
T he Hıstorical Work of urchnar of Ursberg, VI
Burchard’s ıfe and Hıs

Historiographical Achilevemen-

The Ursberg Chronicon (hereafter UC) contaıns abundant evidence for
the mMmoment al IC the hıstorian urchar: seit it asıde, dASs for hıs
polıtıcal an epıstemologıcal poilnts of VIEW. reveals ASs ell the

of the chronicler’s eccles1astıical GAFGGE: Such informatıon dASs ıt
offers, however, Cal upport satısfyıng explanatıon of the relatıonshıp
between the Provost and the hıstorıilan. The Ursberg prelate’s work
reveals that he hıstory In Support of Hohenstaufen claıms agalinst
the DaAaDaCYy and ASs analogıcal bridge between past and present, but
what elements of hıs personal experlence INdYy ave nduced hım thıs
Occupatıon aATC daSs yel obscure. ese factors AaTC nevertheless of interest.

As Heer pomnted out In reference (Otto of Freising and Anselm of
Havelberg, medieval hıstorl1ans’ involvements In polıtıical and theologıca:
controverslies had potentially strong impact theır hıstorical iıdeas. So,
in Heer’s interpretation, the Premonstratensian Anselm Was able ın hıs
theory of hıistorical innovatıon INOVC beyond the Cistercıan Otto’s
INOTC conservatıvely Augustinıan VIEW of declinıng CLIVLIEAS permixta
because of hIs contact wıth Eastern theologıans and because he Was noLt
ıke (Otto shackile Dy hıs connection the ımper1a]l house: both
twelfth-century theologıans of hıstory elonge monastıc orders self-
consc10usly commıtted enewal of apostolıc lıfe, and m1g otherwise
ave expressed INOIC siımılar VISIONS of theır OW time’s relatıonshıp
the wıder flow of history *). The chronicle wrıtten by urcnar: of
Ursberg 15 indeed INOTEC dıstinctively Premonstratensian than modern
cr1tics ave generally een9 al least 1in ıts reflection of the bıshop
of Havelberg’s 1ideas but ıt IMaYy also ear the marks of the author’s
experlience outsıde hıs monastıc aiilıLNatiıon

*9 hıs 15 the SIX and 1na artıcle in ser1es beginnıng ın the first 0872 fascıcle of thıs
journal. Sıgnificant errata, especılally ın . stemmata in the second ın the ser1es, AaIcC
rectified below

Heer, The Intellectua History of Europe, Tans Steinberg (Cleveland,
88-90

See X Hıstorical Work of urchar: of Ursberg, Uurchnhar: Hıstorian»,
Nnalecta Praemonstratensia 59, :53
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Evıdence for urchard personal and admıniıstrative ıfe external
that presented ın first-person 1Ss dıfficult interpret. It 1S
losely intertwıned wıth those materı1als for the hıstory of the texti

IC the first artıcle ıIn thıs ser1es has cshown be self-contradıctory and
rıddied wıth Iraces of the provost’'s ıfe 16 Ca  — st1ill be discerned
outsıde hIs OW chronicle ave wıth few excepti1ons been preserved only
because the Drovost Was chronicler. They have therefore been bent
conform succession of dıfferiıng interpretations of the anneI of
composition and of the hıstory of the Ursberg text Nevertheless enough
SUrvive enable urchar CMCI SC ıf indıistinctly independently
of hıs role d> historian.

Sınce the historian’s insertions of events In hıs OW ıfe nto the
texi aAaTC the firmest evidence for hıs CaIicCcI and SInce they ecount

sprinklıng of important (n durıng the of hıs maturıty,
they 11l provıde useful framework agaınst 4C INOTEC dubıio0us
evidence INa Yy be tested and IC it INaYy finally be attached. urchar:
Was ordaıned priest by j1ethelm, bıshop of Constance, ın L2027): he
must have been al least in hıs twenty-fifth VCAaTL, probably orn ın E In
198 urchar: traveled the papa cur1a, where he Sa  < the PDa-
gandızıng dısplay of Sıicılıan barons held hostage and blınded Dy eNTY
VI He Was then STl secular, though perhaps already cleric. but In
205 he submitted monastıc rule, perhaps the Premonstratensian
novıtlate but 1ic ONC 1$ unclear ”).

Iwo later urchar: took hıs permanent VOWS5 d

Premonstratensian ©). In- 1210 he returned Rome and wıtnessed the
appeal of the OOTr Men of yons and theır aster Bernard for papal
upport He Was SEL ıIn aly for the establıshment of between
Innocent and Otto in apua durıng the followıng Vear : In SA he
had AaCC°SS chancery drafts of papa [e{ters. it from the
generaliızed salutatıon of ONC which he copies”); he must therefore have
remaıned al Rome, returned therfe; al least ave had ACCCcS>$> such
informatıon hrough close connectlons. Fınally, 1ın 1213 urcnar: Was

urchar: of Ursberg, Chronicon, ed Holder-  gger and VO  — Simson, 7nd ed.,
Scriptores Rerum Germanıcarum ın Usum Scholarum (Hanover, 95
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The Historical Work of UFCHAAaF. of Ursberg

lected DrOvOost_L of the wabıan CONventT of Ursberg «FEodem AdiNO

electus fu1 et translatus ın Ursperc» : °):
ese autobiographica suggest10ons ralse d Man Yy questions about the

ıfe of the hıstori1an d they AD SWeET They g1ve indıcatıon of h1s tamıly
background OT educatıon. They record hıs monastıc allıl1ıatıon but they
do noTt contrıbute descerıption of the posıtıon of hıs houses in the
turbulent Swabıan and imper1a] polıtıcs of the early thırteenth CeNtUurY.
They mentıion repeated, engthy trıps aly and INOIC specıfically
Rome., but they leave asıde the Casons for those Journeys and the
possıble ffects of the prelate’s absence the fulfillment of hıs duties al
home. Most importantly, they aCCOunNntT 1ın WaY for urchard
hıstori1o0graphical actıvıty. Indeed, the provost’s first-person notices
TeH: off fiıfteen before the end of ell before he ave
egun raftıng it

EVIDENCE FOR URCHARD’S (CAREBER OUuUTSIDE
IHE URSBERG CHRONICON

mong the confusıng and 1msy testimony of later hıstorians
urchard lıfe. CvVcn the date an Cıircumstances of hıs ea dIcC
uncertaın. Once (Cronau showed conclusıvely that UÜTeCRNAaTı Was the
author of up ıts conclusıon ıIn 230 the natural but
unjustifı1able assumption has OllOwWwe: that the pProvost dıed iın that VYCar
OT shortly thereäfter* ). The abrupt conclusıon of 1S, however, the
sole Support for assıgnıng the historian’s eı 230 FAl
oug the ast events wıth 10> the [CX1 reveals acquaıintance ATC of
early 1230, the hıstorıan need not have dıed when he seit asıde hıs work.
urchar INay have been 11l OT turned other OcCcupatıons. He Wäas then
iıfty-three 0)  er not A INa  —_ by medieval standards, but hıs
V1gOr had been PTOVCN In repeated Crossıngs of the Alps; he INaYy ave
1Vve' much longer. In the absence of firmer evidence, the VCaI of
urchard ea then remaıns problematıc.

On what day the hıstorian died 15 INOTEC certaın. An Ursberg necrology
datıng from the mıd-sıxteenth CENLUTrY but apparently copled {irom
er book lısts several Burchards, ONC of th: the first Name

10) 1}2
ll) Lindner, Monasticon epISCOPATUS Augustani antiqui (Bregenz, 116;

Simson, IX-X } Backmund, Die mittelalterlichen Geschichtsschreiber des Präüämonstra-
tenserordens, Bıblıotheca Analectorum Praemonstratensium (Averbode,
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recorded fOor that day and therefore probably 1ke the hıstorı1an
of the monastery’'s early per10d January 12) The 504 necrology
of the Premonstratensian CoOonNvent of Weıssenau, 1kewıise made from
earlıer exemplar, lısts January «Burchardı. p(re)posıtı de
Ursperg» **). Only ONC of rsberg’s prelates Wds named Burchard**);
the Weıissenau notıice must refer the thırteenth-century hıstorıian. It
must ave been entered AS margınal addıtiıon in earlıer SInNCe In
he 1504 version it AaDPCALS last. after the of the INOIC recent dead
of the house.

The day and YCal of urchard ea ave s1gnıfıcance beyond theır
relatıonshıp abrupt conclusıon. Imprecıisıon iın early of
urchard  s DTrOVOSLrY concerning the end of h1s OIllcıa Gare6: and of hıs
ıfe MaVY reflect ambiıvalence hıstorlans Ör hıs house and. later, of
German monastıcısm concerning the PrOvOoSLrYy of the chronicler. The
Ccırcumstances of urchard’s ea ıf they Can be interpreted INOIC

intellıg1bly than they ave heretofore been. 11l ıIn turn ched 1g hıs
al Ursberg and h1is ıfe d They INAaYy, iınally, contrıbute

deserıption of hıs early CaIcCI and of hıs Org1ns.
On first consideratıion, 1t anomalous that the hıstori1an and

provost urcnar': cshould ave been commemorated In the Ursberg
necrology Dy hıs Nanlec alone, wıthout mentıon of hıs prelacy 15) ( 6
evidence from hıs OW. house concerning h1ıs ea 15 sımılarly 9
indıfferent hıs sStatus firom the modern poımnt of VIEW AS the MOSstT

important member of the Ursberg communıty In al ıts centurlies. The
sixteenth-century a  CV hıstory of Johannes Weıissung offers the earlıest
record of the yYCal of urchard en It ex1ists ın [WO unıch copIes,
ClIm 2721347° The addıtional of both codices includıng

12) Necrologium Ursbergense, ed Baumann, Monumenta Germanıae Hıstorica
Necrologıa Germanıliae (Berlıin, 129

13) Necrologium Augliae Minoris, MG  E Necr. B 154
l4) ackmun Monasticon Praemonstratense‚ (Straubing, 87
15) E,g the Ursberg necrology lısts the ea February C  odalrıcı plrelposl[iti]»:

Neecr. OS 130
16) As Gronau pominted OUt,; the {ext of the [WO 1S substantıally the Die

Ursperger Chronik und ihr Verfasser Dıss Berlın 68-69 Gronau hought that
ClIm Wds> perhaps earlıer vers1on, but noTlt the dırect antecedent of Cm
1C seemed ave een Weıissung’s presentatıon CODY the Ursberg OE Ihomas
Mang He Was apparently Even the margınal gl0sses of the second unıch CODY,
CiIm AIC based As CGronau noticed (p 70), ave een
damaged, because leaves ın dıfferent hand WETC al the beginning and end hıs
perhaps explaıns why narratıve concerning the abbey’s troubles durıng the Peasants’
Revoaolt appende: in both manuscr1pts Weissung’s Catalogus not necessarıly wriıtten



The Historical Work of Burchard of Ursberg

Weıssung’s work cshed 1g the date: motivatıon, and DULIDOSC of hıs
hıstory of and abbots. and therefore hıs record ofurchard
CaIiIcCcl

Weissung S catalog of Ursberg prelates
CIm for IC the unıch manuscrıpt atalog attrıbutes the

princıpal TexXt LO dam Bartholomaeus, ıIn fact includes Weıissung’s
a  CYV hıstory wıth only covering letter Dy Bartholomaeus and contıinu-
at1ons Weıissung’s work Dy unıdentified author. The first OllO 1r)
bears the tıtle. Catalogzus adeoque Epitome OomMmNMNIUumM
singulorum praepositorum abbatumque Urspergensium coenobii, and
DOCIM Dy the Stephan Stephan Wäas perhaps relatıve of
the Nuremberg humanıst Hartmann Schedel, histori1an and frıiend of

dıscoverer Conrad Peutimger ). TIThe Schedell’s three COUD-
lets ATC, however, hortatory rather than hıstorical. The followıing LeXT in
the unıch codex 1s INOTEC instructive. Here Bartholomaeus addresses
pedantıc the moral value of trıbulatıiıon the of Ursberg,
Ihomas Mang The historıical misfortunes of Ursberg recounted in the
ensumg catalog of prelates, he SdVYS, ave noTt destroyed the COIMNM-

munıty ; NOT, Dy implıcatıon, should the incıplent WdlL>Ss of religion*°®).
Bartholomaeus’ suggest that Weıssung’s work Was composed
ın dırect contemporary Ursberg CiIrcumstances. ast ds-

LerYy fires m1g then be expected recelve pecıal attention in Catalogus.
So m1g the personal interest of the and dedıicatee, Mang

Bartholomaeus’ suggestion concerning the relevance of cContemporary
events the work he introduces 15 confirmed ın Weissung’s OW

explanatıion, In cCoverıng letter followıng Bartholomaeus’, of hıs moti1-
vatıon for Catalogus composıtion. Thomas, Weıiıssung asserts,
WOU hımself ave een capable of writing CV hıstory Now, As

head of strugglıng mMONAaSIETY, he 1s tOO0 Dusy and the task has fallen

Dy hım xtends urther ın ClIm The other CODY, shows few Sma. CITOIS of
prolepsıs absent in there 1S ICAasSOonN LO belıeve that it Was noTl coplıed ırectly irom

17) Ssee Wattenbach ‘ artıcle Hartmann Schedel ın Allgemeine deutsche
Biographie, ed iı1storısche Kommissıon der könıglıchen bayerıschen ademıe, uniıch,
K X (Leıipzıg, 661-662

IS) Weissung, fol Sr «Quod profecto R.D as 1n hoc miserrimo Urspergensı
coenobıo0 eus lucıdissıme eclara' Nam ametsı lım 1serae opplıgnoratum fueri1t, lım
QqUOQUC bIs conflagratum».
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the schollarch *): Weıssung dates h1ıs prefatory epiıstle 15 July
524° Ursberg Was burned ın the followıiıng year : ); d ddenda
Weıssung’s texti aitest: Mang m1g ell ave apprecliated the ENCOUTALC-
ment hıs scholiarch’s hıstory provided **).

Weıssung aunches nto hıs Catalogus PTODCI wıth the of the
monastery’'s foundatıon. He continues wıth the admıniıstrations of ıts
Varlous prelates. Hıs the eıghth Provost urchar 1S HEL, but
subsequent description of hıs CaIicCI has een forced ul thıs
inadequate foundatıon. The TexXi therefore demands close analysıs:

one ndolıiıs 1uvenem DECNC enerI1s ungulculıs palam est
Burchardum fu1sse, medius fidius, S1 1O  am fulsset, mınıme SUCCESSOT

Vvirorum electus Cum undecım optıme
preposıit! officıum perfecıt, sıne adversıtate viveret. Chriısto
docente, ın mundo PTICSSUTLAaI habetis 1n M
cenobıium combustum est 1de YQUamnı brevıculo tempore bıs tCMIpD-
tatı Ssunt ıimpetu 12N1S. Sed pacıent1ssımus, voluntatı de1 trıbuit.
nıhılomınus ıterum quantum potult edificavıt monasterium
ad undecım tandem CH: bonam etatıs partem traduxiısset.,
lıberatus iın celestem patrıam VOCaLtus 24)

TIhe salıent feature of Weıissung’s aCCount Ör UTCHAaT and hıs DrOVOSIrYy
1S the lignorance it shows of both <S1 1O  — fulsset» 15 revealıng phrase.
Much of what Weıssung MaNagCS produce concerning urchar: 15
only guesswork, hindsıght imputatıon of virtue and competence
indıyıdual about whom only few bare external Circumstances WEeIC

known: urchar had been the prelate of Ursberg between Frederick

19) Weissung, fol ArT.
20) Weissung, fol 5vV < atum 1ın NOSILro museolo Ursperg11 quıinto decımo dıe mensıs

Julı1 ANNO vigesımo quartio u miıllesıiımum quingentesımum».
Äl) ( ackmund, Mon Praem.., L, 36 Die Chorherrenorden un: ihre Stifte In

Bayern (Passau, 205
22) TIhe Ton matter of (C'Im ere deseribed the e Jegi1ac exhortatıon the

reader and paır of covering etters DYy Bartholomaeus and Weissung) 1S absent from the C'Im
vers1on, which 1$ nolt In stiff parchment-covered bindıng ıke the INOTEC complete

CODY, but 18 wrapped only In attere leaf from fifteenthlcenturry lıturgıical dısplay book
ıth red decoratıon. Ihe texti 18 copijed rather than parchment, AS IS (C'Im

ıt IS generally hastıer CODY, evidently workıng CODY Its fols Ir-16r, however,
correspond exactly ClIm TE E fols 14r-34r, Weissung’s Catalogus PFrODCL Sınce order.
content, CVECI spellıng ıth mınor exceptlons (e.g the ame Burchard, regularly spelled
Burckhard In CIm 2/7214) dIC identical, the readıngs and folıatıon of CIm for the
body of Weıissung’s text AaTre cıted ere

23) Cf. John 6.33
24) Weıssung, fol Or-v
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and Conrad of Liechtenau, the bulldıngs WEeIC burned ıle the as-

Lery W ds under hıs charge, and they WEIC eventually ebuilt
Weıssung’s SOUTCE OUTICCS mMust ave had extremely lıttle er

the provost-hıstorlian. oug h1s notice Conrad of Liechtenau 11]
in ıts detaıl COINC under consıderation later. ıt 1S for the Oment worth
noting that it COVOIS three S1X t1imes As long ASs the notıce
Burchard*>). In the covering letter Mang, Weıssung had deserıibed hıs
Catalogus’ princıpal SOUICEC d ancıent and 1st «Non quod
alıqua sıt dıfficultas, Cu in vetustissımo TO sıngulorum nomiına, ets1
PCNC sıtu obsıta SICQuUE oblıterata alıquantulum, inven1»“°). ese
NOMINGA presumably form the «catalogus veius>» 16 he makes
repeated reference. For urchard, Weıssung clearly had nothıng work
from but thıs lıst, Namme and notatıon length of tenure; the
paragraph he composed concerning the eıghth prelate emande
consıderable leap of hıstorıical imagınatıon from skımpy beginnıing.

least the Catalogus author Wäas honest, forcing ın detaıl and
acknowledging the chakıness of hıs informatıon.

Subsequent uUus«c of Weıssung’s notice urchar:': has nOoTL been
Caut10us. COonspicuous OM1sSS10Ns supplıe iın q]] later bıographical

and thıs 1S not 5Sd Y that they ATC DUTC invention, rather that
they requıre areful scrutiny AIC urchard Ir al the wabılan town
of ıberach. hıs provost_ry al Schussenried., hıs erudıtion an ad-
miıinıstratıve UCCCSS Weıissung’s OW text, SCAanty dSs ıt 1S, mıiılıtates agaınst
al least the ast of these Ursberg Wäds destroyed durıng urchard
DPrOVOSLUTY, and oug. Weıssung strenuously avo1ds sayıng any  ıng
negatıve about hım. it remaıns clear that he dıd nOT succeed in UlNY
rebulldıng ıt urchard PFrOVvOSLrYy eft Ursberg weaker than when he
Cal 1le thıs decline W ds$s the result of events outsıde the communıty,
not of malfeasance the part of the prelate, hıs leadershıp had
nevertheless een insufficıentl energet1c LO prevent ıts near-annıhilation.
«Quantum potuıt»: urchar: had eecn unexceptional provost.

Weıissung’s Catalogus had, perhaps In order tOo obscure INnCONSISteENCY,
omitted dates of tenure for each Drovost and 1in the
SUCCeESSION. It old only how long each held office Thus, calculatıng from
the probably apocryphal foundatıon ate of 125%) it 1S possıble

25) Weıssung, fols 18v-19v
26) Weissung, tol Ar As (Gjronau notıices, Weıissung faıled surprisıngly uUusc the few but

iımportant references Ursberg events of the thırteenth entury
27) Backmund, Mon Praem., 1,
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deduce from Weıssung that the seventh Drovost of Ursberg, urchard
predecessor Frederıick, died iın 2155 though he does NOL ırectly er
thıs date urchard PrOVOSLrY then egan ın the SaJmllec vear*°®).
Weıssung SaYy>S that the house Was burned undecım
optıme praeposıt! officıum perfecıt», OT in 226 But Weıissung continues,
«edificavıt monasterıum ad undecım 4A11 0S)>») If, d it
Weıissung that thıs reconstruction effort egan after the fire INn
urchard eleventh yYCal al Ursberg, he W ds Drovost for (wentiy-LWO

Worn Oout Dy hıs OTTICIA: burdens, ASs Weıssung sald, he then dıed
accordıng thıs interpretation In SE

If urchard PrOVOSLrY had indeed SONC untiıl 125 there WEIC, d

Weıssung cCannoTt ave een UuNaWaIC, impossı1ıbly fewer ın the
hıstory of the Ursberg house than the Su of assıgned 1ts
indıvıidual vo  9 addıng up the 16 he assıgns the
intervening prelates WOU ave brought Weıssung past the abbacy of hıs
cCcontemporary, Thomas Mang, Weıssung’s notice HTeHAar OUg
then be serutinızed for obvıous C  $ CVCNMN for ambiıgulty Hıs SOUTCC

lıst of prelates’ order and dates must aVe shown SOTIINC confusıon VCT

the transfer of office from urcnar Conrad of Liechtenau, but
exactly how it INa y ave een Can NO only be deduced from hI1s
OW: attempt al reconstructlion. At [WO pomts the scholıarch lowed for
SOINC fex1bilıty 1ın what al first be ng1 descr1ıption of
urchard’s DrOVOSLrY d of (WenNLy-LWO years’ duratıon. First Weıssung
inserted somewhat evasıve COomMMent Ursberg fires between hıs
notice of the disaster of urchard’s eleventh VCar and h1ıs statement that
urchar egan the rebulldıng: < vide QUamı breviculo tempore bıs
temptatı Ssunt impetu 12N1S». Whether not Weıissung MaYy AVe een
confused about how INa y fires Ursberg Sullere ın the ate welfth and
early thırteenth CeENLUrY 1S question of independent importance, but
erTe al least syntactic loophole 15 opened ın h1s chronologica
calculatıon. The Catalogus author INd y ave Sa y that urchar‘
ebuilt from the ıre of his OW provostirYy, he INa y poss1ıbly ave mean
that the reconstruction under WaY from earlıer Ire Was dıisturbed Dy
the 226 repetition. The latter explanatıon 1S ess grammatıcally but INOTC

28) For discussion of Weıssung’s obfuscatıon concerning the eXTi and Burchard’s
and hıs SUCCESSOTS’ ates, SCC C Hıstorical Work of urchar:‘ of Ursberg, The
Ursberg Chronicon Jlext», 55 (1982), 100 ff. The argumen that urchar: became
rsberg’'s Drovost In DA AaSSUmMnNCS hat Weıssung dıd not COUN fractıiıons entire 1ın
hıs ally
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chronologıically enable On the basıs of Weıissung’s Texi alone., the length
of urchard DFrOVOSLUrY cannot therefore be establıshed

The prelate urcnar:! CO NOTL aVe died. of COUTISC, long before h1s
SUCCESSOT took office If the length of urchard prelacy 15 undeter-
mıined. then must be the YCal of hıs en unless other evidence 1S
avaılable But Weıissung’s ({exTt ere introduces second element of
confusıiıon. urchard, ıt SdVYS, ebuilt the moNnastery OVer eleven-year
per10d; between thıs notice and «lıberatus ın celestem patrıam», the
words wıth 16 Weıissung marks urchard Ca 1S inserted «tandem
Cu bonam etatıs partem traduxıisset». gaın ONC interpretatiıon 1S
grammatıcally the HITGF sound, but another 1S STl plausıble It
1keller that Weıssung Sa Y that after eleven of rebulldıng
urchar: dıed, then already al advanced dBC It IMNaY be the other
hand that Weıissung indıicate that urcnar:': led reconstruction
fOor eleven5 and that quıte sStatement he dıed al
advanced AaDC The latter interpretation that urchard PTIO-
VOSIUrY an hıs ıfe INaYy not ave been coterm1ınous.

(Cironau asserted that Weıissung’s consıderable chronologıica
concerning relatıvely recent the assıgnment of discovery
by Peutinger tO SS instead of 14906, when CIm 4351°s margınal
indicate it W ds$s OoOun AargucCs agaınst hıs eneral ıIn determ1-
nıng reproducıng dates Weıissung’s Peutinger Wädas perhaps
tendent10us., however: hıs obscurıty urchard m1g ave
been sımılarly intentional. On the whole, there 1S lıttle agaılnst 16
test Weıissung’s He ave done hıs best interpret
almost unıntellıgıble «catalogus vetus>» in of such other documents
and SCTaDS of ora|l tradıtiıon d WeTEC avaılable hım, but probably ON

of the dates mplıed In hıs iexi cshould be accepted unquestionıngly. In the
Casc of the Drovost urchard, Weıssung apparently COUuU. make virtually

of the CeYV tradıtions. He loaked hıs 1gnorance ın 1DI1Ca
allusıon of pecıal cContemporary interest Christ’s descer1ıption of
Hımself aAs refuge from arthly calamıtıes such A fiıres and moved
from urcnar: tO DFrOVvOSL cConcerning whom historian he accepted d

authoritatıve, the Thomas, had ald the chronologica ground-
work. Conrad of Liechtenau had, Weıissung knew, long and ıllustrio0us
PFrOVOSLrYy extending Irom the near-eclipse of the house in the mıd-1220’s

the happıer 1240’s, when Swabıla Wds> relatıvely pacıfıe under
Frederick I1 an hıs SO enry Weıissung dıd nNnOoTL NOW when urcnar:
dıed, and he dıd NOTL command the tools wıth IC ddress the
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problem, he dıd not Iry Means solve it perhaps existed, but Kaspar
Brusch’'s wıdely-used interpretation of Weıssung’s ACCOUNT dıd nOoL

recognIıze them

Kaspar Brusch’s eleg1aAC catalog and LEG SUCCESSOFS

In the cContext of the record of the Ursberg fire of 526 NCIude ASs

epıulogue In both sixteenth-century manuscrı1pts of Weıissung’s Catalogus,
the VagucCNCSS wıth ı F that author treated urchard e and the
MONaSsteErYy ıre assoclated wıth hıs DFrOVOSILrY prior siımılar CTI1SIS 1S
the INOITIC CONSPICUOUS “”). The second of the [WO coples, CIm has
SE1 INOIC, later Ursberg materI1al. contaıns manuscrıpt version of
Kaspar Brusch’s eleg1ac catalog of Ursberg prelates tO 551 30) As

ell AS hıs etymologıca « Topographlia» and « Irıplıces Gubernatores
Urspergensı1s Cenobi» * *). Brusch’s work Ursberg, important
SOUTICEC for later students of both urchar and hıs MONAaSTETY, cshows
close dependence Weıissung, but exacerbates the confusion he eft
behind

Brusch’s hıstory of CGerman monastıc foundatıions, Monasteriorum
(Jermanıae DraeCcIPUOrUM, In both ıts printed version and ın the C'Im

manuscrıpt CODY of the Ursberg entry 18 explıcıt pomts
IC Weissung had been and includes addıtional informatıon
the eiıghth provost of Ursberg

29) From Weiıssung’s aCCount of the hıstorlan-prelate, whom he o€s not CVONMN identify
hıstorlan, Catalogus continues ıth of the accomplıshments of rsberg’s

abbots and through Ihomas Mang, the author’s OW superl10r. few addıtional
leaves, recordıng the hıstory of the a  CYy from Weissung’s close tO the ıre of n A follow
In both manuscripts: ClIm fols 34r-38v; ClIm fols IOr Theır
only emphasızes the princıpal author’s, Weıssung’s, intention that hıs hıstorıical Catalogus
be interpreted of dırect relevance rsberg’s C  Tary dıfficulties. Here d
abundance of eyewıtness informatıon completely transforms the pattern of Weissung’s
Catalogus. er the IC  < tiıtle, « Narratı1o0», the sem1-biographical entries whıch WEeTIC al
ırst, ıke the ONEC urchar skeleta. and hen BICW longer d they approached the
sixteenth CENLUTY, explode ıth eyewıtness detaıl into runnıng acCcount rsberg’s sackıng
durıng the Peasants’ Revolt Was NCEC the motivatıon for thıs suddenly rich record and
for ıts sudden end The longer «Narratıo» continuatıiıon ın (C'Im IS truncated., but
ere 1$ [CAasOIN belıeve that ıt orıginally extente pasti L323% SINCe the number of
Can ONSs al Ursberg Wds thereafter educed hat ın P five WEIC sent reinforcements
from Osterhofen &E aCKmun! Chorherrenorden, 205

30) CIm fols 22r-38 v
31) (3 fols I9r 1r
32) CIm fols 24v-25r
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Burcardus patrıa Bıberacensıis,
Praeposıtus Schussenriedanus.

Saevılt hOoc ıterum Vulcanus ın aedem,
In cineres DCNC, ut tota soluta foret

Per duo lustra datas ( VIX tenulisset habenas
Burcardus, multa VITr pietate bonus.

Sed DOSst “ m1ıseram cladem el lachrymabıle fatum,
Biıssenos CNSCS Gr Superasset a  uC:

Tristitia et INaAaCIOIC graVvı COMNCUSSUS, ad
Concessıt mundo hoc miseroque acCcu
11 4A10 Chriıstı 226°°)

Brusch went beyond Weıssung ın namıng urchard bırthplace A

1Derac and ıstıng Schussenried Aas hıs earlıer PrOVvOSLrY. He Was INOTC

specıfic than Weıssung had een in assıgnıng urchard ea 226
« Per duo ustra» : Brusch pomted DD Aas the VYCar of the fıre W  1C
wıth Weissung, he identified A the indırect of the provost’'s ına
Ilness Lustrum, though, m1g be understood oosely NOTL d exactly
{1ve e but A per10d of evera|]l 34) «Bıssenos 1Ss
sımılarly Brusch tO ave sed the phrase because it sulted
the needs of hıs eleg1ac NOoTt because he Was concerned Sa y that
urchar 1ve': exactly twelve months after the dısaster. Because hıs CICZVY

urchar: 1S structured closely Weıissung’s, it 1Ss clear that Brusch
consulted the scholiarch’s hıstory, abusıng it in hıs attempt clarıfy
Obvıo0us con{us1ons. But Brusch clearly had SOMMEC SOUICE independent of
Weıssung for the provost's early ıfe

That Ource’s nature 15 unclear. Brusch’s introduction h1s
publıshed work Ursberg states that he the eleg1ac celebration of
the CV when he Was eıghteen, OL in S Embarrassedly, the
humanıst acknowledges that the DOCH 1S «satıs puerıile» and rehearses
events «mediocriter», but he retaıns it in hıs monastıc hıstory nearly
twenty-five later because ıt 1s despite ıts defects INOTEC attractıve
than «nudum catalogum » he I1Can Weıissung’s 35) The tıtle

33) Brusch. MO asierio n Germaniae praecıpuorum (Sulzbach, p. 602
Brusch’s work had orıginally een publıshed ın Ingolstadt In 551

34) C Lewiıs and ort, Novum gl0ssarium mediae latinitatis. Lustrum Was favorıte
classıcızıng eXpression of Brusch’s. He sed ıt Iso concerning the Ursberg PTrOVOSIL,
Ulrich II 597 «Cumque gubernator PCI bıs duo Iustra fuisset/Dexter, ad Elysıum
migrat ab rbe p1um».

35) Brusch, 596 «Celebratum est hOcC coenobıium prolixo carmıne,
NNO aetatıs INCAaC quod quıia eJus praepositos bbates complectitur, d\|
mediocriter tot1us coenobıl annales recıtat, maluı ıllud QUamMı nudum catalogum stud10so
antıquıitatis ectorı obtrudere: alıoquı Carmen satıs puerıle facıle DAaSSus periıre».
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of Brusch’s eleg1acs urchar mentionıng both 1Derac and
Schussenried, 1S the Sd1I1lec In Monasteriorum d In CIm ete 15
TCAasSson ASSUTLC that the latter 1S NOL hıs 57 autograph. Brusch must
eıther ave revised the DOCIM between 5T and 881 Incorporate facts
he subsequently uncovered OT Weıissung must ave overlooked infor-
matıon al Ursberg about urchard early ıfe IC the hıstori1an
oun there few later

The former possı1ıbılıty 1S the INOIC lıkely. In Brusch’s 1st of prelates al

SchussenrIied, urchard’s first Premonstratensıian house, he NcCcIude the
SaJmne bıographica data urchar 4C he the informatıon
ıIn Weıissung’s Catalogzus for Ursberg

Burcardus. Bıberaco 9 VIr praeclare doctus, praeposıtus
tandem Urspergensıs coenobıl ANNO Dominı IS designatus, CU
11 praefulsset 10 annıs el lıquot mensıbus, obıult ANNO Dominı
226°)

Brusch thus LO ave sed Schussenried, NOT Ursberg SOUTCE

for hıs statement urchard bırthplace. Why INOTIC informatıon about
the provost-historian should ave been preserved al the former foun-
datıon, where he Was prelate for fewer and where UCsS bıographical
notices uggest that he W ds rarely ın resiıdence, than al the er and, ın
the thırteenth CeNLUTY, INOTC important Ursberg house 1S al first
clear * ’). An intiımatıon EMCTLCS, however, irom Brusch’s tCXT Accordıing

Brusch. urcnar: Was known al Schussenried as earned clerıc from
0Ca ıllage Thıs informatıon INAaYy ave been lost fortultously al

Ursberg OT al SOINC pomnt In the tradıtıon of the a  CeYV hıstory before
Weissung it May ave egen forgotten ASs ırrelevant, CVOI suppressed,
because neıther hıs scholarshıp NOT hıs orıgin had helped urchar‘
ebulld burned Ursberg

Brusch had been able LO decıde that Weıissung Sa Yy that
urchar Was prelate al Ursberg for SIevVEN. nOoTt (WenNLy-LWO Y  5
because the Schussenried records avaılable hım an noTt Weıissung
supported the former length of tenure He concluded that urchar dıed

36) Brusch, 538 CGironau Wäas persuaded DYy Brusch’s INaCCuraCy the of
200 hat hıs Ursberg informatıon Wds generally careless. He that the (< annıs
alıquot mensıbus» of hıs contradıcts Brusch’s notice urchard’s tenure al
Ursberg It 1S, however. NOL al all contradıctory. Brusch sımply sed and OTl
eXpress1ons In both instances when he mean eleven

37) ( Backmund, Mon Praem.., I’ 83, Ursberg Was ar than Schussenried
and had assoclated house of CAaNONCSSCS, d the latter dıd noOoL.
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al the end of hıs eleven In office, and hıs jJudgment Wds unıformly
accepted In subsequent attention urchnar: and untıl (jronau’’s
IncCclsıve er1ıticısm. ugo's eighteenth-century synthesıs of
Premonstratensian QOUTCCS, Annales Ordinis PraemonstratensIis, made
extensive UusS«c of Brusch’s work. Like Monasteriorum, ıt omıtted Al y
reference urchard lıterary actıvıty ın ıts hıstory of Ursberg and
accepted 2726 d the date of hıs death The for UureECHAL In
ug0 s ist of Schussenried D  vo  9 ASs in Brusch’s, emphasızed that
Burchard Was A outstandıng cholar On the basıs of document
preserved al that mMONAaSIETY, ıt the informatıon that the Provost_
procured papal privilege fOor Schussenried iın 10 ugo's CONtINUOUS
narratıve of Schussenried events f{fered the first explicıtly negatıve
cCOmMMenNntT urchard leadershıp In the lıterature hıs ıfe and
DrOVOSIrY

Oost haec elegerunt quemdam Burchardum, natıone de iberach,
quı iıbıdem susceperat habıtum., relıgionemque, homınem lıtteratum
va  ©} sed sub CU1US regımıne eccles1a ın alıquo defecıt, ıIn nu VGLC)

penıtus profecıt 39)
Hugo cshowed AaWAaTCNCSS that earlıer SOUTCC, Weıssung’'s Catalogus,
had indıcated confusıon (0QVE6ETI urchard dates Most of what he, lıke
Brusch. knew about urchar deriıved ultımately from Schussenried, nOT

from Ursberg, and al the former house there seemed be ou OVCI

when he had been DPrOVOSLT, OT what kınd of DrOoVvOSsL. ug0o’s SUCCESSOI

Lienhardt, author of lıterary hıstory of the Norbertines, agaın
noticed the obscurıty ın the Ursberg SOUTCEC for urcharde and hıs
relatıonshıp the mONnasterYy fiıre of the 12205 Lienhar suggest10ns
for the solutiıon the problem ave been argely ignored, but they ATC

nevertheless constructive. Hıs hypothesıs concerning urchard ea
the election of Conrad of Liechtenau, an the authorshıp of the chronicle
varıously attrıbuted each 1S. however, est consıdered ın the 1g of
evidence for the Contemporary hıstory of Schussenried and Ursberg,
SOINC of 16 Wds consulted Dy Hugo, and SOIMNC of1 has only
subsequently COINC lıeht :

38) Hugo, Sacrı e 1 CAaNONICI OFdinis Praemonstratenstıs annales, I1 (Nancy,
cols. 54 « BURCHARDUS, terata devastatıone, ın cineres redactam 11XE Urspergam;
ast anımum SuUDTa fortunam attolens, PIO virıbus rulnis excıtavıt. Undecımo reg1m1n1s
1MNO In cineres ıpse mortalıs abılt 1226».

39) Hugo, IL, col 823
40) Subsequent bıographical d1iscussıons Ad1C ase: ose dıiscussed here, princıpally
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BURCHARD’S CHUSSENRIED

Hugo recorded that urchard predecessor ıIn the prelacy of
Schussenried W ds named Luther He Was PIOUS Nan but incom-
petentl: Kn OMO sımplex, _bonus eit reCIUs corde sed agCN-
darum Incapax TLuther Was forced resign**). The house needed
sStrong eiender In the ast of the welfth CeNLUrY Conrad, the
ounder of SchussenrIied, had diıed The monasterYy subsequently became

object of contention between Zärıngen an Hohenstaufen. Conrad of
Swabıa, Barbarossa’s SOIl, DSaVC hıs kınsman Conrad of Wartenberg free
hand eject the Canons They took temMmpOrary refuge at theır mother-
house, Weıssenau, until settlement Was eached and they WEIC Nlowed

retiurn ome42)
Chrıstmann, the eighteenth-century edıtor of partıal version of

urchard hıstory, quoted Schussenried SOUTCEC 16 has sub-
sequently disappeared the effect that urchar: became Drovost ın
1209, OL hortly after the communıty’s return Schussenried**). TIhat
date 1s compatıble wıth ugo’'s ess specıfic information**), AdSs ell A

wıth statement that 1ts author became whıte In 20773
urchnar: then took charge al Schussenried when sımple, devout
pProvost had een unable hrough moral leadershıp alone AaNSWEeTI the
communıty’s pressing practical needs. The candıdate chosen eplace
the deposed Luther mMust ave been percei1ved Dy the members of the
communıty ASs quıte dıfferent from hım The conclusıon need nNOTL follow
that urchnar': Was especılally worldly; indeed. ugo's 1st of
Schussenried al least ca hım «relıg10one Conspicuus»  46)_ It
nevertheless clear, CVEOI wıthout hindsıght reference urchard

Weıissung s: C amm, Hierarchia Augustana, 111 (Augsburg, 497 ;
Chrıstmann, ın [Burchard], Historia Fridericti (Ulm, X111; (J00vVvaerts, Ecr1ivalins,
artıstes el SAVANTLS de l’ordre de Premontre: Dictionnatre bio-bibliographique, (Brussels
1899, rptl Geneva 05

41) Hugo, 1L, col 825
42) hıs description of the dıfficulties of Schussenried 700 1s Aase'!

Chrıstmann DpP. XX-XX1 The close relatıonshıp between Weıissenau an Schussenried
perhaps explaıns why urchard ea) received specılal notice In the former’s necrology.

43) Chrıstmann. KXIX: < perantıqua iıbıdem asservata tabula chronographiıca
praeposiıtorum abbatum imperl1alıs canon1ae Sorethanae, dicente ‘Regımen coepıt 1NO

209 » The Same «perantıqua18  CL Neel  BURCHARD’S SCHUSSENRIED  Hugo recorded that Burchard’s predecessor in the prelacy of  Schussenried was named Luther. He was a pious man but an incom-  petent: «... homo simplex, bonus et rectus corde  sed rerum agen-  darum incapax ...». Luther was forced to resign“*!). The house needed a  strong defender. In the last years of the twelfth century Conrad, the  founder of Schussenried, had died. The monastery subsequently became  an object of contention between Zäringen and Hohenstaufen. Conrad of  Swabia, Barbarossa’s son, gave his kinsman Conrad of Wartenberg free  hand to eject the canons. They took temporary refuge at their mother-  house, Weissenau, until a settlement was reached and they were allowed  to return home  42).  G. A. Christmann, the eighteenth-century editor of a partial version of  Burchard’s history, quoted a Schussenried source which has sub-  sequently disappeared to the effect that Burchard became provost in  1209, or shortly after the community’s return to Schussenried**). That  date is compatible with Hugo’s less specific information“**), as well as  with UC’s statement that its author became a white canon in 1207*°).  Burchard then took charge at Schussenried when a simple, devout  provost had been unable through moral leadership alone to answer the  community’s pressing practical needs. The candidate chosen to replace  the deposed Luther must have been perceived by the members of the  community as quite different from him. The conclusion need not follow  that Burchard was  especially worldly;  indeed, Hugo’s  list  of  Schussenried provosts at least calls him «religione conspicuus»“*°). It  nevertheless seems clear, even without hindsight reference to Burchard’s  on Weissung’s: e.g. C. Khamm, Hierarchia Augustana, III (Augsburg, 1715), p. 497; G.A.  Christmann, in [Burchard], Historia Friderici (Ulm, 1790), p. xiii; L. Goovaerts, Ecrivains,  artistes et savants de l’ordre de Premontre: Dictionnaire bio-bibliographique, 1 (Brussels  1899, rpt. Geneva 1971), p. 95.  %7) Hugo, IL col: 825  42) This description of the difficulties of Schussenried c. A.D. 1200 is based on  Christmann: pp. xx-xxi. The close relationship between Weissenau and Schussenried  perhaps explains why Burchard’s death received special notice in the former’s necrology.  43) Christmann, p. xix: «... teste perantiqua ibidem asservata tabula chronographica  praepositorum ac abbatum imperialis canoniae Sorethanae, dicente: ‘Regimen coepit anno  1209’». The same «perantiqua ... tabula» had probably been available to Brusch.  %%) Hugo, I5 col.825;  45) UC, p. 96.  *°)EHüge; 11 col 825aDula» had probably een avaılable LO Brusch
44) Hugo, 11, col 825
45) DE
46) Hugo, IL, col 825
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later achı1evements al the papa cur1a, that hıs ellows elleve: thıs
scholarly INanll COU SaVC theır house from the aggression of its secular
ne1ghbors and it from eneral OoWnNN1 COUITISC

Burchard’s experlence al Kome, cıted above the autobıograph-
cal detaıls he offers In the teXL, had evıdently lent hım reputatiıon
for admınistratıve It seemed al first well-founded The 81°  S DrOovOost
eft Swabıa almost immediately after he W ds chosen; the winnıng of
papa privilege mMust ave een part of h1s mandate. On February 3:
K23 1} Innocent {11 issued letter of protection «dilect1s 111S preposıto ei

fratrıbus de Sorech, Premonstratensı1ıs ordinis»  47)_ The document cShOows
wıtnesses, though the remaıns attached: urchard dırect

ABCNCY 1S thus unprovable. later hand inserted the inıtıal «B.» before
«preposito»  48)° Subsequent addıtıon of inıt1al does not WCI -
ully for urchard partiıcıpatıon in Schussenried’s acquısıtıon of
priviılege; ıt 15 nevertheless extremely probable that the appY result of
the Roman venture ensumg from hıs first electi1on prelacy W ds

urchard personal accomplıshment.
Thus far. urchard CAaı66Gr had een generally successful. He later

mentioned hıs acquaıntance wıth Conrad., future ofPremontre49)
eIr relationshıp, A bel suggested, probably stemmed from the
when Burchard Was pProvost of Schussenried and when Conrad Was

DroVvOSstL of ıts mother-house, Weissenau >°*). Burchard mustT, Lindner
urther proposed, have known from hıs Schussenried per10d the
wabıan Reichsministerialen whom h1ıs hıstory later praised :
others Anselm of Justingen, whom he called KVIT ingenuus» °*), and
enTYy of a  urg, whom he sa1d nearly saved Phılıp of Swabıla Dy
frightenıng the ing's aSSassın wıth shout?*).

Nevertheless, accordıng ugo’'s late testimonYy internal ffaırs al the
house WEIC nOoTL In go0od order under urchar: despıte the provost's
UCCCS>S wıth Innocent’s curl1a and the wıde mM spirıtual an!

47) Hugo, Prob 1L, col C Wirtembergisches Urkundenbuch, ed Königlıches
Staatsarchiv, Stuttgart, I1 (Stuttgart, 384 Wiırt. PRS spellıng maiıintaıned.

48) Wırt Urk.,
49)
50) Abel, « Dı1e Ursperger Chronıik», Archiv der Gesellschaft für Aältere deutsche

Geschichtskunde 1 1 (1858) 102-103: Backmund, Mon Praem., 1, RR-RI
51)
52) Lindner urther suggested that Burchard’s favorable mentiıon of ese

old riends W ds specles of thanks «Zum Chronicon Urspergense», Neues Archiv 10

(1891) 119
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temporalmaıt Wds later clear that he had SKa  iıshed Hugo
Wäds> hardly specıfic: < eccles1a In alıquo defecıt D He m1g have

sımply that the number of CaNOoNSs eeCciine surprisıng, In VIEW
of the papa privilege of SAn Innocent’'s protection, though, m1g n ol
ave een immediıately felt ugo's paralle clause 1S IMNOTC strongly
erıtical : < in nu VCIO penıtus profecıt» 53) Hugo here used penttus In
the emphatıc rather than the Ocatıve but he mMust st1l] have
that nothıing W as Uully succeedıing insıde SchussenrIied. ObjJectively,
urchar: had done ell Dy the house In winnıng papa charter. Hıs
moral leadershıp must the other hand have been relatıvely DOOT
that ıt louded the record of hıs cur1a]l achlievement. Liındner attrıbuted
urchard dıfficulties iın hIs fiırst PrOVOSLIrYy hıs continual absence 54)
The prelate from ED autobiographica notices have been In
aly for al least three of hıs S1X ın office 1S nNnOoT dıfficult
imagıne that the communıtye had recently been nearly extingulshed
cshould ave become diıscouraged during the long travels of urchar

The troubles of the first decade of the thırteenth CENLUTY continued
plague Schussenried throughout the exi urchard SUCCESSOT Conrad
of Roth>>) dıed only three after hıs electi0n. einfr1d, the seventh
PrOVOSL, dıed after L[WO durıng IC tiıme he had proved m1ıxed
essing the house. Hugo pomnts Outft ıronıcally, «Sciebat enım [CS bene
CONSTCBAIC, sed m1ınus provıde dispensare» ”°). The Convent had
perienced debilıtatiıng ser1es of ineffectual durıng the CSPC-
clally tumultuous re1gns of Phılıp and of the Welf Otto The cholar
HLCDAT from 1DeP4aC cannot have been expected tOo work miracles,
but CVCNMN thıs undıstinguishe COINDANY he W ds INOIC CONSPICUOUS
for what he dıd nol accomplısh than for what he dıd And the pattern of
the hıstorlan’s subsequent GALOGCGI al Ursberg that absence INaYy
noTt ave been urchard only faılıng d Schussenried’s pProvost.

BURCHARD’S URSBERG

Ursberg Ssullere ın the ate welfth and early thırteenth CENLUTY
than dıd Schussenried. When urchar: arrıved there ıIn 1213 ıt needed
protection and Stirong SOVEINANCEC CVCNMN INOIC than had hıs former house.

53) Hugo, I: col 823
54) Lindner, I
55) hat Burchard’s SUCCECSSOTIS both al Schussenried and al Ursberg WEIC evıdently of

no famılıes 1S of independent sıgnıfıcance.
56) Hugo, IL, col 823
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The fires which WT plague the a  eYy untıl ıts secularızatıon In 803
had long SINCE begun? 3: rsberg’s necrology shows L[LWO fires before

1200, ONC May { 14223 and the other prıl 3, 199>?)
The house WOU be burned agaın durıng the WAaTs of relıg10N of
Weıissung’s time and the wedısh invasıon of 1632 there had been al

least ONC LINOIC re: Weıiıssung has been SCCI) assert, durıng the
DrOVOSLIrY of the chronicler urchar The necrology o€s nOL, however,
upport Catalogus’s record of fıre ın the 1L220’s

(jronau suggested that Weıssung’s attrıbution of fıre urchard
Ursberg Was only the result of the sixteenth-century historlian’s
numerıcal and chronological confusılıon. Discussing the mısfortunes of
the communıty In h1s eulogy of the founder, Werner of Schwabeck,
Weıssung had stated, «proinde secundarıo prıma fundacıone AD O 909
In TO capıtuları inven10 combustum esse»®°). The ate of rsberg's
foundatıon. Weıssung supposed, W as 125 He then ave

that there Was fiıre ın DE CGjronau elleve that Weıissung had
misınterpreted earlıer SOUTCC, the book of charters he called <(ıber
capıtularıs». As (jronau Sa  Z I that SOUICC indıcated burnıng 1ın the
nınety-nınth VYCar of the CeENTLUTY, but Weıssung hought ıt 1ın the
nınety-nınth VCal of the foundatıon. (CGjronau 5d corroboratıon fOor the
necrology’s clear notice and what he thus interpreted Aas Weıissung’s
garbled notice. for fıre In 199 In the atter’s statement In h1s notice of
urchard predecessor Frederıck, «LOLUMqUE coenobı1um structurIis pDOSL
combustionem roboraverunt»®

(jronau Was surely Correct ın credıting the necrology concerning
1199; ıf Frederıick, whose prOovost{ry egan 1ın 1207, ebuilt the dSs-

LETY, then it must have een burned shortly before though, AdSs

aCKkKmun: emphasızed, there 1s contemporary evidence for 1r

57) AaCKMUN! Mon Praem., ] Chorherrenorden, 205
58) Necr. CLB |33 Backmund Says hat the 147) 1re WAäaSs, accordıng LO Ursberg

tradıtion, tarted Dy the carelessness of the UuNls hıs OTY, he pomnts Out, MaYy ave een
invented acCcount fOor the dısappearance of oNCSSC5S5 from the orıgıinally double
mOonastery: Chorherrenorden, 205-6

59) Necr. ÜF 131 Both necrology entries for monastery fıres dIC wrıtten ın al the
end of the for the relevant day hıs Casts SOM ou the valıdıty of the
informatıon, SINCEe it SCC ave een added ate Backmund oes NOL ote the ıre of
199 Mon Praem.., L, ere be LTCasOIl question the necrology here,
however. sınce Weıssung’s account tends {O confirm ıt ment1ons fiıres ın the hıstory
of the monastery.

60) Weissung, fols |5v-16r.
61) Weıssung, fol 18r 1: Gronau, 8O-S1
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fire under Burchard®*), (ironau ST1 ave been unjustıfıe In
questioning Weıssung’s assertion that the house W ds agaın destroyed
when he WAads there Weıissung’s datıng of fıre ın hıs eulogy of Werner
the nınety-ninth yYCal after rsberg’s foundatıon, 224 as opposed

hıs Vaguct assıgnment of fire urchard eleventh VCAaTrL, TD
Was accepted by Kornmann, the last Ursberg prior, ın the hıstory he

COoMMeEMOTaLl: the Premonstatensian house upON ıts dissolutıion.
Kornmann’s work, s1x-volume manusecrıpt preserved in the ugsburg
episcopal archıve, offers ıttle prevıously unknown informatıon
urchard per10d, but 1s nevertheless sıgnıfıcant because ıt assembIles
viırtually all extant hıstorical and documentary OUTITCECS and addresses
them ın iınformed and alance dıscuss1ion. The ast pr10r W as

intımately famılıar wıth oral and wrıtten tradıtions wıthın the a  eYV; he
had ready LO hand rsberg’s charters, Weıssung’s Catalogus, and
subsequent commentar 63)

Kornmann, 1ıke hıs predecessor Weıissung and In thıs COININONMN

emphasıs the [WO Ursberg hıstorians reflected respectıve CONtemMpPOrarYy
Cr1ses Sda  < the fires which had repeatedily ravaged Ursberg Aas

important turnıng pomts for the house. The volumes of hıs manuscrıpt
hıstory AIC dıyıded 1ve 00 Each of the first four 00
culmınates in monastery fire. The first rsberg’s hıstory the
fire of 142: the second the fire of 1224. the 1r 325 and the
fourth 631 Each section In fact includes dsS epılogue record of
the aftermath of ıts terminal fre: thus the second book ends iın 240 wıth
Conrad of Liechtenau’s ea noL ın 1224, after Kornmann’s datıng :
the fire of urchard  N time from 1C Conrad’s leadershıp brought
TECOVCLY. Kornmann’s Judgment ıre ın the 220; ıt 1s immediıately
clear, had een quıte dıfferent from CGironau’s. The prior-hıistorian, In
choosing beliıeve Weıssung’s assıgnment of fiıre urchard
prelacy, structured hıs long work accordıng assumption 10
(CGironau then ispute aCKmMUuUn:! has agreed wıth Kkornmann rather

62) aCKmun: Geschichtsschreiber, 1 C 40
63) The eYy hıstOry, referred ın pPreviOus lıterature 133, Bischöfliche

Ordıinarıatsbibliothek, has sınce the Second OT| War een housed ıth the Bıschöfliches
Archıiıv. Ihe manuscrı1pt, INOTE properly entiıtle« Chronica DFLOFLS Ursbergensis (see
Kornmann, I’ 359, Was composed VT several5 6-1 (see margınal note, tıtle
pPagc cıted), presumably between the time secularızatıon seemed immınent and when ıt
actually took place; ıt Was dedıicated the ast ot, Aloıs (see & 37-9) Kornmann DaVC
hıs OW CODY Augsburg’'s epıscopal ıbrary ın 1818, letter 1O loose insıde the Ton

of the 1rs volume indıcates.
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than wıth Gronau ®*) The ast Ursberg areful argumen and
ınkage of evidence for cContemporary contilıct between the CanonNs and
0Ca baronage wıth records of monastery fıre indeed retiaın INIE for
the study of Burchard monasterYy and h1s leadershıp there

Kkornmann advancıng hıs novel interpretation of Weıssung, made
concerted attempt aCCOUNL for all aspects of Catalogus record of
burnıings and integrate 1{ wıth urchard nOotLICcES of wabıan
events®”) He dduced documentary evidence for the relatıonshıp of
Burchard’s Ursberg both 1ts secular advocacy and the Staufer
monarchy Kornmann hereby created IMOTEC plausıble and ell etaıle'

for the end of Burchard’ prelacy than earlhıer later CrT1t1CS of

64) Backmund Mon Praem 86 Chorherrenorden 203
65) Kornmann,. 1, DA 1 0- «Postquam Burchardus PCT mu CU:

pıetate clavum praepositurae deculsset, graVISSIMaM incıdıt calamıtatem Monasterıi1um
CeN1MM quod VIX incendio elusıtatum est; NNO 1224, NO  : 226 ut1 hucusque
scrıpserunt, ıterata devastatiıone: ul Joannes Weıssung CaNONICUS Ursbergensıs
praefatione catalog! SUul praepositorum bbatum ON1LO Ursiımontano hıs verbis:
Prıimarıo fundatıone N1NO /mo; secundarıo N1NO mMO 1 lıbro capıtuları ıNVECNIO

combustum OSSC coenobıum verba, quod hactenus aut cognıtla aut ponderata NO  — sunt

CINCTECS redactum uxX!1 Burchardus G1 Welssung, fols ] SV 16r.]
795 modus qUO neC facta sunt melıus intellıgatur sequentıa ene notanda

sunt Anno 4B ul as noster chron1ıco er1ıbıt tto eXxcommunıCcatus de-
nuntılatur. Iunc DITINCIPCS Alemannıe Convenıjentes Fridericum Sıicılıae elegerunt
Imperatorem coronandum. Nunt1os ıLaque acquıirunt, QU1 anc SUamlı electiıonem tam

cıvıtate Romana. quUamı apud praefatum Fridericum Sıcılıe promoveant. Miıttuntur
hac legatıone nobilıs VIT Heıinricus de Nıfen Anselmus de Justingen VIT n  5

promiıttunturque N pro iiınere quıindecıes INAaiCal de reditibus ıIMPCTIN
solvendo IC 99.|

«Hac igılur ratıone Heınricus OCCasS1ONCIMN NAaCiIus Sı ut onasterıum nOsStrum, quod
NO  3 151 aCgBEITIMC dımıserat. ıterum SUaIıl redigerat potestatem. Effecerat CIMI),

ımperator Friıdericus I1 praefat! onaster'11 advocatıam denuo DTOo 200 Marl CcCls argentlı
t1tulo filıo SUO Alberto oblıgaret. Quo facto tantam ıbıdem coegıt iterum
tyrannıdem ul NCQUAQUAN Eccles1ia conventualıs exıstere HOE 92.]
Albertus autem C1US fılıus deo COICHIC patrem ıimıtatus, el JUTC advocatıo iıta abusus est ut

demum rCeDUgNAaNs monasterıum ad SCHIUM iıllıus saeculı exıtl1alıbus flammıs 1NON

dubıtaver1ı
«Quare Ursbergenses Heinricumn ımperatorıs Friıdericı I1 fiılı.um qQUUMM
Germanıa.,. utpote angelus ad coadunandos PTINCIPCS ei componendas

dıscordıias perven1ssel Augusto dvenıt tam exıtıalı advocatıa lıberarı
eT1UMYUC sub lıs iıterum SUSCIpPI umıiıllımıs ei instantıssımıs precıbus, Deo opıtulante
efflagıta sunt ıd quod charta Heınricı VII Romanorum oplıme ucC conservata

CONCcepLIS verbıs eXprT1ImM1 TO documentorum dıseripta NO Vl
«Tandem Burchardus monasterıum duobus 9 quantum potuıt aedıfi-

CaVvıl, ad advocatıa Albertiı de Nıfen lıberavıt, privilegus pDOSsESS1ON1DUS amplıavıt, SUl1S

den1que scr1pt1s nobilıtavıt. praeclarıs merI1t1s dıves 1INSICSSUS est coelum NNO 1226»
Much of Kornmann’ biographical informatıon Burchard 15 4SE! Hıs

psychological interpretation drawn from Hugo
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a  oug he made attempt ınk Circumstances In the
the chronicle’s composıtiıon and, lıke all students of Ursberg untıl

CGronau EXCECDL for Lienhardt, he ST1 elleve that the hıstori1an had dıed
in 226

The emphasıs ıghtly placed Dy Kornmann the interactıon between
monastıc foundatıon and advocate 15 cruc1a] interpretation of
rsberg’s hıstory from 1ts foundatıon the t1ime of C onrad of
Liechtenau. Followıng the welfth CeNTLUTY, Aas aucC the
transfer of eccles1astıcal advocacıles from theır orıginal holders 1N-
Creased®®): rsberg’s EXPETIENCE WAas ell In ıne wıth thıs eneral pattern
of developments. elgotz, SON ÖT rsberg’s ounder Werner of
Schwabeck, dıed wıthout heırs In F622) Frederick Barbarossa then
inherıted Schwabeck and and rıghts, but alıenated rsberg’s advocacy

the Nıffen famıly of chloss Neuburg In 1: he transferred the
advocacy LO the COUNTS Degenhard. Ehus In the first V of 1ts
exIistence the Premonstratensıian house had SCCII 1ts nomınal protectorate
Dass Dy escheat an ın benefice from ıts inıt1al patrons the kıng, then
LO [WO unrelated baronıal famılıes whose interest In the spırıtual health of
the communıty Wds presumably scant©®).

The Nıffen evıdently parted ıth theır Ursberg advocacy only unwiıl-
lıngly: they bought it back iIrom Phılıp of Swabıa SOTIIC twenty-five
later Brusch assıgned the date of the 605  > Nıffen advocacy 1200,
sayıng that the Caln OMNSs quıickly purchased theır reedom from thıs
ONECSTOUS protection or ONEC hundred marks: Brusch, however, knew
nothıng of the mortgagıng of Ursberg under Phılıp of Swabıla CXCEDL
what he earned irom the dıatrıbe agalnst the kıng In Thıs PASSaLC,
ASs the first artıcle ın thıs serles has shown, 1S ate interpolatıon nto
urchard chronıicle. It 1S nevertheless important SOUICEC for hıs
monastery s history, and thus requires areful consiıderation©?).

66) auc Kirchengeschichte Deutschlands, (Leipzig, 329-331 For d1S-
CUsSs1oON of the German erms Vogt (advocate). Vogtei (advocacy) and Verpfändung
(mortgage), 16 SO W ffrom the specıfically German instıtution of the Eigenkirche, SC
the relevant artıcles in Lexikon für I heologie und Kirche, ed Buchberger, 2nd ed vols
(Freiburg B 1930-1938):;: u(TZ, < Proprietary Church Element of
Mediaeval Germanıc Eccles1iastıical Law». In Mediaeval Germany, OR F ESSAVS DV
German Historians, rans Barracloug: (Oxford, SE 45470

67) C ackmun Chorherrenorden, 203
68) hıs SUMIMAaT'Y of the hıstory of rsberg’s advocaCcy IS ase! Schrötter’s

«Zum 010 Jährıgen Bestehen VO  — Ursberg 25-1925», In Ursberg-Kalendar 1926 Munich.

69) Brusch, 595 «Opp1gnoratum fulnt hoc coenobıum NNO Chriıstı 200 Bertholdo
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IThe author of the dıiatrıbe metıiculously set the In ıts hıstorical
perspective. He made ıt clear that thıs W ds$ arranged by Phılıp
purely AsSs financıal expedient. He then explaıned how the specıfic
cırcumstances of mortgagıng When the g00d provost Grimo had
been ın charge of the a  ey; the polemicıst sald, kıng had lowed
dısruptive secular influence out f respect for hım When Grimo dıed
ın 1474 accordıng calculatıon ase: Weissung ’°) provost
entirely unlıke hım W ds lected Grimo’s SUCCESSOF S stupıdıty, weakness,
and inartıculateness caused Barbarossa ppolnt hıs ministerialis
Degenhard d advocate. Degenhard’s stewardshıp Wds nOT burdensome,
oug the later advocacy of the Nıffen tended the destruction of the
Ursberg communıty. The author of the diatrıbe agaınst Phılıp thus dıd
not lame Barbarossa for instıtuting advocaCcy, rather castıgated hıs SO  —

for granting ıt A iırresponsıble patty 3:
y‚ the invectıve agaınst Phılıp omıts the of the Drovost

whose Incompetence stimulated Frederick S gift Ö: rıghts OVeT the
MONAaSLETY secular protector. named alter In fact ollowe
Grimo ın the provos(iTrYy, but Weıssung’s statement that alter fulfilled
hıs duty «sıne maculis»  72) 1s hardly compatıble wıth scathıng
denuncı1atıion. The author of the invective agaınst Phılıp before
Weıssung, but hıs informatıon eed not that ACCOUNLT be valued IMNOTEC

hıghly SsInCce hıs texti 1S obviousliy tendent10us. If he dıd nNnOoTL know the
1amnlec of the prelate under whom the a  CV experienced ıts first mortigag-
Ing, he probably knew lıttle else about hım. and invented detaıls of
mental and physıca inadequacy acCccount IOr Barbarossa’s action):
The antı-Phılıp author knew sımılarly lıttle about Ulrıch, the
DrovOoSst, whom he saıd wıthout offerıng specıfic 1Nannc led the CanonNs

redeem theır house’s m the Nıffen
The indıvıdual who pejoratıvely In about Barbarossa’s SOlml

Neıffen. sed onach!ı tandem redemerunt Neıffensium tyrannıde centum urı marcıs,
as Urspergensıs, celebrıs chronographus». C Y2: «Burchard 1»,

126 ff Brusch imıtates the interpolator’s USC of [Vranniıs, but he miıistakes ONC hundred
marks of gold for [WO hundred marks of sılver. ere W ds> of COUISC gold coinage ın
southern Germany durıng the early thırteenth CeNLUTY. Brusch includes notice of hıs

ater Ö: Ursberg ın hıs elegıac catalog, hıs because he s closely ollowe:
Weıssung, who 1kewıise mentioned neither 1ın hıs 1ıst of prelates.

70) DE S1mson, In 93.
71) 92-93
72) Weıssung, fol 1T
73) As Gronau pomnted OUT: Weıssung showed famılıarıty ıth thıs PDAaAsSSagc in his

alter, rather praıised hım for hıs leadershıp:
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nevertheless Wds probably famılıar wıth documentary evidence for the
monastery’'s troubles wıth the Nıffen In the earlhıest thırteenth CENLUTY,
because he W as correct 1ın sayıng that Ursberg secured ıts OW lıberatıon
from the Nıffen d SOOIMN d S ıt Was clear hOWw dangerous they were  74) Just
ASs the interpolated invective indıcated. the SUrvıving LEXT of charter of
Phılıp of Swabıla ate'! arc SS 1202, and 1Issued al Schwäbisch-Hall
ranted the advocacy of Ursberg er of Nıffen for LWO hundred
marks. The kıng reversed thıs actıon almost immediately. roya charter
of the Samme day confirmed that the Can oNs of Ursberg had untıl the feast
of John the Baptıst of the SAdIiNeC VYCar ne 24) themselves ollect [WO

hundred marks er for hıs expendıture and avo1d moles-
tatıon DYy hım for four VeEars . Phılıp’s second dıploma alleged that he
lowed the Convent Duy ıts lıberatıon because he had repented of
causıng the relıg10us there an Y dısturbance: «Quod C alıquantulum
praeter Justıt1am fecısse videamur S  D In fact Phılıp probably had the
resale ıIn mınd all along Was indıfferent it, since hıs involvement W as

purely for financıal profit.®).
If Ursberg had indeed, As the later a  CYy necrology attests, been

burned ın 199 1t had substantıally recovered, else ıt COUuU noTl In 02
have resisted the threat of the Nıffen COUNTIS The Caln OMNs COUuU nOL,
however, raise the NECCCSSaAI Y un ın ess than three months:;: perhaps the

per10d lowed Dy Phılıp 1s symptomatıc that burnıng dıd take
place al the end of the welfth Century. The exi decade showed
continued Ulrıich. who had engineered the release from Nıffen
advocacy, Wds good ProVvost hıs SUCCCSSOT Frederick, who dıed in 215
obtaıned papa privilege in 209 Innocent 111 confirmed rsberg’s

rıghts, ıstıng nıne churches and thırty-eight outlyıng properties
irom the CC the Alps, as ell d vineyards the Maın ‘’) AS

3 The 6XI of Phılıp's priviılege for er and TecC of Nıffen SUTVIVES,
interestingly, In manuscrı1pt of Peutinger’s, Stuttgart hıst fol 243, fol cf. Regesta
imperil, ed Böhmer, pl 55 Die egesten des Kaiserreichs Philipp tto I
Friedrich IT Heinrich VE Conrad [ Heinrich aspe, Wilhelm und Richard, I 198-
T27.Z IC Fıcker an Wınkelmann, ols (Innsbruck, 1881-1901), Phılıp

75) Reg Imp., Phılıp ext quoted eIO0W from Kornmann, 84 2 doc.
76) ere 1S S OTINC question LO the date of the mortgage, though OINlC d> the release

Irom E: Since Peutinger’'s notes date the former 4: Böhmer queried Peutinger’s
date an: Ficker discarded it, presumabily the basıs of the release’s text &2 Reg Imp.,
Phılıp Clearly the release Ollowe: quickly er Phılıp’s sale of rıghts VeOeI Ursberg
the en; the other hand ıt IS dıfficult imagıne how the CaNoNs m1g ave had time
LO odge protest unless the entire serl1es of events had een prearranged.

77) Wirt Urk., IL, 374-378 ext 1so In Kornmann, 11 2 doc E Hugo,
Prob 1L, cols. 709-71 1
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Kkornmann observed, the 1issuance of the privilege of 209 ensued quıickly
upDON Frederick’s nto office, and he had probably been lected wıth
thıs objective . The analogy urchard election al Schussenried and
acquılisıtion of papal protection ıIn DA emphasızes that Swabıa
remaıned turbulent after the assassınatıon of Phılıp put temporary end

the Welf-Staufer contest fOor the and that monastıc houses
turned increasıngly Rome for guarantees of independence.

Innocent’s privilege fOor Ursberg INay nNOT ave had much immediate
effect; al least ıIn protecting the house from the Nıffen Schroötter
Sug that the COUNtTS INa y Jlready ın 210 ave recovered theır
stewardshıp of Ursberg As Burchard hımselfW ın 210 the Na-
tes who had elected Frederick 11 A antı-kıng DaVC Anselm of Justingen
and enry of Nıffen fifteen hundred marks rıng the Sıcılıan prince
north LO hıs German kingdom ’”). enTtYy MaYy ave sed part of thıs
chare toO Duy back the Premonstratensian cConvent 80) ıf indeed ıt had not

reverted hıs famıly al the end of the four-year per10d stiıpulated In the
release of 202 SOINC pomint durıng OT before urchard PrOoVvOSLTY, it
1S clear, the Nıffen dıd regaın theır advocacy for d second time. No 11C  S

charter of ex1sts, but charter of release from siımılar
that of aTte 7E 202 W as preserved al Ursberg It indıcates that al

ugsburg November 3, 1226, enNTY VII ree the monas
previously entrusted the Niffen * *). Henry's charter urther NNOUNCECS

that he 15 assumıng Ursberg «sSub nostram protectionem» and affırmıng
all the privileges of 1ts early per10d under Conradı 111 and Frederick
Barbarossa. The ıploma’s ına clause 15 MmMoOst s1ıgnıfıcant :

Ad]ıcımus et1am ut quılıbet, Cul ad elect1ionem fratrum commıt-
t1mus, ul 1PSOS vice nOostira efendat, e1 Jura nostra ei 1psorum
ueatur 1 fuerıt e1s SraVIs, aut damnosus SCUu inutilıs, GE hoc
nostre innotuerıt majJestatı, ad petıtiıonem fratrum alıus defensor.
quem petlierınt, 1DS1S concedatur.

78) Kornmann, L, Z
79)
80) Schrötter, 34; cf. Kornmann, I Z E On whose authority enrYy might

ave assumed rsberg's advocacy iın A 1S, however, unclear. IMOTITC plausıble that
Ursberg Was hıs rewards from the 191  < kıng er the SUCCCSS5 of the per11ous talıan
expedition han hat he eft ıt ıth hıs SO  — Albert before hıs departure, especlally S1INCe
enNTY later harter SayS that hıs father had alıenated rsberg's advocacy.

81) Reg IMD., enry 4022 Hugo had publıshed the texti of the royal charter,
miısattrıbuting ıt LO nother kıng named enrYy whose father had een Frederıck, enTYy
VI Prob 11, cols 708-709 Quotations from the exi AT reproduced Dy Kornmann, 11

2, doc. N
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The Ursberg communıty WOU L10 effectively DOSSCSS the ng elect
ıts OW secular advocate. important reedom mong the sıgners of
the roya charter, includıng Sıegfried bıshop of ugsburg, the
Wıttelsbac duke of Bavarıa and enTtYy of Nıffen. 15 representatıve of
Ursbereg iıtself neıiıther An Y of the Can oNs NOT theır DrOVOSL. As they had
one ın 1202 however, the Premonstratensians of Ursberg NO them-
selves purchased reedom Irom the harassment of the Nıffen for [WO
hundred marks.

Exactly what form that harassment had taken 1S clear In the close
analogy between Ursberg events of 200 and [225: that
analogy in turn works confiırm events around those only
dubiousiy attested ın OUTIGES and scholarshıp. When the CanNnOoNs raısed
theır OW. LanNnlsSsOIN and brought 1t roya In 1202 they dıd
everal after the house had been burned When they repeated thıs
payment nearly twenty-five later they acted nOoTt long after another
fıre. As students of the foundatıon’s hıstory have consıstently deduced,
the Nıffen advocates of Ursberg WeTC responsıble fOr ıts burnings 82)
Whenever the mONnastery of 1C they WEIC the nomıiınal protectLors
faıled Day for theır ServICces and yıe satısfactory enrYy
and Albert of Nıffen SEl torch ıt The communıty then sought
termınate ıts relatıonshıp wıth them hrough roya ABCNCY

The release from acquıred under enrYy VII held Ursberg
remaıned imperı1al advocacy untıl the fourteenth century  83)_ Its
CSCAaDC irom baron11al protectorate in urchard t1ime W ds nOL, however,
exceptional. Just A the papa privilege ranted Schussenried duriıng
hIis PFrOVOSIrY Was ONC incıdent In Innocent curı1al expansıon nto the
ffaırs of the Hohenstaufen north, rsberg's charter of imper1al
protection 1ın 226 Wäds part of enNTY wıde-rangıng attempt
refurbısh roya influence dımınıshed durıng the c1ıvıl WarTr of hıs al-
uncle’s rei1gn. Schussenried LOO W as taken under roya superviısıon three
months later 84)

Kkornmann Was probably ng ın accepting Weıssung’s assıgnment of
fire 1224° ıf Ursbereg had been burned ın 1226, 1t 1S dıfficult imagıne
hOow the LW hundred marks for the roya privilege of November 13 COU.

82) E.g Christmann, XXIX: ackmun Geschichtsschreiber, 10,
83) acKkmun Chorherrenorden, 203
84) Stälın, W irtembergische Geschichte (Stuttgart, 1841-1873), 1L, 3S cf. Reg

ImDp., Henry 4033
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quıickly have been raised? 2). TOom Weıssung’'s self-contradıctory
evidence. despıite its increasıngly confusıng reinterpretation Dy sub-
sequent students of rsberg's hIStOTrY, ıt 1S al least clear that the
troublesome Nıffen advocate burned Ursberg toward the end of
Burchard’s prelacy, and that the house W d finally emancıpated ın the
YCal ın which he eft office That MUTrCNAaTi hımself Was actıve in wınnıng
the roya charter of 226 1s ess clear. The only affırmatıve evidence for
hıs dırect ınvolvement 1S the note Ursberg ın that YCAaTr, 4C the
first artıcle ın thıs ser1es has indıcated 1S generally recogniızed A ate
addıtıon

en AaNNO eccles1a Urspergensıis PTO marcıs, qUaS PIC-
posıtus DTO lıberatıone eccles1ıe persolvıt, ab Alberto de Nıunburc
redimıtur et em Haınrıcı reg1s datam ın INanu one memorIı1e
Haıiınrıcı de Zuplingen, iu  3 epIscop1 AhıstetensI1s, accepit. Insuper
privilegia reg1s eljusdem, quod NUNyUAMNI DIO qualıibe necessıiıtate
eadem eccles1ia defensione imper11! alıenaretur 86)

It al first peculıar that only the provost’'s inıt1al 1S here nclude: d

f the later wrıter knew only ıt The cshows specıfic informatıion,
only what m1g have been compile from CODY of the 226 roya
charter and 1St of Ursbereg 9  V IT such WOIC the OUTCECS from
16 it Was produced, it 1s indeed possıble that Burchard W ds nOoTt

Drovost when the priviılege W dasSs granted; the hıstorı1an W ds prelate Oonly
that YCAaT, and hıs SIIGGEESSOF MaYy have taken office Dy November. An
assumption that the old rather than the 11C  < prelate had been respons1ıble
for rsberg’s release from Nıffen advocaCcy Was natural, but NOL

necessarıly AGCCH
par from the single dubio0us assoclation of the historian Burchard

wıth the imper1al protection of 76 ıIn there 15 evidence that he
Wds effective d rsberg's provost. Weıssung’s «optime preposıtı OT
fic1ıum perfec1ıt» hardly balances hıs notice that urchard Ursbereg W as

burned and that he faıled complete ıts reconstructlion. The
Schussenried tradıtıon that he had been POOT leader Wads thus nol

ES) Kornmann, E: Ü As Chrıstmann note: part of Lienhardt’'s ratıionale
for suggesting hat Burchard diıed after 226 W d> HIS conclusıion hat burned house cCannot
ave instantly raısed much ‚DIFTEUS Iiterarius Norbertinus (Augsburg,

KT The weıight of Lienhar: argument, though, W as the relatıonshıp between the
ıre and Burchard’s ea nNOoL between the fıre and the release from Verpfändung : | 30-
131

86) A E
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contradıcted Dy hıs later performance. Lindner suggested that urcnar'!
IMaYy al least have been influential A mediator ıIn other 0oCa secular-
eccles1astıcal conflıects. Eıther he (: hıs predecessor, Frederıick, must ave
been the «preposıtus de Ursberch» who, wıth the prelates of everal
other 0oCa monasterı1es, partıcıpated In papa commiss1ıon end the

thepalatıne Hugh of Tübingen’s depredatıions agaınst
Premontratens1ian house al Marchtal ® ”’). Neıther Frederick NOT

urchar: Was the wıtnesses of Hugh’s father Rudolf’s surviıvıng
promıise restraın hım: ONMNC of the LWO mMuSstT, however, ave partıcıpated
ın prelımınary negotiations ©®). Kkornmann’s (exTi ment1ons., and hıs
appendix includes, charters documenting g1 of real
Ursberg durıng the per10d 1215- S At least the landholdıngs
of the foundatıon WeEeTIC increased under urchard leadershıip.

The eighteenth-century Premonstratensian hıstorı1an Lienhardt W as

thus the first cholar realıze that urchar: mMust have 1ve 2A0
Lienhardt attempted SAaVC al the phenomena of the hıstorlan’’s ıfe and
the CONLEMPOTFATY mMmONAaSIETY, and hıs opınıons AdSSUTLEC He  - sıgnıfıcance
In 1g of Kornmann’s persuasıve datıng of the fire durıng urchard
prelacy ST He suggested that Weıissung’s dates for urchard
PFrOVOSIrY WeTC all three off. «MajJores NOSILrOoSs In el cırca
chronologiam fulsse vel Oomn1ıno INCUr10S, ve]l saltem mM1INus exXaCtiOs el

accCuratos» *: Hıs OW solution took consıderable lberty wıth chrono-
ogıcal evidence. urchar dıed 1ın 1229 he proposed; Ursberg must then
ave been burned ıIn Z Such reconstruction requıred ICaITaNnsC-
ment of Weıissung’s testimonYy for Conrad of Liechtenau’s PrOVOSLIIY. He
INaAaYy ST1 have held office for fourteen ending In 1240, ıf only ıt
m1g be assumed that 1ın 2726 he Was lected coadjutor aged OI

aılıng urchar Lienhar analysıs Was orcedly ımagına-
t1ve but, d S he pomnted out hımself. ıt Was INOTEC than other

ACCOUuNT for urchard CaICCl,, CC PLO respondeant ıllı, quıbus
melıora el certiora Ocumenta ad Sune» . The 1SSues of

B7) Lindner, 118
BB) W irt. DERK HE: 41-44 The extfant charter, though dated 1216, mMust be

bungled CODY, SINCE Dıiethelm, the bıshop of Constance whom ıt SdyS headed the papal
cCcCOomm1ssıon had een dead since 206 CI Wirt. Urk., 111, 43 Hence the confusıon
VeT whether Frederick Burchard Was provost of Ursberg durıng the events 1Ssue.

89) Kornmann, L, E 2 doc 1317 S3 Baumann, «Aus dem
Registrum fundatıonıs Urspergensı1s», Württembergische Vierteljahrshefte für Landes-
geschichte, (1881), 206

90) Lienhardt, 132
91) Lienhardt, 133
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urchard ea and rsberg’s early thırteenth-century CTISIS must
remaın problematıc, Lienhardt antıcıpated, unless HE  S evidence WEeTIC

forthcoming.
No 1919  S materı1als have emerged, but Lienhar: conjectures had been

sensıt1ive. YMpDalhY for urchar has almost wıthout exception olored
scholarshıp the chronicle and the provost's CaIiIceTr Lienhar: Was

dıspassıonate enough COMNMC close asserting what other hıstorians
have consıstently voılded that urchar:': Wäds forced Out of office al
Ursberg because he faıled provıde for the monastery’s needs. Only [WO

of the welfth- and thiırteenth-century Premonstratensıian house
eft office before they diıed The eıghth PrOoVvOSLT, urchard, whose
resignatıon deposıtion Can only be inferred from indirect evidence,
Wäas the first The exi Was Hermann. DrOoVOost from 267 268
NO other Ursberg prelate stepped down untıl Conrad {I11 resigned in
324°7) Departure from prelacy Was then Perhaps
Weıssung’s princıpal source-book, hıs «vetustissiımus lıber», has ob-
scured urchard discomfiture by includıng only hıs term of office, wıth

information hıs ea perhaps ıt offered length for hıs
DrOVOSIrY AI all, an Weıssung had been forced deduce ıt from the
beginnıng of hıs SUCCESSOTF S prelacy urchar: 1S ncluded the day
of the provost’s eg in the Ursberg necrology, but he dıd not
necessarıly CXV6EH dıe ın that house.

Lienhardt had been Correct 1ın arguıng that Weıissung’s informatıon
urchar Was garbled and that 1t obscured the provost's incapabılıty, but
he need nNnOoTt therefore have deduced that fire dıd nOoTt take place al
Ursberg untıl DIR On the pomint of when burning Occurred. Kornmann
Was perhaps closer the truth 1ıre struck SOINC months, perhaps yCal
OT LWO, before the end of urchard provostiry. The mMONaAaSTETY dıd noTt
eg1in to ebound from the dısaster untiıl NC  < prelate took office The
former PrOoVvOost remaıned al Ursberg;: he Wadas probably NnOoT CO-Provost
wıth Conrad, OI rather Conrad W dS$ probably not his coadyutor.
urchar had been unable help Ursberg safely hrough the violent
dısruption accompanyıng the COSUTa of imperı1al control] ıIn Swabıla
between enrYy VI's and hıs SO Frederick’s re1gns. ere 15 ICason
belıeve that, 1n 1226, he dıd NnOL focus hIis energlies dıfferent
obedience.

92) Backmund, Mon Praem.. L, 8 cf. Weıssung, DASSIM; Kornmann, . Dks F}
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URCHARD AN  ® Hıs S UCCESSOR (CONRAD

Johannes Weıssung STITOVvVe In hıs Catalogzus Conrad of
Liechtenau’s authorshıp of and he succeeded In Convıncıng ON

degree 91 another an wıth the exception of Lienhardt four centurıies
of erıt1ics. He surely eI1eve: the attrıbution. but hıs enthusı1asm for ıt W ds

the indırect result of Conrad’s TIGGCECssS ASs prelate and hıs genealogıcal
credentials. urchard SUCCCGSSOI Wds lected 1n burned house Dy
dıscouraged communlıty. The Hext t1ime Ursberg WOU nol be easıly
destroyed. Conrad’s gravestone, extant al the former Premonstratensıian
house, declares hıs MOST 1sıble accomplıshment : ıke Augustus, Conrad
transformed hıs seafi of authorıty: he oun Ursberg wooden and he eft
ıt stone . Conrad W as earned and he filled the convent's eplete
1brary wıth 00 He Was outstandıng PrOoVvost that fınally the
hıstory of hıs predecessor urchard, of I6 he perhaps fostered the
cComposıtion, CAainec be consıdered hıs OW

Conrad thus succeeded everywhere urchar had faıled Why he dıd
Can only be conJjectured. Scholarly though he LOO W ads eputed have
been, NONMNC of hıs lıterary Output SUFrVIVeS. He INaAaYy have been better
schoolmaster though Bs8 cholar than the hıstorilan. He W d5>, d

margınal note In Weıssung’s texi affırms, counsellor of Frederick
Hıs advıce W as presumably worth hearıng; he must In anı y CAdSC have been

successful admınıstrator, though the Circumstances of enewed
Hohenstaufen strength ın 1C he had work WCOIC surely ess
intractable than those of urchard Swabıa, newly recoverıng from
anarchy. The charaeceterıst1ic of C'onrad’s that etiurns agaın and agaın ın

of hıs feNUurTe al Ursberg and 16 stands ın stırongest
HICHAF 1S, however, nNOTt hıs organızatıon of educatıon and book-

Oopyıng al Ursberg hıs managerıal expertise, but hIis famıly
connectlons.

Clearly wıth laudatory reference siıxteenth-century Lıiıchtenauer
bıshop of ugsburg and E the continued preeminence of the famıly
ACTIT OSS three centurlies emphasızes ıts importance Weissung refers
urchard SUCCESSOT Aas «Conradus nobilı SCHCIC de 1ech-
tenaw»?”). Brusch echoes. «Nam C erat el

93) ackmun: Chorherrenorden, 204-5
94-) Weıssung, fol 18SV, INar
95) Weissung, fol 18V
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ampla/Progenıie, eX1ImM10S$ nobilıs inter avos>»  96). Hugo repealts
nobilis»?’). Lienhardt, Goovaarts, Kornmann--all, followıng Weıssung,
praise Conrad’s orıgın {rom the 0Ca comıtal house 98)

By G  ® d (jronau emphasızed ın argumng Weıissung’s ten-

dentiousness regardıng Conrad. Burchard Was genealogıcal nobody.
Weıssung had been able Sa y nothıing about hıs socılal background.
Brusch knew irom Schussenried evidence that he Wds «patrıa
Biberacensıis» and (E Bıberaco natus>» only the place of hıs 1r
nothıng of hıs paren(ts. ven Hugo Was able 5Sd y sımply that he W as

«natıone de Biberach»?”). When Lienhardt fırst aguely imputed
nobiılıty urchard parents, callıng hım CXd parentibus mınıme plebeıs
natus»  l00)’ he dıd wıth rounds al all, and Kornmann’s KXd

parentıbus honestissımıs natus» 7 W dads only close imıtatıon of
Lienhar remark. urchar It clear, had dıstinguished
AaNCEeSLOTS O} relatıves. Hıs famıly aVve been townspeople of
1Derac the r1ver Rıss ın Bavarıan Swabia  102). mong the heavıly
arıstocratic populatıon of thırteenth-century (German Premonstratensian
houses wıth theır characterıistically noO prelates, the Drovost urchnar'!
W dS thus nomaly 103).

urchard 1Deraec had become free imperı1al LOWnN DY the ate
thırteenth CenturYy, though precısely when 1S unclear 104)‘ INa Yy already
have WO  — roya privileges ın urchard you durıng Frederick
Barbarossa’s reign the tOWwWnN Wds lready wıthın the sphere of taufer
influence. As ()tto of St Blasıen records, 106636 W ds m

96) Brusch 60
97) Hugo, I1 col X Y
98) Lienhardt, a Goovaerts, B 509:; Kkornmann, 11 2
99) Hugo 1L, col 823
100) Lienhardt. LT
101) Kornmann, 5 Z
102) Hartmann s agaınst Abel (p 57/) hat Burchard CL {from the Swabıan

tOown 19(8) Kreisstadt In Baden-Württemberg rather han from the Bavarıan vıllage of the
Roggenburg, 15 compelling: «UÜber dıe Heımat des Chronıisten Burchard

VoO Ursberg», Württembergische Vierteljahrshefte (1881), 756 Hıs concludıng argument
hat Burchard’s pro-Staufer polıtıcal stance derıved from hıs bırth iın reg1on of Staufer

admıts SOINC cırcularıty, but h1s other Justifications Ad1C persuasıve. Bavarıan Biıberach
in the diocese of ugsburg Was small and insıgnıfıcant that Burchard’'s ıdentificatiıon
ıth ıt Can ave had lıttle meanıng; the hıstorlan s ordınatıon Dy the bıshop of Constance

hat he STW In hat diocese where the ater Reichsstadt Bıberach lay
103) On the nobilıty of German Premonstratenslians, cf. ackmund artıicle,

«Premonstratenser», In Lexsfür Theol. VIIL, cols. D 33
104) CT Griesinger, Biberach Un der RIiss (Bıberach n.d.), 03
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Alemannıc terrıtorlies 1C reverted the hrough purchase
escheat upON the extinction of proprietary noO lines*??): Z8I
charter of the first absburg, Rudolf, mentions that 1Derac W as g1ven
ıts lıberties Dy ımperı1a]l predecessor named Fredetick 2} W hether
the CIMPCIT OT responsıble Was Barbarossa OT hıs grandson, DY mı1d-century
«minıistr1ı» al 1Derac WCIC appearıng, seemıingly d Hohenstaufen
agents, in 0Ca charters 2 /: That urchar':! CaiInec from thıs roya tOWnN
tOo Schussenried and then Ursberg 15 In WdY SUrprısıng, SINCEe the
former Jay ess than fiıfteen kılometers southwest of 1Derac the latter
lıttle INOTC than Y kılometers the east 108). Ursberg W as

connected wıth 1Derac Dy INOIC than geographıical proxXimıty. ıthın
the first half-century after its foundatıion. the Premonstratensian house
had acquıred farm there rsberg’s cartulary ShOWS that nobleman
named Pıllung of Tattenried DaVC Ursberg «predium, quod habebat in
Bıbrax 42) As CcChroder the SdI1lle Pıllung 1S mentioned ın
charter of Welf VI ate': Thus there Was well-establiıshed
relatiıonshıp between 1Derac and Ursberg long before the hıstorıan left
hıs first PFrOVvOSLErYy al Schussenried for the INOTEC important 0Ca
Premonstratensian house.

urchard uUusc of egal OUICES reveals that he acquired sSOTINC egal
experiıence durıng hıs talıan SOJOurns, althoug ıt W as probably informal
and need nNnOoTL have been al the Bolognese law chools Exactly when OT

how he acquıred it 15 impossible determiıne. Thıs egal an curı1al
educatıon fiıtted hım 1n h1is subsequent role As prelate for negotlatıon wıth
both papal an ımperı1al chancerı1es, and ıt Was probably the most
important factor In the hıstorlan s temporary promınence ıIn the wabıan
CIrCary of the RTr of Premontre. urcnar':! Wdas thus ONEC INn INany
welfth- and thırteenth-century clerıics of undıstinguishe soc1al OrNZ21Ns
raised tO posıti1ons of authorıty DYy the burgeoning needs of eccles1i1astıcal
and secular admınıstrations and the correspondingly explosıve growth of
extra-monastıc education: the GCGaTG66Gl of Raınald of Dassel, Barbarossa’s
chancellor an SCION of the lower nobilıty whose advancement W as the

105) tto of Stf Blasıen, Chronica, ed Hofmeıster, SSRG (Hanover,
106) Reg IMD., Rudolf 657
107) E.g Wirt Urk., ILL, 434-455
108) CM. SOr valuable INAaD>S, CS pl Historischer MS VON Bayerisch-

Schwaben (Augsburg,
109) chröder, « Das Tradıtiıonsbuch und das Iteste Einkünfte-Verzeichnis des

Osters Ursberg», Jahresbericht des historischen Vereins Dillingen (1894),
ll0) Monumenta Boıuca Muniıch 186
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result of h1s traınıng and ambıt10us fforts establısh personal Con
wıth powerfu princes, had been earlıer and IMNOTEC spectacular example
of the Same phenemenon<).

Bureaucratıic expertise, d urchard expernENGE proved, Was

inadequate leadershıp to0] ıIn the Swabılia of the early thırteenth cCcenturYy,
where the imper1al admınıstration erected Dy the first Frederick and
W AWdYy durıng the reign of hıs SO Phılıp and ıts Welft aftermath had
noTt yvel been effectively repaıred Dy the second Frederick and hıs SO

enry urchar of 10Der46 had reservoIlr of famıly connectilons
among the 0CCa nobıilıty upON 485 he mıg TAaW hıs
Premonstratensian communlıtıes eıther al Schussenried al Ursberg
from secular interference. Ursberg ın 2904 he faıled prevent
maJor dısaster. and the election of Conrad of Liechtenau hıs office
few later. wıth urchnar: ST1 alıve, u that the Ursberg
Can OoNs recognized the potential utılıty of such allegiances.

The chronicle 1Cc the Provost urchnar composed reveals the
experiıence of the IMNOTEC than ten , from 198 0}  n 1n 1C he
travelled and from Rome:;: he collected an tudıed ıts OUICCS OVeTLT

long per10d. The extiant nevertheless bears indicatıon that ıt egan
ASSUMNC ıts present form before 1226. when Conrad of Liechtenau

succeeded urchar ASs rsberg’s provost. Parts of the chronicle ATIC

INOTEC nearly 1nıshe: than others, but earlıer sect1ons ATC nOoL unıformly
INOTEC polıshe than later urchar eft CODY revised from earlıer
compıllatıon OT SOUICC collection, but the beginnıng of the work 1s
INOTC thoroughly redrafted than the end The author INa Yy quıte plausıbly
ave generated hıs work’s present form between 226 and hıs ea
16 poss1ıbly but not necessarıly CaInlc 1ın 241 such scenarı1o0 1Ss ell ın
lıne wıth patent incompletion and ıts stylıstıc uUuNeEVENNESS SINCE; dSs

the Ursberg tradıtıon concerning ıts composıtion discussed in the first
artıcle in thıs ser1es implıes, it combınes materı1als recovered from the
burned ıbrary after the mOonas fire durıng the hıstori1an’’s OW

prelacy
Burchard’s polıtical pomt of VIEW, of IC the hallmarks arec alle-

g1ance LO hereditary Hohenstaufen monarchy and belıef in wrıtten law
d posıtıve socıal g0o0Od, proceeded iIrom hıs rich experlıence ofpolıtıcs in
both Germany and aly and irom informed, areful consideratiıon of

111) C. Munz, Frederick Barbarossa: In edieva OlLLICS Ithaca,
93 {f.
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contemporarYy discussıon conflıct between church and empıre. It
WOU be sımplıstıc cConnect the expression of hıs STance In LOO

losely wıth sıngle ın the author’s lıfe. 612 ECVEN wıth the complex of
circumstances represented In hıis background and CAaLGET: Nevertheless,
the Hrovost’s Hohenstaufen eanıng 1S the IHNOTEC intellıg1ble ıIn of hıs
orıgın In pro-Staufer LOWN; hıs support of the imper1al bureaucracy and
ıts egal instruments 1S clearly compatıble wıth h1s OW ACCCSS5 prelacy
hrough successful ealıngs wıth that admınıstration an 1ts papal
analogue. Fınally an MOST iımportantly, the idıosyncratic form ıIn 16
urchard hıstorıical work SUrVIVeSs and ıts emphatıc acclamatıon of
taufer ascendancy dIC clarıfıed agaılınst the specıfically relevant
aC  rop of condıtions al the chronicler’s MONASTETY al 1ts oment of
composıtion.

urchard Schussenried had probably been dısturbed d indırect
result ö1 papal upport of Welf claıms agaınst Phılıp of Swablia The
clıpse of roya and uca authorıty the border reg1on between the
opposing partıes’ orıgınal wabılan and Bavarıan W bases durıng the
struggle for the had left Schussenried INOTIC than G6V6T: exposed
OC turbulence. urchard second mONaAaSLETY Wds destroyed 1ın the
aftermath of the Samllc CevenNTs: 1kewılise d indırect result of papal
interference. Phiılıp’s desperate financıal plıght fOorKurchar: dıd
noOoTl lame hım but the interpolator dıd had led hım
rıghts OVECTI Ursberg the Nıffen advocates who eventually burned ıt
1S CaS Y understand how the Drovost whose communıty had been
chattered m1g have ıtterly denounced the PapaCy W  16 supporting
the milıtary fforts of Otto agaınst the Stauifer: created Phılıp's
discomfiture, especılally SInNCe Frederick had meanwhıle mortgaged the
foundatıon agalın the SaJmne COUNTS In order a1d hıs campalıgn agaınst
the Sd1I11C Welf

ackmun has oun ıt remarkable that urchar': dhered
Frederick despıte hIs apparen encouragement of rsberg’s second
Nıffen advocacy, suggesting that the 226 release from IMaYy
ave been instrumental ın preserving hıs taufer oyalty 12) Hıs SUgSCS-
t10N 1S surely ng but CVCNMN closer connection between the COIM-

position of ıIn its present form and the events surroundıng the end of
urchard decade d> provost of Ursberg INAaY possıbly be deduced It 1S

112) Backmund. Geschichtsschreiber, «und TOotzdem 1e urchar
Friedrich »
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already clear that ONC DUrDOSC of W as d> apology for the
excommunicated Frederick I1: why urchar: of 1Derac and Ursberg
chould ave wrıtten such tendenti10ous histOry ın the cıircumstances ın
IC he dıd 656} begıns be Kornmann’s insıghtful en-

t10N the hıstorlan s motivatıons 111 here er pomnt of reference.
The ast Ursberg prıo0r had L1CAasSson belıeve that MT CHAL Was forced

bandon hıs prelacy AF Ursberg, but he dıd understand from Hugo
that the early hıstori1an of hıs house had performed poorly AT

Schussenried and: intultıvely, he explored why Kkornmann concluded
that urcnar: had been d DOOT admınıstrator In hıs first DOSL because he
W as already preoccupled wıth hıstorical research:

Sub eJus regımıne eccles1ia In alıquo defecıt, In nu PTO-
leCit : Fridericı qu1ıppe prım! imperatorIs, ut 11H1OX videbımus,
hıistori1ae conserıbendo fors nımı1s intentus. LCIN domesticam et
GCeIeFa praeposıt] negotlia 10 nı neglegent1us curabat. Quare
SUI1S, G1 NO  — deposıtus, saltem despectus vitam degebat mM1InNus COIMN-
tentamnı Ursbergenses u  M, quı praeclarum VIT1 ingen1um probe
V  $ et Magn umn chronıco Su pCI scr1ıpta 1PS1US augmentum
ACCESSUTUM sperabant, eundem ANNO DA s1ıbı praeposıtum elege-
runt, ubıl I1NO postea eodem uC AaNNO laetus advenit * ).

f urchar' Was already al work hıs chronicle al SchussenrIied, ıt has
been shown, he W ds noTt producıng the version represented ın CIm 4351
Hıs scholarshıp INAaYy indeed have been impediment hıs leadershıp
there Kkornmann Wädas nevertheless in consıderıng urchard  S
transferral Ursberg d the result of hıs hıstorıical work, a  oug he
W das noTt necessarıly In asserting causal connection between the
historian s admıinıiıstratıve incapacıty and hıs chronicle’s composıtıion.

urchar of 1Derac OI ewrote hıs hıstory after 226 because
he had been DOOT Provost al Ursberg AS ell Aas al Schussenried. The
histori1ographical 1ssıon upOoN 1C he entered after hıs second prelacy
and 1C hıs SUCCESSOT, who later rece1ved credıit. May ell ave
assıgned hım, Was ONC IC he COUu perform well; wıth ıts frunts he
COu an the imper1al famıly 1C- had rescued Ursberg from comıtal
aggression and 1C he ope ou analogously LTESCUC Swabıa, the
Empıre, and DYy the egal confırmatıon of eneral ql the
rel1g10uUs communlitıes wıthın ıts domiıinınlons. The scholarly non-noble

113) Bn Hugo, IT col 823
114) KOornmann, L 2
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COU. noTt hold hıs OW  . EVEN wıth hIis office support hıs authorıty,
the baronıial squabbles of h1s natıve reg10N; the non-noble cholar

WOU then help que those squabbles hrough the composıtıon of
propagandızıng hıstory Ironıcally, urchard unfinıshed and argely
unread work contrıbuted the taufer 5 effectıve uUsc

accordıng ıts author’s pro-German and antı-papal intentions only
much later, ın the an of Phılıp Melanc  on

URCHARD CONTEMPORARIES

edieva hıstor10graphy eached ıts hıgh-water mark ın the welfth
Century. Hohenstaufen ascendancy mel wıth extensive and sophısticated
historio0graphical treatment The conflıct of church an empıre, 16
had 1ın the early of the CeENLUTY contrıbuted the composıtıon of
the important and frequently copıed world-chronicles of 1geber of
emDIl0OuxX andar of Aura, continued untıl the reign of Frederıick

stimulate hıstorical discuss1on. The [WO outstandıng works of
Barbarossa’s Cistercıian uncle Otto WEIC In IMNanYy WayS emblematıc of
that development. Neıither roya bıography NO unıversal chronicle
WOU. agaın be executed, al least the continent, wıth the eve of
historical imagınatıon lıterary finesse 1C they oun al the an of
the bıshop of Freising. ÖOtto W ds exceptional indıvıdual As student
al the nascent unliversıity of Parıs, he elonge LO the intellectual front
ranks of the per10d ; d yYOUN£CI CONtemporary and con{irere of Bernard,
he partıcıpated ıIn Cistercıan leadershıp durıng the MOSLT rapı and
wıdespread orowth of reform monastıicısm: AS famılıar and counsellor
of 1ngs, he moved in the mMOStT influentıal polıtıcal COMPANY. The
hıstorical proJects IC he undertook reflected the unusual breadth of
hıs eXpeMNENCE. But Otto Wdas NOL alone. Hıs Gesta WeTC continued, f only
for few Dy hıs secretary Rahewıin More importantly,
contemporarıies WEeIC al the SdI11C sımılar tasks That theır works INa Yy
ave been supported E inspıred by COMMMOMN chancery SO in Wdy
diminishes the histori1ographical explosion 16 they represent. If the
Barbarossa-historians dıd noTt al ave Otto’s TOQ2 Augustinian DPCI-
spective, al least they cshared hıs CONCECIN wıth the s1ıgnıfıcance of German
empiıre ın the hıstory of Christian Europe. And ıf hey N Ä r ME not 1ıke hım.
in the scholastıc, monastıc imperı1al forefront, they STl met the
achıevement of the first Frederick wıth the newly-hone tools of wıde
revıval of classıcal learnıng the arts of lıterature and of government.
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The thırteenth CENLUTY and the reign of the second Frederick WeTIC

dıfferent The ast Hohenstaufen CMPCTIOT W ds INan of extraordınary
and multıfarıous talents, and hıs Jong reign resumed Man Yy of the salıent
themes of hıs namesake’s, especılally the church-state C  Y
Frederick 11, Was enthusılastıc patron of the arts, of
learnıng and of unıversıtlies. ıll, the histor1ography of hıs re1ign in
eıther volume OT qualıity, eached the eve 16 ıt attaıned 1ın the time of
hıs grandfather. Its aılure do demands SOINC credıble explanatıon,
partıcularly S1INCEe the dwıindlıng of histor10graphical production Was not

confined Hohenstaufen Germany As the unıversıtlies flourished,
interest In the wrıting of hıstory decayed ACT OSS5 Europe, and the
chronological, inverse relationshıp between the ascendancy of scholastı-
C1ısm and the demıiıse of world chronicle and royal bıography has CCn
interpreted AS causal. Intellectual mMO passed from the COINl-

templatıve, tradıtionalıst monastıc foundatıons1 had nourıshed the
compılatiıon of chronicles an annals the 11C  < urban sphere of the
chools and the mendiıcant orders;: the scholastıc attıtude toward hıstory
d exemplıfied, for instance. ın the work of Peter (Comestor attrıbuted
independent but mutually exclusıve ımportance facts, that narratıve
tracıng and development retreated before the catalog of dıiscon-
nected, typologıcally s1ignıfıcant incıdents. Hıstorical speculatıon would
indeed find another fOCus in the thirteenth century, the apocalypticısm of
the Spirıtual Francıscans. but Joachimısm Was INOIC rıendly the
narratıon of events than Was scholastıc eOlogy 115)_

The chronicle of the Premonstratensıian DrOoVvOSstL of Ursberg thus lay al

histori1ographical cCrossroads, Just A the Car 66I of ıts author Burchard
lay ACI OsS5 the dıissımılar and often antagonistic worlds of curl1a and
chancery, monasterYy and unıversıiıty. The polıtıcal 1SSUES whose discus-
S10N, olored wıth the historian’s imperlalıst and dynastıc sympathıes.
pervades helped stimulate its composıtion. 110 urchar:
ın Support of Frederick 1, however, Hohenstaufen partisanshıp cannot
alone aCCOount for the magnıtude OI the form of hıs histori1ographical
effort l chmale has suggested that urcnar: W as inspıred,
encountering the historical work of Frutolf-Ekkehard al Zwiefalten,

115) CI CrOCE; History Its IT’heory and Practice, TrTan: Ainslıe (New York,
ED DD Heer. 8 Funkensteın. Heilsptan un natürliche Ent-

wicklung : Formen der Gegenwartsbestimmung des hohen Mittelalters (Munich,
pp-  17-118:; Ray, «Medieval Hıstoriography through the 1 welfth Century
TODIemMS and Progress of Research», Viator (1974),
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provıde hıs OW wıth updated version 16) The Benedictine
tradıtıon of chronicle composıtion W ds indeed indıspensable fOr the
development both ÖT urchard technıque and of hıs objectives, but
exploratıon of hıs crıtical attıtude has shown that he intended
that tradıtıon Orward NOTL only by imıtatıng 1t but also DYy modiıfyıng it
The HC  < interest and methods of the chools made posıtıve contrıbution

the provost’'s hıstorical Vis1ıon al least In the s1gnıf1cance 1G he
attrıbuted the revıval of Roman law That urchar‘ elonge: INOTC

the ına expansıon of estern monastıcısm 1ın the twelfth-century
reform orders than maturıng scholastıc culture 1S unquestionable.
Hıs contact wıth un1ıversıity 1ıfe durıng hıs talıan experlience IMNaYy indeed
aVe been extens1ive. but ıt Wds$ from the GCare6 as

eccles1astıc In the hınterlands of ugsburg 16 he had already egun
and 16 he returned for the of h1s lıterary productivıty. ıll,
the of res scholastıc influence alongsıde patrıstic and monastıc
hıstori1ographical motıfs In urchard chronicle marks hım ASs author
ın the maınstream of NC  < dQC, not d relıct of twelfth-century
tradıtion.

edieva hıstor10graphy continued sSshow coherent ine of develop-
ment ell past Otto ör Freising and hıs contemporarıIes. The chronicle of
the pProvost urchar cShows neıther regression NOT stagnatıon;: the
unfinıshed. mangled In C: it SUrV1IVes nevertheless shows creatiıve
reference histor1o0graphical both hıstorıical and lıterary values
COINMON the discussion of secular developments between the de-
finıtıon of the [WO cıtles DYy Augustine and the narratıon of theır
commıinglıng Dy ()tto of Freising. Chrıstian hıstor10graph dıd nOoL

collapse immediately 1n the face of scholastıc systematics; the S5-

ment of attempted here that the survıval and modiıficatiıon
of historical wrıting In the thırteenth-century monastıc context show
INOIC continulty and greater interest than recent scholarshıp. strongly
ocused the welfth century, has indicated.

urchard historl10graphical effort. despıite the unıqueness and cohe-
1C thıs serles of artıcles had attrıbuted LO it, Sa W few readers

COpYyIsts in the immediıately followıng 1ts composıtion. It
ave een consulted ın the preparatıon of other extiant medieval work.
Cirıtics from bel ackmun have attrıbuted thıs dısuse antı-

16) Deutschlands Geschichtsquellen IM Mittelalter Tode Kailiser Heinrichs HLS ZUFM

nde des Interregnum, ed Wattenbach, 16  < Fı] Schmale e1 al., (Darmstadt,
116
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papal stance X} Many COoONtemporary (Jermans chared urchard
polıtıcal OpIN10NS, however. In VIEW of the text’s potentıal utilıty for
Hohenstaufen polemic, ıts aılure meeTl wıth SOINC attention Dy
Frederick I1’'s supporters In the remamınıng of hıs re1gn, Aas long As

church-state conflıct remaıned lıvely polıtıcal 1ssue ıf nol intensively
ebated histori1ographical 1SSUE, 1S puzzlıng. Hostilıty Rome Wds$S lıkely

ave attracted readershıp al least untıl the ına aılure of
Hohenstaufen monarchy In mıd-century; only faulty analogy
urchard popularıty M sıxteenth-century Lutherans Cal

that medieval Catholı1cs voıded because they dısapproved of ıts
polıtıcal Cöntent-=). The possı1biılıty that the Chronicon of the
urchnar lay accıdentally hıdden must be Nlowed, but the urvıval of
few manuscrı1pts from cCorrupt exemplar shows that ıt Was noTt entirely
forgotten. The of incompletion In 1C the hıstori1an eft hıs work

INOTEC satısfyıng explanatıon for ıts near-disappearance.
urchard hıstor1ographical techn1que, the dıstıllatıon and recombIı-
natıon of hystoria and AannL, went unımıiıtated and presumably uUuNaD-
preclated; CVCnN ıf hıs hiıstory book, ın the polıshe form 16 the author
intended for it, mıg have been stiımulatıng d ensumg per10d of
wanıng historical study, 1t Was only roug and internally inconsıistent Aas
he left ıt and ASs ıt SUTrV1IVEeS. The oddıty of composıtion an apologetic
discussıion of the m1ıxed annal-synthesıs method 1G NO increase
Burchard’s interest for the hıstory of hıstorical wrıting INaAaY have
dıscouraged hıs contemporarIıes’ attention tO the Ursberg Chronicon

The Olorado College aro NEEL
OlOrado Springs
OlOorado t:S

117) E.g ackmun Geschichtsschreiber. DGF
118) hıs Wds exactly Abel’s ıne of reasonıing:
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ERRATA

eI0OW AdIC corrected versions of the 1n the second rticle In thıs ser1es, CO
Hıstorical Work of Burchard of Ursberg, I1 The Ursberg Chronicon and the Hıstor1a
Welforum Tradıtion», Analecta Praemonstratensia 58 (1982) TEY- 3T The author Was
unabhle cCorrect Dagc proofs because of maıl delays.
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Fınally, the lollowıng sıgnıfıcan aPPCaIs In the last lınes of the fourth artıcle, C
Hıstorical Work of urchnar:‘ of Ursberg. urchar: Hıstarlan», 59 (1983). DE,

for «wıth dıvıne plan»,
read «wıthout LO dıvine plan».


