

45)
47) U E} TT
48) DÜ
49) G,
50) RS < ın in1url1am JUOQUC ılıpp1 eposult [1.e Gu1do, archbischop of

Reims| Adulfum ep1scopum S

51) C «Attamen Nav1g10 contendunt in Greciam, quod mu asserebant de
consılıo auctoriıitate domin!ı Dpapc factum fulsse».

52) 8 /-88 «An urtive sint, udıicet quı egıit; A videlıcet domnu papad alem
rapınam in populo chrıstiano factam potuerit iustificare ... ».
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er1iticısm of Innocent 15 for the destructive impact of hıs WO  ıng
between Welf and Hohenstaufen ımperı1a]l C  S; the natural end

partısan strıfe ASs Otto’s Darty Wds educed W ds precluded, he claıms,
Dy Innocent’s Ne  S intervention >*).

Ihe only DODC for whom urcnar: has nothıng but praise had TIeE
and relatıvely inconsequentıal CAFest. Gregory VIUIL, ın callıng for the
Thırd Crusade and 1ın hıs general Improve lerical and popular
morals, fulfilled the responsıtbiılıities of hıs office, In the historl1an’s VIEW :

Hıc prımum ıtteras transmisıt In orbem DTIO lıberatione Jlerre
Sancte, multa de correctione INOTUMmM tam in clero qUamı ın
populo, utpote de superfluıtate vestium ei corels et alııs vanıtatıbus
vitandıs 54)

Gregory had confined hımself spırıtual ffaırs and ın thıs he seemed
the chronicler ave done ell On the other hand urchar: Wäas 9(8)1

entirely opposed O papa. intervention in atters of secular polıtics, al
least when that intervention took the form of Support for taufer
ascendancy. Thus he implıes that Innocent 11 Was fully Justified in hıs
eventual excommuniticatıon of (Otto He ırectly acknowledges

Frederick ITI’s debt {O Innocent for the AI GGess of hıs imper1a]
collaudatıon al Rome ın DE En consılıo ei interventu domnı
Innocentil DaDC N Finally, reflecting Innocent’s abandonment
of Otto, urchar: allows that the DODC m1g SCVcCnN ave een motivated

forgıve the Welf CIMNMPCI OI ıf the interests of eneral m1g ave
een preserved, self-effacıng and commendable attıtude :

Sane turbatıo fıeret iın eccles1i1s e1 populo christiano,
voluıt dominus papDa sustiınere INNC dampnum, quod s1b1 imperator
ın terrIis ecclesie Romane intulıisset aut inferret. Hanc formam
Composiıt1ion1s CUu recusasset imperator admıttere, domiıinus papa,
Lamquam VITr anımoOsus eit confiıdens in Domino, trıa ardua negotl1a
sımul explere dısposuıltThe Historical Work of Burchard of Ursberg  237  criticism of Innocent is for the destructive impact of his wobbling  between Welf and Hohenstaufen imperial contestants; the natural end  to partisan strife as Otto’s party was reduced was precluded, he claims,  by Innocent’s new intervention >°).  The only pope for whom Burchard has nothing but praise had a brief  and relatively inconsequential career. Gregory VIII, in calling for the  Third Crusade and in his general effort to improve clerical and popular  morals, fulfilled the responsibilities of his office, in the historian’s view:  Hic primum. litteras transmisit in orbem pro liberatione Terre  Sancte, multa statuens de correctione morum tam in clero quam in  populo, utpote de superfluitate vestium et coreis et aliis vanitatibus  vitandis °*).  Gregory had confined himself to spiritual affairs and in this he seemed to  the chronicler to have done well. On the other hand Burchard was not  entirely opposed to papal intervention in matters of secular politics, at  least when that intervention took the form of support for Staufer  ascendancy. Thus he implies that Innocent II was fully justified in his  eventual excommunication of Otto IV>°°). He directly acknowledges  young Frederick II’s debt to Innocent for the success of his imperial  collaudation at Rome in A.D. 1212: «... consilio et interventu domni  Innocentii pape ...»>°°). Finally, reflecting on Innocent’s abandonment  of Otto, Burchard allows that the pope might even have been motivated  to forgive the Welf emperor if the interests of general peace might have  been so preserved, a self-effacing and commendable attitude:  Sane ne tanta turbatio fieret in ecclesiis et populo christiano,  voluit dominus papa sustinere omne dampnum, quod sibi imperator  in terris ecclesie Romane intulisset aut inferret. Hanc formam  compositionis cum recusasset imperator admittere, dominus papa,  tamquam vir animosus et confidens in Domino, tria ardua negotia  simul explere disposuit ... >”).  53) UC, p. 88: «Iam principes diuturnis bellis fatigati decreverunt ad concordiam  rebelles inter se reges revocare. Sane quia iam maximum impedimentum huius rei fuit  dominus papa ...»  54) UC, pp. 64-65.  55) UC, pp. 98-99: «Cumque super his ad resipiscendum frequenter admonitus a papa  fuisset, tandem contumax et rebellis existens ab eo fuit excommunicatus et ubique  denuntiatus».  56) UC, p. 99.  57) UC, pp. 100-101. Carlyle credits Burchard’s assertion that Innocent continued to  consider the possibility that Otto might reform: V, 228.57)

53) MS A «lam princıpes diuturnis bellıs fatigatı decreverunt ad concordiam
rebelles inter ane qula 1am axımum impedimentum hu1lus rel fuıt
dominus papa »

54) LG 64-65
55) 908-99 «Cumque hıs ad resıpıscendum frequenter admonıtus papa

ulsset, tandem contumax rebellıs existens ab fuınt excommunticatus el ubıque
denuntılatus»

56)
57) 100-101 Carlyle redıts Burchard’s assertion that Innocent continued

consıder the possı1bılıty that tto m1g reform: V, 228
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111e the historian’s generally hostıle attıtude toward the DaPDaCYy and
NaITOoOW delimıtatıon of ıts role in the government of the Latın West, first
expressed ın hıs introductory questioning of papa POWCTIS of deposıtion,
AIC thus further Xposed 1ın hıs narratıve of papal-ımperı1al conflıct firom
the ast alıans the return of Frederick 11 Germany, hıs pomt of
VIEW 18 NnOoTL revealed dASs inflexiıble Rather urchard, always Wd of the
pope’s medädlıng in imperl1al busıness; responds instances of inter-
ference indıvıidualliy and varıously. The governing consıderation in hıs
Varlıous react1ons 1S the imper1al INOTIC specıfically the taufer g00d
So Innocent 111 15 ıllaın perpetuate conflıct iın Germany Dy aldıng
ÖOtto when Phiılıp of Swabıia 1S the point of Victory OVeCT hıs rıval, but
behaves properly In almost single-handedly railsıng Philıp's nephew A

Ne  S rıval Otto Despıite the partısan coloratıon of urchard
aCCOUNLT, MO for papa leadershıp thus CMCITSCS. S1mOny, brıbery,
lıtigatiıon for profit’s sake, and agıtatıon WarTr agaınst and M
secular princes AIC repugnant urchar not only because they AdIC

deleteri10us tOo imperı1al authorıty, but because they ATIC antıthetical the
essentlally moral and spırıtual role 16 he implies that the DOPC cshould
fill TIo thıs GX{TENL: then, the Ursberg chronicler’s er1iticısm of earlıer and
contemporary 1s constructive: it points hıgh standard of moral
and spirıtual prestige for the office Dy stressing the degree which
indıvıiduals faıl achleve such standard >°®).

TIHE XERCISE EMPIRE

The Lombard campa1gns and negotlations of Frederick Barbarossa
OCCUDY much of narratıve. Henry VI'’'s {forts LO SCS hıs wıfe’s
Sıcılıan kıngdom are 1kewIise the ubject of substantıal attention.
urcnar' sShows lıvely interest in the several rusadıng adventures of
Hohenstaufen ıngs and theır subordinates; for these he DOrrows
synthesızes etaıle' aCCO Germany nevertheless remaıns fOr hım the
SOUICC of imper1al streng and the maJor 1e of roya actıvıty. He
consistently depıicts Germany’'s and welfare dsSs prerequıisıte
imper1al involvement south of the Alps; qualliy consıstently he perce1ves
CGerman securıty threatened. urchard assessment of the problems
of Germany 1S, however, un1ique Contemporary analyses. Hıs
sensitivıty and crıtical perspective the polıtics of the kıngdom and

58) CT urchard antı-papalısm Abel, «Die Ursperger Chronıik», Archiv der
Gesellschaft für ältere deutsche Geschichtskunde (1858), 06-1
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of h1s natıve Swabıla inform h1is understandıng of CGerman monarchy, the
imperı1al office. an the relatıonshıp of the Roman church both

The problems of Germany
castıgatıon of CGerman soc1al and polıtıcal behavıor 1s bıtter

that chumacher., wrıting In the eighteenth centurYy, concluded that
it Was probably wrıtten Dy Itahan?): Subsequently, it has become
clear that urchar borrowed SOINC of the text’s  z INOTEC vitriolic COM
from Crusader SOUICC, Hiıstor1a DEeViISES). He copıles that work’s

59) chumacher, Beytrage FEn deutschen Reichshistorie (Eısenach,
50) ome distincetion 1S, of COUTISC, plausıble between Burchard’s and hıs wrıtten SOUTCES’

respect1ive attıtudes toward the (jJerman kıngdom. As Lindner suggested, for instance,
John of Cremona’s contrıbution the Ursberg texXT m1g be LNOIC exactiy defined Dy
cComparıson of uUSagcSs of for ermans Teutonicl, Alamannı ıth such uUsagc>S ın
er sect10ons of Burchard’s hıstOry:: «Zum Chronicon Urspergense», Neues Archiv der
Gesellschaft für ältere deutsche Geschichtskunde (1891), 115-134 oug. Lindner
suspected that John talıan miıght have sed Teutonicı indıscrımınately INCAall 200
Germans, whıle Burchard Swabıan m1g ave preferred Alamannı, Dr10T artıcle in
thıs ser1es has shown that John’s work Was probably LOO lıttle sed tOO generally
obscured Dy urchard edıting for such distiınetion retaın s1ign1f1cCance:: «Burchard
» m

Vigener’s exhaustıve study of the [WO terms’ medieval appCarances has tended
mıinımıze the dıstinction; he note: Burchard hımself sometımes SCS Teutonicı where

foreign SOUICEC 1S suspected: Bezeichnungen für olk UNı Land der Deutschen VOm

DLS ZU, Jahrhundert (Heıdelberg, 1901, rptl Vıgener note: that urchnar:!
moOost frequently sed Alamannıa INCAanN Germany ole, Alamannı for all ermans:

116: 187 OuUg; Teutonicı and Alamannı WEIC f{requently sed interchangeably by
talıans who dıd nOot apprecıate dıfferences the (German Stämme , the former
appeare non-specıifically ıth increasıng frequenCcy CVECN ın Germany after the Investitures
Contest, though Alamannı retaıned 0Ca ıIn Lorraıiıne and the Rhineland:

BA NN
sage of Teutonicı and Alamannı Dy medieval authors has attracted interest because

tto of Freising discoursed the distinction, sayıng hat Alamanniareeferred only
southwestern Germany (Jesta Friderici SECU FectiIus CrONICA, ed | E Schmale, Tans

Schmuidt, (Berlın, 1.8 «A predicto et1am Lemanno fluv1o0 tota 1la
provincla Alemannıa VOCatur uare quıdam Teutonıcam terram Alemannıam
dıctam putant Teuton1icos Alemannos VOCAaTEC solent; C ]la tantum provincıa,
ıd est Suevı1a, Lemanno fluvıio VOCetiur Alemannıa populıque C4 inhabıtantes solum-
modo ilure VOoCcentiur Alemmanı». Mierow noticed hat tto sometimes violated hıs
OW rule and that hıs SUCCOSSOI Rahewın consıistently sed Alamannıa ICa Germanıia:
In tto of Freising, The Deeds of Frederick Barbarossa, rans MieroOW, Columbıa Records
of Civılızation 49 (New - OTK. C H.-P Apelt, Rahewins Gesta Friderici
Imperatoris: ein Beıtrag ZUr Geschichtsschreibung des Jahrhunderts, Diss. Muniıch 1966,

9-20
tto of St Blasıen, Burchard’s contemporary, regularly sed T eutonicl, C regardıng

the sıege of Alessandrıa : Chronica, ed Hofmeıster, SSRGi (Hanover, 33
< Italıcı Teutonicorum metiuentes audacıam , Any attempt dıstinguısh talıan
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description of (jJermans d doughty but barbarıc, fOor instance, almost
verbatım

Haınrıco imperatore procuranite Alamannı ın terram prom1ss10n1s
venerunt, bellıcosı, crudeles, CXDCNSATIUM prodi1g], rat1ion1ıs eXpertes,
voluntatem PIOo iure habentes, hensiıbus invictl, in nullıs 1851 hominı-
bus SUC gent1s confidentes, ducıbus Suls fiıdelıssım1, ef quıbus vitam
potius QqU am em pOSSIS auferre®*).

TIhe Drovost of Ursberg ave agreed wıth hıs Crusader SOUTITCC,
else he m1g ave moderated the intensity of Histor1ia brevis’ cr1iticısm.
urchar: Wäas German but 5 eviıdently, Was the author of hıs
borrowed texXL; al least the fOocus of the atter’s account 1s German
actıviıties and the exactitude wıth 1C he lısts the Germans, especılally
the Swabılans In Barbarossa’s retinue, that he INa Yy ave een of
the Ursberg historian’s OW region®*). Neıther the Crusader SOUTCEC NOT

1s ere entirely derogatory toward 1ts respective author’s people
oug together they castıgate German lawlessness and ack of self-
control, they praise German COUTASLC and oyalty Hiıstor1a hrevis and
ere agaln ollows offers thıs portrait of the (German personalıty
ds direct CO  as 1ts description of Italıans:

De Italıcıs CIZO primı inlurie recte, wıth Hiıstor1ia brevis, in ultıonem
inıurıe| Christı OCCHITET: homiınes bellıcosı, dıiscreti el regula
sobrietatis modesti, prodigalıtatıs Xpertes, parcentes eXxpensIs, CU
necessitas NON incubuerit, et. quı inter gentes solı scrıpta
legum sanctıone reguntur ° °).

As the Crusade chronicler Sa  < it, Italıans and (jJermans had only bravery
in COMMON ; but ıle Italıans WEIC irugal and provıdent, Germans WeTIC

thoughtless spendthrıifts, an 111e Italıans WEIC ruled Dy written ega
code, (GJjermans Ian amok.

SOUTCEC materı1al in elsewhere hrough natıonal Aillc 1S thus ponntless, Since tto
of Freising’s etymological correction only LO ave acknowledged prevalent misusage
and faıled cCorrect it

61) 1:3% cf. Brevis historia OCCUPALLIONLS e1 AMISSLONLS ferrae Sancliae, in Corpus
historicum medii aeVl, ed Eckhart, 11 (Leipzig, col 354 Subsequent references

thıs dıtıon aIc Historia brevis.
62) Hiıstor1ia brevis, col 13934< cf. V&
63) U 9 60:; cf. Hiıstor1ia brevis, col 350 The Crusader author dıd noTt subject all hıs

natıonal deser1ptions the Samıe STITrUCLUTE He lumped together other SIOUDS less
interestingly : UC, 61 C4 venerunt Dacı, Normannı, Gotl, Francı, cetiere gentes
insularum240  C.L. Neel  description of Germans as doughty but barbaric, for instance, almost  verbatim:  Hainrico imperatore procurante Alamanni in terram promissionis  venerunt, bellicosi, crudeles, expensarum prodigi, rationis expertes,  voluntatem pro iure habentes, hensibus invicti, in nullis nisi homini-  bus sue gentis confidentes, ducibus suis fidelissimi, et quibus vitam  potius quam fidem possis auferre®*).  The provost of Ursberg seems to have agreed with his Crusader source,  else he might have moderated the intensity of Historia brevis’ criticism.  Burchard was a German but so, evidently, was the author of his  borrowed text; at least the focus of the latter’s account is on German  activities and the exactitude with which he lists the Germans, especially  the Swabians in Barbarossa’s retinue, suggests that he may have been of  the Ursberg historian’s own region®?). Neither the Crusader source nor  UC is here entirely derogatory toward its respective author’s people.  Although together they castigate German lawlessness and lack of self-  control, they praise German courage and loyalty. Historia brevis — and  here again UC follows — offers this portrait of the German personality  as a direct contrast to its description of Italians:  De Italicis ergo primi iniurie [recte, with Historia brevis, in ultionem  iniurie] Christi occurrerent homines bellicosi, discreti et regula  sobrietatis modesti, prodigalitatis expertes, parcentes expensis, cum  necessitas non incubuerit, et qui inter omnes gentes soli scripta  legum sanctione reguntur®).  As the Crusade chronicler saw it, Italians and Germans had only bravery  in common; but while Italians were frugal and provident, Germans were  thoughtless spendthrifts, and while Italians were ruled by a written legal  code, Germans ran amok.  source material in UC or elsewhere through national name usage is thus pointless, since Otto  of Freising’s etymological correction seems only to have acknowledged prevalent misusage  and failed. to correct it.  °1) UC, p. 73; cf. Brevis historia occupationis et amissionis terrae sanctae, in Corpus  historicum medii aevi, ed. J.G. Eckhart, II (Leipzig, 1723), col. 1354. Subsequent references  to this edition are as Historia brevis.  ©2) Historia brevis, col. 1351; cf. UC, p. 62.  °3) UC, p. 60; cf. Historia brevis, col. 1350. The Crusader author did not subject all his  national descriptions to the same structure. He lumped together other groups less  interestingly: UC, p. 6l1: «  venerunt Daci, Normanni, Goti, Franci, et cetere gentes  insularum ... gentes bellicose, procere corpore mortis intrepide ...»; cf. Historia brevis, col.  1351.gentes belliıcose, PTOCCEIC COTDOIC mortis intrepide cf. Hiıstoria brevis, col
351
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urchard opınıon natıonal characteristics resonates strongly wıth
perhaps Was influenced strongly Dy hıs Crusader source’s®*), In

recountıng Frederick Barbarossa’s actı1ıon agalnst Henry the Lion, the
Premonstratensian SayS of the supporters that they WCCIC awless In
typıcally German ashıon Hıs language here closely reflects Hiıstor1ia
brevis’ analysıs of Germans: < voluntatem Su amnl PIO lure statuentes
»22 The hıstorian subsequently departs from close dependence
Historia brevis, enlargıng that Ource’s commentary the German
personalıty and ıts ega modification. He 15 SEL crıtical, but poıints LO

through legislatıon under Barbarossa. Describing the emperor’s
preparatıons for hıs last Crusade, he why Landfrieden Was needed

EO ANNO Fridericus imperator 1am CIUCC signatus CONvenLtum princI-
DUm apud Nuorinberg coadunavıt, ubı de DaCcC disposult el in
ıtteras redig1 lussıit, qUas lıtteras Alamannı ın PICSCHS frıde-
r1e: 1d est ıtteras pacıs, VOCant OE alııs egıbus utuntur; sed NCeC
eiısdem utun(tur, Lanquam gCNS agrest1s el indomita®°®).

urchnar: SCCS the peculıar remedy of idıosyncratic egal tool
peculıar German problems; the CUTE has NOT yel in h1is VICW

taken effect, a  oug he AasSserts that the remedy Was well-prescribed.
For the German princes urchnar': has SCVcn harder words than for the

natiıon In general He speaks of theır Impletas an perfidia in nOoTt
supporting the imper1al candıdacy of Phılıp of Swabıa ©° ’), callıng them
iniquissimi°®). He denounces the princes’ early fforts tOo elect kıng
outside the Staufer house as the product of their ypıcal injJustice an
endency internecine strıfe :

Sed genitrıxX ef nutrıx omn1um malorum Diıscordıia noluıt qulescere,
quın potlus Alamannos, quı lustitiam detestantur ei odıo
habent eft tantum bonis ei honorıbus Suls insıdiantur ad Invicem
St. quod deter1ius esL, hıs deficıentibus, execrabiılıbus occıdunt
vulnerıbus, ad hoc cCommovIıt 69)

«Mala in terr1is» finally multıplıed because the German princes an

64) A chmale’s COmMMeNnt Deutschlands Geschichtsquellen, E 119-120,
65) U 9 54-55; cf. 53 urchar:' dısmıssed the CUuSLOMAaTY basıs of enry's

complaınt ıth argument.
66) U 9
67) U E
68) UE
69) U E} Historia Drevis had sımılarly personiıfied discordia: cf. E: 29, kn

62; 82; Historia brevis, col ON
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here Burchard clearly intends ame NO only Alamannıc ukes,
Ssince Swabla and the Rhıineland WEeTIC Phılıp's ancestral strongholds and
he mel IMNOTC dıfficulties elsewhere continued deny Just authorıty:
X quod talı insolent1ia nollent CEOSSAUaIC Alamannı »  70) He returns

the theme of (JjJerman and rrincely lawlessness: «Quocirca princıpes
errarum G1 barones arte dyabolıca edoct1 HGE curabant iluramenta
infrıngere NC em violare e 1US OMMNC confundere E

As Lindner noted, the Ursberg historı1an W as NOL malıcıous
vindictive 1n condemnımng hıs COoOunirymen, only ran and cutely
of polıtical realities ’*). He Sa clearly that the self-ınterested jockeyıng
fOor W of the CGerman princes, both in the servıce of theır OW

imper1al ambitions ’*) and sımply anarchisticall 74) Wäds the g
obstacle Stırong imper1al government and concomıtant TIhe
Ursberg provost Wäas revolted Dy physıca violence: << execrabilibus

occıdunt vulnerıbus (my emphasıs). Thıs horror of bloodshed,
remarkable in soclety in 1G violence Was ordınary and emphatıcally
expressed in the hıghly subjective treatment of incıdents of C1vıl strıfe, 1s
the key urchard perception of the ng relatıonshıp between church
and 9 between CMPCIOI and subjects. taufer partiısanshıp, CONCEIN

for parochıally (Gjerman and Alamannıc 1SSUES, hıghly rationalızed belıef
ın the efficacy of ega sSystem 4ase‘ the ancıent, wriıtten 1V1 code:
these factors contrıbute urchard portrayal of the W struggles
of hıs OW. and earlıer times. But the single justificatiıon that he dduces
fOr all of the values he advocates A supportive of better
government for imperl1al Germany and aly 15 that they have promoted

mper1a objectives
urchard’s analysıs of the dıfferences between Germans an Italıans

extends beyond natıonal personalıty natıonal cCustom In describing
the Outcome of the Diet of Roncaglıa, he basıc dıscrepancy
between penaltıes 1ın the talıan and German ega Systems. Frederick’s

70)
71)
72) Lindner, 120121
73) Eg ın condemnatıon of Bertold of Zährıingen (p 79) and Herman of

Thurıingıa (p 83)
74)
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WdsS$ be maıntaıned after the (German fashıon. he 5SdYyS, Dy the
assıgnment of fines fOor violatıons: «Exhiınc pactum pacıs instıtult,
secundum quod princıpes Alamannıe facere CONSUeETrUNLT, el qu1s contra

attemptaret venıre, bannum ıd est pecun1arıam, constıtult
2 The Italıans WeTIC NOL cContent wıth thıs System. urchard’s texti

15 ere problematıc, Ssince Surviıving manuser1pts’ «talem velle» 1S aPPd-
rently ın C  , but hıs emphasıs emaıns clear: «Non est
enım COIUM F the Italıans’| consuetudo banna solvere, sed ut 1l-

dum eges Romanas inı1ur1am passıs satısfacılant. secundum quod lurave-
rınt es1 talem ve patı in1uriam» ’°). The sensitivity conflıct
between and 1V1 law 1C the histor1an thus reveals 1s
charaeteristic of hıs portraya of imperı1al ega activity ’ ’). urchar
CXPICSSCS clear preference for eıther SYSiem, althoug he eplores the
ombards renewed violatıon of imper1al Regardıng the trıal of
HenrTy the Lion, however, he takes stand in favor of roya prerogatıve
and, by implıcation, of 1V1 1aW A4s agamnst ermanıc CUSLOM ; he AaSSeTTSs
that Frederick indeed had the rıg C Henry outsıde of the duke’s
OW an TIhe PrOovOost states that the emperor’s egal rıg Was proved
Dy ratio, auctoritas, and superfluously trıal Dy battle). uUurcnar:':
1n it ımportant elucıdate the ega ratiıonale for the emperor’'s
proceedings agaınst the Saxon duke precisely 1rım the NON-

basıs for Barbarossa’s actlon.
Urchnar: has thus iımplıed that Custom 1Ss subordinate the prince’s

Judıcıa will, and that the kıng acts rıghtly when he aCcts reasonably The
historı1an nevertheless states explıicıtly that princıples of Justice
and natural rıght stand above CN the Just law-gıving kıng and hıs
riıghteous sanctl1ons. When Frederick suspends Cremonese hostages irom
siege machınes iın effort prevent the townspeople firom amagıng
h1is equıpment, the of the besieged vliolates CVCN greater rıg
than the emperor's. urchar: lambastes the Cremonese: « Iunc 1Uı
immıtes ei OmMnı1s lustitie ef ederıs naturalıs oblıtı de Castro apıdes

75) U 9 31
76) DE, 31-32; cf. M
77) Lindner’s 1$ the MOSL exhaustiıve SUTVCY of egal emphasıs: 141902126
78) «Porro quıdam nobilıs ın medium proposult, quod lege

duelliıonum, quod eit lege el ratiıone firmatur, hoc vellet obtinere contra quemlıbet
PUgNaIc volentem, quod imperator quemlıbet princıpem posset EVOCAaATEC DIO iustitia ad
locum EINCUMYUC vellet infra term1ınos SUul imper11 existentem. Cumque nullus ist1
offerret ad PUgNam, edıicto imperatorIis prefata sententla PIOoO iure tatuta SSE.:
qQUa NO  - dubium est auctoritate ratıone firmarı».
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lacıentes mangon1bus SCUu allıs instrumentis OS crudelıter pPECICMC-
hünt» 3:

The Ursberg chronicler’s CaSY famılıarıty wıth ega terminology,
inıtlally revealed In hıs discussıon of dıfferent 1n of law, contrıbutes
hıs emphasıs the legalıstic nature of iımperı1al rejectiıon of Alexander

DaAaDaCY, exactly ds ıt dıd in the trıal of Henry the 10N (terms wıth
technıcal ega force emphasızed):

TIunc imperatore ei patrıarcha Aqullegensı el epISCODPO
Cremonensı1 el allıs qU am plurıbus epISCOPIS ei ecclesiarum prelatıs

Octavıanı discussa est, el adhıbitis testibus, quı presentes
fuerunt, probatum S: quod244  C: E: Neel  ijacientes mangonibus seu aliis instrumentis illos crudeliter pereme-  runt»/°).  The Ursberg chronicler’s easy familiarity with legal terminology,  initially revealed in his discussion of different kinds of law, contributes to  his emphasis on the legalistic nature of imperial rejection of Alexander  IIT’s papacy, exactly as it did in the trial of Henry the Lion (terms with  technical legal force emphasized):  Tunc coram imperatore et patriarcha Aquilegensi et episcopo  Cremonensi et aliis quam pluribus episcopis et ecclesiarum prelatis  cause Octaviani discussa est, et adhibitis testibus, qui presentes  fuerunt, probatum est, quod ... facta est utraque electio. De iure  quoque satis adiectum est, ut reprobata electione Rolandi Octavia-  nus verus presul Romane ecclesie iudicaretur®°).  But while Burchard declaims against lawlessness and describes juridical  procedures in detail to enhance the validity of the Staufer position, he  notices disadvantages in the contemporary surge of litigation. In his  polemic against the wealth of the papacy, «Gaude, mater nostra Roma  ...», the historian traces bribery and corruption to legal actions:  Vix enim remansit aliquis epicopatus [!] sive dignitas ecclesiastica  vel etiam parochialis ecclesia, que non fieret litigiosa, et Romam  deduceretur ipsa causa, sed non manu vacua ... Ad te [i.e. Rome]  trahit homines non ipsorum devotio aut pura conscientia, sed  scelerum multiplicium perpetratio et litium decisio precio compa-  ratasıı).  Burchard never explicitly says that law should not be a papal business  and he surely would not deny a limited jurisdiction to canon law. It is  nevertheless clear that he believed that the twelfth-century revolution in  legal studies led to destructive developments within the church.  In secular government, on the other hand, justice and its legal  vindication — according to the chronicler — were uniformly good.  Burchard is highly critical of Bertold of Zähringen’s nomination to royal  office during Philip’s struggle to retain the crown for the Hohenstaufen;  the Zähringer duke, he alleges, was improperly motivated to dispense  justice :  Bertholdus ... tunc denominatus fuit in regem, non propter hoc,  ®) UC.p-BR  80 UC, p 41ı  85 UC, p382.facta est utraque elect1i0o0. De ure
qUOQUC satıs adıectum est, ut reprobata electione Rolandı Octavıa-
NUS VCIUS presul Romane eccles1ıe iudicaretur®°).

But 1le urcnar: declaıms agaınst lawlessness and describes Jurıdical
procedures in detaıl enhance the valıdıty of the Staufer posıitıon, he
notices disadvantages iın the CoONntemporary of lıtıgation. In hıs
polemic agamınst the wealth of the PapaCYy, «Gaude, nostra Roma
> the hıstori1an traces bribery and corruption ega actions:

Vıx enım remansıt alıquıs epıcopatus [ !] S1Vve dıgnıtas eccles1astica
vel et1am parochinalıs eccles1a, quC NON fıeret lıtıg10sa, et Romam
deduceretur 1psa sed NO  — INanlu244  C: E: Neel  ijacientes mangonibus seu aliis instrumentis illos crudeliter pereme-  runt»/°).  The Ursberg chronicler’s easy familiarity with legal terminology,  initially revealed in his discussion of different kinds of law, contributes to  his emphasis on the legalistic nature of imperial rejection of Alexander  IIT’s papacy, exactly as it did in the trial of Henry the Lion (terms with  technical legal force emphasized):  Tunc coram imperatore et patriarcha Aquilegensi et episcopo  Cremonensi et aliis quam pluribus episcopis et ecclesiarum prelatis  cause Octaviani discussa est, et adhibitis testibus, qui presentes  fuerunt, probatum est, quod ... facta est utraque electio. De iure  quoque satis adiectum est, ut reprobata electione Rolandi Octavia-  nus verus presul Romane ecclesie iudicaretur®°).  But while Burchard declaims against lawlessness and describes juridical  procedures in detail to enhance the validity of the Staufer position, he  notices disadvantages in the contemporary surge of litigation. In his  polemic against the wealth of the papacy, «Gaude, mater nostra Roma  ...», the historian traces bribery and corruption to legal actions:  Vix enim remansit aliquis epicopatus [!] sive dignitas ecclesiastica  vel etiam parochialis ecclesia, que non fieret litigiosa, et Romam  deduceretur ipsa causa, sed non manu vacua ... Ad te [i.e. Rome]  trahit homines non ipsorum devotio aut pura conscientia, sed  scelerum multiplicium perpetratio et litium decisio precio compa-  ratasıı).  Burchard never explicitly says that law should not be a papal business  and he surely would not deny a limited jurisdiction to canon law. It is  nevertheless clear that he believed that the twelfth-century revolution in  legal studies led to destructive developments within the church.  In secular government, on the other hand, justice and its legal  vindication — according to the chronicler — were uniformly good.  Burchard is highly critical of Bertold of Zähringen’s nomination to royal  office during Philip’s struggle to retain the crown for the Hohenstaufen;  the Zähringer duke, he alleges, was improperly motivated to dispense  justice :  Bertholdus ... tunc denominatus fuit in regem, non propter hoc,  ®) UC.p-BR  80 UC, p 41ı  85 UC, p382.e Rome
trahıt homiıines NO  e ipsorum devot10 aut pura conscıientla, sed
scelerum multıpliıcıum perpetratio et lıtıum dec1is10 prec10 pPa-
ratas).

urchar: explıicıtly SayS that law should NOTL be papa business
and he surely WOU not deny imıted Jurisdıiction law It 15
nevertheless clear that he elleve that the twelfth-century revolution in
ega studıes led destructive developments wıthın the church

In secular government, the other hand, Justice and ıts ega
vindicatiıon accordıng the chronicler WEIC unıformly g0o0d
urchar: 1S hıghly crıtical of Bertold of Zähringen’s nomınatıon roya
office durıng ılıp’s struggle retaın the for the Hohenstaufen;:
the Zähringer duke, he alleges, Was improperly mot1ivated dispense
Justice

ertholdus iuUuncC denomiınatus fuıt in 9 110  —_ propier hoc,
79) Sl
80) UG;
81)
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quod lustus pOssel CSSC viderı aut ılıgere verıtatem GE scrıptum
sit «Honor reg1s iudiıc1ıum dılıgıt» sed Dropter hOoc, qula pecunl-
OSUS videbatur, CUu avarıssımus er Omn1 inıquitate plenus ®°).

The DrOVvOostL that Otto represented simılar perversi1on of roya
Justice. ıle he Was actıve In prosecuting crimiınals, he Was 1ıke Bertold
perversely inspıred, «potl1us indıgnans COS DCI superbiam qQUaM

justitiam» **). In hıs actlions toward the princes of the church,
simulans zelumOtto showed hımself be sımılarly hypocritical: <

lustitie, Cu potIus ageret superbe ; nde pauperıbus eF monachıs ei
cler1icıs (amquam defensor collaudabatur lustitie, sed Deus allu: respexIit
In corde»):

When occasıonally Otto dıd contrıibute hrough ega9
urcnar'! acknowledges it freely 86) And IuUSELLIA 1s recurring theme in
the Ursberg hıstory’s account of the reign of urchard model kıng,
Barbarossa®”). The Ursberg author o€es not, however, leave legislatıon
and lıtıgatıon unjustified, ASs self-evidently audaDble roya actıviıties; hıs
areful pology for them for hıs simultaneous castıgation of
papa lıt1g10usness and Support of roya. legislatıon The product of
legislatıon and ega enforcement, 1C he repeatedly emphasızes dSs
theır Justificatiıon, 1s the maıntenance of

Recording the conclusıon of Frederick Barbarossa’s second talıan
expedition, urchar defines the emperor’'s objectives in descrıbing hıs
partıal aılure Frederick returned Germany «pDOSL tantos ıtaque
triıumphos el ludicla in ombardıa dısposıta, lıcet ad plenıtudiınem pacıs
NON proficerent» ®®). Similarly, the hıstorı1an DOrLrays Barbarossa’s ina

dıspose talıan ffaırs al the Counsıl of Constance d dırected
toward reestablıshment of «Sıcque DaX reformata est» 7: In hıs
emphasıs peace-keeping 4S imper1a] objective, the Premonstraten-

82) salm 08.4
83)
84) U E
85) U 9
86) Ü: 0/-98 «Hı [1.e barons and Knıghts Judged in roya. COUuTtS| NaMmMquc ıIn

Alamannıa plerumque solent CSSC predones. Favorem CIO axımum popularıbus
claustralıbus aCqulsiıvıt».

87) E.g after the capıtulation of Cremona : C< iustitie redegıt ad NOTMAamThe Historical Work of Burchard of Ursberg  245  quod iustus posset esse videri aut diligere veritatem cum scriptum  sit: «Honor regis iudicium diligit»®?), sed propter hoc, quia pecuni-  osus videbatur, cum esset avarissimus et omni iniquitate plenus ®°).  The provost holds that Otto IV represented a similar perversion of royal  justice. While he was active in prosecuting criminals, he was like Bertold  perversely inspired, «potius indignans super eos per superbiam quam  amans iustitiam»®*). In his actions toward the princes of the church,  simulans zelum  Otto showed himself to be similarly hypocritical: «  justitie, cum potius ageret superbe; unde a pauperibus et monachis et  clericis tamquam defensor collaudabatur iustitie, sed Deus aliud respexit  in corde»®>).  When occasionally Otto did contribute to peace through legal means,  Burchard acknowledges it freely ®°). And iustitia is a recurring theme in  the Ursberg history’s account of the reign of Burchard’s model king,  Barbarossa®”). The Ursberg author does not, however, leave legislation  and litigation unjustified, as self-evidently laudable royal activities; his  careful apology for them accounts for his simultaneous castigation of  papal litigiousness and support of royal legislation. The product of  legislation and legal enforcement, which he repeatedly emphasizes as  their justification, is the maintenance of peace.  Recording the conclusion of Frederick Barbarossa’s second Italian  expedition, Burchard defines the emperor’s objectives in describing his  partial failure: Frederick returned to Germany «post tantos itaque  triumphos et iudicia in Lombardia disposita, licet ad plenitudinem pacis  non proficerent» ®®). Similarly, the historian portrays Barbarossa’s final  effort to dispose Italian affairs at the Council of Constance as directed  toward reestablishment of peace: «Sicque pax reformata est»®?). In his  emphasis on peace-keeping as an imperial objective, the Premonstraten-  82) Psalm 98.4.  83) UC, p. 79.  84) UC, p.97.  CD OT  %°) UC, pp. 97-98: «Hi [i.e. barons and knights judged in royal courts] namque in  Alamannia plerumque solent esse predones. Favorem vero maximum a popularibus et  claustralibus acquisivit».  $7) E.g. after the capitulation of Cremona: UC, p. 30: «... iustitie redegit ad normam ...  quod iustitiam suam reciperent et conservarent»; at Roncaglia: p. 30: «Pro reparando  itaque iustitie vigore ...».  CD 33  A C D S0quod lustitiam SUuam recıperent CONServarenL«=»; al Roncaglıa : «Pro reparando
ıtaque lustitie vigore E

88) CC 37
89) U E
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s1an Provost losely Ollowe: Frederick I’s OW. propaganda, d dıd other
wrıters In the tradıtiıon of Staufer historiography  90)_ The MmMOSsT

fully-developed statement of hıs interpretation of Frederick’s CaIicel and
hıs OW. relationshıp, AdSs hıstorian, imperı1al goals precedes hıs opyıng
nto the Ursberg FeXT of the Landfrieden issued before the Crusade
which the CMPCIOI diıed «Quarum enorem hu1c oper1 diximus inseren-
dum, qu saltem lex tam decurtata NON pereat de homınum
memorla»?*). 5o, accordıng urchar:  $ Barbarossa continued the
end of hıs ıfe ulfıl! the promıise of h1s OW. 1a

1ideo, quod CUu nomı1ın1s SUl interpretatione «DaCIs dives»
vocıtaretur, inter princıpes Alamannıe studult m potissımum
reformare, ut ad expugnandas max1ıme Italıcarum gentium virtutes

92)bellıficas posset efficacıus insıstere

By makıng the (GGerman princes, Frederick hımself
WAaTrTIOr contrıbuted h1s OW. OrceIu termınatıon of Warl the
Italıans 93)

Exactiy hOow ıimportant such peacemakıng remaıns 1ın urchard
aSSESS of the re1Z2ns of Barbarossa’s SUCCESSOTS 1S suggested by the
concludıng sentences of the Ursberg texi abrup but nevertheless
specıfically taılored theır Oocatıon al the end of the extiant version in
the Jarıty of theır tendentiousness and theır antıcıpation of comıng
events246  C: L. Neel  sian provost closely followed Frederick I’s own propaganda, as did other  writers in the tradition of Staufer court historiography*°). The most  fully-developed statement of his interpretation of Frederick’s career and  his own relationship, as historian, to imperial goals precedes his copying  into the Ursberg text of the Landfrieden issued before the Crusade on  which the emperor died: «Quarum tenorem huic operi diximus inseren-  dum, quatenus saltem lex tam decurtata non pereat de hominum  memoria»?!). So, according to Burchard, Barbarossa continued to the  end of his life to fulfill the promise of his own name:  Et ideo, quod cum ex nominis sui interpretatione «pacis dives»  vocitaretur, inter principes Alamannie studuit pacem potissimum  reformare, ut ad expugnandas maxime Italicarum gentium virtutes  92).  bellificas posset efficacius insistere  By making peace among the German princes, Frederick — himself a  warrior — contributed to his own forceful termination of war among the  Italians?®).  Exactly how important such peacemaking remains in Burchard’s  assessments of the reigns of Barbarossa’s successors is suggested by the  concluding sentences of the Ursberg text — abrupt but nevertheless  specifically tailored to their location at the end of the extant version in  the clarity of their tendentiousness and their anticipation of coming  events:  ... tractatum est de pace et concordia inter imperium et sacerdotium  et regnum Sicilie et absolutione imperatoris, multis_aliis quoque  mediantibus, tam _ de curia Romana quam etiam Italia et Ala-  mannia. Sane hec compositio, cum non posset perfici eo anno,  dilata est usque in annum sequentem  94)_  909) E.g. Rahewin. Cf. H.-P. Apelt, Rahewins Gesta Friderici I. imperatoris : Ein Beitrag  zur Geschichtsschreibung des 12. Jahrhunderts, Diss. Munich 1966, p. 92; F. Heer, Die  tragödie des heiligen Reiches (Stuttgart, 1952), p. 165. Surprisingly, Heer avoids discussion  of Burchard’s presentation of Staufer propaganda, perhaps because he was not Barba-  rossa’s contemporary.  91) UC, p. 65.  92) UC, p. 23.  93) Burchard repeatedly stresses the importance of harmony at home for German  interventions in Italy: e.g. UC, p. 25: «Sedatis igitur discordiis in Alamannia dispositisque  negotiis imperii et rebus pacatis aggressus est iter arripere in Italiam, quatenus et discordias  ibidem sedaret ...»; p. 26: «Item discordias sedavit, si que erant in Alamannia inter  principes vel barones, et redire parat in Lombardiam, que maximis discordiis tunc  efferbuerat»; p. 48: «Imperator namque exercitum contra Romanos movere decreverat et  ideo in Alamannia pacem reformavit».  9) UC, pp. 126-127.tractatum est de DaCC ei concordıa inter imperi1um et sacerdotium

el TCRNUM Sıcılıe el absolutione imperatorIs, multis alııs qQUOQUC
medıiantıbus. tam de curl1a Romana qUaMı et1am Italıa ef Ala-
mannıa. Sane hec composıt10, CUu NON pOossel perfic1 AaNNO,
dılata est in sequentem 94)

90) E:g Rahewın. C H.- pelt, Rahewins Gesta Friderici IimperatorIis . Eın Beıtrag
ZUur Geschichtsschreibung des Jahrhunderts, Dıiss. unıch 1966, 92: Heer, Die

tragödie des heiligen Reiches (Stuttgart, 165 Surprisingly, Heer aVO1dS diıscussıon
of Burchard’s presentatiıon of Staufer propaganda, perhaps because he Was noTt arba-
rossa’s contemporary.

91) 65
92) FE
93) Burchard repeatedly the importance of harmonYy al ome fOor (jerman

interventions ın aly C 78 «Sedatıs igıtur dıscordiis ın Alamannıa dispositisque
negot11s imper11 rebus pacatıs AaggICSSusS est ıter arrıpere iın talıam, qua)  U: discordıas
ıbıdem edaret »” «I1tem discordıias sedavıt, S1 quUC eran In Alamannıa inter
princıpes ve]l barones, redıire ın Lombardıam, quC max1mıs diıscordus tunc

efferbuerat»: 48 «Imperator Namyquc exercıtum Confira Omanos INOVEIC decreverat ei
ideo ın Alamannıa reformavıt».

94) D [DG VOT
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apa manıpulatıon of law agaınst the CMPCIOT has nOL,
urchard vVIEW, worked toward but rather agamnst ıt So he Can

ignore the growth of the eccles1astıical egal system O 9 when he addresses
it, castigate ıt On the other hand, imper1al aW s has helped
upport both sıdes of the Alps, in aly where wrıtten law Wäds

already well-entrenched and in Germany where, though novel, it Was

beginnıng be measurably effective. Peacemakıng, iımper1a|l function
ıke Jawgıvıng, 1S crucıally important ın urchard evaluatıve Judg-
ment of the sıgnıfıcance of historical evenis that he marks hıs chronicle’s
premature end wıth ıts notice.

HISTORY AN ROPAGANDA

In introduciıng Frederick’s Landfrieden urcnar:! thus enuncılates h1s
OW assessment of the value of hıs historical task d preserving and
publıcızıng the peace-keeping legislatıon of hıs mode]l CMPCIOT. Hıs
histor10graphical work, ıt 1S clear., had wıder persuasıve and tendent10us

The provost’'s partısan upport of imper1a]l agaınst papa
influence in Germany and aly A ell A hıs areful rationalızatıon of
roya. legislatıon and peace-makıng had specıal relevance tOo the polıtıcal
sıtuatiıon of 230 In that YCal, d urcnar made the last entries
ın hıs chronicle, Frederick 11 W ds$ returnıng irom h1ıs idıosyncratic
Crusade free hıimself from eXxcommunıicatıon, and Was about turn

the reform of the Sıcılıan kıngdom. urchard TOA| princıples
for the government of Christendom WCIC eminently compatıble wıth
the Hohenstaufen’s OW objectives. The Premonstratenslan’s historical
work, however, offers specıfic SUupport fOor Frederick’s posıtıon dAS he
approached his reconcılıatıon wıth the DAaDaCY On behalf of
both the dynasty and the indıvıdual, the hıstorı1an dduced ırectly
apologetic argumen(ts.

Hohenstaufen monarchy
urchard interpretatiıon of Phılıp of Swabila’s struggle wıth the Welf

antı-kıng Otto and of resulting rebellıon lesser German
princes drew hım end blatant backıng Hohenstaufen hereditary
rıg OVEOTI the imperı1al electıve princıple. On the ea of Henry VL the
historian attacks the immediate defeection of magnates, accusıng them of
plotting agalnst Staufer al0| At the SaJmne time he pralises Phılıp for his
caut1o0ous return from the abandone: mi1ss1ıon rıng hıs infant nephew
rederıc. north from aly coronatıon al Aachen
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ıpse dux ın diserimıine ab Italıa recessit ei laboriose
pervenıt in Alamannıam, ubı 1am princıpes iuramenta SUuUa DOSL-
pon de electione OVI imperatorI1s ceperun(t, cuplentes
dırıpere heredıitates, quC ad prefatam HS Hohenstaufen| SCNCIA-
t1i1onem pertinebant. Sed Deus Conierens impletatem et

perfidiam 1psSorum hec fier1 nNnonNn permisıt, inspiırans cordıbus Om1-
NU: ut SU OS natıvos domı1ınos 1LON derelınquant ei alıenıs adhe-

Here urchnar' blends everal themes of recurrıng importance in hıs

apology fOor the dynastıc pretens1ons of Barbarossa’s iıne First he
menti1ons that the ma abandone theır oaths: he apparently
theır oaths of oyalty Henry Frederick d king-elect?°), but
urcnar: generalızes hıs statement that the princes SCCIMN ave been
abandonıng oaths the Hohenstaufen clan A such. Henry had
Jready dıed, however, and the German es WeEeIC released from
obligatıon al least hım urcnar‘! implıes that they should ave
continued Support hıs heırs. He then adds specıfic charge of
encroachment tau{fer pOSSESSIONS; he 0€Ss NOoL ırectly pomint the

4S famıly holdıng, but hıs conjunction of oath-breakıng and
violatıon of territories iımplıes that and an! all WeIC due
enTry's SOM brother Fınally the Drovost claıms that God dıd not

OW the princes’ perfidi0us etraya of the dynasty succeed, but
rather moved the (Gjermans sSupport theır «natıvı domin1». S o he
suggests that eredity of roya office Was dıvinely sanctioned and ffirms
that the remailnıng Staufer princes WEIC ıvinely designated d asters of
the German people 97)

95) GL
96) Handbuch der deutschen Geschichte, Frühzeit und Mittelalter, ed Gebhardt,

Oth ed Grundmann (Stuttgart, 420-422
97) Burchard retiurns the Same emphatıc phrase, «natıvı domiıin1», ın explainıng

tto dec1isıon MaIt y Beatrıx, Phılıp’s aughter, after her ather’s ea
«T1imens au Otto, quod ministerliales spectan(tes ad Phılıppum NO  — facıle SUÜu:  ©

subderentur imper10, sed ad SUOS natıvos domınos redirent, fılıam Philıppi accepıt
bel emphasızed the unıque vehemence of Burchard in h1is usc of thıs

description: 106 «Der Propst Burchard ist VO  — en deutschen Chronisten derjenige,
welcher dıe Staufische Sache eıfrıgsten sowohl. als geistvollsten Rom Ww1e

dıe elfen vertritt»
Burchard acknowledges that, whıle God dıd not want the Hobenstaufen be

dispossessed of eıther eIir lands theır kıngdom, neıther dıd He intend that the defense of
and an be CaSy TL « Volebat en1ım tenere imper1um, C: in potestate

SU.  S haberet ins1gn1a imperlalıa, utpote COTONAaAaM alıa, qu«C attınebant. Non
enım Cautum esse s1b1, uL ad alıum transıret imper1um, SIC tam 1pse qUamı fratruel1s
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The historian’s aCCOUNT SS| that Phılıp’s motıivatıon for pursuing
the throne Was e(0)! elfish, but the product of famıly oyalty and the
desıire the patrımony of hıs nephew. Thus he averted roya
election al Andernach CVCI before he Wäds hıimself candıdate for the
throne, As urchar Jeges, for famıly I1C4aSOMNS The elect1on seemed
lıkely tOo turn «In preiudiıcıum domiınatıoniıs antıque ei generation1s in

diuturne». Phılıp sent CHNVOVS StOp the proceedings, urchar:
SaYS, for accumulatıon of Casons iu  3 propter SUl ef quorundam
princıpum absentiam., REr  3 propter regıe generat1on1s 1900)8| destituendam
prosapıam, iu  3 propter iuramenta princıpum eidem generation1 exh1-
bita»?®). gaın Phılıp halted impending election al Cologne but
iinally, perceiving that the princes WEIC determined elect kıng other
than the Frederıick, lowed h1s OW elevatiıon ??). According tO
urchar Phılıp had everywhere taken PTODCI acti1on. Hıs defense Öf
rederick  S posıtıon dS king-elect Was appropriate because the princes
had already commıtted themselves enry’'s SON , ıts abandonment in
favor of h1s OW. SUCcCCess1ON secured INOIC important consıderation,
preservatiıon of Hohenstaufen ascendancy.

urcnar:': thus refers repeatedly the Staufer Germany’s ancıent
and natıve rulers. eIr V1gOrous fulfillmen of the roya m1ss10n, in hıs
VIEW, confirmed the valıdıty of theır claım. As the historian cCannot avo1d
admitting, Phiılıp’s Germany W das kıngdom in paınful CTISIS; arbpa-
rossa’s yYyOUNSCI SO  e} WOU. nevertheless ave hıs dıfficulties
and ruled in the sStrong tradıtion of hıs famıly ıf only he had urviıived:

Constet predictis, quod regnaturus fulsset sıcut ef alıl de
parentela eiusdem, S1 NOMN impedisset INOIS) 100)_ urcnar: minimizes the
degree which Phiılıp’s legıtimacy Was isputed, datıng the reign of Otto
I  9 hıs Welf SUCCESSOT, only i{irom the atter’s second election ın TankiIu
in 208 101)_
SUUus, 1C6€! (unc parvulus, mMnı hereditate SUua privarentur, quod et1am NON placuıt
altıssımo, siıcut uC eventus TeIUMM manıfeste demonstrat, quamVvıs mu ceperint
intervenıre impediımenta». The hıstorian avo1ds dırect confrontation of Phılıp’s moral and
ega problem in advancıng h1s OW! claım Ver the prı0r election of h1is nephew. He impliıes,
though (see below), that Phılıp hımself W ds of and troubled Dy thıs dıfficulty.

99) U E
99) 79-80 Frederick I1 had een lected kıng of Imany, though then

unbaptızed and uncrowned, hrough hıs ather in 1196 See HDCG, 1, 421; for
Phılıp"s MAaneuUVvers after hıs brother’s ea SCC 429 88

100) al
101) DE, As Carlyle pomnted Outl, INalYy princes followed the Same lıne of

reasonıng: V 2224
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The Staufer partısanshıp expressed does nol, however, leave
urchnar: 1n the ynasty's faılures moral an admınıstratıve
deficıiencıes. Perhaps hıghlıght the near-disastrous CONSCQHUCNCCS of
Henry the Lion’s efusal assıst Barbarossa al Legnano, he dramatı-
cally reveals the ecp of Frederick’s humıilıatıon 1ın hıs 1g from aly

urgundy < In quıbusdam et1am locıs adeo angustlatus, ut accepta
tunıca servient1s SCIVU CSSC simularet ei Lanquam
procuraret» ***). urchar poıints oOut that Henry VI Wäds drıven Dy
cırcumstance into equalliy undıgnified and INOIC blameworthy act1o0ons. Of
enTty's etraya of h1s Tusculan allıes durıng hıs attempt reach Rome
In 191 fOor hıs imperı1al coronatıon, urcnar:' repealts general
condemnatıon: «Pro qua imperatorIı iImproperatum est multıs» 103).
The hıistorian later characterızes Henry 4S inglorius for h1s dıfficulties ın
subduing hıs wıfe’s kiıngdom ** *). Hıs ına SUMMAALY of the emperor’s
character denounces hım fOor hıs apparently harmless interest In fal-
CONTIY 105 But urchard’s MOSstT blıstering personal assessment, the uglıest
burst of allegatıons in hıs entire teXL, 1s of Barbarossa’s SOI Conrad

assereban: CUu fulsse interfectum quodam, CU1US uXoIrIem
adulteravıt vlolenter, S1ve ab 1psa Trat enim VIr
inserviens adulter1us ei fornicationıbus 81 stuprIs, quıbuslıbet luxurus
ei immundic1s, STITreNNUUS PeTai In bellıs et ferox el Jargus
amıcıs, et tam SUl qU amı extranel tremebant sub 106)'

The Ursberg chronicler upports the rulıng famıly; he oe€es not whıte-
wash it 107)

The Staufer parentela, wıth few such exceptions, approached
urchard’s roya iıdeal, but when ÖOtto of Brunswick marrıed Beatrıx of
Swabila it Was not the aughter of g00d 1ngs, rather d$S the aughter
of heredıitary monarchs: Lamquam domınam omnıum ICI UM), quC ad
generationem am spectabant» 108)_ eredıity 1S for urchar‘ the most

102) U 9
103) C FA As Sımson (n 7) noftes, tto of St z  Blasıen made siımılar COMMeNT
45 &X imper1um In hoc NO  — mediocriıter dehonestavıt». The close analogy between

the Tusculan incıdent and enTy’s subsequent mutılatıon of Sıcılıan hostages renders
Burchard’s ecriticısm ere the INOTEC telling: cf. DeS TE 78

104) U E
105) UG, VE Burchard INa Yy ere intend indırect erıiticısm of Frederick 1L, who

followed hIs father in hıs interest. R Wıllemsen’s two-volume facsımıle dıtıon of
h1is falconry DOOK, De rtie venandı CU: Aavibus Taz,

106)
107) CM. Lindner, 121
108) UC,
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important and distinctive legıtimızıng feature, INOIC important than
royal DIOWCSS OT ega election. ven Barbarossa had COM the
imper1al tıtle LNOIC Dy eredıity than Dy election, magıs delegatıone
patrul SUl qUam electione principum» **?). On the relative
ımportance of inherıtance and princely electi1ıon the hıstorian offers
clear statement He mentions that Frederick IL, C uCcC iın CuUnNIs
vaglıentem D Wädas lected kıng, and he emphasızes the ormalıty wıth
which Frederick’s father secured uCca oaths of allegiance ; ). He later
assoclates the Staufer’s infant election wıth hıs second electi1on in
IA « Iunc princıpes Alamannıe convenlentes Fridericum 380
icılıe elegerunt In imperatorem coronandum, CUul et1am olım, CU uc
in CcunIlis luraverant fidelitatem» ***). For urcnar: pledges of
oyalty AIC much posıtıve indıicatlions of ng ingshıp
guarantees of

urcnar:' 1S concerned develop the genealogıica pretens1ions of the
Staufer Geschlecht ully d poss1ble, and ere hIs intention 1s clearly
strengthen future dynastıc securıty. He 1s areful descerıibe the relatiıon-
shıp of the Salıans, ancestors of cCcontemporary ings, the ancıent
Merovıngılan and Carolingian lınes. Quoting from Otto cf Freising,
whom urchar‘ emphasızes W as hımself of the Salıan house. the
Premonstratensian deser1ibes hOow daughters of (Novıses and Charleses
marrıed Salıan ancestors ** £). He offers independent conclusiıon

Otto’s genealogıcal which the INOTIC iıllustrious
Carolıingian iınk «In qUO 1E Henry II1]| propier aternum post
multa curricula ANNOTIUM rediuit imperium ad iıllustrem ef glorio0sam
propagınem Karol1ı Magn1» **°). On the OCcasıon of Barbarossa’s elec-
tion the hıistorian g1veESs CVCN fuller exposıtion of the ıiımportance of
Hohenstaufen genealogıcll coneectilons:

Hec ideo alıquantulum dıffusıius SCI1pSIMUS, ut pateat, uomodo
nobilissım!ı princıpes Alamannıe proxima lınea consanguımlıtatıs
imperatorIı adherebant At 1pse 1E Frederıick| potıius glorı1abatur

de regla stırpe Waılblingensium progenıtum fulsse, qQU OS constat
de duplıcı regla prosapla prOCessIsSe, videlicet Clodoveorum, de

109) VE:
110) 75 « ulThe Historical Work of Burchard of Ursberg  251  important and distinctive legitimizing feature, more important than  royal prowess or legal election. Even Barbarossa had come to the  imperial title more by heredity than by election, «... magis ex delegatione  patrui sui quam ex electione principum» *°°). On the exact relative  importance of inheritance and princely election the historian offers no  clear statement. He mentions that Frederick II, «... adhuc in cunis  vagientem ...», was elected king, and he emphasizes the formality with  which Frederick’s father secured ducal oaths of allegiance**!°). He later  associates the Staufer’s infant election with his second election in A.D.  1211: «Tunc principes Alamannie  convenientes Fridericum regem  Sicilie elegerunt in imperatorem coronandum, cui etiam olim, cum adhuc  in cunis esset, iuraverant fidelitatem»!!!). For Burchard pledges of  loyalty are never so much positive indications of rightful kingship as  guarantees of peace.  Burchard is concerned to develop the genealogical pretensions of the  Staufer Geschlecht as fully as possible, and here his intention is clearly to  strengthen future dynastic security. He is careful to describe the relation-  ship of the Salians, ancestors of contemporary kings, to the ancient  Merovingian and Carolingian lines. Quoting from Otto cf Freising,  whom Burchard emphasizes was himself of the Salian house, the  Premonstratensian describes how daughters of Clovises and Charleses  married Salian ancestors!!?). He offers an independent conclusion  to Otto’s genealogical excursus which stresses the more illustrious  Carolingian link: «In quo [i.e. Henry III] propter maternum genus post  multa curricula annorum rediit imperium ad illustrem et gloriosam  propaginem Karoli Magni»*!*). On the occasion of Barbarossa’s elec-  tion the historian gives an even fuller exposition of the importance of  Hohenstaufen genealogicll coneections:  Hec ideo aliquantulum diffusius scripsimus, ut pateat, quomodo  nobilissimi principes Alamannie proxima linea consanguinitatis  imperatori adherebant. At ipse [i.e. Frederick] potius gloriabatur  se de regia stirpe Waiblingensium progenitum fuisse, quos constat  de duplici regia prosapia processisse, videlicet Clodoveorum, de  109) UC, p. 22.  11°) UC, p. 75: «ut ... ei fidelitatem iurarent et litteras de hoc facto cum sigillis suis  transmitterent imperatori».  H1 UC, p. 99.  12)-UC. p Sı ch Otto 6f Freising; Chronica 6.28.  }B3) - UC-pp. 5:6.e1 tıdelıtatem lurarent ıtteras de hoc aCcto CU sıgıllıs SUl1s

transmıtterent Imperator1».
lll)
112) cf. tto of Freising, Chronica 6.28
113) Y
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quıbus egıtur ın gest1s Francorum, el Carolorum, de quıbus
nıchılomınus eorundum narrant hystorıe 114)°

urchar:' then emphasızes the continuing importance of descent from
Henry for Frederick I1 Dy noting, Phılıp's Ca that Frederick
subsequently removed hıs uncle’s body firom 1ts orıgıinal al

Bamberg the Salıan mausoleum ar Speyer, «1bıdem sepelırı 50

progenitoribus SUu1sS»

Frederick II after the Holy Land

The arguments of the Ursberg author for heredıtary Staufer monarchy
and strong roya legislatıve actıvıty and, the other hand, agaınst papa
corruption and manıpulatıon of secular polıtics ATIC drawn together in his
ringing defense of the excommunicate Frederick 11 hıs return from
Jerusalem. Here hıs VIEWS fiınd expression in desceribing Frederick’s
immediately CoNntemporary and unfinıshed coni{lıct wıth Rome The
provost’'s aCCount overtly takes cognizance of the emperor’'s OW ell-
publıcızed reacti1ons papa. MAaneUVCIS 5o, markıng the exacerbatıon
of ension between trederick and Honorius 111 in 1L221. when
Iuscan COUNtTs fleeing the chastısement of the former successfully sought
refuge in Rome, Burchard repeats the imper1al complaınt and identifies
ıts SOUICC «Quocirca ıimperator multotiens conquerebatur, quod 1N1m1-
COS SU OS ei hostes publıcos sedes apostolıca foveret» 116)_

In hıs continumng account of papa antı-Staufer actıvity under Gregory
I the historian echoes the ing’s propagandızıng posıtion. The 191  S

PODPC aAappCals d and iırresponsıble : «Hiıc Lamquam superbus
prımo anno pontıficatus SUl cepit excommunicare Fridericum impera-

PTO Caus1ls frivolıs et falsıs el postposıto Omn1ı ordıne ludiclarıo
E On the attempt of Gregory and hıs Lombard allıes OC
Frederick’s Reichstag at Ravenna ıIn June 1228, urcnar': 1S aCCUSALOTY ;
ere he DOrrows from imperı1al propaganda, d he SdYyS from hearsay

Nam Veronenses et Mediolanenses NON permiserunt alıquos transıre
pCI fines SUOS, spolıantes rebus SUl1s et1am 1PSOS CIUCEC s1gnatos, ut

114) 242925
115) ül
L 16) 115
ll7) UG:; I Frederick’s encyclıcal protest lıkewıise ouched the pride-humluility

eme MG ons Z CSD 150
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asserebant, auctoritate dominı pPapC, quod, proc dolor! nefas est
dicere

And the pope’s actıvıties in the emperor’s subsequent absence, he
offers increasıngly emphatıc condemnatıon, ere acknowledging
SOUTITCC

Papa VCTO captata OCccasıone de absentıia imperatorı1s Coplosum
exercıtum destinavıt 1ın Apulıam e terras imperatorı1s In servıt1o
Christı demorantıs quod nefandıssımum est dicere abstulıt el
s1bI subegıt el s1gnatos, transfretarent, Oomnı studıo
prohıbuilt tam ın Apulıa q Ua in Lombardıa Quis talıa facta FÜGIE
consıderans HNONMN eploret eit detestetur. qUC indıcıum videntur ef
quoddam portentum ei prodıig1um ruentis ecelesie *?)?

urchar continues heap grossiy calumnıatıng descriptions
fOr Gregory’'s talıan mMoOovements «nequıssımum facınus», «crudelıtas
sevientium », «furor invadıentium», always ıIn clear hıs
presentation of rederick unıformly PIOUS posture of begging [OTg1ve-
CSS CVCN though hıs chastısement 1S undeserved !*°).

Frederick IL, at the time of DE 'S completion, had nOoTt yel assembled
and promulgated the classıcal expression of hıs OW: polıtical hought in
the Constitutions of (  1; a  oug. they ollowe In August 123L. NOL

long after urchnar‘ probably dıed 121). The imperı1al encyclıcals elıcıted
by the Staufer’s dıfficulties wıth Innocent SUCCCESSOIS presented the
emperor’s theorıies in ess ully artıculated vers10n, but CVECI ıf
urchard work WEIC shaped princıpally d polıtical it SEL COU.
not be expected Car the weıght of close comparıson wıth Frederick’s
matfture hought To be SUIC, Liber Augustalis Was ase early laws of
Frederick and, dASs Van eve has poıminted Oul, ıts central emphasıs,
ıke urchard ın C Was the importance of IuStLtLa roya
objectives, especılally ega maıntenance of peace  122)_ urchard
communlıity of emphasıs wıth Frederick’s earlıer and later opınıons

118) E PE
119) UC, 2
120) D 126
121) Constitutiones regn Siciliae, ın Hıstor1ia diplomatica Friderici secundl, ed 3 k

Huıillard-Breholles, (Parıs FEl
122) S Van eve, The Emperor Frederick II of Hohenstaufen : Immutator Mundı

(Oxford, JA «Certainly it Was from hıs Norman ancCcestiOrs hat he derıved hıs
CONcepL of the kıngshıp, that the function of the kıng 1S, above all, establısh an
maıntaın, punısh wrong-doing, anı COrrect injJustice».
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definıtion and separatıon of legıtimate roles of empıre and PDapaCYy 1s
1kewı1se 123). 1ıle urchard violent polemic agaınst brıbery
and ega fees rowıng irom the prolıferation of law procedures
ear the m of personal dısenchantment, they LOO ATC compatıble wıth
Man Y of Frederick II’s contentlions 124)|

The Ursberg hıstory, however, SOCS beyond superficlia. and aguely
theoretical congrulty wıth the polıtical hought of the taufer Vehse’s
study of TedefieG I1’s OIlL1cC1a propaganda has noted that only few
thırteenth-century historical authors actually quoted from imper1al
encyclıcals Albert of and erman of Altaich events followıng
Frederick’s second excommunicatıon in 239 urchar  9 in hıs
SYyNOPSIS of Frederick’s hıs first ban December KZ2Z 1S
thus un1ique. He traces of roya propaganda color h1ıs generally
defensive ACCOUNT of Frederick IT’s reign throughout, only eIe does he
blatantly eier specıfic arguments advanced Dy the chancery; he does

alone the central fıgures of Hohenstaufen histor10-
graäphy :<°): urchar descr1bes the FG encyclıcal wıth the Samne

metaphor dSs he SCS for hıs OW historical work : C
PTOSICSSUM vıte SUC et conversationem ei actıonem el innocentiam PIO

lerre Sancte»**°). He begins d4Ss ıf CODY the Hohenstaufen
letter WOTrd for WwOTd, then decıdes that ıt 1S LOO0 long, but hıs reviated
redaction chows close verbal dependence the orıginal. AaCKMUN:!
Was thus led conclude, followıng VO  ; Sımson, that the central
PUTDOSC of urchard’s work W ds polemical, that 1s «Streıitschrift
für den gebannten Friedrich I1» 127).

The ımportance of polıtıcal interest A factor in urchard COMPpOSI-
t10n of hıs historical work 15 evıdent from the ManYy tendent10us
escr1Dbe above wıth theır consıstent ıf nOT rıgorously developed pomnt of
VIEW. pecıfic CONCETN for the siıtuation of Frederick I1 in 229 W ds> NOT

123) galn, cf. Van eve, 55 «ar INOIC important than hıs want of miılıtary
greatness|] contrıbution LO cultura. WCIC Frederick’s fforts define and
separate the legıtımate spheres of actıon of the sacerdotium and the iımperium>».

24) eNnse: Die amtliche Propagande IN der Staatskuns. Friedrichs IS Forschungen
mıittelalterlichen und HeEUCTCR Geschichte Munich, 186 se notes that
erıticısm of the church’s worldly riches had x1isted from the time of Gerhoh of
Reichersberg and «Schriıtt für Schritt rüuckte Friedricks Propaganda diesem rgumen
näher »}

125) Vehse, 202
126) UC, 129 Subsequent quotations aATIC from the version of the imperl1a]l

etter. 122-124; cf. MG  G OonNns Z 148-156
127) aCKmun: Die mittelalterlichen Geschichtsschreiber des Prämonstratenser-

ordens, Bıblıotheca Analectorum Praemonstratensium (Averbode, Z ST
Simson, XMXVIIL
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necessarıly the central mot1ivation for the provost's The ostensıble
ICasSsonNn fOor Gregory X excommunicatıon of Frederick had been the
atter’s aılure ulfıl! hıs coronatıon VO SO Crusade By the time
of composition, the CINPDCIOT had indeed SOoNC the Holy Land
despıite Gregory’'s unsubtle efforts prevent hıs UCCCSS He had eached

favorable settlement Jerusalem despıite Gregory s continumng efusal]
ıft hıs excommuntiticatlion. urchard, however, spends lıttle indepen-

ent rguıng the injustice of the Staufer’s treatment al the an
of the PaDaCyY, instead of allowıng Frederick’s Encyclica de EXCOMMUNL-
catiıone and few oblıque references roya propaganda spea. for
hım lıkely that the historian’s premature NNOUNCEMENT of
papal-ımper1a settlement in the losıng words of hıs chronicle 128)
W ds intended assıst Frederick Dy minımızıng Gregory's threat of
deposıtion. Throughout urchard chronicle, specıfically tendenti0us
ICSDONSCS ATIC made imperlal-princely and imperl1al-papa collısıons,
and incıdent CVCMN the MOSLT recent Can be interpreted ASs the
sıngle focus for the rest of the provost’s polıtically sensıtıve remarks.

urchard last ShOwWw ou that Frederick had already
effectively WON the ast round agaınst Gregory Defense of the rulıng
member of the Staufer dynasty Was not al the moment critical, althoug.
it remaıned important. polıtical PUTDOSC W ds broader defense of
the IMNOTIC general princıples of hereditary empıre and eccles1astıical
diıvorcement f{from secular government. Thıs pology Was ul
hıstorical arguments 1C the events of Barbarossa’s time WeEeIC

important 4S perhaps, because their CONSCYUCHCECS WeTIC CISAT: CVCNMN

INOTEC important than the events of hıs grandson’s. urchar
elucıdate the pattern of history; polıtıcal contf{lıcts WEIC al (HIGE part of
that pattern and Key 1ts wıder interpretation. 15 then
Streitschrift, but Streitschrift rowıng {Trom, nOoL into, imper1al
hıstory. The rıg order 1C urchar sought dıscern hrough past
SUCCESSECS and faılures of eneral ın Christendom concerned the
relatıonshıp of church and throughout theıir development, nOoL only
iın Teder1ıcCc ITI’'s career *?).

arol NEEL.The Olorado College
Olorado Springs
Olorado UsSs

128) O62
129) As Lindner pointed OuL, Burchard’s pro-ımper1al posture indicates basıc

hostilıty tO the church: 17 «Burchar: stand daraus auf dem en der Kırche, deren
Wohl ihm WAaTrTmm Herzen lag, ber CT auch, dıe Missbrauüchen seıne
Stimme erheben».


