
Anselm of Havelberg’s
«Banıshment » Havelberg

Bıshop Anselm of Havelberg (ca 1095-1158) Wdas the close advısor of
three (Grerman rulers, Lothar I1L, Conrad I1 and Frederick Barbarossa.
The 1st of ServICces he rendered the empire and the church 15 long
close confident of Norbert of Xanten and member of the Premonstra-
enslilan ST of Can OoNs regular, he assısted ın the establıshment of that
order ın Magdeburg, went wıth Norbert and Lothar 111 Lothar’s first
talıan expedition agaınst oger of Sıcıly, served Lothar’s apocrIiS-
SAFrIUS diplomatic 1ss1ıon Constantınople, assısted Queen
Rıchenza in governing northern aly Lothar’s second expedition,
served Conrad 111 aASs emM1SSarYy Pope Eugenius ILL, served that DOPC
and Conrad the enden Crusade., helped negotlate the Lreaty of
Constance between Frederick Barbarossa and Anacletus I  9 carrıed Out

second dıplomatıc mi1issıon for Frederick Constantınople, and served
DOPC and CMPCIOI d exarch and archbishop of Ravenna from 155 untıl
hıs ea in 158 al the sıege of 1ı1lan

Looking al thıs ıfe of such dutıiful and oya Service, historians ave
been puzzled Dy the fact that when Conrad 111 returned from the Second
Crusade in 1149, Anselm Was forced Out of and somethıng
OVCI YCal in Havelberg (summer 149 August only retiurn

the of the SaImne kıng Why W ds he banıshed? Why dıd he return?
Rıedel, the earlıest er10us bıographer of Anselm, hought that

perhaps the aılure of the enden Crusade had dulled Conrad’s opınıon
of Anselm One mıg CXPECL bıt INOIC sympathy Conrad’s part for
he had hımself ndured much INOIC er10o0us aılure the f1aSCO of the
Second Crusade at that Samnc time. Rıedel also uessed that the close
relatıons Conrad established wıth the eastern CINDCIOTL durıng the crusade
and hıs suspicıon of the DODC and German bıshops had somethıing do
wıth Anselm’s fall from As 11l be SCCH, there 1s SOMC truth thıs,
but Rıedel confessed that the Ca4a4sSsonNs for the banıshment remaın under
«ein dichter Schleijer» }

Rıedel, C  achrichten ber den Bischof Anselm VO  e Havelberg, Gesandten der
Deutschen Kaiser Lothar und Friedrich kaliser] ofe Konstantınopel, nachmalı-
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In hıs 880 dıissertation Anselm Von Havelberg, ugen ombrowskı
also fell back the ıdea that Conrad had turned the German
bıshops, but in explaiınıng the partıcular dısgrace suliere by Anselm, he
COU only SaVY, «Wann und be1 welcher Gelegenheıt der TuUuC geschah,
ist nıcht sagen»*).

Wılhelm Bernhardı, in hıs etaıle bıography of Conrad I, placed
Anselm wıth other churchmen 1ıke 1bald of Stablo and Chan-
cellor Arnold of Wıed who also felt Conrad’s d} and made Casc
for anı Yy partıcular 1Cason why Anselm should ave een singled Out fOor
banıshment. But Bernardı dıd delıver sarcastıc blow ın explaınıng
Anselm’s later return ıle In exıile, Anselm hıs rIeEN:
ıbald of Stablo sayıng that he had OUuUnNn: in «the cradle of
Havelberg» 16 Was much better than what he oun al
Bernardı therefore viewed hıs return d hypocrisy «[Anselm] se1n
gelıebtes Havelberg, sıch ohl gefühlt en wollte, verliess,
das Verderben des oles aufzusuchen » ©).
er hıstorians ave eıther continued explaın Anselm’s exıle in

of Conrad’s mistrust of the German bıshops and frıendshıp wıth
the ree Emperor anuel] Comnenos“*), taken the posıtion that the

15 nNnOL known ”), sımply mentioned per10d of disgrace wıth
further comment ©). And ONC historlian, Gottfiried Wentz, S1 wıth
Bernardı's feelıng that Anselm Was INOTE interested in ffaırs than
owly Havelberg:

SCH Erzbischof und Exarchen VO  — Ravenna», Leopold VonNn Ledeburs Allgemeines Archiv für
die Geschichtskunde des Preussischen Staates (1832), 248

ugen Dombrowskı, Anselm Von Havelberg (Königsberg,
Wılhelm Bernhardı, Konrad I1I., Jahrbücher der Deutschen Geschichte (Leıipzıg,

TIG
Johannes Dräske, «Bıschof Anselm VO  . Havelberg und seıne Gesandtschaftsreisen

ach Byzanz», Zeitschrift für Kirchengeschichte (1901), 168-169; auc.
Kirchengeschichte Deutschlands (Leipzig, 193, speakıng of nselm’s « Be-
dientenübermut»; Wılhelm Berges, «Anselm VO:  — Havelberg ın der Geistesgeschichte des

Jahrhunderts», Jahrbuch für die Geschichte Mittel- und Ostdeutschlands (1956), 44-
44 ; 1ın Fıtztum, «Anselm VON Havelberg als Verteidiger der Einheit mıt der Ost-
kırche», Analecta Praemonstratensia 36 (1961) 139

1ın Grabmann, «Anselm Von Havelberg», Neue Deutsche Biographie (Berlın,
309; ayol, «Anselme de Havelberg», Dictionnaitre d’histoire el de geographie

ecclesiastiques (Parıs, 458; arl Pfändtner, «Eın TIE des Praämonstratenser-
1SCHNOIS Anselm VO  . Havelberg», Analecta Praemonstratensia (1931), 109

Johann Braun, «Anselm VonNn Havelberg», Die deutsche Literatur des Mittelalters
Verfasserlexikon | (New Y ork, 385; Johannes pÖrl, Grundformen hochmittel-
alterlicher Geschichtsanschauungen : S5tudien ZU: elt: der Geschichtsschreiber des
Jahrhunderts Munich, 23
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Die Beteiligung AlnselmiIs der Begründung des Havelberger
Domkanpitels 8-1 150 ist wenıger einem starken Interesse der
Missionsbewegung 1im kolonialen deutschen Osten zuzuschreıben als
vielmehr dem erwähnten Umstande., ass eıne gerade damals e1n-
getreiene Veränderung in der VO  — Önıg Konrad verfolgten Polıtık
eiıne diplomatische Verwendung des Bischofs nıcht zulıess, wodurch
dieser siıch gEeEZWUNSCH sah, vorübergehend seinen entlegenen Bı-
schofssıtz aufzusuchen

ecently ONC Can SCC thıs Jjudgment in Dietrich Claude’s Geschichte des
Erzbistums Magdeburg ®), though others ave COMEC Anselm’s de-

fense ?). But whatever these hıstorians ave sa1d about Anselm and what

appene hım in 9-11 all of them ave relıed al est
selective of OUTICCS fOor the bıshop's ıfle during that time.
broader examıinatıon of the OUTCCS MaYy g1ve us SOIMNC answeIs

When Emperor Lothar 111 died iın December T3 in 1ro the
from h1s second talıan expedition, Conrad of Hohenstauffen Was

lected kıng in the face of strong opposıtion from enTtYy the TOU of
Bavarıa. ose who had served the Saxon Lothar and wanted
continue in the ervice of the Hohenstauffen had make theır Ooyalty
clear. Churchman ıke 1bald of Stablo and Arnold of Wiıed,
provost of Cologne, dıd Just that ese {WO WEeIC VeLrYy close
Anselm *°), yeLl the bıshop of Havelberg wıtnessed roya charters
from September Z IS when he W as wıth Lothar in Aquıno SOMC iWO

and ONCc half months before that ruler’s ea X May 28, 1139 when
he Was present al the roya COU in Strassburg ONC VYCaI and three months
after Conrad’s election !*). In al probabilıty Anselm stayed in aly,

Gottfried entz, Das Bıstum Havelberg, Germanlıa (Berlin, 35
Iso 192 es Erzbistums Magdeburg Dis In das JahrhundertDietrich Claude, Geschichte
ologne, «Anselm cheınt allerdings nıcht mıt gleichen Intensität wıe Wiger
bıshop of Brandenburg] auf dıe Wiederherstellung se1ines Biıstums hingearbeıtet haben»

Pfändtner’s artıcle note above); urt Fına, «Anselm VO'  — Havelberg: Untersu-
chungen AAA M Kırchen- und Geistesgeschichte des Jahrhunderts», Analecta raemon-
stratensia 33 (1957), 293-294 Ssee 1so Berges, «Anselm VON Havelberg ın der Geistes-
geschichte»,

10) Wiıbald of Stablo, Epistolae, ed Philıp Jaffe, Bibliotheca Germanıcarum 1’
Monumenta Corbeiensia (Berlın, 150, 241

11) Urkunden Lothars IIT und der Kaiserin Richenza, ed Emil VO Ottenthal and Hans
Hırsch (1957), 119-120, MG  _ Diplomata 190-202

12) Die Urkunden Konrad HIL. und seiInes Sohnes Heinrich, ed Friedrich Hausmann

(1969), AD MGH Diplomata 38237
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poss1ıbly al the papal curl1a, during thıs entıire per10d **), but the
important pomnt be made ın thıs context 1S that Anselm dıd nOT make
rapı transıtiıon from advısıng ONeCc ruler serving the ext Nor dıd hıs
meeting wıth Conrad In Strassburg INCAal that he became part of
Conrad’s entourage. Durıing Lothar’s last expedition Rome, Anselm
had served d advısor Queen Rıchenza **), enry the Proud’s mother-
in-law. She forcefully eiende': enry's opposıtıon Conrad and, after
enry’s ea in October 1139, took the s1de of her grandson enry the
10N Anselm’s posıtiıon Wads therefore somewhat INOTC complıcated than
Wıba Arno Though he attended Reichstag early In 140 15)
and Was agaın al in October of that SaJmme year°), he does nOoTt

aDPDCAaI dS wıtness an Y INOTIC roya charters until December 144 17),
and then it WdsS Dbecause Conrad Was h1is WAY Magdeburg, not
because Anselm had gONC west meeTl the kıng

The OUICECS fOor Anselm’s ıfe during these AWaY from aAaTC

few, but mMoOost of them place hım in the COMDANY of Archbıshop Henry of
Maıiınz. He visıted Henry in Maınz in arc 143 accompanıed hım

Erfurt in June*?); Was agaın wıth Henry ın February 144°) in
Erfurt ın June*?); and ın Heılıgenstadt in Juby“). 1E relatıons
between Henry of Maınz and Conrad I88| SCCIN have been faırly
cordial**), enTtYy Wäas often in the CaMmp of enTtYy the Lion, and in

13) Anselm SaySs he 5dA W Bernard of Claırvaux In Rome (Epistola apologetica,
188:1128B). Bernard only visıted Rome from December 137 June 138 See Vacan-
dard, Vie de Saint Bernard Abbe de Clairvaux (Parıs, privilegium of
Innocent I1 places Anselm 1n Rome ın prı 139 Innocent IL, Epistolae el privilegia 343,

179:451
14) Urkunden der Kaiserin Richenza 1-3, MGH Diplomata T DE
15) egesten ZUr Geschichte der Mainzer Erzbishöfe I: Von Bonifatius DLS Arnold Von

Selehofen 7427T ed Johann Friedrich Böhmer an Cornelıus Wıll (Innsbruck:
2 E} 443 Anselm 15 nNOoL wıtness Allıy roya charters issued al the Reichstag.

16) FrKunden Konrads HIlT. 51, MGH Diplomata
17) Urkunden Konrads IIl. LA1L-12Z2Z 215-218, ate' December 29 and A 144
18) Mainzer Urkundenbuch Z Die YTKunden selilt dem Oode Erzbischof Adalberts

(3} his ZU i tode Erzbischof Konrads (1200) B ed eter cht (Darmstadt, 36-39,
64-76

19) Mainzer Urkundenbuc: 2.1.40, 76-78; Notae dedicationum Montis Petri
Erfordensis, ed Holder-Egger (1846) MG  ar Scriptores 30.1 483

20) Mainzer Urkundenbuc. 2.1.4838, 93-95 No locatıon given.
21) Mainzer Urkundenbuch 2133 101-102
22) Mainzer Urkundenbuch 25R 170111
23) Before he went the Second Crusade, Conrad placed hıs SOM Henry under the

archbishop’s ATC Archbishop enTYy’'s CATGETr WAds, however, checkered ONC, and he ran
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travelıng wıth hım Anselm Was nOTL accompanyıng member of Conrad’s
Hofkapelle Reichskanzlei In short, Anselm Was VeErYyY far from what
ONC COu call member of Conrad’s COU before 145

ere 15 lıttle documentatıon for Anselm’s ealıngs wıth hıs dıiocese,
but what oes remaın shows hım workıng urther h1ıs order west of the
Elbe In 144 Hartwich, the cathedral Drovost of Bremen, and hıs mother
Rıcharda donated sold an: around the LOWN of Jeriıchow ell A

the tOown iıtself. The LOWN went the archdıi0cese of Magdeburg, but the
church and SOINC and nearby WCIC gıven d> foundatıon fOr egular
CanonNs In MECMOTY of St Norbert**). Jerichow Wdas under Anselm’s

jurisdiction d bıshop of Havelberg;: and when the Church of Our Ladıes

(a Norbertine foundatıon since shortly after Norbert of Aanten became

archbishop of Magdeburg) purchased the viıllage of ulkau, it turned it
OVeT the Norbertines in nearby Jeriıchow. Anselm in turn DgaVCc Our
Ladıes [WO Uu”unsos in the vıllage of Erxleben*>). The documents
concerning thıs foundatıon AdIC ate' only 1144, but IMNaYy that
the purchase of ulkau antedates the foundatıon charter of Jeriıchow.
For in the foundatıon charter. ulkau 15 lısted M the 91 of
Hartwich, and ıt WOU be odd for hım sel] the vıllage after
«donatıng» ıt Thıs 1s SaY that there WeIC SOMMC ealıngs concerning
the Norbertine foundatıon 1ın Jeriıchow before Hartwich’s donatıon,
ealıngs ın IC Anselm’s hand Call be SCCI1 4S he concerned himself
wıth hOow the brothers of hıs order WOU upport themselves.

Was only wıth Conrad visıt Magdeburg confirm Hart-
wıich’s g1  S that the poss1ibilıty Was OPCH for Anselm gel NOW the

kıng Sınce the ruler Wäds then engaged in negotlatıng the marrıage of hıs
sister-ın-law, Bertha of Sulzbach,. Emperor anuel Comnenos, he

INaYy avVe as hım about hıs diplomatıc 1ssıon (ireece in 136

Al y rate, Anselm Wäas al COUuU. in W orms in May 145 and Wdas than wıth

into problems ıth Pope Eugen1us 111 and Frederick Barbarossa, whose electıion he
opposed In pA Frederick had hım removed from office See Heıinrich Büttner,
«Erzbischof Heıinrich VOoN Maınz und dıe Staufer (1142-1153)», Zeitschrift für Kirchen-
geschichte (1958), 24TTG6L

24) The foundatıon harter 18 found ın eorg ınter, Die Pramonstratenser des
zwölften Jahrhunderts und Ihre edeutung für das nordöstliche Deutschland. Ein Beitrag
ZUF Geschichte der Christianisterung des Wendenlandes reprint : slen,

349- 352
25) Urkundenbuch des Klosters Unser Lieber Frauen Magdeburg, ed (Justav Hertel

(Halle, E3 14215
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it faırly constantliy from August of that VYCal untıl early 146*°) er
thıs, however., he returned Magdeburg and ın December donated
an iın the possess1onN of Havelberg Jerichow 27)

Anselm’s real Sservice Conrad CAainec after Bernard of C'laırvaux
called upON the kıng Jomn the Ne  > crusade the Holy Land al 5Speyer
In December 146° It Was Anselm and 1bald of Stablo whom
Conrad chose Visıt Pope Eugen1us 111 ın 1Jon in Are 147
explaın why the kıng had decıded S the crusade rather than help
the DODC in alYy 29) Succesful in thıs, the [WO Iinen returned court *°)
and then accompanıed the enden Crusade agaınst the barbarıan trıbes
east of the Elbe He Conrad went off 1g in the Holy Land**)

Thıs then 1s the Su total of Anselm’s involvement wıth Conrad before
theır meeting after the crusade and Anselm’s banıshment Havelberg.
He Cal only be placed wıth the COU. faırly CO basıs for 1ve

months in 4y 146 and for four INOIC ın 6-1 47 .That 15 for
less than OoNe of the first e1g of Conrad’s rule.
er the aılure of the enden Crusade, Anselm returned work In

Magdeburg and Havelberg arly iın }1149, Conrad, ord of Meıssen,
as hım S aly gel papa confirmatıon of the transfer of the
cloister of Nıemeck (founde by Conrad’s parents and in financıal
dıstress) the Jurisdıction of Monte Seren1N. Anselm accepted an made
the trıp, meeting wıth the DODC in Tusculum in 05 149°%) He
obtaıned the desıred privilegium from Eugen1us 111 May 333) Iwo
days earlıer Conrad 111 landed in Aqgquıllıa, returnıng wıth hıs crusader
ar y from the ast

26) FKunden Konrads IIL. 133, 135-137, 139-141, 143, 148, 241-24 7, 249-255, 384
260, OS TIhe ast of ese 1S ate' prı 37 146 Both Bernardı and Dombrowskı
feel thıs 18 and date the document respectively January and arc! Bernardı,
Konrad E 449; Dombrowskiı, Anselm VoN Havelberg,

27) Hamburgisches Urkundenbuch, ed Johann artın Lappenberg amburg,
180, 169-170 For the datıng of thıs document December 1146, SCC Dombrowskı,
Anselm VON Havelberg, 31-372

28) Urkunden Konrads IFL 164-165, MG  _ Diplomata 9:295-300; Sancta Bernardı vıta
6.5.19, 185:384

29) eter Acht, « Dıe Gesandtschaft Önıg Konrads 1888 aps ugen 1888 ın Dıjon»,
Historisches Jahrbuch (1955), 668-6 73

30) Urkunden Konrads HIL. 189, MG  &x Diplomata 02472345
31) Annales Magdeburgenses, ed eorg ertz (1859), MGH Scriptores

Annales Palidenses, ed Pertz (1895), MGH Scriptores 16:82; Chronicon Montis Seren], ed
TNs' Ehrenfeuchter (1874), MGH Scriptores

32) Anselm of Havelberg, Dialogi, prologus,
33) Eugenius IL, Epistolae el privilegia 348, S:
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Conrad had fought long and hard if nOoL always wiısely in the Holy
Land in allıance wıth the aITıy of Lou1l1s VII of France He had fulfilled
hıs crusader’s VO visıt Jerusalem., but then had suffered the 12NOM1INY
of havıng eat asty retireat from the wa of TDamascus ASs the
allıance wıthered in charge and counter-charge of treachery and deceıt. If
he COUuU claım ave WO any  1ng, ıt Was the friendshıip of anuel
Comnenos FOr SOOMN after arrıving ın Asıa Minor, Conrad had fallen 111
and returned Constantinople convalesce under the carıng CYCS of
the Byzantıne CMPCI OI himself. Then, after Conrad’s defeat al amas-

CUS, anuel TEW hım into allıance agaınst theır mutual oge
of Sicily  34)

oger had taken advantage of the crusade IMOVC hıs OW arı y
ACTOSS the Adrıatıc plunder Greece. anuel WOU ave nothıng
better than SCC Conrad attack the orman kıngdom, and Conrad
hımself had lıttle sympathy fOor oger and hıs support of Welf preten-
S10NS in Germany The German kıng had in fact thrown cautiıon the
wınd in going the crusade Dy removıng roya impediments the

growth of both Norman and Welf power *>). Oreover, Pope Eugen1us
had originally een unsympathetic Conrad’s desıre g the
crusade, hopıng that the German ruler WOU do d hıs predecessor and

help the papaCYy ın ıts struggles agamınst oger and the CIty of Rome,
where eVer increasıng republıcan sentiment had forced hım IMOTe than
ONC OCcasıon flee the CIty. What better WaY for the German ruler
snatch victory from dısaster than IMNOVC hıs arı into alYy iın the
servıice of the pope Conrad’s opes must ave een hıgh d he allıed
himself wıth anuel in the Jreaty of Thessalonica A4Ss ell ASs wıth Louls
of France and set out wıth the ıdea of attackıng oger

What ave escaped Conrad 1s that the West WOU nOoL S into
of suspended anımatıon ıle he Wäas in the ast ıle he Was

eing wooed by the Byzantınes, Eugen1us Was facıng increasıng ıffıcul-
t1es in establıshing himself in Rome. The impassıoned Arnold of Brescıa
had seized the popular mood and Wäds proclaıming the college of
cardınals den of thiıeves and the DOPC greedy OPppTrESSOI of the

34) Virginia EeITY, K Second Crusade», History of the Crusades, ed Kenneth
Setton, (Madıson, 498-499

35) In hıs oger (1101-1154) und die ründung der Normannisch-Sicilischen Monar-
chie reprint : Darmstadt, 35 T1IC| Caspar comments, « Die Teilnahme
Konrads Zweıten Kreuzzug War dıe grösste Torheıt seiner wen1g glücklichen egle-
IunNng».
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innocent ?°). The cıty of St Peter WAdS, In short, rapıdly becomiıng
heretical stronghold. In arc Eugen1us moved from Vıterbo
1usculum and raısed and AaIIMs take Rome Dy force.

Conrad arrıved ın aly the first of ay S 7)5 and Fugen1us sent
everal cardınals hım In Aqgqullıa The cardınals WEeTIC, however,
LO0 late and found that Conrad had already eft for Germany It Wds nOoL
untıl June 24, that Eugen1us the (GGerman ruler welcome hım
ome In thıs Jetter: the DPODC CXÄDTITECSSCS hIs Sympathy for Conrad’s faıled
crusadıng effort and mentions the cardınals he had sent hım in
aly <ds elated through OUT venerable brothers Archbishop Hart-
wıich of Bremen and Bıshop Anselm of Havelberg»*°®). Thıs WOU
indicate that sometıime between the aılure of the cardınals fınd
Conrad and June 24, Anselm and Hartwich (who Wäas al the papa

recelve the archbıshop’s pallıum WCIC sent off explaın thıngs the
kıng

And what dıd they ave explaın At the VELIY least, Hartwich had
ustıfy hıs acceptlance of the archbıishop’s pallıum wıthout roya TO-
val But there 15 indıcatıon that there WOIC far INOTE Ser10us atters

explaın the kıng In relatıng the pope’s actıons after he had moved
from Vıterbo Tusculum, John of alısbury SdayS, «Mustering hıs
fOrces, he ordered attack Rome. .. Auxıliarıes WeTC rece1ved from
the an: of the kıng of Sıcıly, but the fıghting Was unsuccessful *?). In hıs
desperation deal decısıvely wıth Rome, Eugenius had turned for help

hıs former and Conrad’s present oger of Sıcıly, the VEIY INnan
Conrad Wads hıs WaY 1g Thıs Wads turn-about oun
and infuriate the German ruler.

When exactly Eugen1us made hıs Overftiures oger and attacked
Rome 15 dıfficult Say As has een mentıioned, John of Salısbury SaVYS
the DODC Wds in Tusculum when he assembled the aAaIM Y EugenI1us moved

1 usculum earlıer than arc 25; 149*°) He remaıned there untıl

36) John of alısbury, Historia Pontificalis, Tans Marjorie Chıbnall London.
31 64-65

37) Wılhelm vVvon Gilesebrecht, Geschichte der deutschen Katltserzeit (Leipzig,294-295, 483
38) Eugen1us ABE Epistolae el privilegia 354, Fına («Anselm VO  e}

Havelberg», 2733 1S In sayıng that Anselm and Hartwich delıvered thıs letter. The
PODC refers iın the letter LO INan named Gu1ldo the ‚0)41% who took it Conrad

39) John of Salısbury, Historia Pontificalis A
40) Jaffe-Löwenfeld, Regesta Pontificum Romanorum 2 2nd ed reprint: Graz,F
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November when, under nomıiınal wıth the republıcan government,
he moved back nto Röme**): Thıs g1ves time frame of prıl-
November 149 for the attack. Both John of alısbury and the Annales
(’ASSINENSLS menti1on the attack Rome before mentionıing the visıt of
Lou1s VII oger of Sıcıly the French ing’s return from the crusade
al the end of July; and John Sdy>S that LouIls Was taken by the Normans

the border of the papa an meeft the DODC, showıng al least SOMMC

g00d relatıons between the DODC and the Sıcılıan ruüler*)i Moreover,
Conrad Came back wıth full intentions of attackıng oger of Sıcıly He
made, however. nNOTt the slıghtest gesture in that diırection but imme-
dıately turned north for Germany NOW thıs 1s understandable Welf of
Bavarıa had raısed the standard of rebellıon and thıs emande Conrad’s
immediate attention**). What 1s strıkıng 15 that he made effort
explaın h1s actions the DODC CVEN report the crusade and the
poss1bilıty of Joint Greco-German venture In southern aly Was

Eugen1us who Was eft ın the posiıtion of havıng explaın something,
and the something that WOU certamly ave turned Conrad AWAY In
dısgust WOUuU ave been papal-Norman allıance.

The probabiılıty that thıs 18 ın fact what appene 1s strengthened by
letter 16 1ıbald of Stablo Anselm after the bıshop had
returned Havelberg in dısgrace. Tellıng Anselm that he has lıttle hope
of reingratiatiıng hımself al 1bald 5SdYy5, « Y our VeELY au ıf
indeed 1t 15 au 15 also shared wıth yOUu Dy us and certaın bishops»“**).
That 15 5SdYy that Anselm’s offense Was nNnOTL personal ONC but 0)91%

cshared by other German bıshops 1bald, as Conrad’s adv1isor and
of strong rel1g10us convıction an SYymMpalhYy for the dıfficulties of

Pope Eugen1us’ dılemma, Was in V dıfficult posıtıon. He COUuU
hardly Ssupport attack oger of Sıcıly when oger Was ally of
the DOpPpC the Samnec time he had work avo1d allıance between
Conrad and the Roman COMMUNC IC Was workıng hard gel the
kıng 4S ally agaıinst the pontiff. All thıs straıned hıs relatıons wıth
Conrad, though he COU ell ask ıf what he Wädas oıng Was «1indeed

41) Kegesta Pontificum Romanorum 9359,
42) John of Salısbury, Historia Pontificalis 27, 60; Annales C’assinenses, ed ecorg

ertz (1864). MG  _ Scriptores
43) Welf, who had SONC ıth Conrad the crusade, returned early and visıted oger
hıs WaYy ome Caspar, oger [1., 39/7-398
44) 1bald, C 21 E 330 « Vestra sıquıdem culpa, S1 amen culpa est, nobıs qUOQUC

vobıiscum quibusdam epl1scopIls communIis »
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ault» d he Sa hıimself workıng In Conrad’s best interest whether the
kıng realızed 1t not®):

Anselm’s posıtıon Was far than Wıba As far A Can be SCCIL,
he provıde: the only cCommuniticatıon between kıng and DODC for almost
[WO months after Conrad’s return from the East, and apparently he WAas
noTl sent wıth wrıtten INCSSaSC but Wds eft tO xplaın thıs vVC
sıtuation dASs best he COUu ong wıth the fact that Anselm wıtnessed
charters for Conrad for OVeT yCal after the ruler’s return, urther
indıcatıon that h1s banıshment Was Iınked wıth hıs arrıval al d the
IMNCSSCHESCI of the PODC 15 the fact that the letter 1ıbald Anselm
concerning hıs and other bıshop's «fault» Wds in ONe Anselm
had sent Chancellor Arnold of Wıed askıng about the possıbılıties of
recelving the ing’s forgıveness. Arnold had passed it Wiıbald*®).
That Anselm chose wriıte Arnold instead of 1bald, wıth whom he
had had far INOIC contac(,Sthat the chancellor Was INOTE involved
wıth Anselm’s banıshment than Was the a  OL, that 18 that he Was present
when Anselm Was sent from and 1bald Wds not, 1C WOU
have een the Cadsc when Conrad returned. Also, siınce Arnold had
accompanıed Conrad the crusade, Anselm INaYy ave wrıtten hım
because he stood outsıde the churchmen whom Conrad suspected of
supporting the pope’s polıcıes 1le he Wäas AaWAaVY In thıs CONn(TtexXT, it
should be noted that historians tend lump Arnold and 1bald
ogether d recelving the dısapprobatıon of Conrad and reflecting the
ruler’s eneral dıistrust of the CGerman epISCOPACY. 1le Wıba
influence al waxed hot and cold and Was VeETIY much tied hıs
polıtical VIEUWS, Conrad’s perhaps better salıd, frustatiıon
wıth Arnold Was the result of the chancellor’s wıthdrawal from
after the crusade Cologne where he Was the Provost and hıs efusal
bandon thıs beleaguere episcopate 1n spiıte of irom
the king“*”). Wäds the churchman who had stayed attend ffaırs al
ome ıle the kıng Was AWAaVYV who ost hıs trust, and Anselm became the
SCapegoOaLl.

Anselm g1Vves g0o0d idea of what his reception Dy the kıng Wäds 1ıke 1ın

45) Friedrich Hausmann, Reichskanzlei und Hofkapelle Heinrich und Kon-
rad Cn Schriften der MCGH (Stuttgart, 210-216

46) Wıbald, C E 330 « Legimus lıtteras, quUas PTO excusatıone vestra de offensa
dominı nostrı reg1s NOSIro COommun1ı amıco mıiıteratıs». hat thıs frıend 15 Arnold 18 clear
{rom nselm’s references hım in C ZZ1; 39,

47) Archbıishop Arnold had een suspended from office Dy the POPDPC, and Cologne Was
in Ser10us eed of ecclesiastical leadershıp. See Hausmann, Reichskanzlei, 07-1
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another letter wrıtten ırectly 1bald Comparıng hıs present ıfe In
Havelberg and hıs reception al Chrıst in the cradle and Chriıst
before Pılate, he SaYS

ere, that 1s yıng in the cradle, the angels sıng pralse. eIe
standıng before the prince, the Jews C «Crucıfy Hım! Crucıfy
Hım !» Belıeve 881  > dearest brother, 1t 1s better an safer lıe
wıth Christ in the cradle and bewaıiıl the mI1serYy of the human
condıtion, wıth the 190  . star shıinıng above, the angels ingıng the
Gloria, and the ings offerıng theır Varıous g1  S, than stand in the
palace wıth mockıng soldıers, whıpping, spıtting, and beatıng ONC
down wıth insults, and fashıonıng of thorns. TIThorns! Yes,
thorns! ere thorns! Slanderous barbs! The SUunM of divine
contemplatıon darkens; the foundatıon of the body trembles, the
rock of the al splıts, the veıl of the temple 1s rent Believe 1981  9
dearest brother, ıt 1s safer in the cradle than ın the palace.
Consolatıion in the ONC, erTrors in the other Enough of (hIS S}

Understood in the cContexti of Anselm ryıng explaın the turn about 1ın
Eugeni1us’s polıcy, thıs DASSaSC makes clear both Conrad’s and that
Anselm, unfortunately havıng been ıIn the place at the tiıme,
caught the brunt of the ruler’s wrath

It 1S, however, the * ea into Anselm’s comparıson of
ıfe iın the cradle and al 1C has caught the attention of Anselm’s
detractors. « We’ ve played around long enough,» he SaYyS, «for the rest let
er10us atters ecelve OUT attention»“*?). number of nıneteenth-
Century hiıstorlans who ea wıth thıs PAaAsSsSasc Sa  x al least ınt of
humor in it 50) Others, ASs mentioned al the beginnıng of thıs artıcle, ave
pomnted thıs PasSSagc ASs indıicatıve of insıncere determinatıion
Anselm’s part turn hıs back ıfe al And Anselm 0€Ss SaYy

48) 1bald, C ZEE 340-341 «Ibı1, ıd est ın presepli10 lacent], angelı laudantes
concinuerunt ; 1bi, ıd est in pretori10 nte princıpes stantı, acclamaverunt Iudaeı “Crucı-
fıgatur, crucıfigatur’”. TE mıhl, frater karıssıme, melius el tutius est CUu Christo lacere
in preseplo vagıre miser1as humanae condition1s, stella OVQa desuper lucescente, angelıs
glorıam concınentibus, regıbus dıversa UNCTIUMM exenla offerentibus, qUam stare in
pretorI10, irrıdentibus milıtibus, flagellantıbus, conspuentibus, alapıs verborum caeden-
tıbus, COTIONaIM spineam, spineam, E spineam, CIe arıdam, ere SUCO vitae aeternae
n  m, (wihe spineam, pungıtıvam, aculeos detractionıs post laudes habentem, plectent1-
bus, sole contemplatıion1s dıvinae obscurato, erra COrporIs tremiıscente, fide1 SC1SSA,
elo templı dıvıiso. TE mıhı, frater karıssıme, tutius est in presepl0 QqUam ın pretori10 Ibı
consolatıones hıc errores Sufficıt»

49) Wiıbald, C 221 340 «Satıs Jusımus; de rel1quo ser1a ICS agatur».
50) Pfändtner, «Eın Brief», 97-98
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have wıthdrawn agaın into the depths of heart, 1OI for OW

part have sought overflow COUISC ASs i WOU gather mud
1ıke Orrent and throw myself nto it, and ASs ave often
experienced, sınk nto fılthy confusion °*).

And

remaın DOOI INall In Christ wıth brother DOOI InNen In Christ
iın cradle of Havelberg °*).

Is Anselm Jokıng here? Or 1s thıs indıcatıve of self-ımposed austerıity
agaınst 1C. hıs later return Can be termed hypocrıisy?
1le arl Pfäandtner has trıed tO dıspel the notion that there 1s

any  ıng humorous behind Anselm’s «Satıs Jusimus...» ?°), ONC IMaYy
note ın Anselm’s words echo of Horace:

Lusıst1ı satıs, edıiıstı satıs atque bıbıst1: (emMpus abıre t1ıbı SST,
argıus rıdeat ei pulset ascıva decentius 54)

But ıt 1s dıfficult beliıeve that Anselm Was tryıng ıbald If
there 1S AIl y humor here, it 1Ss the kınd1 wıth frustatıion and
resignatıon.

What Anselm had lost Was not Just the opportunıty travel wıth the
roya. but the ing’s favor entirely. 1ie these COUuU. obvıously x
hand In hand, they dIC not exactly the Samne thıng, and the suggestion Can
be made that it Was the OSS of the latter. the ıng’s [avor, 1C
Anselm MOst In the first place, Anselm had VELY hlıttle time actually
travelıng wıth the kıng before the crusade. When he dıd egin LO play
SOMEeC role al h1ıs time Was nevertheless VCILY much shared wıth hıs
diocese. Iso Anselm stood hıghest ıIn Conrad’s favor after the delega-
tıon 1Jon IC he helped WI1IN the pope’s Support fOor the
crusade. 1s dıfficult beliıeve that, had he wıshed it, he COUuU not ave
accompanıed hıs kıng the ast Hıs ServIices in that direction WOU
not ave een without_ value d he had already een Constantiınople

51) 1bald, C 2240 340 «Ego quıdem ıterum 1am ın alveum cordıs me1l TrCRTCSSUS
Su: NCC sponte InNnca de cCeiero deo supereffluere d1ısposul, ut ad instar torrentiıs lutum
collıgam, (qUuUO InnOVar, cenulentam turbatıonem, qQqUamı SCDC PassSus SUu: iıterum paclar».

52) 1bald, C 2210 340 «In presep10 INCO Havelberch PDaupCcI Christı CU fratrıbus
me1s auperıbus Christı ancO>»

53) Pfändtner, «Eın Brief»
54) Horace, C IOAnselm oes borrow lıne from Horace, C El ın ater

letter eter the Venerable Recueil des chartes de l’Abbaye de uny, ed Auguste Bernard
and Alexandre Bruel, (Parıs, 4176, SA
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and apparently made g00d impression the Greeks The fact that he
went instead wıth the Saxon aV 1g the en 15 SOINC indıicatıon
that he felt that ffaırs east of the Elbe WeEIC Just d important hım 4S

stayıng close the kıng
If Anselm desiıred the ing’s favor it Wäads NOL because he sought the

pleasures of ıfe Hıs opes of PapaCYy and empiıre workıng
hand in hand WEIC the Sa|ame dAS Wıba He, 1ıke 1ıbald and d hıs ıfe
of ervice and rulers demonstrates, Wäas ONC of those who, SInCe
the Concordat of W orms, had noTt much taken ONC sıde agaınst the
other but had acted the convıctiıon that such choice Was destructive

the unıty of Christendom >>). kıng who had turned hıs back the
PODC must AVEe horrified Anselm, and yverl he oun himself powerless
do any  ıng In hıs letter 1bald, he Dy abandons h1ıs
CONCETN for the kıng «Dılıgently guar' IN Y and yYOUT august and most
humbled ord ONnra' whenever YOU dIC Cal hım», he hıs friend,
«and because God has made yOu humble and WISE, do what 1S iın yOUur
W and bılıty accomplısh A much 4S 15 permitted 56) ere
Wädas lıttle TNOIC he COu do, and ıt Wdas 1a(0)! untıl August of 150 that he
Was agaın aft court * ”). The ICAason for thıs probably rests wıth ı1bald
who recaptured the ing’s and steered hım back toward the
DaDaCY 58) For Dy July 1150, Conrad Was respondıng Eugen1us’ pleas
for help in aly 59) an Anselm’s FrCappCATaNce al Oollowe shortly
thereafter. But sayıng that, in Bernardı's phrase, Anselm abandone
Havelberg return «das Verderben des Hofes» 1S misread the
OUICCS entirely. The fact of the matter 15 that Anselm agaln
became egular member of Conrad’s after the Second Crusade It
Was not untiıl December 3 that he agaın met the kıng, and then ıt Was

recelve roya) of protection for the church ın Havelberg In thıs
privilegium, Conrad cshows anımosıity toward Anselm but describes
hım as «both devoted the ascet1ic ıfe and steadfast and ITU: in hıs

55) See eter Classen, Gerhoch VoNn Reichersberg (Wiıesbaden, 150; Hausmann,
Reichskanzlei, 220

56) Wıbald, C 224 341 «Dominum INCUMmM tuUuum augustum humıllımum, dum
CIrca 1psum CS, dılıgenter custod1; et quia Deus fidelem te sapıentem ecıt, fac quod

SCIS, quantum tıbı permittitur».
57) Urkunden Konrads IIL. 237, MG  _ Diplomata 415-416, gıven al Rothenburg the

Tauber.
58) Hausmann, Reichskanzlei, 216=<2417
59) Eugenius 11L, Epistolae e1 privilegia 393:; 80:1422; Urkunden Konrads IIT. 236,

MGH Diplomata 414-415
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oyalty to us and OUT kıngdom °°). 1le thıs Can be ascrıbed the
rhetoric of formal document, ıt 1S Just possıble that thıs 1s sincere
feeling. For thıs 15 the only charter issued DY Conrad IC the date 15
given noTt only In the tradıtional aNnNeTr but also AdSs «Anno 1{1 uam

est Conrad Cıvıtate sancta Iherusalem » possıble
indıcation that the memorIies of the disasters of the crusade and ıts sequel
had been sei asıde dASs the kıng reconcıled hımself ıth the church and ıts

such d Anselm More importantly, thıs document shows that
Anselm’s dealıngs wıth the kıng concerned Havelberg and he treated
wıth the kıng dSs bıshop of that L(OWN, noTl dS roya advIsor. As far A4s
the evidence shows, he dıd nOoTt return for almost VYCar after
thıs but rather worked tO strengthen hıs diocese Dy aınıng the Support
ofrec the Bear, of Brandenburg, for uıldıng church In
Havelberg®°*). It WAas not untıiıl November 154 that he Was agaın al
Conrad’s ın Altenburg LO wıtness of protection for the
Premonstratensian cloister of Giratıia De1?7) Thıs WAds apparently the ast
time he Sda the kıng who died ın February of the followıing yCar

In ıfe of unselfıish ervice such dSs Anselm)’s, it 15 unfortunate that
the incıdent of hıs banıshment Havelberg has cast shadow HIS
charaeter. Circumstances forced hım an virtually hım alone explaın
and defend maJor turn ın papa polıcy the kıng that In polıcy
Was oun offend Anselm Was the INCSSCHSCI wıth bad ldıngs who
gol the ame and became the SCapeg0al. ere 15 nothing In the evidence
that permits us dssume that he sa  < service in Havelberg AdSs OIICITOUS
that he sought the kıng favor CSCAPC ıt Throughout Conrad’s reign,
Anselm of Havelberg uggled devoti1on LO hıs diocese wıth service the
hıgh DOWETS of POPDC and ruler. Thıs 15 ess than Cal be SCCI1 ın the lıves
of Bernard of Claırvaux Norbert of Aanten.

311 Hımes all Jay EES
Department of Hıstory
Loulsiana State Universıity
Baton ouge, Lou1lsiana
US

60) Urkunden Konrads SEL 241, MGH Diplomata 9:420 «Eum ın relıgıone dıu
devotum et In nOostra regn] fidelıtate Iırmum stabılem experti SUMMUS)»

61) Regesten der Markgrafen VoN Brandenburg WITAN Askanischem Hause, ed ermann
Krabbo and Georg Wınter Berlın, 190,

62) Urkunden Konrads TEL 265, MG  _ Diplomata 458-460


