
The Premonstratensj]ans and the Crusader ingdoms
In the Twelfth and Thirteenth Centuries

In 1977, ayer publıshed hı1s Bıstumer, Klöster un Stifte IM

Königreich Jerusalem The followıng VCATL, AaCKMUN! commented
that oug ayer had sei Oout exhaust all the SUrviıving OUICCS for

hıstory of the Latın egular church ın the Holy Land durıng the time
of the crusades, mention had een made of the houses of the
Premonstratensians al Ramla-Lydda, ebl Samwil, Acre, OT Cyprus*)
ackmun hımself had wrıtten about these houses ın h1s Monastıcon
Praemonstratense, where he had corrected long-standıng CITOIS of fact
about the order and 1fs members in the Holy Land, CITOIS which ST1
find theır WdYy nto histories of Outremer acKmun:! dıd not analyse
the evidence for the hıstory of the order, but presented TrTI1eE gl10SS and
bibliography for each house.

ctually, ayer had not forgotten the Premonstratensıans. In 1964,
he had publiıshed and analyse previousliy unknown confirmatıon

the order in Palestine, prefacıng hıs dıscussıon ıth SOTINC

remarks the Norbertines in Outremer *). Neıther cholar has PTreSCH-
ted full hıstory of the order ın the ıngdoms of Jerusalem, Acre and
yprus >). ven INOTEC surprisingly, ONC SCCIHS ave taken
Petit’s suggestion that the role of the order ın preaching the crusades

Monumenta Germanıiae Hiıstorica, Schriften, Band (Stuttgart,
Review, Analecta Praemonstratensia (1978) 245

BACKMUND, Monastiıcon Praemonstratense, vols., Ist ed ols s (Straubing,
1952-1956), 2nd ed vol s ptSs I2 only (Berlın, For analysıs of SOINC of the
problems, CC CHENEY, Medieval Texts anı Studies (Oxford, For
A example of the CITOIS, cf. SETTON, gCcn ed., History of the Crusades, ols
(Philadelphıia, 955-; rCDTr 69-), vol 25 384-386

MAYER, «Sankt Samuel auf dem Freudenberge und se1n Besıtz ach einem
unbekannten Dıplom König Balduins V», Quellen und Forschungen aAusS italienischen
Archiven un Bibliotheken (1964) AA

Nor has an yonc else, knowledge, exXcept for [WO works Dy (GEUDENS,
«L’Ordre de Premontre Palestine ypre», Revue de l’Ordre de Premontre el AA

MIiSssions (1914) 35 >5 and De rde Van Premonstreilt In Qosten (Tongerloo,
The former 1S VerY brief, places equa. relıance charters, chronıiıcles and the

tradıtions of the order, and contaıns CITOIS of fact which have recently een corrected by
Varıous authors (see below). Ihe latter 1S not avaılable



208 Slack

has een neglecte An examınatıon of the contrıbution the
crusades made Dy the Premonstratensians 1in Outremer and Kurope 15
valuable hıstorlans of both the order and the Crusader ingdoms
Thıs study also the broader question of the role of the regular
CanNnonNs In the Holy Land, and In the crusade

St Habacuc Was in the diocese of a, 1C Wd> ırectiy epen-
dent the patrıarch of Jerusalem ’). Presumably, Amalrıc, the rst
ean of Gottesgnaden, OoDtiaıne the church there from the patrıarch, 0)8

al least wıth hıs conhirmatıon and approva TIhe foundatıon date 1S
unknown, but Amalrıc’s arrıval in Palestine COUuU nOoTLt be ate' later
than the

ere WEIC [WO houses of Premonstratensjians in the Latın Kıngdom
of Jerusalem. Bernard of Claırvaux maıntaiıned correspondence wıth
Melısende., aughter of Baldwın 1L, and of Jerusalem 131-
1452°) Hıs etters have provıde the basıs or deal of discus-
S10N, SInce they ATC not ate and ONC of them introduces «these
Premonstratensian brothers»*°). The assumption far has een that
thıs letter refers the house of Norbertines al ebı Samwıl+*+*)
However, Ssince the letter cannot be ate and Since neıther indıvı-
dual 11OT place 15 mentioned in I ıt 1S impossıible IN ıt 4S anythıng
INOTE than proo that Norbertines Calllc Palestıine, recommended
Dy Bernard, sometime between the beginnıng of Melısende’s husband
Fulk’s reign (1131-1143), and the end of her TCSCNCY for her SoON

Baldwın 111 S2) ere 18 WaY know hOow long it took Amalrıc
and hIs companıons reach Palestine, but hıs a  eYV must ave een
ounded ın the mıd-1130’s We also do nOoL know how INanYy Da-

PETIT, La Spiritualite des Premontres AUX XII el siecles (Parıs,
REY, ed and CO  - of DUCANGE, Les familles d’Outremer (Parıs, 1869; ICDT

New York, 799
Fundatio monastern ratiae Dei, Monumenta Germaniae Historica, Scriptores, ed Dy
PERTZ, ols anover, 6-18 ICDT. uttga: and New York, vol 20,

688 Cn ei Emelriıcum quendam q UCIN de Francıa adduxerat prepositum Il 10C0
prımam ordıinavıt208  C.K. Slack  has been neglected®). An examination of the contribution to the  crusades made by the Premonstratensians in Outremer and Europe is  valuable to historians of both the order and the Crusader Kingdoms.  This study also opens the broader question of the role of the regular  canons in the Holy Land, and in the crusade movement.  St. Habacuc was in the diocese of Lydda, which was directly depen-  dent on the patriarch of Jerusalem”). Presumably, Amalric, the first  dean of Gottesgnaden, obtained the church there from the patriarch, or  at least with his confirmation and approval. The foundation date is  unknown, but Amalric’s arrival in Palestine could not be dated later  than the 1130s®).  There were two houses of Premonstratensians in the Latin Kingdom  of Jerusalem. Bernard of Clairvaux maintained a correspondence with  Melisende, daughter of Baldwin II, and queen of Jerusalem 1131-  1152°). His letters have provided the basis for a great deal of discus-  sion, since they are not dated, and one of them introduces «these  Premonstratensian brothers»*°). The assumption so far has been that  this letter refers to the house of Norbertines at Nebi Samwil*?).  Howenver, since the letter cannot be dated, and since neither an indivi-  dual nor a place is mentioned in it, it is impossible to use it as anything  more than a proof that Norbertines came to Palestine, recommended  by Bernard, sometime between the beginning of Melisende’s husband  Fulk’s reign (1131-1143), and the end of her regency for her son  Baldwin ITI (1152). There is no way to know how long it took Amalric  and his companions to reach Palestine, but his abbey must have been  founded in the mid-1130’s. We also do not know how many compa-  6) F. PETIT, La Spiritualite des Premontres aux XII° et XIII® siecles (Paris, 1947), p. 83.  7) E.G. ReyY, ed. and con. of C. DUCANGE, Les familles d’Outremer (Paris, 1869; repr.:  New York, 1971), p. 799.  8) Fundatio monasterii Gratiae Dei, Monumenta Germaniae Historica, Scriptores, ed. by  G.H. PerTz, 30 vols. (Hanover, 1826-1896; repr. Stuttgart and New York, 1963), vol. 20,  p. 688: «... et Emelricum quendam quem de Francia secum adduxerat prepositum illi 10co  primam ordinavit ... Qui cum postmodum postulata licencia transmarinasset ... qui et  postmodum in ultramarinis partibus factus est episcopus...» For details of Amalric’s  career, see W. GRAUWEN, «Norbert et les debuts de l’abbaye de Floreffe» Ar/;alecta  Praemonstratensia 51 (1975), pp. 17-18.  9) BERNARD OF CLAIRVAUX, Opera, ed. by J. LECLERCQ and H. RocHaıIs, 8 vols.  (Rome, 1974-1977), vol. 8: Epistolae, ep. 206, 289, 354, 355; see also vol. 7, ep. 56.  10) 7bid., vol. 8, ep. 355, and the discussion of the date, p. 299, n. 5.  11) MAYER, «Sankt Samuel», pp. 38-39.Quı CUM ostmodum postulata i1cencla transmarınasset208  C.K. Slack  has been neglected®). An examination of the contribution to the  crusades made by the Premonstratensians in Outremer and Europe is  valuable to historians of both the order and the Crusader Kingdoms.  This study also opens the broader question of the role of the regular  canons in the Holy Land, and in the crusade movement.  St. Habacuc was in the diocese of Lydda, which was directly depen-  dent on the patriarch of Jerusalem”). Presumably, Amalric, the first  dean of Gottesgnaden, obtained the church there from the patriarch, or  at least with his confirmation and approval. The foundation date is  unknown, but Amalric’s arrival in Palestine could not be dated later  than the 1130s®).  There were two houses of Premonstratensians in the Latin Kingdom  of Jerusalem. Bernard of Clairvaux maintained a correspondence with  Melisende, daughter of Baldwin II, and queen of Jerusalem 1131-  1152°). His letters have provided the basis for a great deal of discus-  sion, since they are not dated, and one of them introduces «these  Premonstratensian brothers»*°). The assumption so far has been that  this letter refers to the house of Norbertines at Nebi Samwil*?).  Howenver, since the letter cannot be dated, and since neither an indivi-  dual nor a place is mentioned in it, it is impossible to use it as anything  more than a proof that Norbertines came to Palestine, recommended  by Bernard, sometime between the beginning of Melisende’s husband  Fulk’s reign (1131-1143), and the end of her regency for her son  Baldwin ITI (1152). There is no way to know how long it took Amalric  and his companions to reach Palestine, but his abbey must have been  founded in the mid-1130’s. We also do not know how many compa-  6) F. PETIT, La Spiritualite des Premontres aux XII° et XIII® siecles (Paris, 1947), p. 83.  7) E.G. ReyY, ed. and con. of C. DUCANGE, Les familles d’Outremer (Paris, 1869; repr.:  New York, 1971), p. 799.  8) Fundatio monasterii Gratiae Dei, Monumenta Germaniae Historica, Scriptores, ed. by  G.H. PerTz, 30 vols. (Hanover, 1826-1896; repr. Stuttgart and New York, 1963), vol. 20,  p. 688: «... et Emelricum quendam quem de Francia secum adduxerat prepositum illi 10co  primam ordinavit ... Qui cum postmodum postulata licencia transmarinasset ... qui et  postmodum in ultramarinis partibus factus est episcopus...» For details of Amalric’s  career, see W. GRAUWEN, «Norbert et les debuts de l’abbaye de Floreffe» Ar/;alecta  Praemonstratensia 51 (1975), pp. 17-18.  9) BERNARD OF CLAIRVAUX, Opera, ed. by J. LECLERCQ and H. RocHaıIs, 8 vols.  (Rome, 1974-1977), vol. 8: Epistolae, ep. 206, 289, 354, 355; see also vol. 7, ep. 56.  10) 7bid., vol. 8, ep. 355, and the discussion of the date, p. 299, n. 5.  11) MAYER, «Sankt Samuel», pp. 38-39.quı
postmodum ın ultramarınıs partıbus factus est eplscopus...>» For detaıls of Amalrıc’s
CaIrccCrI, SCcCC GRAUWEN, « Norbert les debuts de l’abbaye de Floreffe» Arf_alectaPraemonstratensia (1975), 17-18

BERNARD (CCLAIRVAUX, Opera, ed by ECLERCQ and ROCHAIS, ols
Oome, 1974-1977), vol Epistolae, C 206, 289, 354, 355 SCC Iso vol 7! C

10) Ibid., vol 8$ C 399: and the dıscussıon of the date, 299,
11) MAYER, «Sankt Samuel», 38-39
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n10ns he brought ıth hım By 139, when Herbert, of St
Habacuc issued the only surviıving charter for hI1s house, there WeIC

twenty-three «brothers»**). We do NOW that Amalrıc Came from
France If he Was ıth Norbert al the councıl of Reims in 113% he must
ave gONC wıth hıs super10r St Martın of Laon, Norbertine
house visıted by Innocent 11 and Norbert after the councıl+>). Oou
Amalrıc ave taken CanOoNs$s irom St Martın’s, 0)8 near-by Premontre,
Palestine?

In 1216, ervase, abbot-genera of Premontre, sent elın, of
Florefle, Acre recelve d hıs representatıve anı y belonging

the order 1C m1g be recaptured eventually by Emperor Frederick
I1 St Habacuc 15 mentioned Dy amMec in the letter elın carrıed the
patrıarch of Jerusalem. Hıstorians writing about the Norbertines ave
assumed thıs that St Habacuc Was always dependent
Floreffe, and ave argued that Amalrıc must ave orıginally COMEC from
that house 1.4) Tauwen has pointed Outft that Floreffe Was ın the
diocese of Jege, part of the empıre, and not of «Francı1a», Amalrıc’s
COUNLIY of Org1InN. Moreover, there 1s evidence that Amalrıc Was CVCI

al Floreffe *>°) He 1s mentioned ın necrology of that house,
but the eNTICYy 1s erroneous*°),. One version of the necrology, NO lost,
lısted Amalrıc A the rst OL, 1C Barbier dısproved. Amalrıc 15
called the bıshop of 1don, but 1s sa1d ave died in 148 The version
of the necrology edıited Dy Barbier reads: «Commemoratıo domıiını
Almarıcı, Sydonensıs ep1scopl, fratres nostrIi, 1138» Tauwen has
commented that the phrase «fratres nostr1» usually referred {O

SOMICONC, not member of the house, who had SOMNC MNg of fraternıity
ıth 1t=3) By the time ein Was commıssioned g A Gervase’s
representatıve Palestine, the church of St Habacuc had een des-
troyed, and CanNnONS from both Palestinian houses had een scattered.

12) BRESC-BAUTIER, ed., Le cartulaire du chapitre du Saint-Sepulcre de Jerusalem
arls,

13) Vıta Norberti, archiepiscopl Magdeburgensis z  ıla A), ın MGH repr.
Stuttgart and New Or. vol E2: 698 and

14) BARBIER, Histoire de l’abbaye de Floreffe, de l’ordre de Premontre (Namur,
26-28

15) RAUWEN, and 43
16) BARBIER, ed., Necrologe de l’abbaye de Floreffe de l’ordre de Premontre,

diocese de Namur (Louvaın, Barbıier discussed the eITOTS in the necrology in hıs
hıstory of Florefie, 28 and

17) BARBIER, Necrologe, 251 (GRAUWEN, 18 and 47
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ere Was NC  S house in Acre, 1C SOTIIIC of the TOLNerTrS had fled
probable that ervase sımply 18 send member of h1is

order CNSUTC that hI1s Was returned, and not that elın went
because the houses WeTiTC dependent Floreffe;: a  oug the epen-
EeNCY INa Yy ell ave developed al SOIMNNC time after the house’s founda-
t10n.

Amalrıc of Gottesgnaden and on

Wılliam of yre’s identincatiıon of Amalrıc, combıned ıth the
existing charter from St Habacuc, and [WO other charters ın 1C the
house 15 mentioned, that the eYy existed ell before 155 The
chronicle of Gottesgnaden contrıbutes explanatıon of Amalrıc’s

In Outremer, and the probabilıty of foundatıon ate ın the
H30 s25): That Amalrıc preache: faırly extensively in Outremer Can be
deduced from three facts Fırst, he Wds released from equıvalent
office (preaching the Wends) al Gottesgnaden. econdly, there
WEIC g00d number of CanNOoNs al St Habacuc ın 159 And finally, he
WOU ave been chosen A bıshop of on al least partly because of
reputatıon as speaker. Some pastoral Car must ave een the result
of both the preachıing of Amalrıc, and the establıshment of hıs order al

shrıine church Express permiıssıon take the CUTd anımarum had
een g1ven egular CanNOoNs Dy an I1 ın 096 al the councıl of
Nimes S decıde that those who hold to the pattern of the apostles
Can preach, baptıze, g1ve communı0n, receive penitents, and g1ve abso-
lution » *?). Sılence, SCCH ASs «preparatıon for dıdactic speech», Was

strictly observed ın Premonstratensian houses, CVCI the lay
brothers*®). The CoNnversı WOIC forbidden all o0oks, and WeTC SUu-

18) ome inaccuracıles in early hıstories of the order led nfated 1e6W of
Amalrıc’s iImportance in Europe. ‚ar and Tauwen ave eacted by ou  ıng  S the
existence of St Habacuc of Amalrıc. (St LEPAIGE, Bibliotheca Praemonstratensis
Ordinis (Parıs, HuGo, ed., Sacrı el Canonici Ordinis Praemonstratensis
Annales, ols (Nancy, 1734-1736); anı (JEUDENS, O, G ıth GRAUWEN,
Norbertus, Aartsbisschop Van Maagdenburg (1126-1134) (Brussels, 481-482:

KEDAR, Crusade and Missıion. European Approaches Toward the Muslims (Princeton,
| 34 and K

19) MANS!I,; ed., Sacrorum conciliorum OVd el amplissima collectio, CO  - Dy
PETIT and MARTIN, 53 ols. orence, Ec, 1759-1962), vol 2 C} ols 934-935;

Trans and discussion: BYNUM, Jesus Mother. Studies In the Spirituality of the
High Midädle Ages (Berkeley, GiCc; 31

20) Ibid., 45
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ma iıllıterate. That there WeTC lay brothers in moOSstT, ıf not all,
Norbertine priorlies certaın, udging from the fact there Wäas

legislatıon cConcerning them al Premontre d early 4S 1344%) f the
pattern set al Premontre Was OlOWEe: the CaNonNs WOUuU ave devoted
themselves to the office, study, preachıng, pastora CaICl, and poss1ıbly
manual abor, sharıng only ONC meal day**)

As bıshop, Amalrıc fgures ın Wılliıam of yre’s chronicle d

patrıarcha supporter. «Amaury, of PI10usS CMOTY in the Lord, Wäas

chosen 1to be bıshop of Sıdon] Amaury Was of the regular
CanonNs of the er of the Premonstratensians ın the mONnaSsterYy of St
HabacucThe Premonstratensians and the Crusader Kingdoms  211  mably illiterate. That there were lay brothers in most, if not all,  Norbertine priories seems certain, judging from the fact there was  legislation concerning them at Premontre as early as 1134?%1). If the  pattern set at Premontre was followed, the canons would have devoted  themselves to the office, study, preaching, pastoral care, and possibly  manual labor, sharing only one meal a day??).  As a bishop, Amalric figures in William of Tyre’s chronicle as a  patriarchal supporter. «Amaury, of pious memory in the Lord, was  chosen [to be bishop of Sidon]. Amaury was abbot of the regular  canons of the Order of the Premonstratensians in the monastery of St.  Habacuc ... he was a sincere and God-fearing man of godly life ... he is  said to have received the gift of consecration in the church of Lydda  from the hands of Peter, archbishop of Tyre ...»2%). The bishop of  Sidon had court, coins and justice, and owed a service of 50 serjeants.  The church in the Holy Land had jurisdiction over clerics and over  moral offenses, but referred those sentenced to the secular courts for  punishment?*).  Amalric took the Patriarch Fulcher’s (1146-1157) side in a dispute  with the Hospitallers in 1155, and as a result, visited Italy in that same  year. The Hospitallers and other orders founded in the Holy Land —  such as the Templars and the order of the Holy Sepulchre — received  donations in Europe and were usually anxious to place their posses-  sions directly under papal jurisdiction. St. Habacuc, similarly, was  founded with the approval of the patriarch of Jerusalem, but was  subject to the Premonstratensian order?°). The Premonstratensians  managed to avoid the hostility which developed between the military  orders and the secular church, remaining supporters of both patriarch  and papacy. From the chronicler’s point of view, all of the orders  founded or endowed in the Holy Land owed allegiance to the secular  21) G. VAN DEN BROECK, «Les freres convers dans la legislation des Premontres»,  Analecta Praemonstratensia 44 (1968), p. 216.  22) F. PETIT, «L’ordre de Premontre», La Vita Commune del Clero nei secoli X*-XII“,  2 vols., Miscellanea del Centro di Studi Medioevali 3 (1962), pp. 466-467.  23) WILLIAM OF TYRE, Chronicon, ed. R.B.C. HUYGENs, 2 vols., Corpus Christianorum.  Continuatio Mediaevalis, 63, 63A (Turnhout, 1986) 17.26 (HUYGENS, p. 797); trans. from  E.A. BABCOCK and A.C. KREY, A History of Deeds Done Beyond the Sea, 2 vols. (New  York, 1941; repr. 1976), vol. 2, p. 225.  24) J. RıcHArRD, The Latin Kingdom of Jerusalem, 2 vols., trans. J. SHIRLEY (Oxford,  1979), vol. -A; p. 107.  25) C.L. Huco, ed., Sacrae Antiquitatis Monumenta Historica, Dogmatica, Diploma-  tica, 2 vols. (Etival, 1725), p. 117.he Was incere and God-fearıng INan of O! ıfeThe Premonstratensians and the Crusader Kingdoms  211  mably illiterate. That there were lay brothers in most, if not all,  Norbertine priories seems certain, judging from the fact there was  legislation concerning them at Premontre as early as 1134?%1). If the  pattern set at Premontre was followed, the canons would have devoted  themselves to the office, study, preaching, pastoral care, and possibly  manual labor, sharing only one meal a day??).  As a bishop, Amalric figures in William of Tyre’s chronicle as a  patriarchal supporter. «Amaury, of pious memory in the Lord, was  chosen [to be bishop of Sidon]. Amaury was abbot of the regular  canons of the Order of the Premonstratensians in the monastery of St.  Habacuc ... he was a sincere and God-fearing man of godly life ... he is  said to have received the gift of consecration in the church of Lydda  from the hands of Peter, archbishop of Tyre ...»2%). The bishop of  Sidon had court, coins and justice, and owed a service of 50 serjeants.  The church in the Holy Land had jurisdiction over clerics and over  moral offenses, but referred those sentenced to the secular courts for  punishment?*).  Amalric took the Patriarch Fulcher’s (1146-1157) side in a dispute  with the Hospitallers in 1155, and as a result, visited Italy in that same  year. The Hospitallers and other orders founded in the Holy Land —  such as the Templars and the order of the Holy Sepulchre — received  donations in Europe and were usually anxious to place their posses-  sions directly under papal jurisdiction. St. Habacuc, similarly, was  founded with the approval of the patriarch of Jerusalem, but was  subject to the Premonstratensian order?°). The Premonstratensians  managed to avoid the hostility which developed between the military  orders and the secular church, remaining supporters of both patriarch  and papacy. From the chronicler’s point of view, all of the orders  founded or endowed in the Holy Land owed allegiance to the secular  21) G. VAN DEN BROECK, «Les freres convers dans la legislation des Premontres»,  Analecta Praemonstratensia 44 (1968), p. 216.  22) F. PETIT, «L’ordre de Premontre», La Vita Commune del Clero nei secoli X*-XII“,  2 vols., Miscellanea del Centro di Studi Medioevali 3 (1962), pp. 466-467.  23) WILLIAM OF TYRE, Chronicon, ed. R.B.C. HUYGENs, 2 vols., Corpus Christianorum.  Continuatio Mediaevalis, 63, 63A (Turnhout, 1986) 17.26 (HUYGENS, p. 797); trans. from  E.A. BABCOCK and A.C. KREY, A History of Deeds Done Beyond the Sea, 2 vols. (New  York, 1941; repr. 1976), vol. 2, p. 225.  24) J. RıcHArRD, The Latin Kingdom of Jerusalem, 2 vols., trans. J. SHIRLEY (Oxford,  1979), vol. -A; p. 107.  25) C.L. Huco, ed., Sacrae Antiquitatis Monumenta Historica, Dogmatica, Diploma-  tica, 2 vols. (Etival, 1725), p. 117.he 1s
saıd have rece1ved the gift of consecration in the church of
firom the an of Peter, archbıshop of Iyre »< The bishop of
on had COU: CO1Ns and Justice, and owed servıce of serjeants.
The church ın the Holy Land had Jurisdiction VCI clerics and OVeCOTI

moral offenses, but referred those sentenced the secular COUuTrts for
punıshment 24)

Amalrıc took the Patriıarch ulcher (1146-1157) sıde 1ın dıspute
wıth the Hospıitallers in H55 and d result, visıted aly in that SaIllc

YCar The Hospıtallers and other Orders ounded ın the Holy Land
such A the emplars and the order of the Holy Sepulchre rece1ved
donatıons In kurope and WeTC usually anxX10us place theır POSSCS-
S1IONS ırectly under papa Jurisdıction. St Habacuc, sımılarly, Was

ounded wıth the approva of the patrıarc of Jerusalem, but Was

ubject the Premonstratensian Order*°): The Premonstratensians
managed avo1d the hostilıty IC developed between the milıtary
orders and the secular church, remamınıng supporters of both patrıarch
and DaAaDaCY Tom the chronicler’s pomint of VIEW, all of the orders
ounded OT ndowed ın the Holy Land owed allegıance the secular

21) VAN DEN BROECK, «Les freres CONVEIS ans la legislatıon des Premontres»,
Analecta Praemonstratensia (1968). 216

22) PETIT, «L/’ordre de Premontre», La 1ta OmMmMUunNe del ero nel secoli AA XE
vols., Miscellanea del Centro di Studi Medioevali (1962), 466-467

23) WILLIAM TYRE, Chronicon, R.B HUYGENS, vols., Corpus Christianorum.
Continuatio Mediaevalis, 6 E 63A (Turnhout, 17.26 (HUYGENS, 797); rans from

BABCOCK and KREY, History of eeds Done Beyond the Sea, ols (New
York, 1941; ICDT vol Z 2725

24) RICHARD, The Aatın Kingdom of Jerusalem, vols., Trans. SHIRLEY (Oxford,
vol A, 107

25) HUGO, ed., Sacrae Antiquitatis Monumenta Historica, Dogmatıica, Diploma-
1CH, ols (Etival, E Br
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church there But the Hospıitallers iın partıcular <NCeCVOTI showed an Y
TE VCTITENGE the prelates of the church and absolutely efused g1ve
tıthes from al y of theır estaftes, regardless of the condıtions under
1C these had COMEC into theır possession»*°). The Hospıitallers
compounde theır offence Dy offering the sacraments those whom
theır bıshops had excommunıiıcated, and insult fo InJury by
enlargıng theır ulldıng iın Jerusalem. q most intoleraDbple of
all212  C.K. Slack  church there. But the Hospitallers in particular «never  showed any  reverence to the prelates of the church and absolutely refused to give  tithes from any of their estates, regardless of the conditions under  which these had come into their possession»?°). The Hospitallers  compounded their offence by offering the sacraments to those whom  their bishops had excommunicated, and added insult to injury by  enlarging their building in Jerusalem. «The most intolerable wrong of  all ... a thing abhorrent to all Christians, was done to the patriarch and  the holy church at Jerusalem. For before the very doors of the  [patriarch’s church] ... to show their insolent contempt ... they began to  erect an edifice far higher and more costly than the church of the Holy  Sepulchre». Equally exasperating, the Hospitallers, «with intentional  malice» frequently interrupted the patriarch’s preaching on the hill of  Golgotha, by setting «their many great bells ringing so loudly and  persistently that the voice of the patriarch could not rise above the din,  nor could the people, in spite of all his efforts, hear him»?”). Threats  followed the attempted intervention of the citizens on the patriarch’s  behalf, and were fulfilled in an exploit which caps the rather ludicrous  squabble. Armed Hospitallers broke into the church of the Holy  Sepulchre and released «showers of arrows». The patriarch had the  arrows collected, and hung up «before the place of Calvary». Then he  prepared to take his case to the pope, accompanied by seven bishops,  including Amalric of Sidon. In the spring of 1155, Fulcher and his  «train of reverend bishops» arrived in Apulia, at that time in a  dangerously unsettled state because of an invasion by the Byzantines.  Fulcher was able to intercept the Emperor Frederick as he was leaving  Italy in August, 1155, and to obtain letters to support his plea?®). The  pope evaded Fulcher, however, first at Narni and then at Rome. When  finally cornered by the patriarch’s party at Ferentino, Hadrian refused  to give any judgement, and treated the contingent from Jerusalem with  such contempt that they finally realized the futility of their mission, and  returned home??).  26) WILLIAM OF TYRE, 18.6 (HUYGENS, p. 817); BABCOCK, vol. 2, pp. 245-246 and n. 24.  27) WILLIAM OF TYRE, 18.3 (HUYGENS, pp. 812-813); BABCOCK, vol. 2, p. 240.  28) WILLIAM OF TYRE, 18.6, 7 (HUYGENS, pp. 818-819).  29) Ibid., 18.8 (HUYGENns, p. 820). See also Ottonis et Rahewini Gesta Friderici I,  Imperatoriis, ed. G. WAITZ, Monumenta Germaniae Historica, Scriptores rerum Germani-  carum in usum scholarum (Hanover and Leipzig, 1912), bk. 2, c. 27, an. 1155, p. 132, on  the Emperor’s presence in Italy, with Anselm of Havelberg, in 1155. Anselm had justıng abhorrent tOo all Chrıstians, Was one the patrıarch and
the holy church al Jerusalem. For before the VeETIY doors of the
!patrıarch’s hurch]212  C.K. Slack  church there. But the Hospitallers in particular «never  showed any  reverence to the prelates of the church and absolutely refused to give  tithes from any of their estates, regardless of the conditions under  which these had come into their possession»?°). The Hospitallers  compounded their offence by offering the sacraments to those whom  their bishops had excommunicated, and added insult to injury by  enlarging their building in Jerusalem. «The most intolerable wrong of  all ... a thing abhorrent to all Christians, was done to the patriarch and  the holy church at Jerusalem. For before the very doors of the  [patriarch’s church] ... to show their insolent contempt ... they began to  erect an edifice far higher and more costly than the church of the Holy  Sepulchre». Equally exasperating, the Hospitallers, «with intentional  malice» frequently interrupted the patriarch’s preaching on the hill of  Golgotha, by setting «their many great bells ringing so loudly and  persistently that the voice of the patriarch could not rise above the din,  nor could the people, in spite of all his efforts, hear him»?”). Threats  followed the attempted intervention of the citizens on the patriarch’s  behalf, and were fulfilled in an exploit which caps the rather ludicrous  squabble. Armed Hospitallers broke into the church of the Holy  Sepulchre and released «showers of arrows». The patriarch had the  arrows collected, and hung up «before the place of Calvary». Then he  prepared to take his case to the pope, accompanied by seven bishops,  including Amalric of Sidon. In the spring of 1155, Fulcher and his  «train of reverend bishops» arrived in Apulia, at that time in a  dangerously unsettled state because of an invasion by the Byzantines.  Fulcher was able to intercept the Emperor Frederick as he was leaving  Italy in August, 1155, and to obtain letters to support his plea?®). The  pope evaded Fulcher, however, first at Narni and then at Rome. When  finally cornered by the patriarch’s party at Ferentino, Hadrian refused  to give any judgement, and treated the contingent from Jerusalem with  such contempt that they finally realized the futility of their mission, and  returned home??).  26) WILLIAM OF TYRE, 18.6 (HUYGENS, p. 817); BABCOCK, vol. 2, pp. 245-246 and n. 24.  27) WILLIAM OF TYRE, 18.3 (HUYGENS, pp. 812-813); BABCOCK, vol. 2, p. 240.  28) WILLIAM OF TYRE, 18.6, 7 (HUYGENS, pp. 818-819).  29) Ibid., 18.8 (HUYGENns, p. 820). See also Ottonis et Rahewini Gesta Friderici I,  Imperatoriis, ed. G. WAITZ, Monumenta Germaniae Historica, Scriptores rerum Germani-  carum in usum scholarum (Hanover and Leipzig, 1912), bk. 2, c. 27, an. 1155, p. 132, on  the Emperor’s presence in Italy, with Anselm of Havelberg, in 1155. Anselm had justsShow theır insolent conte:212  C.K. Slack  church there. But the Hospitallers in particular «never  showed any  reverence to the prelates of the church and absolutely refused to give  tithes from any of their estates, regardless of the conditions under  which these had come into their possession»?°). The Hospitallers  compounded their offence by offering the sacraments to those whom  their bishops had excommunicated, and added insult to injury by  enlarging their building in Jerusalem. «The most intolerable wrong of  all ... a thing abhorrent to all Christians, was done to the patriarch and  the holy church at Jerusalem. For before the very doors of the  [patriarch’s church] ... to show their insolent contempt ... they began to  erect an edifice far higher and more costly than the church of the Holy  Sepulchre». Equally exasperating, the Hospitallers, «with intentional  malice» frequently interrupted the patriarch’s preaching on the hill of  Golgotha, by setting «their many great bells ringing so loudly and  persistently that the voice of the patriarch could not rise above the din,  nor could the people, in spite of all his efforts, hear him»?”). Threats  followed the attempted intervention of the citizens on the patriarch’s  behalf, and were fulfilled in an exploit which caps the rather ludicrous  squabble. Armed Hospitallers broke into the church of the Holy  Sepulchre and released «showers of arrows». The patriarch had the  arrows collected, and hung up «before the place of Calvary». Then he  prepared to take his case to the pope, accompanied by seven bishops,  including Amalric of Sidon. In the spring of 1155, Fulcher and his  «train of reverend bishops» arrived in Apulia, at that time in a  dangerously unsettled state because of an invasion by the Byzantines.  Fulcher was able to intercept the Emperor Frederick as he was leaving  Italy in August, 1155, and to obtain letters to support his plea?®). The  pope evaded Fulcher, however, first at Narni and then at Rome. When  finally cornered by the patriarch’s party at Ferentino, Hadrian refused  to give any judgement, and treated the contingent from Jerusalem with  such contempt that they finally realized the futility of their mission, and  returned home??).  26) WILLIAM OF TYRE, 18.6 (HUYGENS, p. 817); BABCOCK, vol. 2, pp. 245-246 and n. 24.  27) WILLIAM OF TYRE, 18.3 (HUYGENS, pp. 812-813); BABCOCK, vol. 2, p. 240.  28) WILLIAM OF TYRE, 18.6, 7 (HUYGENS, pp. 818-819).  29) Ibid., 18.8 (HUYGENns, p. 820). See also Ottonis et Rahewini Gesta Friderici I,  Imperatoriis, ed. G. WAITZ, Monumenta Germaniae Historica, Scriptores rerum Germani-  carum in usum scholarum (Hanover and Leipzig, 1912), bk. 2, c. 27, an. 1155, p. 132, on  the Emperor’s presence in Italy, with Anselm of Havelberg, in 1155. Anselm had justthey egan

edıfice far hıgher and INOTE costly than the church of the Holy
Sepulchre». Equalliy exasperatıng, the Hospıtallers, «wıth intentional
malıce» irequently interrupted the patrıarch’s preachıing the hıll of
olgotha, Dy setting «theır IMNanYy ringing loudly and
persistently that the VOIlcCe of the patrıarch COU. not rse above the dın,
1OT COU. the people, in spıte of all h1s efforts, ear hım»*”). TIhreats
ollowe the attempted intervention of the cıtızens the patrıarch’s
behalf, and WT iın xploıit IC Caps the rather ludicrous
squa rIme Hospıitallers TO into the church of the Holy
Sepulchre and released «showers of TIhe patrıarch had the
ATITOWS collected, and hung «before the place of Calvary». Then he
prepare take hıs Case the DODC, accompanıed Dy bıshops,
includıng Amalrıc of on In the spring of 135 Fulcher and hıs
«traın of reverend bıshops» arrıved in Apulıa, al that time ın
dangerously unsettled because of invasıon Dy the Byzantınes.
Fulcher Was able intercept the Emperor Frederick as he Was eavıng
aly in August, 1155 and obtaın etters upport hıs plea# S The
DODC evaded Fulcher, however, rst al Narnı and then al Rome. When
finally cornered Dy the patrıarch’s al Ferentino, Hadrıan efused

g1ve an Yy Jjudgement, and treated the contingent from Jerusalem wıth
such that they finally realızed the futılıty Öf theır m1SS10N, and
returned home*)

26) WILLIAM I YRE, 18.6 UYGENS, 817); BABCOCK, vol Z 245-246 and
27) WILLIAM ITYRE, 18.3 UYGENS, 812-813); BABCOCK, vol Z 240
28) WILLIAM IYRE, 18.6, UYGENS, 818-819).
29) Ibid., 18.8 UYGENS, 820) See Iso Ottonis el Rahewini Gesta Friderici

Imperatoriis, ed WAITZ, Monumenta G(GGermanıae Historica, Scriptores ermanlıl-
In S UmM scholarum anover and Le1ipzig, 29 20 1155, 132;

the Emperor’s ın Italy, ıth Anselm of Havelberg, ın 35 Anselm had Just
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Amalrıc Was bıshop of on from 153 untıl 170 In 1156, when the
patrıarch returned from aly, he found that hıs chapter had engaged ın

dıspute OVCI precedence wıth the monks of the Mount of Olıves The
CanoNs»s of the Holy Sepulchre emande that the monks be made do

pPCNANCC, that the chapter’s ng take eadıng posıtıon in PTOCCS-
S10NS maJor feast days be acknowledged, and that theır pr10r be
onfirmed ıIn hıs Ng celebrate INass and delıver the «sSsermonem ad
populum » in the patrıarch’s absence. The monks duly marched are-
foot the church of the Holy Sepulchre, and the chapter’s rıghts WeTeC

confirmed Dy all the arc.  ıshops, bıshops and abbots dependent the

patrıarch*°). Curi0usly, the hıst of bıshops and abbots includes the only
LWO known Premonstratensian bıshops of the first kıngdom, A ell as

the only [WO of Norbertine abbots 1C urvıve for hat
per10d**). Amalrıc’s Namcde, ıth the tıtle «bıshop of Sıdon», appCaI>s
agaın wIirness 1st confirmatıon document issued al Acre 1in
160 Dy Baldwın I11>°*) The charter Varıous properties held
by the chapter of the Holy Sepulchre, includıng and sold ıt in 155
by Hugh of Ibelın**) The wıtness ıst includes the three arc  ıshops
and the e1g bıshops dependent the patrıarch of Jerusalem al that
time. Hugh and hıis brother Baldwın of Ibelın AIc the lay
wıtnesses.

In 1170, Amalrıc, ASs bıshop of 1ıdon, issued charter ın 1C it 1s
explained that ıle visıting the Holy Sepulchre, he had made Dact of
confraternıty wıth the Benedictines of the g house of osaphat. In
retiurn for the benefits of theır prayCIS, he exempted them from half of
the tiıthe they had een sed paYy hım A4S bıshop ofon

Like Norbert, Amalrıc had t1es wıth Benedıictine monastery *>). He
CINCTSCS, from combined charter and chronicle evidence, A strong
supporter of the ePISCOPACY, and of the patrıarc ıIn particular. He

returned irom Constantinople Frederick’s ljegate, and Was rewarded ıth the exarchate
of avenna. Both Anselm and Amalrıc had een Norbert’s cCompanıons 1n Magdeburg.
Dıd they meet in aly in H3S and Was Anselm’s influence ıth Frederick of assıstance
Fulk and his party”?

30) BRESC-BAUTIER, Cartulaire, (except for the sısters of St Lazare)
31) Ibid. Letardus, archbıishop of azare! Amalrıc of idon, Herbert of St Ha-

bacuc, and «R.», of St Samuel.
32) Ibid., 45
33) Ibid., 50, the sale of 155
34) RÖHRICHT, ed., Regesta egnl Hierosolymitani, MXCII-M  CE ols

(Oen1iponti, 893-1904; ICDT New York, n.d.), 475
35) PETIT, St Norbert el l’origine des Premontres arıs, 227
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traveled wıth the patrıarch for about VCAaT, and 15 known have een
In Jerusalem in 170 Amalrıc’s OW a  CeYV had een ounded er BB

Jerusalem, ıth patrıarcha approval. Both Petit and Lefevre ave
noted sıimılarıty between the VOWS and ıturgy of the Premonstraten-
S1ans and those of the Holy Sepulchre*°). It reasonable
A4SSUMEC that such simılarıty resulted from CoNntiacts between the {[WO
orders ın Palestine. Amalrıc’s CaTrcer d Norbert’s companıon, of
Habacuc and bıshop of on g1ves rnMse the supposıtıon that it Was

INOTC specıfically HIS infÄiuence 1C Wäas felt by the 1L1CW order of
regular Canons ın Jerusalem.

Sts Habacuc of Cansıe and Joseph of Arımathaea

Wıllıam of yre’'s identificatıon of Amalrıc provıdes the earlıest ate
for the existence of the Norbertine a  CYy Calr Jerusalem, ıIn the diocese
of Ramla-Lydda, known by the double ame of Sts Habacuc and
Joseph of Arımathaea*”). Ihe exi mention of the house 1S ıIn 156
Herbert, of St Habacuc, wıtnessed the document about the
dıspute between the CanNoNs of the Holy Sepulchre, and the monks of
the Mount of Olıves, discussed above>*®). Thıs charter 1S also the rst
mention In the Aacta and chronicles of the kıngdom of the Norbertine
a  CYy of St Samuel, ountJoy Both abbots WeEIC ncliude: A

wıtnesses because the chapter of the Holy Sepulchre wanted confirma-
tiıon of ıts rıghts by all the bıshops and abbots of the kıngdom

Only ONC charter SUFrV1IVES for St Habacuc Was issued Dy « Herbert214  C.K. Slack  traveled with the patriarch for about a year, and is known to have been  in Jerusalem in 1170. Amalric’s own abbey had been founded near  Jerusalem, with patriarchal approval. Both F. Petit and P. Lef&vre have  noted a similarity between the vows and liturgy of the Premonstraten-  sians and those of the Holy Sepulchre*?®). It seems reasonable to  assume that such a similarity resulted from contacts between the two  orders in Palestine. Amalric’s career as Norbert’s companion, abbot of  Habacuc and bishop of Sidon gives rise to the supposition that it was  more specifically his influence which was felt by the new order of  regular canons in Jerusalem.  Sts. Habacuc of Cansie and Joseph of Arimathaea  William of Tyre’s identification of Amalric provides the earliest date  for the existence of the Norbertine abbey near Jerusalem, in the diocese  of Ramla-Lydda, known by the double name of Sts. Habacuc and  Joseph of Arimathaea?7). The next mention of the house is in 1156.  Herbert, abbot of St. Habacuc, witnessed the document about the  dispute between the canons of the Holy Sepulchre, and the monks of  the Mount of Olives, discussed above?®). This charter is also the first  mention in the acta and chronicles of the kingdom of the Norbertine  abbey of St. Samuel, on Mountjoy. Both abbots were included as  witnesses because the chapter of the Holy Sepulchre wanted confirma-  tion of its rights by all the bishops and abbots of the kingdom.  Only one charter survives for St. Habacuc. It was issued by «Herbert  ... abbas Sanctorum Joseph et Abacuc ... in presentia nostri fratrumque  nostrorum et Balduini, archidiaconi Sancti Georgii, cantorisque eiusdem  ecclesie Gisleberti et magistri Anschetini, fratris Roberti de Git, ... in ipsa  ecclesia Sancti Joseph ...»3°). Presumably, Herbert was made abbot in  1153, when Amalric became archbishop. He was certainly abbot by  1156, but after 1159 there is no chronicle or charter evidence for this  house or its abbots. There is a tradition, passed down in the order, that  canons were martyred in 1187. Certainly their abbey and church were  36) PETIT, Spiritualite, p. 87; P. LEFEVRE, «Premontre, ses origines, sa premiere  Liturgie, les relations de son Code legislatif avec Citeaux et les chanoines du Saint-  Sepulcre de Jerusalem» Analecta Praemonstratensia 25 (1949), pp. 102-103.  37) WILLIAM OF TYRE, 17.26 (HUYGENS, p. 797).  38) BRESC-BAUTIER, Cartulaire, no. 54.  39) 7bid. n6. 52as Sanctorum Joseph el Abacuc In presentia nostrı fratrumque
NOSLrOrUmM el Aaldulnı archidiacont Sanctı Georgil, cantorisque eiusdem
ecclesie Gisleberti el magistrı Anschetini, fratris Roberti de Git,214  C.K. Slack  traveled with the patriarch for about a year, and is known to have been  in Jerusalem in 1170. Amalric’s own abbey had been founded near  Jerusalem, with patriarchal approval. Both F. Petit and P. Lef&vre have  noted a similarity between the vows and liturgy of the Premonstraten-  sians and those of the Holy Sepulchre*?®). It seems reasonable to  assume that such a similarity resulted from contacts between the two  orders in Palestine. Amalric’s career as Norbert’s companion, abbot of  Habacuc and bishop of Sidon gives rise to the supposition that it was  more specifically his influence which was felt by the new order of  regular canons in Jerusalem.  Sts. Habacuc of Cansie and Joseph of Arimathaea  William of Tyre’s identification of Amalric provides the earliest date  for the existence of the Norbertine abbey near Jerusalem, in the diocese  of Ramla-Lydda, known by the double name of Sts. Habacuc and  Joseph of Arimathaea?7). The next mention of the house is in 1156.  Herbert, abbot of St. Habacuc, witnessed the document about the  dispute between the canons of the Holy Sepulchre, and the monks of  the Mount of Olives, discussed above?®). This charter is also the first  mention in the acta and chronicles of the kingdom of the Norbertine  abbey of St. Samuel, on Mountjoy. Both abbots were included as  witnesses because the chapter of the Holy Sepulchre wanted confirma-  tion of its rights by all the bishops and abbots of the kingdom.  Only one charter survives for St. Habacuc. It was issued by «Herbert  ... abbas Sanctorum Joseph et Abacuc ... in presentia nostri fratrumque  nostrorum et Balduini, archidiaconi Sancti Georgii, cantorisque eiusdem  ecclesie Gisleberti et magistri Anschetini, fratris Roberti de Git, ... in ipsa  ecclesia Sancti Joseph ...»3°). Presumably, Herbert was made abbot in  1153, when Amalric became archbishop. He was certainly abbot by  1156, but after 1159 there is no chronicle or charter evidence for this  house or its abbots. There is a tradition, passed down in the order, that  canons were martyred in 1187. Certainly their abbey and church were  36) PETIT, Spiritualite, p. 87; P. LEFEVRE, «Premontre, ses origines, sa premiere  Liturgie, les relations de son Code legislatif avec Citeaux et les chanoines du Saint-  Sepulcre de Jerusalem» Analecta Praemonstratensia 25 (1949), pp. 102-103.  37) WILLIAM OF TYRE, 17.26 (HUYGENS, p. 797).  38) BRESC-BAUTIER, Cartulaire, no. 54.  39) 7bid. n6. 52In IDSA
ecclesia Sanctı Joseph »e82) Presumably, Herbert Was made 1ın
1153 when Amalrıc became archbıshop. He Was certamly Dy
1156, but after 159 there 15 chronicle 0)4 charter evidence for thıs
house 1ts abbots ere 1s tradıtion, passed oWn in the order, that

_canons WeTIC martyre in 187 Certamly theır a  CY and church WeTC

36) PETIT, Spiritualite, ö7; LEFEVRE, «Premontre, SsCcC$s orıgines, premiere
Liturgie, les relatıons de soOnN ode legislatif VEC Citeaux et les chanoıines du aınt-
epulcre de Jerusalem» AÄAnalecta Praemonstratensia D (1949), 102-103

37) WILLIAM TYRE, 7.26 UYGENS, 797)
38) BRESC-BAUTIER, Cartulaire,
39) Ibid.,
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destroyed*°). Presumabily (Gervase of Premontre’s etters Frederick
and the patrıarch of Jerusalem, petitionıng for the retiurn of St

Habacuc the order in 216 referred the and of
the höuse?):

Trom the charter issued DYy Herbert, NOW that hıs church Was

called <St oseph» The assumption has een that the CY ounded
there Was dedicated St Habacuc Herbert himself made hıs mark,

the document. Followıng hıs amne 15 1ist of twenty-three
«fratres». None of the AIc distinguished Dy an Y tıtle fiice
Presumably, these ATC all CanONSs, and not lay brothers. If S and ıf the
house Oollowe the European pattern of admıiıtting conversli, the CYy
mMust have been quıte arge The chapter of the Holy Sepulchre Was

ounded wıth wenty-one prebends.
The charter records that Herbert returned and gıven hIs CanonNns

by Balıan of Ibelın, Balıan’s SOoON Hugh, ord of amla Hugh had
as for the rOoperTLY, in order LO the CanonNs of the Sepulchre,
who had provıde LaNnsom for hım Hugh replace Balıan’’s original gıft
wıth other rODEerTTLY, thus effecting exchange wıth the Norbertines
for the benefit of the hapter of the Sepulchre. The charter Was sealed
Dy Constantıine, who Was styled «bıshop of Ramla»., «ad corrobora-
fionem presentis privilegii &,  » Constantıne Was the abbot’s dıocesan,
whose bıshopric epende: ırectly the patrıarch. The episcopal
church Wäas actually al a, and Was dedicated St George
Constantıne Wäds apparently represented al thıs transactıon Dy hıs
archdeacon, Baldwın, h1is Can({or, Gislebertus, and the «magister»,
Anschetinus**). Judging from the followıng charter, 16 conhirms
thıs ONC, Marsırıus de Ramatha, Andreas of nJou and Albert Lom-
bard WEeTC Hugh of Ramla knights*®). The chapter of the Holy
Sepulchre, 1IC Hugh transferred the he rece1ived from
Herbert, Was represented by ıts Can(tor, Bernard., and magister, cnNılles

The aInc of Hugh’s father, Balıan of Ibelın, apPpCAaIs only in the
charters 1C mentiıon thıs transaction“**). He 15 known ave held

40) BACKMUND, Monastıicon, vol 19 pt Z S{
41) HUuGOo, Monumenta, 117
42) unable iıdentif y brother Robert de Gitt. On the lordshıps of amla and
6 and the bıshop  S claım both, S3 MAYER, «The Orıgins of the Lordshıps of
amla and Lydda In the atın Kıngdom of Jerusalem», Speculum (1985) 549-550

43) BRESC-BAUTIER, Cartulaire,
44) Ibid., 1910}  N 51-53
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Ibelın from 134 The belıns held amla hrough marrıage from 1141,
and recei1ved Mırabel d ell ın 15283) TOom Wıllıiam of Iyre
know that Balıan died sometıiıme between 148 and 151%9) Bahan’s
gıift St Habacuc, SCVCN ıf made hIis ea  e  9 provıdes addıtional
proo that the House Wdads in existence before S41 Hugh sed the tıtle
<of elin>» In charter fOr the rst time ın 135°) In that YCArT, Hugh
sold and the chapter of the Holy Sepulchre*®* He Was forced LO sel]

the chapter agaın, ın 1158, in order ralse L[anNsOIN after
hıs capture by the Moslems al Banyas“*?) Herbert of St
Habacuc returned Hugh Bethel, Baytın, Izza, LWO Carucates and five
Journatas of land, and «Xa that ul there». Hugh had
requested the that he COUuU. offer it the chapter of the
Holy Sepulchre In retiurn for theır a1d when he needed ransom >°). Thıs
WOU SCCIN be consıderable sacrıfice of land, and also bulldıngs
C the Norbertines had themselves constructed. For instance, Her-
ert SaVC the C chapel 1C ul there C the chapter of the
Holy Sepulchre «precepto domini patriarche A/malriciJ, U:  S domini
Hugonts precibus»**). On the surface, thıs transfer benefit only
the belıns and the Sepulchre, ıle depriving the Norbertines of both
theır and labour Hamlılton has taken it INCcCAan that the
CanOonNsSs of the Holy Sepulchre objecte: the Norbertine in
Palestine, notwiıthstandıng Herbert’'s ASSUTAaNCE that the transactıon Wds

made ireely and wıth the consent of all h1s canons>?*). possıble,
however, that it Was free; and CVCN desirable transter. Herbert’s
charter SCS note that Hugo, « voluntati nNOsTtre satisfaciens el
utilitati ecclesie nNOSTLre consulens» DaVC the a  CYy part of the calr

the fortress of Mırabel, and L[WO Carucates ın that arca, in exchange for
the and the house had lost In the exti charter, issued Dy Hugo, ın
1C hıs transactıons wıth the [WO orders ATIC described, another
TeCason 1s gıven for Herbert’s willingness tO part wıth land, buildıngs

45) MAYER, «Ramla and Lydda», 54 / UDT (COLLENBERG, amılles de
”’orient latin, XIT siecles (London, 469, g1ves dıfferent ates

46) WILLIAM TYRE, (HUYGENS, 761)
47) BRESC-BAUTIER, Cartulaire, NO:  7 37 39, 41, 44-47, anı cf. 385 index)
4B) Ibid., NO!  7 3 $ 4 E} 44,
49) Ibid., 1910}  7 51, d2; 53; WILLIAM IYRE, 18 14 (HUYGENS, 831)
SO) BRESC-BAUTIER, Cartulaire, NO!:!  7 32
!1) Ibid.,
52) HAMILTON, The atın Church In the Crusader States The Secular Church

(London, 101-102
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and chapel>*). TIhe exchange CC onge meliora el commodiora eLs CSIE

NOSCUNTUF, Bethel enım, qula ermıinı ıhi dilatarı AON ranl, SICH
ab e1Ss SCDE audivi, aul FL, aul nichıil e1ls prodesse poterat».

Benvenıistı has identified Bethel d the village of Mahomarıa OT al-
Bıra, LWO kılometres from Beıtın, north-east of amla ere 1S
there, «besıde the Ramallah-Jericho road SQUATC 10 me(tires

wide»>*). Benvenistı hought that it had een ul of STtONES belongıng
er Byzantıne church the SdINlC Spot OU. thıs be the

mentioned in Herbert’s charter? Bethel, in an Y CAasC, 1s identihed ıth
LOoWwn belongiıng LO the Holy Sepulchre, al-Bıra ahumerı103). TIhe other
properties g1ven by Herbert AIc the casals Baytın and Bayt Izza
(Beze) both wıthın four kılometres of al-Bıra Al-Bıra had elonge
the Holy Sepulchre SInCe 1114, and WAas, by 1159 important
village°>) 1S perhaps not surprising that the Norbertines felt CT aMl-

ped, and that the patrıarc Amalrıc ordered theır chapel be turned
OVer hım In exchange, the order Was given [WO properties eıther
sıde of the Dass of Afegqg, of the moOost important natural PDasSsCS ın
the coastal plaın»>°). Thıs had een held Dy the belıns only
Ssince 552 On the east sıde of the DaSss Was the fortress of Mirabel On
the west sıde Wäas the fortress called « [Turon ad Surdos fontes»?').
Perhaps thıs exchange Was really tO the benefit of both the Norbertines
and the CanonNns of the Sepulchre eTre Was later quarrel resulting
from ıt, and Herbert’s charter states that ıt Was free exchange. Hugh
of Ibelın ave me. ell towards the Norbertines, in spıte of
eing extremely hard-pressed. ar 1s al least 4S much evidence for
irıendly exchange 4S there 15 for hostilıty towards the Norbertines
part of the Sepulchre. No other evidence ex1ists for anythıng but ordıal
relatıons between them

Thıs charter cCarrıes the only known seal for the Norbertines in the
First Kıngdom, that of the house of St Habacuc>”®) The Norbertine
seal iıtself o€es not SCCIHN LO ave Survıved. Neıther Rozıere, NOT

53) BRESC-BAUTIER, Cartulaire,
54) BENVENISTI, The Crusaders In the Holy and (Jerusalem, 318
55) BRESC-BAUTIER, Cartulaire, 26, and 409, 411 ındex)
56) BENVENISTI, 194
S7) Ibid.: MAYER, «Ramla and Lydda», 54 /
58) In BRESC-BAUTIER, Cartulaire, 2 the final sentence, before the wıtness lıst,

reads: «Ut igıtur hoc ratum inconvulsumque permaneat, sıgıllı nostrı1 impressione
ratrum subscerıiıptorum testimon10 confirmamus».
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Bresc-Bautier, in theır editions of the charter, commented ıt
ayer mentioned it in passıng, but dıd nOT describe lt59)

In spıte of the ack of surviving documents for the order of Pre-
montre in Palestine, the Norbertines’ oldıngs there WeTC nNnOTL neglıg1ıble.
Herbert’s twenty-three brothers, chapel, and unspecıified «bulldıngs»
estify rıving communıty. That Amalrıc should be lected bıshop
of on 1s sıgnıficant of the esteem in 1C he personally, the order
in general, Wäds held The evidence for the house of St Samuel
ountjoy adds weıght the thesıs that the Norbertines made
important contrıbution the hıstory of the First Kıngdom, hrough
preachıing and pastoral GCatTe.

St Samuel al OuntJoy

ayer, ın hıs artıcle concerning the pr10ry of Premonstraten-
s1ans ebi Samwıl, has analyse the only SUrvVIving documente
mentions belonging the house °°9). In the cContext of thıs
discuss1on, ayer has attempted fix the date of the foundatıon of the
house. He has made g00d Casec for Baldwın 11 (1118-1131) ASs the
orıginal benefactor °4). ayer’s u:  n 1S ase! the charter of
Baldwın V, publıshed in hıs artıcle, and five etters of Bernard of
Claırvaux °*). 1S clear, irom these letters, that Bernard of Claiırvaux
rece1ved unsollicıte gift from Baldwın 11 of Jerusalem. The kıng
ofered Bernard the hıll ebl Samwıl, called Dy the crusaders «Mount-
JOy», wıth 1,000 pleces of gold, if the WOUuU ul Cistercıan
monasterYy there Bernard turned the and OVOT the
ne  < order of Premontre, and urge. the Norbertines 88 LO Palestine
iın h1s place

The charter of Baldwın (1185) confirms the Dr10Try ebl
Samwıl the pOosSsessIONS and privileges < quem Balduinus, dominus el
Aabavus Meus Latinorum INn Jerusalem re*X sSecundus » SaVC the

59) ROZIERE, ed:; Cartulaire de l’eglise Saint Sepulcre Jerusalem (Parıs,
I33: MAYER, «Das Sıegelwesen in den Kreuzfahrerstaaten», Bayerische Aka-

demie der Wissenschaften (Phılosophisch-Historische Klasse, N  S ser.) 83 (Munich,
60) MAYER, «Sankt 5Samuel», 67/7-71 (text). 57-67 (dıscussion of pOoSssess10Nns).
61) Ibid.,
62) BERNARD CLAIRVAUX, C 173 206, 289, 354, 355
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order °*). In letter generally ate about 1150, Bernard of C'laırvaux
remıiınded Hugh of Fosse rs of Premontre) that «al Jerusalem,
Kıng Baldwın, ıle he Was STl alıve, SaVC the site of St Samuel
and ul there, but yYOU have both the sıte and the Dy
I Y H 1S clear that the foundatıon gıift Came hrough Bernard,
whatever IMaYy have een by Varıous benefactors later Baldwın

dıploma does g1ve the impression that Baldwın I1 Was alıve
recelve the Premonstratensians and increase the orıginal gıft e el
libertatem, GUÜAN pPraenomInatus rexX dictis fratribus INn funda
cathena pondere el MENSUTNA, ul pOossent vendere iIntrare el exıre Per

FEZNUM TIerosolimitanum OMNLA el ingula » The ıfhculty, 4S

ayer pointed Out, 15 that undated letter Queen Melısende from
Bernard of Claırvaux introduces and recommends the Premonstraten-
Ss1ans her g00d ll ayer suggested, IN other possıbılıties, that
the Premonstratensians eing introduced WeTiIC Amalrıc and hıs Da-
n10ns. In short. ayer elleve that the foundation of St Samuel
OCccurred ın the reign of Baldwın 11 18-1 131), rather than durıng the
reign of Fulk (1131-1143), d ackmund, for instance, suggested °>)
eie dIC dıfhculties wıth thıs hypothesıis, d ayer hımself admıtted.
The charter of Baldwın g1ves clue 4S when hOow Baldwın II
conferred g1 and privileges St Samuel No mention 15 made, for
instance, of St Bernard, an Y of the Cıircumstances surroundıng the
foundatıon. The letter Melısende sounds 4S ıf ıt introduces order
previously unknown ın her kıngdom

Videtis quanium DFAESUMAHN de vobis, qul audeo el alios commendare.
Quanquam Praemonstratenses fratres 15L0S MAZLS fOrtassis superflue
commendarim QU U temerartıle. unt mer1to 1ta commendabiles SUO, ul
AON egeant alieno. Invenientur, nisi fallor, VIrı consili, SpIrIEu ferventes, IN
tribulatione patıentes, IN el SEerrMone Induerunt UaArmda-
[uFra Dei Suscipite 0S LAMquam hellatores pacificos, MANSUEeLOS ad
homines, violentos ad daemones. Immo Christum In e1s SuScIpIte, qul est

peregrinationis eorum» °°),
Moreover, there 1S letter Dy Bernard {O the patrıarch of Jerusalem,

1C 1S important, but IC ayer DaVCc VeEIrIYyY lıttle weıght The

63) MAYER, «Sankt Samuel»,
64) BERNARD (CCLAIRVAUX, C} 2538 Tans by JAMES, The Letters of Bernard

of Clairvaux (London, 328; MAYER, «Sankt Samuel»,
65) Ibid., 38-39; BACKMUND, Monasticon, vol l! pt 29 508,
66) BERNARD (CLAIRVAUX, C) 355
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letter 15 ate 1135 and 15 presumed 18 be addressed Wıllıam,
patrıarch of Jerusalem 0-1 145 reads, ın part

« Patriarchalibus SCFIDTELS SaepLUS VISLEIALUS, ingratus Jam idebor $7 145024}

rescr1ıpsero. S17 saluto CU. qul salutavit, quid mplius feci? TI'u enım
praevenisti In hbenedictionibus dulcedinis, prior dignatus 08 fULS

FFrANSMArINLS epistolis VıSılare, miht primas humilitatis carıtatisque
praeripulst! partes. Ouid condignum 1LAM referam? mihi denique
reliquisti quod parı HN rependere VICEe, qul etiam de thesauro saeculo-
Ü:  S miht impertire Curastıi, id EesT; de I2NO Domuinı De I0CO ad
qUEM NO InVItatiS, frater Andreas dicet vobis voluntatem nostram» ° ').

ayer dismissed the suggestion that the last sentence of thıs letter
refers the offer of the sıte ebl Samwıl But Bernard must ave
been referring to aldwın s offer when he «de I0C0O ad QUEM
NOS INVLtatLLsS». OU. there be L[WO independent offers of sıte
Bernard emanatıng from the kıng and patrıarch of Jerusalem al the
SdlllCc time?

1S of the greates sıgnıficance that Bernard mentioned «the sıte LO
1C yYOU have invıted S)) and that he introduced «Brother Andreas»,
who Was LO explaın hıs wıshes about the Wdas COMMMON

practice send letter, 1C expressed greetings and complıi-
men(ts, but 1C actually served d recommendatıon of the
who WOU introduce the real busıness °®). Thıs reference tO the offered
sıte, combıned wıth Andreas’ mM1SS10N, ATC Stırong proo that Wılliıam
WAas actıng for Baldwın I1 in reiterating the ing’s offer of and for
Cistercıan monasterYy.

1s worth suggesting that the of events Was 4S ollows
Baldwın 1L, before h1s eg in HT: offered and and LO
Bernard of C‘laırvaux. Wıllıam, who became patrıarch ıIn 1130, wıshed

honor the kıng"s yıng request. Moreover, Wıllıiam hımself had strong
admıratıon for the Cisterclans. He expressed both iın letter Ber-
nard, ıC accompanıed plece of the iIrue cross°?). The patrıarch’s

6'7) Ibid., C 175 For Bernärd!s efusal send Cistercılans the Holy Land, SCC
GODFREY (CLAIRVAUX, Bernardıi 1ta Prima, 3: (J.P MIGNE, Patrologiae
CUTSUS completus. Series latina, 221 ols (Parıs, 1844-1865), vol 185, col 316)

68) CHAPLAIS, English edieVvVa.: Diplomatic Practice, ols (London, vol 1Y
46-10 « Letters of credence and credences», 19(0)5 34-67; K.J LEYSER, «Frederic:

Barbarossa, enry {1 anı the and of St James», English Historical Review (1975),
486-48 7

69) The letter from the patrıarch 15 known only hrough the abbot’s reply
BERNARD CLAIRVAUX, C 175
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letter Wds$s sent confiırm Baldwın I1’s offer, 1C mıg ScCcCCMm ave
een invalıdated Dy the 1Ing’s ca and the a  OL, in the
sStrongest terms, of the patrıarch’s approbatıon for aldwın s plan In
Bernard’s repIY, he expressed hIs of the complıment paıd
hımself and hIs order. He also sent 18 discuss h1s alternate
plan for the sıte Baldwın I8 had offered ere 1S reference the
church the Premonstratensians ounded ountjoy ıIn the chronicles

charters of the Latın Kıngdom untıl 156 °) However, know
from Bernard’s letter Hugh of Fosse that the of Claiırvaux
transferred the LO the Premonstratensians before 150
WOU ave taken time {O make al the arrangements for the exchange,
and ollect Norbertines for the 1C  S foundation. If Bernard’s letter to
Wıllıam oes indeed ate irom 35 the Norbertines COUuU ave
arrıved in 1141, d Premonstratensian tradıtions suggest '*). Alternately,
the letter from Bernard {O Melısende COu ave introduced hem after
1143, when Fulk Was dead and the Queen Was regent. Thıs WOU
conveniently clear the ayer Was forced (8 attrıbute the
obıtuary of Premontre ’2). The obıtuary credıts Baldwın 111 43-1 163)
ıth the foundation of St Samuel The foundation of St Samuel WOUu
ave Occurred durıng Queen Melısende’s FTeBCNCY, technıcally the reign
of Baldwin IIL, 1c WOU xplaın why he Was honored as ounder

But ON«C ast alteratıon makes INOTC satısfactory theory Baldwın II’s
offer ate'! from 0-1 131 Wıllıam reiterated it SOOoN after the ing’s
ea Bernard eplied by 135 The Premonstratensians arrıved ıIn
141 took several for them LO ul theır church ountJoy,
10 S{l exIists dSs magnıficent rumn. The church Wäas therefore nOoL
consecrated untıl the reign of Baldwın 1L, SOMNC time after 152
Perhaps he made SOINC donation, the record of 1C has een lost, ın
honor of hıs grandfather gıft Or perhaps the ate of the consecratiıon
misled the compilers of the obıtuary of Premontre, and therefore he
Was honored d ounder

What about St Bernard’s letter Melısende? sounds LOO much
iıke the introduction of previously unknown order O be anythıng but

recommendatıon of Amalrıc and hıs CaNONS, in the 1130’s Thıs Was
ayer’s hypothesıis, and ıt galıns credence from the fact that both

70) RÖHRICHT, 340
71) PETIT, Spiritualite, 8 9 BACKMUND, Monasticon, vol M pt Z 508,
72) MAYER, «Sankt Samuel»,



FA acC.

Bernard and Norbert WEeIC al the councıl of Reıms in 131 It ıll be
remembered that Amalrıc probably obtaıned h1s «Jliıcense» 18 Z VCOI-

SCaS from Innocent I1 al that councıl. The frıendshıp between Norbert
and Bernard, and Bernard’s previous correspondence ıth Melıisende,
make the recommendatıon for Amalrıc VerY lıkely. Moreover, the
magnıficent establıshment al ountjJoy 15 obviously roya foundatıon.
The sızeable, but not equal, al St Habacuc, fOor 1C the
belıns WeTITC the maJor patrons, WOU. reflect the fact that Bernard
introduced Amalrıc and hıs CanonNs d pılgrıms, askıng only that
Melıisende receive them They WEeIC gıven church sometıime after theır
orıgınal preaching m1SS10N, under Circumstances 1C AICcC unknown
us

Patriarch ıllılam s jetter; IC the of Claırvaux refers d S

inıtlatıng theır correspondance, reinforced Baldwın ITI’s request for
Cistercıian house NCar Jerusalem. Moreover, ıt accompanıed prec10us
relic, portion of the C  9 intended dSs gıft Bernard Why Was thıs
relıc sent the abbot? Thıs gıift ollowe donatıon of pIeCe of the

and of the sepulchre LO Notre-Dame in Parıs Dy Anseau, chantor
of the Holy Sepulchre, ın 120 ”°) Bresc-Bautier has SCCH the gıft of
Anseau In the Contexti of eflort Dy the order of the Holy Sepulchre tO
establısh connectlons wıth western orders capable of provıdıng
and propaganda for crusadıng expeditions ’*). ıllılam s gıft LO Bernard
should be SCCI1 A part of the SaIillec effort, attempt tOo SCCUTEC the
powerfu infÄluence of the Cistercians for the Kıngdom of Jerusalem ’>).
In the CV! Bernard sent of Norbertine CaNONS, order wıth
1C he had t1es of confraternity ’°). has already een noted that Dy
omng 5 Bernard made consıderable impact the hıstory of the
Latın Kıngdom The infÄuence of the regular Canons remaıned predomı1-
nant ın the maJor shrınes of the kıngdom, and the Augustinian Norber-
tines thıs pre-emmience. ere the Cisterclians WOU certamly
have 1valed the regulars, and perhaps superseded them ASs bıshops,

73) (BRESC-)BAUTIER, « Üenvoi de la relıque de la Vraıe CTrOo1X otre-Dame de
Parıs 1220», Bibliotheque de l’Ecole des Chartes 129 (1971), 387

74) (BRESC-)BAUTIER, «Vraıle CTO1X», 394
75) For possible [CasSONS for Bernard’s efusal send Cistercians the Holy Land

SCC GODFREY (CLAIRVAUX, 3, MIGNE, vol 185, col BERNARD
(CLAIRVAUX, C) 399; and letter by Pope Urban 11 in MIGNE, vol 151,

76) BERNARD (CLAIRVAUX, C H3S ü } GERITS, «Les actes de confraternite de 1142
de 1854 entre Citeaux ei Premontre», Analecta Praemonstratensia 192-

205
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papa delegates, and keepers of the E shrınes, the Norbertines
supported and extended the hold of the Augustinıan CaNloNs the
church in Outremer.

The tomb of the prophet Samue!l Was saıd be ocated hıll
called ebl Samwıl The rst crusaders Sa  < Jerusalem from the summıt,
and called the place Mons Gaudi According Enlart’s description,
the 1S O5 metres hıgh, and the remaıns of «antıque»” vıillage,

fortress of the Ings ofa and Byzantıne monastery Can be
oun ere Prawer mentioned the Norbertine ulldıng, «the

church, later turned into IMOSYUC, 1C overlooks Jerusalem
today» ’3). The plan of the twelfth-century church has een discussed
Dy Savıgnac and Abel, who attrıbuted the foundatıon tO the patrıarc
of Jerusalem., and described the mountaın d eing ettled Dy «a Sma.
colony of Franks» ’?). e est [’usage de [OUS les pelerins, qul vont
Jerusalem, UE illueques A4oren(t DOr UE d’illueques voıt l’on le
Temple el le Sepulcre»®°)

In I17Z Theodoric visıted «qd congregatiıon of rel1g10uUs» there, whom
he called the KBICY monks» because of theır of undyed wool®+*).
Surprisingly, ayer ase the ate of the foundatıon of the
Spanısh order of ountjoy Theoderic’s reference the SICY habıts
of the monks he saw ®?). Sınce the Norbertines, the Cisterclans and the
Ne  S order of ountjoy all WOTC whıte, OT unbleached (grey) habıts, it 15
impossible ase the foundatıon ate of the order of ountjoy
Theoderıic’s description alone®*). ayer has discussed what lıttle char-
ter evidence 1S avaılable for the Premonstratensian house of St Samuel

ountJoy, and also for the order estaDlıshne': the hıll by Count
Rodrigo iın the IH70:8??). Briefly, St Samuel Was ırectly dependent

77) ENLART, Les MONUMeENTLS des CFrOLSEeS dans le FOVUAUMeE Jerusalem : architecture
religieuse el Civile, ols (Parıs, 1925-1929), vol Z 278

78) PRAWER, The Latıin Kingdom of Jerusalem: European Colonialism INn the Middle
Ages (London, ME

79) SAVIGNAC and ABEL, «Chronique. Neby Samou1il», Revue Biblique Anterna-
tionale, NC  S SCT. (1912), 270

80) L’Estoire de Eracles Empereur el la Conqueste de Ia Terre d’Outremer, In Recueil
des Historiens des C’roisades. Hiıstoriens OoccidentauxX, ols (Parıs, 1844-1895), vol 2
184, varıant teXL, section

81) ] HEODERICUS WIRZBURGENSIS, Libellus de IOcis Sanct1S, ed JT OBLER St Gallen,

82) MAYER, «Sankt Samuel»,
83) PETIT, «L’Ordre de Premontre», 470
84) MAYER, «Sankt 5Samuel», 40-41 See Iso DELAVILLE ROULX, «L’Ordre

de MontJjoye», Revue de rıenl latin (1893) 42-57; AI FOREY, «The er of
Mountjoy», Speculum 46 (1971) 250-266
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Premontre. Its Was counted IM the S1X sufilragen abbots of
the patrıarch of Jerusalem ®>). ere werTe S1X sufilragen abbeys: Mount
Sıon. Latına., Templum Domuinı, Mount of Olıves, osaphat and St
Samuel ountjJoy The 1ve rst carrıed «muitre el el anel», but
the last, KACFOCEe el AON miıtre NL anel» The Dr10r of the Sepulchre Was the
only sufiragen prio0r. He carrıed «muitre el anel el AON CrOCe» In
Cheney’'s Opını10nN, Premontre dıd nOTL become eXempt from epıscopal
visıtatıon untıl the begınnıng of the thırteenth CeNTLUTY. Augustinians,
and early Premonstratenslians, WOU be obedient theır eneral
«Savıng the rıghts of the bıshop»®°). In 1156, the of St Samuel,
along wıth the Norbertine bıshop of on and all the other bıshops
and abbots of the kıngdom, wıtnessed the settlement of dıspute
between the CanNnOoNs of the Holy Sepulchre and those of the Mount of
Olıves Accordıing Enlart, the church Was consecrated in 157 ere
18 proo of thıs, Just charter of the Holy Sepulchre referring the
«ecclesiae Montis Gaudii» in 159° In 1187, Can onNs from St aba-
CC and St Samuel fled Acre, where they estaDlıshne' Joint house,
called St Samuel Canons from thıs house MaYy have ettled eventuallly
al the monasterYy of Episcopia, Cyprus, sometime between 206 and
24112°)

The evidence for the hıstory of the order of OuntJoy in Outremer
has een Jearly presented by ayer, in WdY 16 shows that Count
odrigo’s 1S peripheral that of the Norbertines ®?). ere AIcC

only four surviıving Ocuments LO Support the hıstory of the order of
ountJjoy ın the Holy Land of by the Countess of
Ascalon in ILEL confirmatıon of Varıous 241  S bDy Baldwın in the
Samle VYCAT, gran from the pr10r of the Holy Sepulchre in 1178, and
letter of Alexander 111 in 180?°°) orey mentioned the ocatıon of
OuntJoy, but wıthout commentıing the Premonstratensian
there?*). Count odr1go’s inıtıal visıt Nebı Samwıl, when he must

85) Livre de Jean d ’ Tbelin Recueil des Historiens des CFrOLSaAdes. Lois, ols (Parıs,
1841-1843), vol ® 415, 261

86) CHENEY, Episcopal Visitation of Monasteries IN the Thirteenth Century (Ist
ed Manchester, 1931:; 2Ind ed., [CV. 38-39, 42-43

87) RÖHRICHT, 1105 a23; 340; ROZIERE, 129; ENLART, Jerusalem, vol Z 278
MAYER, «Sankt Samuel», 40, ate« the harter 156

88) BACKMUND, Monastıcon, vol E pt Z 500-501, 501-504
89) MAYER, «Sankt Samuel», 40-41
00) RÖHRICHT, NO  7 533 553a, 561, 594a
91) FOREY, 253 For of the documents, SCC DELAVILLE ROULX, «Montjoye»,
1557
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have visıted the magnıficent Norbertine church, MaYy have influenced
hım in HIS desıre OUnN:! 11ICc  S order.

Both Premonstratensian houses supplıe mediators and Judges in
Varıous epıscopal dısputes, SOMNC of 1C WEIC taken tOo the papa
COU. from 156 untıl 265 92) ere 1S also the question of whether
there Was Norbertine bıshop of the First Kıngdom besides Amalrıc of
on Lotardus of Nazareth, 8-1 190 Lotardus has een characterI1-
zed, with certainty, A Norbertine Dy Grassı and Goovaerts,
but hı1s claım Premonstratensian background AaDPCAIS rest
conversatıon between the Marquıs de ogüe and Louls de Gonzaque
Daras, of rıgole The publıshed notice in 18806, ın the
Annales Norbertines, in 1C he elated that the Marquıs de ogüe
showed hım medallıon as proo that Lotardus Was both bıshop of
Nazareth and Premonstratensian ?*).

The [WO 188101 who ounded the Premonstratensian houses of Strahow
in Bohemia and Neuffonts, Car Clermont, ATe sald, Dy Petit and
ackmun have visıted Norbertine houses in Palestine in 136 and
1147, respectively ese claıms must be investigated because, ıf irue,
they WOU help f1x foundatıon dates of St Habacuc and St Samuel

enry Zdık, bıshop of Olmütz, 1S wıdely elleve: ave taken VOWS

either d Norbertine OT 4S Augustinian ın Jerusalem in
B Petit has explaıned the foundatıon of Strahow, In 1143, d

direct result of enry Zdıik’s VO of H3L, and aCKmun: has SUSSCS-
ted that the bıshop Wäas rst impressed by the «order of the Temple of
Our Lord»?>). It should be noted that there Was «order» of the

92) MAYER, «Sankt Samuel», 43
93) GRASSL, « Der Prämonstratenserorden, seine Geschicht und seine usbreıtung

DIS ZUr Gegenwart», Analecta Praemonstratensia (1934), 2 C) 15 based
GJOOVAERTS, Ecrivains, artıstes el SAVı de l’ordre de Premontre, ols (Bruxelles, 899-

vol 165 Louls de Gonzaque Daras publıshed notıce in 886 in the Annales
Norbertines, 7-20 (unavaılable me), in 1C he related that the Marquıs de oguüe
showed hım medallıon proof that Otardus Wäas both bıshop of Nazareth and
Premonstratensian. Ihe aCCount of the conversatıon 15 reporte: by (GGoovaerts. See Iso
BACKMUND, Monasticon, vol E: pt On Lotardus, SCC WILLIAM IYRE, 18.22
UYGENS, 342); and BOUQUET, ed., Recueil des Historiens des Gaules el de la
France, ols (Ist ed Parıs. 738 1C  S ed Dy ELISLE:! Parıs, 1869-1904), vol 16,

192-193, F3
94) ZAK, «Episcopatus ordınıs Praemonstratensis», Analecta Praemonstratensia

(1928), 309-310, 87: GOOVAERTS, vol Z 430-432; PETIT, Spiritualite, 8I;
BACKMUND, Monasticon, vol Z ptl Zn 378-379; IDEM, «Heinrich 1  » Lexikon für
T’heologie und Kirche.

95) PETIT., Spiritualite, 89; BACKMUND, Monastıcon, vol l’ pt. 2’ 378,
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Temple of Our Lord Canons of the order of the Holy Sepulchre WeTIC
installed in the church called the « Temple of the Lord» They should
also NOT be confused ıth the emplars The TV of the bıshop of
Olmutz’s Journey Can be OUN:! in three Bohemian chronicles. In the
Annales Gradicenses, enry Zdık 1S saıd ave traveled Jerusalem
in Hön and ave returned in 1385°) Vıincent of Prague, in hıs
Annales, saı1d that the bıshop brought back plece of the irue
irom Jerusalem, and that he Was impressed by the Augustinian Canons

(not Premonstratensians) he Sa  < ere The mMoOost etaıle' account of
the connection between the bıshop's VOoVagc {O Outremer and founda-
t1ıon of Strahow Was wrıtten by Gerlac, Premonstratensjian of
Mülhausen, ın Prague, between 207 and 222?8)

Petit translated section of erlac’s chronicle tOo the effect that
«Henri I VC: qu 1 Aaval Jerusalem SUr le epulcre
de VIıe226  C.K. Slack  Temple of Our Lord. Canons of the order of the Holy Sepulchre were  installed in the church called the «Temple of the Lord». They should  also not be confused with the Templars. The story of the bishop of  Olmütz’s journey can be found in three Bohemian chronicles. In the  Annales Gradicenses, Henry Zdik is said to have traveled to Jerusalem  in 1137, and to have returned in 1138°°). Vincent of Prague, in his  Annales, said that the bishop brought back a piece of the true cross  from Jerusalem, and that he was impressed by the Augustinian canons  (not Premonstratensians) he saw there®”7). The most detailed account of  the connection between the bishop’s voyage to Outremer and founda-  tion of Strahow was written by Gerlac, Premonstratensian abbot of  Mülhausen, in Prague, between 1207 and 1222°8).  F. Petit translated a section of Gerlac’s chronicle to the effect that:  «Henri Sdyck regut notre habit qu’il avait vu a Jerusalem sur le Sepulcre  de vie ... Il renonca ä l’usage de la viande et ä tout confort de la vie pour  apporter ä la Boheme un nouvel homme et un nouvel ordre». Petit said, in  this context, that Henry saw «chanoines reguliers  . Ceux du saint-  Sepulcre d’abord, puis les premontres qui sous la conduite d’Amalric  prechaient la penitence parmi les croises»??). Unfortunately, there is no  evidence that Henry Zdik saw Amalric in Jerusalem. Petit seems to  have inferred a meeting from the theory that Amalric was in the Holy  Land by 1137, combined with Gerlac’s statement. A close reading of  Gerlac’s chronicle reveals an ambiguity about when Henry took vows  as a Premonstratensian. In fact, Strahow seems to have originally been  founded as a house of Augustinian canons, and later to have been  affiliated with Premontre. The portion of the chronicle Petit quoted  reads as follows:  «... Zdico qui et Heinricus, bonae memoriae Olomucensis episcopus,  habitum nostrum, quem Ihierosolymis viderat, super sepulchrum vitae  susceperat ... et abdicatis ibi tam esu carnium quem ceteris vitae blandi-  mentis, reportabat memorato duci et Bohemis sicut novum hominem ita et  novum ordinem»*°°),  °°) Monumenta Germaniae Historica. Scriptores (=MGH.SS), vol. 17, p. 650, an.  H37 1138  °7) MGH,SS, vol. 17, p. 659, an. 1141: «... Qui etiam quis in seculo hoc sit sibi aptus  modus vivendi subtiliter inquirens, habitum et regulam sancti Augustini sub sancti  apostolis constitutam Hierosolimis assumpsit, ...»  °8) MGH,.SS, vol. 17, pp. 683-710; another ed. by J. EMLER, in Cosmae Chronicon  Boemorum cum continuatoribus, (Prague, 1874), vol. 2.  99) PETIT, Spiritualite, p. 85.  100) GERLAC, MGH.SS.,, vol. 17, p. 695, an. 1184.FENONCA [’usage de Ia Viande el LOUuTL confort de la VIe DOUF

la Boheme nouvel homme el nouvel ordre». Petit saıd, ın
hıs contex(t, that Henry Sa  < «chanoines reguliers CeuxX du SaInNt-
epulcre d’abord, DULS les premontres qul SOUS la conduite d’Amalric
prechaient la penitence parmı les croises»??). Unfortunately, there 1S
evidence that enry Zdık Sa  < Amalrıc in Jerusalem. Petit to
have inferred meeting from the theory that Amalrıc Was in the Holy
Land by 1137, combıned wıth Gerlac’s Sstatement close readıng of
Gerlac’s chronicle reveals ambıgulty about when enTtYy took VOWS
as Premonstratensıan. In fact, trahow tO ave orıgıinally een
ounded d house of Augustinian CanNnONS, and later ave een
1ate' wıth Premontre. The portion of the chronicle Petit quoted
reads d ollows

CO 1CO qul ef Heinricus, honae MemoOorıae Olomucenstis eDPISCODUS,
abitum nOostrum, quem Ihierosolymis Viderat, sepulchrum Vıtlae
Susceperal226  C.K. Slack  Temple of Our Lord. Canons of the order of the Holy Sepulchre were  installed in the church called the «Temple of the Lord». They should  also not be confused with the Templars. The story of the bishop of  Olmütz’s journey can be found in three Bohemian chronicles. In the  Annales Gradicenses, Henry Zdik is said to have traveled to Jerusalem  in 1137, and to have returned in 1138°°). Vincent of Prague, in his  Annales, said that the bishop brought back a piece of the true cross  from Jerusalem, and that he was impressed by the Augustinian canons  (not Premonstratensians) he saw there®”7). The most detailed account of  the connection between the bishop’s voyage to Outremer and founda-  tion of Strahow was written by Gerlac, Premonstratensian abbot of  Mülhausen, in Prague, between 1207 and 1222°8).  F. Petit translated a section of Gerlac’s chronicle to the effect that:  «Henri Sdyck regut notre habit qu’il avait vu a Jerusalem sur le Sepulcre  de vie ... Il renonca ä l’usage de la viande et ä tout confort de la vie pour  apporter ä la Boheme un nouvel homme et un nouvel ordre». Petit said, in  this context, that Henry saw «chanoines reguliers  . Ceux du saint-  Sepulcre d’abord, puis les premontres qui sous la conduite d’Amalric  prechaient la penitence parmi les croises»??). Unfortunately, there is no  evidence that Henry Zdik saw Amalric in Jerusalem. Petit seems to  have inferred a meeting from the theory that Amalric was in the Holy  Land by 1137, combined with Gerlac’s statement. A close reading of  Gerlac’s chronicle reveals an ambiguity about when Henry took vows  as a Premonstratensian. In fact, Strahow seems to have originally been  founded as a house of Augustinian canons, and later to have been  affiliated with Premontre. The portion of the chronicle Petit quoted  reads as follows:  «... Zdico qui et Heinricus, bonae memoriae Olomucensis episcopus,  habitum nostrum, quem Ihierosolymis viderat, super sepulchrum vitae  susceperat ... et abdicatis ibi tam esu carnium quem ceteris vitae blandi-  mentis, reportabat memorato duci et Bohemis sicut novum hominem ita et  novum ordinem»*°°),  °°) Monumenta Germaniae Historica. Scriptores (=MGH.SS), vol. 17, p. 650, an.  H37 1138  °7) MGH,SS, vol. 17, p. 659, an. 1141: «... Qui etiam quis in seculo hoc sit sibi aptus  modus vivendi subtiliter inquirens, habitum et regulam sancti Augustini sub sancti  apostolis constitutam Hierosolimis assumpsit, ...»  °8) MGH,.SS, vol. 17, pp. 683-710; another ed. by J. EMLER, in Cosmae Chronicon  Boemorum cum continuatoribus, (Prague, 1874), vol. 2.  99) PETIT, Spiritualite, p. 85.  100) GERLAC, MGH.SS.,, vol. 17, p. 695, an. 1184.el abdicatis ıbi Iam esu cCarnıum quemM ceteris Vılae hlandi-
ment1Ss, reportabat UC el Bohemis SICult hominem ita el

ordinem» 100)_
96) Monumenta Germaniae Historica. Scriptores (  ö  MGH.S$S), vol I D 650,

1437 138
97) vol E 659, 141 . E Quı et1am quıs in seculo hoc sıt sıbı

moOodus vivendı]ı subtıilıter inquıirens, habıtum regulam sanctı Augustin! sub sanctı
apostolıs constitutam Hiıerosolimis assumpsıit, SC

98) vol L7 683-/710; another ed by EMLER, ıIn Cosmae Chronicon
Boemorum CU) continuatoribus, (Prague, vol

99) PETIT, Spiritualite,
100) GERLAC, vol k 695, 184
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Thıs be conclusıve, EXCEDL that the Sepulchre Was served Dy
egular CaNnonNs of the order of the Holy Sepulchre, not Norbertines.
Also, Vıncent of Prague, wrıting before 1198, called the CanNoNs enrYy
s  < Augustinian rather than Norbertine (see above) Moreover, Gerlac
hımself be speakıng ambıiguously when he SaYyS « habitum
NOSTTUM)>)) Tew lınes urther ın hıs hıstory of Strahow, he Sa y>S that
duke Wladızlaus and hıs. wıfe Gertrude. infiluenced Dy the example and
exhortatiıons of enrYy < ecclesiam NOVO condunt ordini SE al
Strahow, and that the bıshop collected < MAXIMeE In spiritualibusThe Premonstratensians and the Crusader Kingdoms  227  This seems to be conclusive, except that the Sepulchre was served by  regular canons of the order of the Holy Sepulchre, not Norbertines.  Also, Vincent of Prague, writing before 1198, called the canons Henry  saw Augustinian rather than Norbertine (see above). Moreover, Gerlac  himself seems to be speaking ambiguously when he says «habitum  nostrum». A few lines further on in his history of Strahow, he says that  duke Wladizlaus and his. wife Gertrude, influenced by the example and  exhortations of Henry «... novam ecclesiam novo condunt ordini ...» at  Strahow, and that the bishop collected «... maxime in spiritualibus ...  undecunque posset religiosos fratres, quibus et praefecit imprimus quen-  dam Blasium»*°1). But were these brothers Premonstratensians? Gerlac  says they were not: «Postquam vero liquido comperit de institutione  Praemonstratensis ecclesiae, quod inde initium ordinis, quod inde esset  magisterium vitae regularis, illico habita deliberatione cum ipsius fundato-  ribus unanimi voto miserunt et de Steinveldensi domo conventum postula-  runt». It seems at least that by «our habit» Gerlac meant the habit of  an Augustinian canon, a point which Petit mentioned. Later, when he  returned to Bohemia, Henry decided to affiliate his house with the  famous Steinfeld, near Prague. Blaise was the prefect of the first group  of canons, but Gezo was the first abbot of Strahow when it became a  Norbertine house: «... idem Gezo, primus Stragoviensium abbas primum  in Steinveld ad conversionem venerit»*°2).  Backmund, in his Die Mittelalterlichen Geschichtsschreiber des Prä-  monstratenserordens has noted the two stages of the foundation of  Strahow, dating the establishment of the house of canons 1140, and the  affiliation with Steinfeld 11421°3). Finally, Bishop Henry himself, wri-  ting about his visit to Jerusalem and the foundation of Strahow,  mentioned only the patriarch and canons of the Holy Sepulchre. In a  letter written in c. 1143, about Strahow, the bishop remarked that his  visit to the sepulchre made him anxious «... sub regula sancti patris  Augustini in habitu religiosorum Deo seruire ...». It is significant that  Henry did not mention Norbertines: «Intimato itaque tam domino  patriarche, quam cunctis fratribus ad sepulchrum nostri redemptoris in  eodem regulari habitu Domino famulantibus mentis mee desiderio, quod  desiderabam, inueni, et in loco nostre redemptionis habitum sancte  +02): Tbid:  102) Ibid.  103) Bibliotheca Analectorum Praemonstratensium, facs. 10 (Averbode, 1972), p. 184,  Rundecunque pOoSssel religi0sos fratres, quibus ef praefecit IMDFIMUS qUECH-
dam Blasium» *+9+*), But WEeIC these brothers Premonstratensians? Gerlac
Sa VS they WETC nOot « Postquam Vero liquido comperiıt de Institutione
Praemonstratensis ecclesiae, quod nde Inıtium Ordinis, quod nde
magisterium Vılae regularis, illico habita deliberatione CU:  S ipsius fundato-
rIiDus UNANIUML VoLO miserunt e[ de Steinveldensi OMO CONVenNLumM postula-
Fruni>» al least that by habıt» Gerlac the of

Augustinıan poıint 1C Petit mentioned. Later, when he
returned Bohemıia, enry decıded fühate hıs house ıth the
famous Steinfeld, NCcar Prague. Blaise Was the prefect of the rst
of CaNnONS, but (Gezo0o Was the rst of Strahow when ıt became
Norbertine house: < dem GeZO, DrIMUS Stragoviensium Aas prımum
In Steinveld ad Conversionem venerit»+9?),.

ackmund, in h1s Die Mittelalterlichen Geschichtsschreiber des Prä-
monstratenserordens has noted the [WO stages of the toundatıon of
Strahow, datıng the establıshment of the house of CaNonNs 1140, and the
afliılıatıon wıth Steinfeld Finally, Bıshop enry himself, WT1-
ting about hıs visıt Jerusalem and the foundatıon of Strahow,
mentioned only the patrıarch and CanNnonNnNs of the Holy Sepulchre. In
letter wriıtten ın 1143, about Strahow, the bıshop remarked that hıs
visıt the sepulchre made hım aNX10uUSs < sub regula sanctı patrıs
Augustini IN habitu religiosorum Deo serulre » 1S sıgnılıcant that
eNTYy dıd noLt mention Norbertines: «Intimato ıLaque am domino
patriarche, GUAM CUuNCLILS fratribus ad sepulchrum nostrı redemptoris In
eodem regulari habitu Domino famulantibus mentıs Mee desiderio, quod
desiderabam, InuenNL, el INn l0c0 nNOosSstLre redemptionis abitum Sancie

101) Ibid.
102) Ibid.
103) Bibliotheca Analectorum Praemonstratensium, facs. ver  e, 184,
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CONUEFSALLIONLS SUSCIDIENS ad propria remedadre contendi»+°*), ere 15
evidence that Amalrıc and hıs of Norbertines had direct
infÄuence the foundatıon of Strahow ollows that the bıishop's
ourney Outremer does nOot help ate eıther Norbertine founda-
t1on there Unfortunately, the evidence for the connection between St
Habacuc St Samuel and Neuffonts 15 equally inconclusıve.

Accordıing Pycke’s artıcle, for instance, Giulbert Was$Ss ord of
Ecole and Aubeterre, Was brought al the COUTr of LouIls VI, and
went Palestine wıth the Second Crusade On hıs return, he ounded
Neuffonts, and he dıed ın ycke ase: hıs artıcle LWO
references Gnlbert in the chronicle of Robert of Auxerre and
eneral reference Odo of Deuil’s chronicle, pomting Out that mMOst of
the avaılable informatıon about Gulbert from LePaıige
LePaige took hIis hıstory from manuscr1pt he OUuUnNn: al Neuffonts,
IC Was subsequently lost ycke felt that thıs seventeenth-century
biography Dy Premonstratensian Was suspect d SOUTCC for
ılbert’s ıfe 106)‘

The chronicle evidence for ılbert’s ıfe 15 inconclusıve. An examına-
tion of Robert of Auxerre’s hıstory ea the conclusion that the rst
of Pycke’s references 1s mistaken. The «magıster Gilbertus» of DPagc 234
1S obviousiy not the « SANCLIUS Girbertus» of DAa 236, and 1S, in fact,
mentioned elsewhere ın the chronicle. That leaves ONC reference
Gilbert, by Robert, W  1C in ıts entirety, reads: 14152 Hoc ANNO

SANCILIUS Girbertus potenti milite seculi humillimus miles Christi, elemo-
SINAFrUM, abstinencliae, paupertatis admirandus exembplis, apud Scholam
Arvernıie VICUM migraviıit ad Dominum. Sepultus est In monaster10
AON procul prefato VICO, ubi Premonstratensem ordinem DU 'aboris
Instantıa 1DSO AaNNO adduxerat, CULUS magnitudinem merıtı miraculorum
magnitudo declarat»*°”). Thıs short section establıshes Gilbert ASs

secular knight, crusader, and the ounder of Norbertine house NCcal

«‚Scholam Arvernle». ACKMUN! ase hıs aCCOUuNT of Neuffonts
thıs passSagc and ‚ePaılge’s Vita, wıithout mentionıng Odo of

104) BOCZEK, ed., Codex diplomaticus el epistolaris Moravıae, 15 ols. (Olmütz,
1836-1903), vol 1, Z

10 5) PYCKE, «CGiulbert de Neuffonts», Dictionnaire d’Histoire el de Geographie
ecclesiastiques.

106) Ibid., and cf. BACKMUND, « Dıe Mittelalterliıchen Geschichtsschreiber des
Prämonstratenserorders», Bibliotheca Analectorum Praemonstratensium, fasc (Aver-
bode, 266, 7 ©} and 308-309, 31 b the question of LePaige’s rehabilıity.

107) vol 26, 236
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Deu1l*®). An examınatıon of Waquet’s edıtıon of oSs chronicle
reveals that (nlbert of Arvernıa 1s mentioned. ere AICc [WO
references 18 forces travelıng separately, and OTMNC LO the AIINYy of the
Count of Auvergne camped outsıde Constantinople *+°?). OS « Wıl-
lham» 15 identihned wıth Count Wıllıam VUL, but there 15 mention of

(Gnlbert in the history of the house for the late eleventh early
welfth centuries. Accordıing to ackmund, the archıves of Neuffonts
ave een destroyed, that LePaıige 1s 11O the only SOUTCC of
information Gilbert TOom Robert of Auxerre NOW that (Glbert
Was ın Palestine before 1152, and that he dıd OoOun: Premonstratenian
house h1s return France. Thıs ınformatıon o€es not help ate
the foundatıons of St Habacuc and St Samuel, 16 NOW from
other evidence ave een ın existence before 150 ePaıge’s
aCCcCount of ılbert’s ıfe adds definıte informatıiıon what Gilbert
dıd Sqa  < in the Holy Land LePaige dıd Sd Y that Gilbert went D#

wıth LouIls VII in 1147, but it 1S noL clear whether thıs 15 sımply
educated ase Robert of Auxerre’s comment, OT whether the
lost manuscrı1pt BaVC LePaıige I1CAasON believe 110)_ It 18 certamnly
possıble that enry Zdık and Gilbert of eunNonts Sa  S Norbertines in
Palestine, but cannot ıt

10 complete the SCanty evidence for the house of ountjoy wıth
ast negatıve, there 1Ss ofe Dy ONrıc the effect that
of «St Samuel», Theodorıic, wıtnessed charter ın Saxony ın about

ere WAäas, however, e€OdOTIC of the Premonstra-
ensian house of St Samwuel’s, arletita in ere 1S WdYy
be SUTC, but he slıghtly INOTC lıkely candıdate for the Saxon
charter.

108) BACKMUND, Monasticon, vol 3 ES151A3
109) EUDES DEUIL, La Croisade de LOutlLs VIL, Roi de France, ed Dy W AQUET,

Documents relatifs l’histoire des Croisades, (Parıs, 4, and For
Arvernija/Auvergne, SCC MOREAU, Dictionnaire de Geographie historique de Ia Gaule el de
Ia France (Parıs, 1972 Supplement, 3 E} AISSETE and IE,; eds., Histoire
generale de Languedoc, 3Ird ed., ols (Toulouse, -  y vol 4, 85-92;
BALUZE, Hiıstoire genealogique de la MAaLSON d’Auvergne (Parıs,

110) LEPAIGE, 482-483
111) RÖHRICHT, 216, 15 ın vol The texti of the harter 15 in Codex

Diplomaticus Saxoniae Regliae, ed., POSSE, vols., Haupttheıl E Band Urkunden der
Markgrafen VoN Meissen un Landgrafen VonN Thüringen e1IPZIg,
181, 127-128 and cf. 188, 132

111) BACKMUND, Monasticon, vol L, pL 2, 478
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What CINCTSCS MoOost clearly from the evidence for the early hıstory of
the Norbertines In Outremer 1S the role of the chapter of the Holy
Sepulchre d patron of 1  S orders and center of Augustinian reform.
The fact that the order of Premontre Was 4ase'! in Europe, spread VeErY
rapıdly in the welfth CENTLUTY, and continues ex1ist oday, has inclined
scholars emphasıze the WdYy>S ın IC the Norbertines infÄuenced the
chapter of the Sepulchre The paucıty of Ocuments for, and the short
lıfe of the chapter of the Sepulchre WeTITC due the disaster of 187 and
subsequent collapse of the chapter’s European organızatıon. The eVIl-
dence for the per10d before 187 shows the patrıarchs of Jerusalem d

patrons of the Norbertines, wıth Premonstratensian abbots and bıshops
playıng supporting role. oya patrons of the Norbertines WEIC
infiluenced Dy the patrıarchs and by Bernard of Claırvaux, perhaps
INOTC than DYy the newly-founded order of Premontre. Moreover, the
role of the Sepulchre ın establıshıng Augustinıian priories in Outremer
and Europe, IC has een demonstrated elsewhere, 1s ere supported
and extended**). The bıshop of Olmütz certamly ounded Strahow in
imıtation of the regular Canons of the Sepulchre, 1ıle the patrıarch
and hıs chapter extended theır Support for the Augustinian rule Dy
establıshıng [WO maJor houses of Norbertines close Jerusalem.

The evidence for the Norbertines ın Outremer adds important 1ICW
dımension OUTr knowledge of the church in the crusader states qlso
proviıdes clue the ıinkıng of kıng and patrıarch about relatıons
wıth the 1C  S orders in the West The acceptance of Amalrıc and h1s
Canons 4S preachers in the 1130’s indicates Support for the apostolıc ıfe
by Melısende, by the patrıarch, and Dy such patrons as the belins The
decisiıon endow the iıtınerants wıth church shows that the church in
Outremer followed the European endency insıst stabılıty of
tradıtional kınd Hugh of belın’s charter demonstrates the wealth of
the hapter in the 1150’s, and the firm control it maıntaıned OVOT
establishments such ASs St Habacuc Baldwın 11 and Patriarch Wıllıam
expressed both Sirong admıratıon for the Cisterclans, and desire
SCCUTE eflective of spreadıng propaganda in the West Howe-
VCTI, the fact that they accepted Norbertines, testifies both LO the
infÄluence of St Bernard, and the swift rse promınence of the order
of Premontre ın Europe Presumabily kıng and patrıarch felt theır eed

113) SLACK, «Regular Canons anı the Crusades in the I welfth anı arlyThıirteenth Centurles», thesıs, Oxford University, 988
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IOr eflective propaganda in Europe WOU be Dy the Norberti-
nNnecs almost dAS el] AS Dy the (Cisterclans.

Fınally, the extent of the and privileges held Dy the Norber-
tines In the East, testifles sıgniıficant impact the kıngdom in

of preaching and pastora CaTe®e The evidence of the shrine church
ountJoy, and 1ts effect Count oder120, the

dea of hIs infuence. The pıcture 16 CHMCISCS, of the predomınance
of Augustinian ideals of preachıng, lturgy and pastoral CaIl, ofer
glımpse of the crusader kıngdom from res perspective.

The Premonstratensians, iın theır earlyy WEIC tryıng resist the
acquıre tıthes, and and the resulting lawsuits. Thıs attempt,

along wıth the destruction of Man Yy archıves of the kıngdom in LIOZ,
elps explaın why lıttle wrıtten evidence of theıir remaıns.
However, the physıca remaıns of ountJoy, and charter evidence for
arge number of CaNonNs al the house of St Habacuc, poımint impres-
S1Ve establıshments. So do the elections of Amalrıc and Otardus to the
bıshoprics of on and Nazareth. Thıs prominent role in the hıstory of
the kıngdom Was continued after 187 The Norbertine’s go0od relatıons
wıth the DADaCY and EPISCOPACY led requen employment ASs papa
Judges elegate In the Kıngdom of Acre. CIr hıstory yprus Was

SLOTrMY ONC, 1C also adds the amount of evidence fOor theır
actıvıtiıes in the ate welfth and thırteenth centuries. eır preachıng
mıssıon of the 1130’s, ollowe: Dy theır substitution for the Cistercians
In the 1 140’s, had profoun effect the hıstory of the church ın the
crusader states

(fo he continued)
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