
Ihe Premonstratensj]ans and the Crusader ingdoms
in the Twelft and Thirteenth Centuries

(continuation) X-  X-

The Premonstratensians 1ın the Kıngdom o Acre

TOM 187 untıl 1263, the Premonstratensians ın Palestine WEeEeTIC

represented Dy the house of St Samuel al Aecre. Canons from St
Habacuc and ountjoy who scaped martyrdom when the kıngdom
fell orme: Jomt communıty {here : eIıir interests WeTITC vigorously
promoted by theır eneral a  OL, Gervase of Premontre (1209-1220),
whose etters AdIC the only SOUICC of informatıon for the house al Acre
durıng ıts early vearts *. er Cjervase’s elevatıon tO the SCC of Seez
(1220-1228), the CanNnoNs WeTiIeC SCCUTEC enough in theır NC  S posıtion aCcCT
d papa Judges elegate ın quarrels between such protagonıists ASs the
Hospitallers and the bıshop of ACIS St Samuel Was the ase for al
least ONC preacher of the Crusade, eillnus of Floreffe
eilInus dıed al the Premonstratensian a  CY, Bellapaıse, ounded
between 206 and 1211 and celebrated ASs «the MOSstT beautiful of the
medieval remaıns ın Cyprus» **®). The order ASs ole Was>s intiımately
involved ın preachıing and ralsıng un! for the Albıgensian and
Crusades, both 4S papa agents and as land-holders in Ramla-Lydda,
ount)Joy, Acre and Cyprus

The Nıstory of the house al Acre twenty-nıne charters and
letters, of 1C eleven belong the letter collection of Gervase, and
eighteen refer papa business entrusted the of St Samuel

aCKmun: has suggested another SOUTCE of informatıon about the

See Analecta Praemonstratensia (1991) 207-231
1 14) BACKMUND, Monasticon, vol I, Z 500-501 ; MAYER, «Sankt Samuel»,

p. 43
115) HUuGOoO, Monumenta, LE120 See CHENEY, exts, 243 Gervase, who has

«passed unnoticed in modern times Dy hıstorians who m1g ave found (hıs letters
instruct1ve».

116) RÖHRICHT, NO:!  R A, (two letters), 108 7, 1127 1135, a, 1197, 1217,
1244, 1249, 1271, 12/3; 1276, LZEI K278; a,

117) HUuGo, Monumenta, C L5 38, 102-104, 38-30
118) Sır DE History of Cyprus, ols (Cambrıdge, 1940-1948), vol 3! 1125

and plates I



The Premonstratensians an the Crusader ingdoms T

house in short notice In hIs Monasticon**?), Thıs notice provıdes
outlıne of the hıstory of the house, A ell d bıblıography, and it
refers LO ayer’s artıcle about St Samuel, ountJjoy. ll be
convenılent LO ook al ackmund and ayer’s suggestions hırst, before
turnıng LO the charters.

The charter publıshed and analyse Dy ayer shows that by 1184,
the Norbertines owned house in Acre, along ıth ower in the all
of the CIty, close tO the house. Besides thıs, there Was «CAaAMera>» 1G
the CanonNs bought from certaın Peter 1lot, and LWO hundred bisants,
1C Baldwın I11 had g]ven the house « IN funda Accon CLIVLItatLS
singulis Aannıs>» In ayer’s opınıon, the CanNoNs WeTe able {O
reiurn eıther St Habacuc ount)Joy. elr only ase ın Palestine
after 187 Was the al Acre 120)_ Cjiervase of Premontre first
mentioned house of Norbertines al Acre In 213 121). TOmM 73 untıl
1263, there ATC steady Stiream of etters addressed LO, issued Dy,
referring O, the of St Samuel, Acre, who continued IN the
sea] of the house al Mountjoy *?2), er 1263, there 1S neıther charter
1OT chronicle evidence the continued existence of the house iın
Acre. ere 1s tradıtion, preserved wıthın the order, that «Aegıdıus de
arle, the last of St Samuel, uffered martyrdom wıth hıs
twenty-SixX Can oNs in 291 ». Hugo elated thıs TYy in hıs Annales,
but offered supporting evidence 123)_

acKkmun proved that there Wäds> ınk between the Premonstraten-
Ss1ans al Acre and the Norbertine a  CY Notre-Dame de Huveaune,
NCar Marseılles The amnec of the French a  CY, Ybelina», Ssuggests
connection wıth the Ibelıns +**). However, it 1S clear that the Namme of
the CYV Was taken from the rver Huveaune/ Yvelina, close by, rather
than from the Ibelın famıly. In artıcle publıshed ın 1931, ackmun
corrected Van Waefelghem’s Norbertine bıblıography, noting that
the 1NaImne « Ybelina» Wäas misleadıng, an that the Adillc of the house
Was « Huveaune » **>). acCKmun:! dıd provıde, however, conclusıve eVl-

119) BACKMUND, Monasticon, vol 1’ pt. Z 500-501
120) MAYER, «Sankt Samuel», 69-70 teXD). 42 (discuss10n).
121) HUGO, Monumenta, C 3 C} 37-38; RÖHRICHT, 884
122) See ote 116, above.
123) MAYER, «Sankt Samuel», 42; BACKMUND, Monasticon, vol l’ pt 2! 500
124) Ibid., 501 and ( ibid., vol 3‚ 185-187, where AaCKMUnN! DTOVCES the

falsıty of the I[belın connection, usiıng the documents edıted In DAILLEZ, «L ’ Abbaye de
tre-Dame d’Huveaune Marseılle», Analecta Praemonstratensia 43 (1967), 39,

S
125) BACKMUND, «Zur Bıblıographie Ordiınıiıs Praemonstratensis», Analecta Prae-

Monstratensia (1931); 178, 410
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dence of ınk between Huveaune and Bellapaıse, hrough ayto,
prince of Armenı1a (see below)

Gervase, general öf Premontre, 9-1

John of Brienne’s (1210-1225) letter announcıng hıs coronatiıon and
askıng for the PrayCIS of the Premonstratensians has een ost Iwo of
the Ing’'s etters ATC NO  S known only hrough CGiervase’s replıes
them, in which the carefully repealts what the kıng has asked,
before commenting**°). Thıs patitern of formal repetition Can learly be
SCCI1 in SUrVIVINg Nquiry of John’s of 1215 answered Dy CGervase ın
the SAaIllc YCAaT, but also ıIn the abbot’s repIY, in 1214, missıng
jetier 8 In hıs reply {O the ost coronatıon (1210), Gervase congratu-
ate! John of Briıenne, hanked hım for h1s (unspecıhed «oblata», and
promised, behalf of hıs eneral chapter, PraYy for the ing's
UCCESS ın Waäfl, in recognıtion of confraternity between John and the
Order. - <9). NC  S ollect, fOr the kıng himself, WOU be (} be
sa1d «1n all the churches of OUT order»**?). ese Drayers constituted
IMOTC than spirıtual benefit The order Was noted for undertakıng
parısh minıstry, and had houses nOot only throughout France and
Germany, but also in Sweden., England, cotlan Ireland, paın and
Hungary England alone had thırty Norbertine abbeys Dy
Prayers sa1d in Premonstratensian churches COU. not faıl TawWwW
attention of the al o the plıght of Jerusalem, and m1g result ın
donatıons crusade VOWS The kıng as for INOTC than thıs, and
(jervase MaYy ave een unable 18 do INOIC al hıs time. Ihe had
taken OVeTI the leadershıp of h1is order al the peak of ıts popularıty in
Europe, but al time when the corruption of everal abbots of
Premontre eiweecn 201 and had alıenated the DaDaCYy 131)'
Gervase, althoug he personally had een able W1In Innocent
200d ll (« E XAUdIiSLLS In multis »), Was nOoL able estore h1s
order full favor untıl

Cheney has thoroughly investigated the evidence for Cjervase’s

116) HUGO, Monumenta, C 84, 113 76-77, 102-104
127) Ibid., C 36, 3 9 36-38
128) Ibid., C 84, 76-77; RÖHRICHT, 84 /
129) Translations of phrases from the etters AIC miıne, unless otherwise noted
130) (CHENEY, exts, 248-249
131) Ibid., 249
132) HUGO, Monumenta, C 3$ 5-6
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1ıfe ın order dıspel persistent iıdentification of the wıth
certaın ervase of Chichester+*?2); TOom IR epıtaph 1t 1s known that
ervase Wäads Englısh, but there 15 record of the place ate of hIs
1r He Joined the order A4AS of the house of St Just, BeauvaıIs.
He took the ofhice of first al St Just, and then al Thenaıilles,
aon In 209 ervase became of Premontre, and therefore

eneral of the order. In 220 he Was lected bıshop of Seez He
diıed In DÜ 134)_ Gervase’s Secretary made collection of hıs etters
because < had ear‘ from several people that INanYy commended

for hıs style of speech and composıtion » **>). The etters deal
mostly ıth the busıiness of the order «from Boörglum In utland
Brindisı 1ın Apulıa, and from reland the Holy Land»*>°). eır style
15 succınct and matter-o{-fact. Cheney pointed Ouf that the [WO moOost
famous letters, Innocent I11 and Honorius 111 «probably INOTC

orcıbly than an Yy other contemporary document SOINC defects In the
organızation of the crusade»*>”).

In 1210, John of Brienne Was in desperate eed of wesiern a1d The
N6  S ıng’s wıth aıf-ad-Dın xpiıred in September of hat VCAT,
and by 241 the Moslems had taken Mt Thabor John LO
Innocent ILL, requesting INCN, especıally, and the DODC responded Dy
havıng the crusade preache ın Europe*>®). The kıng request for
confraternity, and the abbot’s promise of wıde-spread publıcıty hrough
the 1919  S ollect, should be sccnın d part of John’s appeal Europe, and
of the of the West Gervase Was SOoN be ın charge of ralsıng
unds, under Sımon, archbıshop of IYyre:; but for the oment he Was

ampere by Innocent’s indıfference LO hıs order*>*?). Hıs predecessor.
Robert L, abdıcated in ebruary, 209 Robert had COMeEe Premontre

133) C8. CHENEY, exts, 243fi1, and SETTON, vol 7 384-386; PETIT, Spiritualite,

134) Gallia christiana C} ed Dy the Congregation of St Maur, Benedictine
Order (Parıs, 15-1 ICDT In ols Farnborough, England, vol TE col 693;
CHENEY, exts, 2472

135) Ibid., 246
136) Ibid., 245
137) Ibid., 256
138) SETTON, vol S 537 539, describes the takıng of Mt. Thabor and the Latın

reaction in Outremer and the West
139) HUGO, Monumenta, C 84, (Gervase John of rıienne): ata nobıs

vesira petit10 inter multıplıces, quıbus Circa negotıia nostrıs Ordınıs ‚uPamur,
exhilaravıt NOS plurımum E
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from Ardenne, apparently lected after the deposıtion of Wıllıam of St
Omer in 1206, ın the hope of rehabılıtatıng the reputatiıon of the ofhice.
Of the PreviIOus LWO abbots, Baldwın, 1-1 had dıed of dysentery,
and Gormund Was somewhat mysterously lected and then moved

another CYy in 203 Wıllıam of St Omer’s Casc had been taken LO

Rome, apparently tOo the detriment of the order ın the CYVCS of the DODC
Robert ave the nıshıng touch Innocent’s disgust
He 1S characterized 4S C IuxXul el vanıiıtatibus servıens, homo medio-
CS Previous to these four abbots, the order ave njoyed
the pope’s favor. Peter of Premontre, 6-1 had, ıke Gervase,
COINC orıginally from St Just, and Was able PTOCUIC Varlous priviıle-
SCS for the Norbertines from Innocent 111 141)' Cheney attrıbuted
Cjervase’s reconcılıation wıth the DODC partly cshared CONCETN for
the Crusade C relıef of the Holy Land Was IC lay
\A NCAarlr the heart of Innocent HL, and ONMNC ın icC the Premonstra-
tensians dıistinguished themselves by theır preachıng» ***).

The kıng of Jerusalem, unable gel the help he needed from the
West in 1210, concluded TUuCe wıth the Moslems 1C Was suppose

last untıl SA In TE his wiıfe, Mary, dıed, eavıng hım ın
equ1vocal posıtiıon As regent for h1s infant aughter, Isabel Iwo
later the kıng arrıed eon of Armenia’s aughter 1s clear from
John’s hurrıed trıp Armenıa in May, 1219, that he ope claım it
hrough hıs wiıfe, hereby consolıdatiıng hı1s OW hold SOINC portion
of yrıa 143).

In 1210, (jervase had not neglected LO ask that John, if he should be
able defend h1s 191  S kıngdom, and regaın lost terrıtory, remember
return « ... Toca Ila In quibus rdo nNOSTLer Aante subversionem Terrae
Sanctae antıquitus habebatur RT

In 1213, Innocent 111 sent Out etters callıng for representatives from
all of Christendom attend councıl be held al Rome in 245
Gervase’s AaNSWeTI conveyed hıs enthusiasm for the dual a1ms expressed
by the DPOPC help for the Holy Land and reform of the church 145)_ The

Was {O be present al Lateran 1 and 1ın thıs YCAal, 1213, sent al

140) vol 9, col 647 (partıally f{rom HUuGo, Annales).
141) Ibid., col 646
142) CHENEY, exts, 256
143) SETTON, vol Z SE 539
144) HUGO, Monumenta, C 84, 76-77; RÖHRICHT, 847
145) SETTON, vol 2, 378; HUuGOoO, Monumenta, C) 3 Ö
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least ONC preach the Albıgensian crusade. In 1219, ervase
com{forted the WIdOW of Simon de Ontior by referring her
husband 4S «saınt», and promisıng her INOTEC help from hıs order 146)_

213 Was also the VYCaTr ıIn 1C ervase rece1ved desperate appeal
from the kıng of Jerusalem, 1C AaDPPCAaTs tO ave Ssurvıved only ın the
collection of the abbot’s etters. John’s description of hIs plıght 15 A4Ss

ollows
« SCIatLS LLaque quod de die INn 1em deterior, CUi  S NOS IMN

paupertate el defensorum paucıtate laboremus. I reugas enım adhuc habe-
MUS, sed Saracenorum claudicantes: CU:  S NONS eisdem
SIUNUS VIrIDuUS iımpares, el IDS1 nNOStram attendant debilitatem, praesumImus
el IMemMus quod f[reugZas debeant interrumpere, el quod
auxilium praevenire 147)_

The kıng dıd not mentiıon the Premonstratensians he had een as
88 find and endow 1n Palestine in thıs TI1eE letter. He begged that
Gervase WOU. DIaYy for hıs kıngdom and R aughter Isabel John also
explaıned h1ISs marrıage Leon’s aughter 4S eing undertaken ın the
hope of securıng Armenina’s ald, and Dy the advıce of the prelates and
nobles of Palestine.

Gervase’s ANSWeETI Was encouragıng, but ONCEC agaın aıd STITESS the
interest of the order in ıts lost properties+*®). The assured the
kıng that hI1s letter had een read in the annua eneral chapter, and
that he had not een able ear the ACCOUNTL of John’s troubles « SINE
MOerore Aanımı! dolore Ccordis». Nevertheless, the help CGiervase Wds$s

willıng ffer Was ST1 INOTE than what John as continued
PTayCcrs for the Holy Land The Was congratulatory about the
help avaılable hrough the Armenıian marrıage, but Was areful
remınd John that «mMmaledictus estThe Premonstratensians and the Crusader Kingdoms  81  least one canon to preach the Albigensian crusade. In 1219, Gervase  comforted the widow of Simon de Montfort by referring to her  husband as a «saint», and promising her more help from his order**°®).  1213 was also the year in which Gervase received a desperate appeal  from the king of Jerusalem, which appears to have survived only in the  collection of the abbot’s letters. John’s description of his plight is as  follows:  «Sciatis itaque quod de die in diem fit deterior, cum nos summa  paupertate et defensorum paucitate laboremus. Treugas enim adhuc habe-  mus, sed ex parte Saracenorum claudicantes: verum cum nos eisdem  simus viribus impares, et ipsi nostram attendant debilitatem, praesumimus  et timemus quod treugas debeant interrumpere, et illud quod speramus  auxilium praevenire*+7).  The king did not mention the Premonstratensians he had been asked  to find and endow in Palestine in this brief letter. He begged that  Gervase would pray for his kingdom and his daughter Isabel. John also  explained his marriage to Leon’s daughter as being undertaken in the  hope of securing Armenia’s aid, and by the advice of the prelates and  nobles of Palestine.  Gervase’s answer was encouraging, but once again laid stress on the  interest of the order in its lost properties!*®). The abbot assured the  king that his letter had been read in the (annual) general chapter, and  that he had not been able to hear the account of John’s troubles «sine  moerore animi ac dolore cordis». Nevertheless, the help Gervase was  willing to offer was still no more than what John asked: continued  prayers for the Holy Land. The abbot was congratulatory about the  help available through the Armenian marriage, but was careful to  remind John that «maledictus est ... qui confidit in homine». The bulk of  the letter develops this theme, ending with a slightly testy assurance  that the Norbertines were praying for John, having already added a  special collect to what was accepted practice throughout the western  church. However, yet another collect would be added. Then Gervase  again asked that the king cherish «reliquis ... Ordinis nostri, Fratribus  scilicet Sancti Samuelis (quos ut in Terra Sancta, memoria nostri Ordinis  146) CHENEY, Texts, p. 257.  147) HuGo, Monumenta, ep. 36, p. 36; RÖHRICHT, no. 873, lists no other source for this  letter.  148) HuGo, Monumenta, ep. 37, pp. 37-38; RÖHRICHT, no. 884. On the annual general  chapters mentioned in this letter, see BACKMUND, Monasticon, vol. 2, p. 521.qul onfıdit In homine». The bulk of
the letter evelops thıs theme, endıing wıth slıghtly V AdSSUTaNCE

that the Norbertines WeTIC prayıng for John, havıng lready
pecıal ollect what Was accepted practice throughout the westiern
church However, yel another ollect WOUuU be TIThen Gervase
agaın as that the kıng cherıish «reliquisThe Premonstratensians and the Crusader Kingdoms  81  least one canon to preach the Albigensian crusade. In 1219, Gervase  comforted the widow of Simon de Montfort by referring to her  husband as a «saint», and promising her more help from his order**°®).  1213 was also the year in which Gervase received a desperate appeal  from the king of Jerusalem, which appears to have survived only in the  collection of the abbot’s letters. John’s description of his plight is as  follows:  «Sciatis itaque quod de die in diem fit deterior, cum nos summa  paupertate et defensorum paucitate laboremus. Treugas enim adhuc habe-  mus, sed ex parte Saracenorum claudicantes: verum cum nos eisdem  simus viribus impares, et ipsi nostram attendant debilitatem, praesumimus  et timemus quod treugas debeant interrumpere, et illud quod speramus  auxilium praevenire*+7).  The king did not mention the Premonstratensians he had been asked  to find and endow in Palestine in this brief letter. He begged that  Gervase would pray for his kingdom and his daughter Isabel. John also  explained his marriage to Leon’s daughter as being undertaken in the  hope of securing Armenia’s aid, and by the advice of the prelates and  nobles of Palestine.  Gervase’s answer was encouraging, but once again laid stress on the  interest of the order in its lost properties!*®). The abbot assured the  king that his letter had been read in the (annual) general chapter, and  that he had not been able to hear the account of John’s troubles «sine  moerore animi ac dolore cordis». Nevertheless, the help Gervase was  willing to offer was still no more than what John asked: continued  prayers for the Holy Land. The abbot was congratulatory about the  help available through the Armenian marriage, but was careful to  remind John that «maledictus est ... qui confidit in homine». The bulk of  the letter develops this theme, ending with a slightly testy assurance  that the Norbertines were praying for John, having already added a  special collect to what was accepted practice throughout the western  church. However, yet another collect would be added. Then Gervase  again asked that the king cherish «reliquis ... Ordinis nostri, Fratribus  scilicet Sancti Samuelis (quos ut in Terra Sancta, memoria nostri Ordinis  146) CHENEY, Texts, p. 257.  147) HuGo, Monumenta, ep. 36, p. 36; RÖHRICHT, no. 873, lists no other source for this  letter.  148) HuGo, Monumenta, ep. 37, pp. 37-38; RÖHRICHT, no. 884. On the annual general  chapters mentioned in this letter, see BACKMUND, Monasticon, vol. 2, p. 521.Ordinis nostrL, Fratribus
scilicet Sancti Samuelis quos ul In Terra Sancta, memor1a nostrı Ordinis

146) CHENEY, exXls, FA
l47) HUuGo, Monumenta, C 36, 36; RÖHRICHT, 873, lısts er SUOUTCC for thıs

letter.
148) HUuGOo, Monumenta, C 3 E 37-38; RÖHRICHT, 884 On the annual general

chapters mentioned In thıs letter, SCC BACKMUND, Monasticon, vol z 521
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haberetur, voluit Dominus apud Accaron refidere)>». Thıs 1S (jJervase’'s
first reference the house al Acre. Oss1ı  Yy refugees from ount]Joy
and St Habacuc sımply jJoıned the CaNnNoNs who WEeTIC lıving ın Acre, In
St Samuel’s house there, 1C had een in existence siınce sometime
before 184 (jervase DSaVC description of the Acre house, however,
and thanks WEIC offered John for part in augmenting ıts
pOoSSsesSsSIONS accomodate fugıtıves irom the other houses 149).

Apparently, the next letter ın thıs correspondence, from John
Gervase, has een lost, but the abbot’s AaNSWETI survıves*>°), John had
agaın requested DTaYyCIS, thıs time for hıs 11c  < Armenıian wiıfe, A ell A

fOor Isabel ervase warmly promıiısed comply, and agaın offered
A4SSUTaNCcCS of assıstance ıIn the reConNquest of the Holy Land The
bearer of the letter, certaın O.», 1S commended to the kıng aSs

scholarly who «de vobis praedicat multa hona». Do these words
refier to the crusade preparatiıons in the West? As Was noted above,
Innocent Wds Iready organızıng the 2T' councıl of 1215 and g1ven
the ate (about the MCSSCHECI WOU be able 18 report the

of Innocent preparatıons for N  S crusade. Unfortuna-
tely, nothıng IMOTEC be known of «O.» He 1S nOT mentioned
SCVCN iın the hıstories of the order dealıng wıth the m1ssıon ales-
time + %). should be remembered that (jervase had sent

preach the Albıgensian crusade iın E3 and Was send the of
Floreffe Acre preach the Crusade in E (see below) ere
18 nothıng unlıkely ın the assumption that «M ().» Was preach
faırly wiıdely, and the emphasıs placed hıs learnıng support
hıs Equally, he COU. ave een sent sımply ook after the order’s
affaırs in Aecre.

John as for, and rece1ved from Gervase, DPIayCIS, and hrough
them, publıcatıon of the ingdom’s dıstress. In 1245. Sımon, archbıshop

149) OUu: the oblata John ofered ın 210 ave een donations tO the tiny Norbertine
holdıng ın Acre? ervase dıd an the king for hıs muniıficence in that first letter We
sımply do not NOW hat appene' the Canons 1ın Outremer between 187 and AI

150) HUuGo, Monumenta, C K43: 102-104; RÖHRICHT, 854 Curi0usly, Röhricht
has ate' hIS letter L 214: and mistaken the number, althoug. not the agCS, In ugo’s
edıtion. Ihe letter refers John’s wiıfe, and hıs aughter by previous marrıage, whiıich
must INCAall Stephanıe of Armenia and Isabel, Marıa of Montferrat’s child Therefore, the
letter must be ate! after 1214, the date of John’s second marrıage. For John’s marrlages,
SCcCC SETTON, vol Z 536-537; BUCKLEY, «'The Problematical Octogenarıanısm of
John of Brienne», Speculum (1957) 320-321

151) For example, BACKMUND, Monastıcon, vol S pt 2 0-5
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of 1yre, Was appoımnted papa legate for the promotion of the
Crusade 1ın France, and cCommıIıss1ıoned CGervase supervıse the collec-
t1on of un:! in [WO dioceses*>2). Presumabily both WEIC appomnted al
Lateran Gervase’s etters Innocent 111 and Honorius 111 of 216
and al that he hımself preache the Crusade, and
that hıs order ın eneral did 422

In the letter Innocent of 1216, Gervase refers {O the archbıshop of
yre’s preachıng mi1ssıon in France*>??): Sımon Was not only preachıing,

recruıt crusaders, but Was gıven W LO COMMute the VOWS of those
LOO DOOI infirm g0155) Gervase had apparently eıther appoımnted
hımself spokesman for, een as  el «Dy ManY», gel aNSWeTS
SOIMNEC organızatıonal questions affecting crusaders ın France. The fact
hat Gervase Wäas the ONeC who 18 Innocent about these questions
(although he Wäas «as ıf al the of eath»), rather than Sımon
hımself nobles who had taken the C  $ DTOVCS that the felt
hımself responsıble for preparatıons 1ın hIs AdIca He Was well-ınformed,
not only about the decrees of the councıls of Rome and elun, but of
the practical dıfÄculties arısıng from them Many people wanted LO
KnNOW, accordıng LO the a  o whether the of France who
had taken the WOU be llowed year’'s elay, WOU ave
meet the orıgınal departure date ervase Was appealıng ırectly
Innocent because Sımon had brought 191  S aNnsSWeTS questions
Gervase NO  < reviewed for the PODC The archbishop COU. Sa Y only that
the decrees of the previous councıls stood CGiervase wanted NOW
whether the Varıous contingents COUuU. leave tiıme, and how the
departures COu be enforced. Simon had responded that he hımself had
not rece1ved an Yy authorıty force crusaders depart tıme, and
hat he NEW of ONC else wıth DOWCTS do

152) SETTON, vol R 381:; HUGOo, Monumenta, C 33, Sn 34, On ervase
crusade procura(tor, SCC POWELL, Anatomy of Crusade, ESCT: (Phiıladelphia,

and
153) See below, and SETTON, vol z 384-386
154) HUGOoO, Monumenta, C 2! 3'a for French translatıon, SCC Iso DAUNOU,

«Gervaıs de Chicester», Histoire litteraire de la France 18 (1835) 41-50 TIhe
bıographıca detaıls in thıs artıcle dICc incorrect. See (CCHENEY, exts, 243

155) HuGco, Monumenta, C 25 «[Sımon]83  The Premonstratensians and the Crusader Kingdoms  of Tyre, was appointed papal legate for the promotion of the Fifth  Crusade in France, and commissioned Gervase to supervise the collec-  tion of funds in two dioceses!>?). Presumably both were appointed at  Lateran IV. Gervase’s letters to Innocent II and Honorius III of 1216  and 1217-1218 prove that he himself preached the Fifth Crusade, and  that his order in general did*53).  In the letter to Innocent of 1216, Gervase refers to the archbishop of  Tyre’s preaching mission in France?5*). Simon was not only preaching,  to recruit crusaders, but was given power to commute the vows of those  too poor or infirm to go*>5). Gervase had apparently either appointed  himself spokesman for, or been asked, «by many», to get answers to  some organizational questions affecting crusaders in France. The fact  that Gervase was the one who wrote to Innocent about these questions  (although he was «as if at the gates of death»), rather than Simon  himself or nobles who had taken the cross, proves that the abbot felt  himself responsible for preparations in his area. He was well-informed,  not only about the decrees of the councils of Rome and Melun, but of  the practical difficulties arising from them. Many people wanted to  know, according to the abbot, whether the magnates of France who  had taken the cross would be allowed a year’s delay, or would have to  meet the original departure date. Gervase was appealing directly to  Innocent because Simon had brought no new answers to questions  Gervase now reviewed for the pope. The archbishop could say only that  the decrees of the previous councils stood. Gervase wanted to know  whether the various contingents could leave on time, and how the  departures could be enforced. Simon had responded that he himself had  not received any authority to force crusaders to depart on time, and  that he knew of no one else with powers to do so.  152) SETTON, vol. 2, p. 381; HuGo, Monumenta, ep. 33, 35, pp. 34, 36. On Gervase as a  crusade procurator, see J. M. PoweELL, Anatomy of a Crusade, 1213-1217 (Philadelphia,  1986), p. 22 and n. 20.  153) See below, and SETTON, vol. 2, pp. 384-386.  154) Huco, Monumenta, ep. 2, pp. 3-6; for a French translation, see also M. DAUNOU,  «Gervais de Chicester», Histoire litteraire de la France 18 (1835), pp. 41-50. The  biographical details in this article are incorrect. See CHENEY, Texts, p. 243.  155) HucGo, Monumenta, ep. 2, p. 3: «[Simon] ... cui dedistis potestatem promovendi  Christi fidelibus verbum Crucis, et commutandi vota humilium personarum, quae vel  propter infirmatatem, vel nimiam paupertatem sunt inutiles subsidio Terrae Sanctae». On  Innocent’s preparations for the Fifth Crusade, and the roles played by Simon and  Gervase, see POweLL, esp. p. 22 and n. 20; and H. RoscCHER, Papst Innocenz III und die  Kreuzzüge (Göttingen, 1969)CUul edIstıs potestatem promovendı
Christı fidelıbus verbum Crucıs, ef commutandı ota humılıum PCrSONATUM, QquaCc vel
propter infirmatatem, vel nımı am p  m sunt inutıiles subs1ıdıo0 JTerrae Sanctae». On
Innocent’s preparatıons for the Fıfth Crusade, and the roles played by Sımon and
Gervase, SCC POWELL, CSD. and 20; and ROSCHER, 'apDS. Innocenz II und die
Kreuzzüge (Göttingen,
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TIhe letter Innocent Oollowe meeting between ervase and
Sımon. The [WO had met discuss the of theır preparatıons
Since the councıl of eiun « Dixıt mihL dem Dominus Archiepis-

quod 15 his GUAE egeral CUÜU.  S Domino Rege ef CU:  S alıiis de
negZot1s Sibi COMMLISSLS scripsisset statım pDOost Concilium Meludini In e11US$
adventu solemniter celebratum - (1216) Sımon Was obviously the
1al1son between the milıtary eaders and Innocent But (jervase Sı  S

hımself ASs al least second in command, ıf not AsSs the arc  ıshop’s equa
In responsıbıilıty for plannıng and recruıtment: C sed CO AOoON CUFraVl

quid scripsisset, credens quod DEr el  S de omnibus negoti0
NeCESSAFILS essetLs sufficienter Instructi; NecC eZO Aallul: optare ebebam»
However, since Sımon’s visıt thıngs had appene of 1C the rchbis-
hop knew nothıng, and it Was (jervase inform the DODC
Because Innocent had neıither authorized elay, g1ven an yONC
W enforce departure, the «masters of Parıs» had independently
decıded that those who dıd not leave time WOU be guilty of mortal
SIN and orfeıt theır privileges 4S crusaders.

(jervase insısted that thıs decısıon Was undfaır. OSse who had taken
the WOU ose the privileges of crusaders, includıng the rem1issıion
of SINS and the indulgence, SVCN ıf they WEeIC lesser INCN, who had
infiluence OVeTI the departure date of theır contingent. Thıs perplexıity
had een caused Dy Innocent’s neglect The PODC had not realized that
the orıginal date COU. not be met, and therefore had neglected tO

change it Moreover, the pope’s aılure provıde legate wıth PDOWCIS
enforce departure had precipitated dısaster. Not only had the

magnates fear of procrastinating («Magnates de quibus DrOoO
majorı CONSLaAl quod 145024 ibunt »), but they intended LO usc the elay
d opportunıity ODPDTICSS the PDOOTCI crusaders. Fearıng neıther
spiırıtual NOT empora punıshments the «powerful INnenN and cıty
INMmMUunNeS> planned ignore the crusaders’ privıleges, and ollect
theır usual after the feast of John the Baptist*>°).

Gervase’s indignation, and OTCeIH pleadıng 7 of the Casc of the
«1inferior people», ATC the outstanding characteristics of both thıs letter
and the followıng ONC {O Honorius 111 In the letter Innocent,
Gervase defined these «inferiors» ASs «burgesses and COUNLrY people, of
whom the number 1S great». They ave een «exposed Dy thıs decıisıon

156) do notLt thınk that ervase mean deal ere ıth the question of inen who took
OWS WadYy of avoldıng ese axes He be discussıing the ‚ASc of vow-takers
known hım who WeTC willing depart.
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empora hardshıp». In the exti (jervase agaın es the
number of these inferi0r crusaders, and reıterates that they ıll be

educed «great bıtterness and anguısh of heart». They, unlıke the
«great ATC obey the PODC ıf only he ıll g1ve them
clear orders. At the moment they dIC prepare meetl theır
and want set OU  — Continuing spea for them, Gervase relays theır
complaınt that they 11l be unable reach Syrıa, much ess accomplısh
anythıng there, 1f they attempt depart wıthout eaders from theır
reg10ns, who spea theır language.

ese etters Support the conclusions of Powell, who has investiga-
ted the preparatıons for the Crusade*>”). First, recruıtment of
1NCN and fund-ralisıng for the Crusade WeEIC eing managed by the
DOPC, noL only hrough legates, but hrough 0Ca clerıics of
infÄuence ıke Gervase. Then, ın Gervase’s OpInı10Nn, far from controlling

CVCN assıstıng these preparatıons, the nobles WeTIC actıvely
hampering them, ıle preyıng theır inferilors. Fınally, Gervase
hımself NeEW the practical dıficulties LOO well, Wäds LOO much relıed
uDON Dy Sımon, and felt hıs informatıon be LOO viıital Innocent, for
the be consıdered ASs anythıng but ONec of the prime OVeTIs of
the crusade ıIn the West (0101 hıs order ave een anythıng but
equaliy engaged”?

In urging Innocent UrTYy and make decisıon that the lesser
inen 111 not be moved despair by the oppression of the nobles,
Gervase makes hıs OW connection wıth the inferı10r crusaders plaın
The DODC must act < fideles Christi, qQUOS CU:  S devotione Vidi
Suscıpere signum CFUCLS INn desperationis foveam prolabantur »}

Giervase Sa  < them take the hımself. He mMust have een ONC of
those who convınced them do s} and 1S STl theır leader and
spokesman.

Gervase 1vıdly Contrastis the «rel1g10us loyalty» of hıs proteges wıth
the fearless rapacıty of the no crusaders. He Innocent tO Dut
INOTEC the es of urgundy and Brabant «and others»,
and iın an Y CasSC, g1ve CÄDICSS orders all, both the C and the
lesser INCN, acked-up wıth learly defined penaltıes for elay The
point erTe o€es not SCCINMN LO be attack the INOIC ımportant nobles,
but the PODC hımself, for faılures ın admıiınıiıstration IC had
created dıfÄiculties between the leadershıp and the lesser L1  = Gervase’s

157) POWELL, 22 passım.



86 C.K.Slack

advıce regardıng SC routes for the French and Germans, «who
Can in an Yy undertakıng», 1s well-known *

Who AIc the recrulting agents whom the DODC should relay hIis
decisions? The arc.  1shops of Bourges*>?), Reims*°°), Rouen+®+),
Tours***): and Sens 163) along wıth «theır sufiragens and An y others86  C.K.Slack  advice regarding separate routes for the French and Germans, «who  can never agree in any great undertaking», is well-known?*>®).  Who are the recruiting agents to whom the pope should relay his  decisions? The archbishops of Bourges!®®), Reims*!°®%), Rouen*®*),  Tours1°2), and Sens1®3), along with «their suffragens and any others ...  [the pope] ... may designate». Added to his other instructions, the pope  should release the French from an obligation to embark at the ports of  Apulia and Sicily, but should allow them to take ship wherever they  can  There was another lapse on Innocent’s part to discuss, as well. A  bishop with a papal commission was imposing financial penalties, under  threat of excommunication, on the «lesser men», while leaving the  nobles alone. He was hoping to line his own pockets, Gervase thought,  rather than promote the crusade, but no one could stop him because he  had papal authority. Gervase’s two primary concerns, the crusade  preparations and a pastoral duty to the inferiores, are clear in his  complaint, and also in the following one. «Finally», the abbot wrote,  «we have in France many men excommunicated for having followed  Prince Louis to England». Gervase was in touch with some of these  men too: «along with many others, I have relations with them which  are not without peril». The abbot suggested that they be offered  absolution if they fought the Albigensians for a time equal to that  which they had spent in England. Again, he knows their complaints  158) SETTON, Vol. 2, p. 385.  159) Girard de Cros (1209-1219), previously archdeacon of Clermont. From PETER OF  VAUxX-CERNAY, Historia Albigensis, ed. P. GUEBIN and E. LYONn, 3 vols. (Paris, 1926-1939),  c. 594, vol. 2, pp. 285-286, it is known that Girard took the cross in 1215, and came to  Simon of Montfort in 1216 at St. Gilles with Bishop Robert of Clermont and «cum eis  milites et servientes quamplures». See also G.C., vol. 2, cols. 63-64.  160) Albert de Humbert/de Alto Villari (1207-1218), formerly archdeacon of Paris. He  took the cross against the Albigensians in 1209, and went to Jerusalem in 1217: ibid.,  vol. 9, cols. 104-107.  161) Robert I Poulain/le Baube (1208-1221). Robert’s election was overseen by a papal  delegate. He was «the poorest of the canons, but a good and simple man». He took the  cross in 1209, and «ad id bellum (The Albigensian crusade) profectus est cum aliis  episcopis anno 1212». He attended Lateran IV: ibid., vol. 11, cols. 59-60.  162) John de Faye (1209-1228), took the cross against the Albigensians, and attended  the council of Paris in 1223: ibid., vol. 14, p. 100.  163) Peter II of Corbeil (1200-1222), formerly Master of Theology and canon of Paris,  and for one year (1199) bishop of Cambrai (L. HöpL, «Petrus v. Corbeil», Lexikon für  Theologie und Kirche). He took the cross against the Albigensians in 1209: G.C., vöL 12;  pp. 57-60; M. DAUNOU, «Pierre de Corbeil», Histoire litteraire de la France 17 (1834),  pp. 223-228.the pope86  C.K.Slack  advice regarding separate routes for the French and Germans, «who  can never agree in any great undertaking», is well-known?*>®).  Who are the recruiting agents to whom the pope should relay his  decisions? The archbishops of Bourges!®®), Reims*!°®%), Rouen*®*),  Tours1°2), and Sens1®3), along with «their suffragens and any others ...  [the pope] ... may designate». Added to his other instructions, the pope  should release the French from an obligation to embark at the ports of  Apulia and Sicily, but should allow them to take ship wherever they  can  There was another lapse on Innocent’s part to discuss, as well. A  bishop with a papal commission was imposing financial penalties, under  threat of excommunication, on the «lesser men», while leaving the  nobles alone. He was hoping to line his own pockets, Gervase thought,  rather than promote the crusade, but no one could stop him because he  had papal authority. Gervase’s two primary concerns, the crusade  preparations and a pastoral duty to the inferiores, are clear in his  complaint, and also in the following one. «Finally», the abbot wrote,  «we have in France many men excommunicated for having followed  Prince Louis to England». Gervase was in touch with some of these  men too: «along with many others, I have relations with them which  are not without peril». The abbot suggested that they be offered  absolution if they fought the Albigensians for a time equal to that  which they had spent in England. Again, he knows their complaints  158) SETTON, Vol. 2, p. 385.  159) Girard de Cros (1209-1219), previously archdeacon of Clermont. From PETER OF  VAUxX-CERNAY, Historia Albigensis, ed. P. GUEBIN and E. LYONn, 3 vols. (Paris, 1926-1939),  c. 594, vol. 2, pp. 285-286, it is known that Girard took the cross in 1215, and came to  Simon of Montfort in 1216 at St. Gilles with Bishop Robert of Clermont and «cum eis  milites et servientes quamplures». See also G.C., vol. 2, cols. 63-64.  160) Albert de Humbert/de Alto Villari (1207-1218), formerly archdeacon of Paris. He  took the cross against the Albigensians in 1209, and went to Jerusalem in 1217: ibid.,  vol. 9, cols. 104-107.  161) Robert I Poulain/le Baube (1208-1221). Robert’s election was overseen by a papal  delegate. He was «the poorest of the canons, but a good and simple man». He took the  cross in 1209, and «ad id bellum (The Albigensian crusade) profectus est cum aliis  episcopis anno 1212». He attended Lateran IV: ibid., vol. 11, cols. 59-60.  162) John de Faye (1209-1228), took the cross against the Albigensians, and attended  the council of Paris in 1223: ibid., vol. 14, p. 100.  163) Peter II of Corbeil (1200-1222), formerly Master of Theology and canon of Paris,  and for one year (1199) bishop of Cambrai (L. HöpL, «Petrus v. Corbeil», Lexikon für  Theologie und Kirche). He took the cross against the Albigensians in 1209: G.C., vöL 12;  pp. 57-60; M. DAUNOU, «Pierre de Corbeil», Histoire litteraire de la France 17 (1834),  pp. 223-228.MaYy designate». hıs other instruct10ons, the DOPDC
should release the French from oblıgatıon embark al the por of
Apulıa and Sıcıly, but should OW them take shıp wherever they
Cal

ere Was another apse Innocent’s part discuss, ASs ell
bıshop wıth papa cCommissıon Was imposing financıal penaltıes, under
threat of excommunicatıon, the «Jlesser ıle eavıng the
nobles alone. He Was hopıng lıne hIis OW pockets, CGiervase hought,
rather than promote the crusade, but ONMNC COUuU SLOp hım because he
had papa authority. Gervase’s L{WO DPrımary the crusade
preparatıons and pastora duty {O the inferiores, ATC clear in h1s
complaınt, and also in the followıng OIM  @ «Finally», the WTIo
KW ave in France Nan y INenN excommunicated for havıng ollowe
Prince LouIls England». CGervase Was ın touch wıth SOTINC of these
IN LOO «along wıth Man y others, ave relatıons ıth them which
aTr®e nOot wıthout per1l». The suggested that hey be offered
absolution if they fought the Albigensians fOr time equa that
1C they had ın England gaın, he knows theır complaınts

158) SETTON, vol Y 385
159) Girard de Cros (1209-1219), previously archdeacon of ermon' From PETER

VAUX-CERNAY, Historia Albigensis, ed GWUEBIN and LYON, ols (Parıs, 1926-1939),
594, vol Z 285-286, it 15 known that ı1rard took the ın 1245 and AIn

Simon of Montfort in 216 al St. Gılles ıth Bıshop Robert of ermon and e1s
milıtes ei servientes quamplures». See 1so vol Z ols. 63-

160) Albert de Humbert/de Ito Vılları (1207-1218), formerly archdeacon of Parıs. He
took the agaınst the Albigensians in 1209, and went Jerusalem in DW Ibid.,
vol 9’ ols. „ 10

161) Robert Poulain/le Baube (1208-1221) Robert’s electiıon Wäas by papal
elegate. He Was «the poorest of the CanONS, but g00d and sımple He took the

in 1209, and «ad 1d bellum (The Albigensian crusade) profectus est CUu alııs
episcopIs NNO 1212» He attended Lateran ibid., vol 11, ols 59-60

162) John de Faye (1209-1228), took the agaınst the Albigensians, and attended
the councıl of Parıs in 223 ibid., vol 1 C 100

163) 'eier I1 of Corbeıl (1200-1222), formerly aster of eology and of Parıs,
and for one yYCal (1199) bıshop of Cambrai HÖDL, « Petrus Corbeıil», Lexikon für
Theologie und Kirche). He took the agaınst the Albigensians in 209 vol {2:

57-| DAUNOU, «Piıerre de (0) u  11», Histoire litteraire de la France 17 (1834),
223-228
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intimately, and 15 takıng theır part CVCMN agaınst the church n yOUu
should know that, if Man Yy of them do abstaın from entering theır
churches, it 18 because of theır OW fear of God and respect fOr hıs
commandments, rather than because of an y precautions taken Dy theır
prelates». Surely Gervase’s knowledge of the of arge numbers
of non-noble crusaders Was ase IMOTE than hıs personal efforts of
preachıng and fund-raisıng Some informatıon must ave COMEC from
the undadreds of CanonNs of hıs order who WeEeIC acting pastors, and in
whose churches the specıal collects fOr Jerusalem WOIC eing sald.

(jervase Was hımself accused of slackness the Samlec YCaIl (1216), Dy
Archbıshop Sımon of yre TIhe abbot’s Iness Wäas evidently
Ser10us ONC, and had prevented hıs fulfillment of what Sımon clearly
stated 4S CGiervase’s duty «the business fOor 1C yOUu WeEeIC appoımted,
hrough us, by apostolıc authorıty». Sımon addressed ervase 4S h1s
ear friend, and commıserated ıth hım OVCTI h1s ı11 health, but warned
hım that the collections for the crusade WEIC, iın SOIMNC C:  9 notLt CVCIl

egun («vel etiam inchoatum»). 1s interesting ote that Sımon
received report the collections al oyon and Chalons from the
CanNnonNs there*®>): Sımon wanted eiıther ervase himself, ust-

worthy representatiıve («per VICAr10S ad hoc suffıcientes el idoneos»)
M4 these [WO churches and appoınt «prudent and al (men),
above all Ssuspicı1on » OVEISCC the collections. ese agents WeTe

work ıth the counsel of the bıshops, 4S Sımon hımself had one («cum
enım In altis Dioecesibus Episcoporum CONSILLS USL fuerimus»). Gervase
had obvıously been delegated Dy Sımon recruit InNnenNn and ollect

wıth the help of 0Ca bıshops and cler1cs, in these [WO dioceses,
ıle the archbıshop Was operatıng simılar network in others: «Cum

istud negotium In aliis Dioecesibus fere Jam fuerit terminatum,
necessarıum est INn ISELS QUOQUEC Diocesibus, ul infra ensem, vel paulo
DOST, execultion!ı demandetur, S17 fıeri potuerit competenter».

CGervase ave responded by delegatıng the collection ın
Chalons the archdeacon there+°%). ervase addressed hım d

164) HUuGo, Monumenta, C $ 34; RÖHRICHT, 905
165) POWELL, and 20, discussed hat he felt must ave een annual reports

collection and recruıtment. TIhe only evidence he found for the existence of ese reports 15
thıs passagc from Sımon’s letter, and Gervase’s reply (see below).

166) HUGO, Monumenta, C 35 The ıst of archdeacons of Chalons gıven in
G  , vol 9, col 903, E includes the following: «Hugo, post destructam sanctı
Nıcola1 ecclesiam, CanOon1COs quı ın deserviebant transtulıit ad ecclesiam Trinitatis.
Occurıt ab 1NO 190 ad 1271
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personal friend TIhe reported that Sımon had recently told hım,
by letter and hrough h1s chaplaın, that collected 1ın individual
dioceses (and also from those who had taken the ıf there Was

any) Was be kept safely for the archbishop ollect later than
the feast of St Remigı1us. Gervase Wäds$s h1s WaYy Germany, and
therefore unable COINC Chalons hımself. He as the archdeacon

aCct in h1is place, either wıth the help of the bıshop («who belıeve
has rece1ved orders about thıs recently» wıth SOINC other of
hIis chapter. They WeTITC hasten aCct ın thıs busıness of the and
of the DOOTI crusaders («in negotium Crucifixi, el INn Cruce-
signatos>»).

Not only Wäas Sımon travelıng iın France, but he had brought
retinue Ssu1ıtable h1s office, who WeTC qually actıve ın crusade
preparations. Gervase’s AaNSWEI LO Sımon’s rebuke Was full account of
hIs OW management of the collectıon J: The mentioned
Sımon’s chaplaın, who had entrusted (jervase the collection of

paıd In commutatıon of crusadıng VOWS by priests, clerics and
(«sicut InjJunxXit miht dictus Maxgister Gerardus vestra»).

oneyYy Was be collected in each dıaconate, and ın all ıts parıshes.
The Was then be collected from the diocese In 1fs turn, along
wıth etters accountıng for ıt, and deposited in safe place*°®),. CGiervase

have relıed hıs OW. agents, rather than bishops
chapters, actually ollect the ın spıte of what Master Gerard
had proposed: «SICUL InJunNXIt mihiL ordinare CUFAVL: eXxcepto quod
litteras Episcoporum el Capitulorum testimoniales hoc Nec quaesiLVI,
NecC quaesiturum credo: maxXıme CU. quidam Sınt indignantis
naturae, NecC interfuerint personaliter (licet intervenerıt consilium
el ASSENSUS ) dispensationibus faciendis». They WeTC be trusted only ıf
they collected and accounted for the 4S suggested above.

Gervase mentioned the diısruptive CONSCQUCNCECS of Prince Lou1s’
expedition England, and then hIis OW ımmınent ourney (Jer-
Man Yy Then, he lısted the places where the collected in each of
the diıoceses under hıs CaTrec had een put fOor safe-keeping. It Was

evidently Archbıshop Sımon who Was recelve and disburse these

167) HUuGo, Monumenta, C) 36, 34-35
168) Ibid. Cn pecunıa sıngularum Dioecesum in alıquo Relig10so 10C0O deponatur CU:

testimon1alıbus ıtteris collectorum, continentibus quıid, quantium, quıbus person1s
nominatım eft sigıllatım eXpressis receperunt in singulıs Decanatıbus, ın singulıs Parochius
decanatuum sıngulorum ».
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un! oney from the diıocese of oyon went tO the church of St
Bartholomew in oyon (Augustinian), from aon LO St Martın of
AaoNn (Premonstratensian), and fifrom Chalons LO the mMONaSTerY of St
Peter (Benedictine), unless Gervase’s n there, Master I the arch-
deacon of Chalons, should decıde otherwise.

Sometime durıng thıs VCAT, ervase to Honorius L1L, {O poımint
Out NC  S dıffculties OVCT crusade preparatıons 169)_ ÖOnce agaln, papa
elay Was the OCCasıon of problems ın France. Since Innocent’s ea
(1216) and Sıiımon’s departure, there had been legate COMMuUute the
VOWS of those who WOU be of use the expedition, and
regulate, along wıth the nO crusaders. the departure of the AI Y
Gervase had been LO SCC thıs ofhice delegated 1{8 James of Itry,
whose reputatiıon d crusade preacher Wads>s al ıts ca The latter
Was h1ıs WdY Acre, however, where he «viıgorously preache:The Premonstratensians and the Crusader Kingdoms  89  funds. Money from the diocese of Noyon went to the church of St.  Bartholomew in Noyon (Augustinian), from Laon to St. Martin of  Laon (Premonstratensian), and from Chälons to the monastery of St.  Peter (Benedictine), unless Gervase’s agent there, Master I., the arch-  deacon of Chälons, should decide otherwise.  Sometime during this year, Gervase wrote to Honorius III, to point  out new difficulties over crusade preparations!°°). Once again, papal  delay was the occasion of problems in France. Since Innocent’s death  (1216) and Simon’s departure, there had been no legate to commute the  vows of those who would be of no use to the expedition, and to  regulate, along with the noble crusaders, the departure of the army.  Gervase had been eager to see this office delegated to James of Vitry,  whose reputation as a crusade preacher was at its peak17°). The latter  was on his way to Acre, however, where he «vigorously preached ... the  crusade» *71),  Once again, Gervase was defending the interests of non-noble crusa-  ders. He accused the pope of writing only to those of the highest rank.  This category apparently did not include the abbot, who didn’t know  whether these papal letters mentioned «lesser men» («qui adhuc non  minus devote, quam nobiles Crucem gerit»). Gervase proposed to pass  on their complaints to the pope. They were obscure and poor soldiers,  who had taken the cross at the first hint from the leaders of the church,  and had abandoned their own interests in favor of the Holy Land.  These people could not find money, advice or leadership, either among  the great nobles, or among those prelates who had promised them so  much. There was no one to console, instruct, or guarantee them justice,  in spite of the privileges they had thought were promised them.  Moreover, these non-noble crusaders wanted to know what had been  done with money collected in the trunks set up in the churches, and to  the crusading tax of a twentieth levied on the clergy. Hadn’t they been  1°9) HuGo, Monumenta, ep. 4, pp. 6-8; DAUNOU, «Gervais de Chicester», pp- 48-50,  offers a partial French translation.  179) James studied at the University of Paris, took vows as an Augustinian canon at  Oigny in 1211, preached the Albigensian crusade in France and Lotharingia in 1213, and  the Fifth Crusade in 1214-1215. He was consecrated bishop of Acre in 1216, and was with  the crusaders at Damietta 1218-1221. From 1225-1229, he served as auxiliary bishop of  Liege, and 1229 was made cardinal-bishop of Tusculum: J.F. HINNEBUSCH, ed., The  Historia Occidentalis of Jacques de Vitry. A Critical Edition (Fribourg, 1972), pp. 4-7.  171) SETTON, vol. 2, p. 538; KEDAR, p. 126; POWELL, p- 27. All three historians have  seen this as a mission of recruitment and fund-raising for the crusade among the Latins in  Syria.the
crusade» 171).

Once agaın, ervase Was defending the interests ör non-noble Sa-
ders. He accused the DODC of writing only those of the highest rank.
Thıs apparently dıd nol nclude the a  OL, who dıdn’t know
whether these papa etters mentioned «Jlesser («quli UC AON
MINUS devote, qUUAM obiles Crucem gerit»). Gervase propose tO DaSss

theır complaınts the PDPODC They WEIC obscure and DOOT soldıiers,
who had taken the al the first ınt from the eaders of the church,
and had abandoned theır OW interests In favor of the Holy Land
ese people COu. nNOL find advıce leadershıp, eıther
the a nobles, OT IN those prelates who had promısed them
much. ere Was ONec console, instruct, OT guarantee them Justice,
In spıte of the privileges they had thought WeTC promısed them
Moreover, these non-noble crusaders wanted know hat had been
done ıth collected in the trunks sei in the churches, and to
the crusadıng [AX of twentieth levied the clergy Hadn’t they been

169) Huco, Monumenta, C} 4, 6-8; DAUNOU, «(JjervaIıs de Chicester», 48-50,
ofilers d partıal French translatıon

170) James tudıed the University of Parıs, took OWS Augustinian al
Qıgny ın 121 e preache the Albigensian crusade iın France and Lotharınglia in 1213, and
the Crusade In He WdsS consecrated bıshop of Acre ın 1216, and Was ıth
the crusaders al amıeftta From 5-1 he served auxılıary bıshop of
Liege, and 229 Wäds made cardınal-bishop of Tusculum: HINNEBUSCH, ed., The
Historia Occidentalis of Jacques de Ury. C'ritical FEdition (Frıbourg, 47

171) SETTON, vol Z 538; KEDAR, 126; POWELL, All three hiıstori1ans ave
SCCNMH thıs 1ssıon of recruıtment and fund-raising for the crusade the Latıns ın
yrıa
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promıised, in the amec of the Holy Church, that all thıs WOU
be sed defray the of DOOI crusaders? Varıous abuses WEIC

etaıle' Dy the a  OL, 1C WEIC contributing rowıng resentment

agaınst the church, Ssince the had een collected by «Templars,
arc  ı1shops, bıshops, theır ofhcials». Partıicular resentment had been
aroused by certaın «N.», who had een the coordıinator of the
collection in France sometıime (unspecıfed in the as

Honorius’s hesitation Wäas causıng confusıon the nobles, as

ell The duke of urgundy and alter of Avesnes WEeIC petitionıng for
elay in the departure, but had received ANSWeETI from the DODC

Honorıius must answeT SOOMHN (jervase himself had consulted wıth
«quibusdam, qul expediat SCILre creduntur », and suggested that elay be
granted f the DODC WOU not send legate, he cshould establısh ın
each diocese provınce commıissioners who would have four duties.
Fırst, LO guarantee the privileges of crusaders; then, COomMMute the
VOWS of those who COUuU. not fight; ollect all the far paıd
ın from commuted VOWS, the trunks ın indıvidual churchs, and the
lergy’s twentieth; and nınally, in order prevent scandal, distrıbute
the to both crusaders. and those «who they believe 111 be
useful ın promoting thıs business». CGiervase remarked that he knew the
payment of the twentieth LaX, wıthout deduction of ordınary and
eneral Was impossıble for all those clergy who dıd not lıve
fixed

Not only dıd Gervase devise thıs plan, but he immediately sei about
namıng those he telt should be appointed ASs cCommıssıoners. For the
diocese of Reiıms, he suggested the ean and «scholasticus» of
Noyon»*75), «1.», archdeacon of Chalons, and the ean of St Peter,
Laon*“): The archdeacon presumably WOU be the Same INan tO

172) unable find an Yy evidence for «N.», legate in France. Nıcholas de
Romanıs, bıshop of Tusculum (1205-1219) Was legate in England in the
He Was empowered AaITaNsc for funds collected Or the crusade be deposited in
Templar and Hospitaller houses: and CHENEY, The Letters of Pope Innocent
HI (1198-1216), Concerning England and Wales Calendar with Appendix of exts
(Oxford, NO!  n 923, 934, 947, 980 and note, 153-154, [D, 163 ere 15 letter
{irom ervase Nicholas, which oes not deal ıth crusade preparatıons (ep 61) See
Iso UGHELLLI, ed., Italia 9 ols (Venice, 1717-1722), vol l’ 231
ıcholas of Tusculum 15 the only crusade legate «N.» mentioned for thıs per10d by

LUNT, Papal Revenues In the Middle Ages, ols (New York, vol 2
173) vol 9, col 1033, «Johannes de Buchıl, transegıt 208 CU

Hugone majJore de yecourt, tabularıo Ursi-camplı, praeera‘ adhuc NO 1219»
174) Ibid., col 561, Z dam de Courlandon
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whom ervase had wrıtten in DE about the collection in his d1i0cese,
and commended in the letter LO Sımon + />). For the provınce of Sens,
Gervase named Peter of Corbeil*”7°), and the bıshop of Auzxerre. The
latter Was Wılliam de Seignelay (later bıshop of Parıs), «of nOoO
amıly», educate!: ın the church of Auxerre, lected bıshop ın 207 He
led LrOODS nto Narbonne agaınst the Albıgensians 1213, and ounded

Cistercian eYV in 1219-:1220=9) For Rouen, the named the
archbıshop*”®), and the bıshops of Bayeux and Lisieux. The bıshop of
Bayeux Was Robert des Ableges, who went Jerusalem iın 216 ÖT

12417 Was appointed papa Judge elegate ın France ın 1223, and died
in 231 179)_ Jordan du Houmet Wds bishop of Lisieux al He
took the agalinst the Albıgensians in 1208, ounded the a  CYy of
Mons DeIı ondaye, Premonstratensıian) in 1202, took VOWS ASs
Premonstratensian in 1216, and dıed 1ın Palestine In B 1
In Tours, the cCommıssiıoner Was be the bıshop of Le Mans*®1), and
in Bourges, {WO CanNonNs the dean of the cathedral and Master Peter,

of Bourges+*®*), Fınally, for Bordeaux., the suggested ofhlicers
WeTITC the archbishop hımself, and the bıshop of Poitiers. The former
Was Wılliam I1 of Amous (1207-1227), who went to paın in DA
«wıth ManYy fıght the Saracens, wıtnessed charter issued Dy
Sımon of Montfort and Arnold, bıshop of Agen ıIn Z Wdads$s In Acre iın
1221, and ın Rome In 226 The bıshop of Poıitiers from SE untıiıl Z
Was Wıllıam 1  9 who ounded house of Dominıcans in hıs CIty Just
before hıs death*+**).

Of the fourteen suggested Commıssioners, five (Peter of Corbeıl,
Robert Poulain, Wılliam de Seignelay, and Jordan du Houmet) SCCIN to
ave led LrOOPS agaınst the Albıgensians Saracens, three made the
Journey Jerusalem (Robert des Ableges, Jordan du Houmet and
Wıllıam I1 of Amous) and three ounded houses of Cisterclans, Pre-

17 5) HUGo, Monumenta, C 34, 35 (see above).
176) See ote 163, above.
177) vol 12 ols 300-303
17B) See ote 161, above.
179) vol H. ols 366-367
180) Ibid., col 181-183; VAN W AEFELGHEM, Repertoire des SOUFCES Iimprimees el

MmanuscrIits relatives l’Histoire el la iturgie des monasteres de l’Ordre de Premontre
(Brussels, 168-169, 383

181) G vol 14, 394 Mauricus,
182) Ibid., vol Z col HZ the ean Wds$s «Archambaldus», DEr
183) Ibid., cols 821-822, 183
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monstratenslans, Dominicans (  ıllıam de Seignelay, Jordan du
Houmet and Wıllıiıam of Poitiers). TOmM theır CarceCIs, (ijervase’s idea
of trustworthy and admırable prelate arlses. TIhe pıcture 15 reinforced
iın negatıve WaY Dy the abbot’s description of unsuccessful prelate,
the «sımpleton» of letter n0 < He 1S saı1d be g00d, 4S

egards spirıtual edıificatiıon, al choosing brethren A egards PO-
ral advantage, al constructing buıldıngs, NOT 1S he successful in ÖO-
ting the busıness of hIs er in the Roman Cur1a» +84).

ese crıter1a INa y be the only clue the character of the INn

(jervase sent Palestine iın I2 ellınus, of Floreffe Gervase’s
letter introducıng eilinus the patrıarch of Jerusalem 1s important
for the hıstory of the order both in Europe and ın Palestine. Fırst of all,
it PTOVCS that Premonstratensians preache the crusade in the westC.K.Slack  92  monstratensians, or Dominicans (William de Seignelay, Jordan du  Houmet and William IV of Poitiers). From their careers, Gervase’s idea  of a trustworthy and admirable prelate arises. The picture is reinforced  in a negative way by the abbot’s description of an unsuccessful prelate,  the «simpleton» of letter n°. 30. «... He is said to be no good, as  regards spiritual edification, at choosing brethren or as regards tempo-  ral advantage, at constructing buildings, nor is he successful in promo-  ting the business of his Order in the Roman Curia»*®*).  These criteria may be the only clue to the character of the man  Gervase sent to Palestine in 1217, Hellinus, abbot of Floreffe. Gervase’s  letter introducing Hellinus to the patriarch of Jerusalem is important  for the history of the order both in Europe and in Palestine. First of all,  it proves that Premonstratensians preached the crusade in the west: «...  et ut viderent oculi nostri diem, quo eam [the Holy Land] audiremus  Christiano cultui restitutam, studiose prout permiserint negotia nostra,  quae nec differri poterant nec ommitti interposulmus partes nostras;  videlicet aut personaliter disseminando in populis verbum Dei, aut injun-  gendo hoc — ipsum Fratribus Ordinis nostri, quos ad hoc credebamus et  superiores vita, et clariore doctrina»*®>). Hellinus himself had preached  the crusade in France: «qui multos labores in terra sustinuit, ut ad  liberandam haereditatem Domini fidelium mentes et exemplo moveret, et  verbo».  Secondly, Gervase’s letter proves that both St. Habacuc and St.  Samuel, Mountjoy were in the hands of the Moslems in 1216, when  Hellinus and James of Vitry reached Acre. From it, we also know that  St. Samuel was dependent on Premontre, and St. Habacuc on Floreffe.  The latter fact may have some bearing on the early life of Amalric of  Gottesgnaden and Sidon. Then, the letter makes it plain that James of  Vitry had asked the pope to allow Hellinus to accompany him, presu-  mably to assist in preaching to Europeans in the Holy Land, in order to  prepare them for the Fifth Crusade1®°®).  Gervase requested the return of St. Samuel and St. Habacuc, if the  crusade should be successful, and made it clear that Hellinus was to  receive them in the name of the order. The abbot of Floreffe had been  184) Trans. by CHENEY, Texts, p. 251.  185) HuGo, Monumenta, ep. 38, pp. 38-39; RÖHRICHT, no. 906.  186) SETTON, vol. 2, p. 538: «In Syria the crusade was vigorously preached by James of  Vitry, appointed bishop of Acre by the new pope, Honorius III, in order to prepare the  land for the crusade».el ul viderent oculi nostrı diem, QUO ed Ithe Holy Land audiremus
Christiano cultui restitutam, studiose permiserint negot1a nNOSTIra,
QUAE NecCc differri NecC ommutt.ı InterpoSulmus partes nNOSIras ;
videlicet aul personaliter disseminando In populis verbum Del, aut InJun-
gendo hoc IDSUM Fratribus Ordinis nostrI, QUOS ad hoc credebamus el

superiores Vvıta, el clariore doctrina»*®*>). eilnus hımself had preache:
the crusade in France: «qul multos abores In SusStinull, ul ad
liberandam haereditatem OMINL fıdelium enles el xemplo movere(l, el

verbo »}

econdly, CGervase’s letter DTOVCS that both St Habacuc and St
Samuel, ountjoy WEeIC 1in the an: of the Moslems In 1216, when
eillnus and James of ıtry eached Acre. TOomM it: also NOW that
St Samuel Was dependent Premontre, and St Habacuc Floreffe
The latter fact MaYy have SOMINC bearıng the early ıfe of Amalrıic of
Gottesgnaden and on Then, the letter makes ıt plaın that James of
ıtry had as the DODC 118 OW eillnus ACCOMIDANY hım, ur
ma assıst in preachıing kuropeans iın the Holy Land, ın order
PITFCDAaIC them for the Crusade

Gervase requested the return of St Samuel and St Habacuc, ıf the
crusade should be successful, and made ıt clear that eilnus Was

recelve them ın the ame of the order. The of Floreffe had een

184) Irans. Dy CHENEY, exts, 251
185) HUGO, Monumenta, C 38, 38-39; RÖHRICHT, 906
186) SETTON, vol Z 538 «In yrıa the crusade Was vigorously preached by James of

ıtry, appointed bıshop of Acre by the 18 (1  S POPC, Honorius I1, in order Preparc the
and for the crusade».
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g1iven full W {O act for CGiervase ın everythıng pertamıng the order
in yrıa

Unfortunately, eillnus diıed after only [WO in yrıa He 15 not
mentioned, CVCN in James of Vıtry’s descriptions of the Crusade,
and aAaPPCAIS ave died al the Norbertine house Cyprus in
1 1s interesting tO ote that the three COommıssıioners SUuSCS-
ted by (Jervase who traveled LO the Holy Land SCCIMN have SONC in
SA Were they part of James of Vıtry’s party?

Thıs letter, and the etters dealıng ıth the Albıgensian crusade,
1C ave een discussed elsewhere, make it plaın that the Premon-
stratensians consıdered preachıng agaınst heretics and for the crusade
tOo be compatıble ıth the aım of theır Order * ). Gervase’s etters
Innocent LIIL, Sıimon, archbıshop of Iyre and Honorius 111 sShow hOwWw
deeply the order Was involved In carryıng Out papa plans ın Europe.
The hıstory of the house in Acre shows that the CanonNns iın Palestine
WeTC also effective papa agents.

In 1220, ervase WT' {O Frederick IL, askıng hım estore the
houses of Sts Habacuc and Samue!l when the Holy Land Was C-
red*??). Thıs 1S the ast SUurviving petition about these houses. TOom
738 untıl 1278, the Premonstratensians in Outremer possessed only the
house al Acre, and Bellapaıse Cyprus The actıvıties of the CanNnOoNs Al
Acre Can be known NO only through eighteen documents concerning
theır role ASs papa Judges elegate 190).

St Samuel al Acre

In 1235 Pope Gregory delegated dispute between the emplars
and Hospitallers 1{6 the abbots of the Temple of the Lord and St
Samuel, both of whom WeTIC residing, wıth theır CaNnONS, ın AcCre?*).
The ıimportance of the of St Samuel should be estimated first by

187) BACKMUND, Monasticon, vol 1’ pt 2’ 507; RÖHRICHT, ed., Testimonia
MinOora de quinto hello chronicLs occidentalibus excerpsit (Geneva, «Catalogus
bbatum Floreffensium», 14, 22-23, and «Chronique rimee de Floreffe», 19,

25° LEPAIGE, vol 20 520
188) SLACK, dissertation, C1iL
189) HUGO, Monumenta, C 130, LE} RÖHRICHT, 906
190) FOor the charters, SCcCC ote 160, above.
191) RÖHRICHT, 1 B DELAVILLE ROULX, ed.; C artulaire generale de l’ordre

des Hospitaliers de St Jean de Jerusalem (1100-1310), ols (Parıs, 1894-1906), vol 2
490, 2424 AUVRAY, ed.; Les Registres de Gregoire (1227-1241), ols 'arls,

1890-1918), vol Z 2744, ols 149-150
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the fact that Gregory felt he WOU ave enough authority 1n Acre be
efiective, and secondly Dy the choıice of the of the T emplum
Domuiniı ASs the other Judge Thıs latter house Was orıginally estaDlıs
al the Temple of Jerusalem, and the CanNnonNs WeIC ırectly dependant
the patrıarch. They elonge the order of the Holy Sepulchre, and
served «the second most important sacred edıifice in Jerusalem» *?*).
They had before 1187, een respons1Dlie for providıng ONC hundred and
ifty INeN al daImNs, and had held the CIty of Nablus ın feit>">); eır
posıtıon 1in Acre must ave een sullicıently strong ENCOUTALC
Gregory belıeve that of excommunıcatıon, passed by these
[WO abbots the emplars and Hospıtallers, WOU prevent urther
violence between «the L[WO landowners in Syria» *?*).

In May, 1238, Gregory agaın delegated dıspute, thıs time between
the Hospıitallers and the bıshop of Acre, Gerold, patrıarch of
Jerusalem, Peter: archbishop of Iyre, and the of St Samuel1*?).
The dıspute OVCTI due the bıshop had long hıstory, and had
een ettled Dy the legate, elagıus, in 228 Thıs earlıer agreement Was

be enforced Dy the Judges, but they had authorıty change [WO
troublesome artıcles of lt196) In ebruary, 1239, John, of St
Samuel, wıtnessed charter issued by Girard, of Mount Sıon,
along wıth the archbishop of Caesarea, the bıshop of Acre, the prior of
St Catherıine, «and Man Yy others» presumably not important enough

mention 197)_ gaıln, the importance of the other named wıtnesses
en credence the theory that St Samuel had consıderable prestige
St Catherine enjoyed «great veneratiıon both ın the ast and ın the
Westpse®). The monastery dedicated her Sal SUrVIves al Mount
Sınal, and continues be important pılgrımage center Like the

of the Templum Dominl, the priıo0r of St Catherine Wäas forced
reside in Acre. 1S sıgnıficant of theır importance that the wrıter of the

192) DICHTER, The Orders and Churches of Crusader Acre (Israel,
193) Ibid.
194) RILEY-SMITH, The Knights of N John In Jerusalem and ‚VDFuS, 0-17

(London, 443, 450
195) RÖHRICHT, a; DELAVILLE ROULX, Cartulaire, vol Z NO!  7 2199, 2200,

196) For full aCCount of the Causes of the quarrel, SCC RILEY-SMITH, 405-409 On
the legate, SCC DONOVAN, Pelagius and the Fifth Crusade (Phıladelphıia,

197) RÖHRICHT, 1087; STREHLKE, ed., Tabulae OFrdinis Theutonici (Berlın,
86, 68-69, Dr Iso 123

198) DICHTER,
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charter chose these four clerics Out of of wıtnesses, be
represented Dy both Name and tıtle

Öhrıcht, in HIS edıtion of the charters of the kıngdom, nclude:
lıst of clerics ıth hıs SUMMAAaTY of the letter sent Dy the Latın church in
Palestine LO the bıshops of France and England, iın 1 The
patrıarch of Jerusalem, the arc.  ishops of Nazareth and Caesarea, the
bıshops of Acre and 1don, the Vvice-master of the emplars, and
abbots/priors of the Holy Sepulchre, St Samuel, the Mount of Olıves,
T emplum Dominl, Mount Thabor, and Mount Sıon dIC lısted, in that
order, AdS the 1Ssuers of the letter. X and of St Samuel’s», Car

Acre, 18 mentioned iın charter ofl
In 1250, another DODC, Innocent 1  9 chose the of St Samuel d

hı1s sole elegate in attempt {O restore LO the Hospitallers all «tithes.,
castles, villages, pOSSESSIONS, Jurisdıictions and rıghts 16 had een
alıenated ıllegallyThe Premonstratensians and the Crusader Kingdoms  95  charter chose these four clerics out of a group of witnesses, to be  represented by both name and title.  R. Röhricht, in his edition of the charters of the kingdom, included a  list of clerics with his summary of the letter sent by the Latin church in  Palestine to the bishops of France and England, in 12441°9). The  patriarch of Jerusalem, the archbishops of Nazareth and Caesarea, the  bishops of Acre and Sidon, the vice-master of the Templars, and  abbots/priors of the Holy Sepulchre, St. Samuel, the Mount of Olives,  Templum Domini, Mount Thabor, and Mount Sion are listed, in that  order, as the issuers of the letter. «The land of St. Samuel’s», near  Acre, is mentioned in a charter of 12452°°9).  In 1250, another pope, Innocent IV, chose the abbot of St. Samuel as  his sole delegate in an attempt to restore to the Hospitallers all «tithes,  castles, villages, possessions, jurisdictions and rights which had been  alienated illegally ... (in the Holy Land)»?°1). Innocent wrote again to  the abbot of St. Samuel in 1251, this time asking him, along with the  abbot of the Cistercian house of Belmont, Tripoli, and the cantor of the  church of Beirut, to collect information about a dispute then being  heard in Rome between the Hospitallers and the bishop of Tortosa?°2).  A third pope, Alexander IV, asked the bishop of Tiberias and the  abbot of St. Samuel to ensure the transfer of the convent of St. Lazarus  of Bethany, with all of its «rights, privileges immunities and appurte-  nances» to the Hospital in 1256?°3). St. Lazarus’ holdings in Acre were  large, and there was opposition to this donation, notably by the  patriarch of Jerusalem. The latter, as Urban IV, revoked the donation  in 126120%),  In 1256, John of St. Samuel, confirmed, with his seal, the letter of the  199) RÖHRICHT, no. 1127. The list can be found in MATTHEW Parıs, Chronica majora,  ed. H.R. LUARD, 7 vols., Rolls Series, no. 57 (London, 1872-1883), vol. 4, p. 337: «... H.  prior Dominici Sepulchri, abbas Sancti Samuelis, Praemonstratensis ordinis, B. Montis  Oliveti ...», but not in S. PAULI, ed., Codice diplomatico del Sacro militare ordine  Gerosolomitano, oggo di Malta, 2 vols. (Lucca, 1733-1737), vol. 1, no. 43, pp. 321-324,  where the text of the letter is given.  200) RÖHRICHT; no: 1135; PAULL.vol: 1,:no. 217,.pp: 257-258:  201) RıLEY-SMITH, p. 443; RÖHRICHT, no. 1193a; DELAVILLE LE ROULX, Cartulaire,  vol. 2, no. 2542, p. 699; MAYER, «Sankt Samuel», p. 43.  202) RÖHRICHT, nOo. 1197; DELAVILLE LE ROULx, Cartulaire, vol. 2, no. 2553, pp. 704-  705; RıLEY-SMITH, pp. 418-419.  203) Ibid., p. 401; RÖHRICHT, no. 1244; DELAVILLE LE _ ROULx, Cartulaire, vol. 2,  no. 2781, pp. 801-802.  204) RÖHRICHT, nos. 1275-1278, 1305a; PAULI, vol. 1, nos. 135-137, pp. 164-167; DELA-  VILLE LE RouLx, Cartulaire, vol. 3, n. 2993, pp. 11-12; RILEY-SMITH, p. 403.(n the Holy Land)» Innocent agaın
the of St Samuel in 1251 thıs time askıng hım, along wıth the

of the Cistercian house of Belmont, Irıpoli, and the cantor f the
church of Beirut, ollect informatıion about dıispute then eing
ear in Rome between the Hospitallers and the bıshop of JTortosa*°*).

1r DODC, Alexander ] as the bıshop of Tıberias and the
of St Samuel CNSUTEC the transfter of the Convent of St Lazarus

of Bethany, wıth all of ıts «rıghts, priıviıleges immunıitıies and ppurte-
the ospıta In} St Lazarus’ oldıngs iın Acre WeTiTC

arge, and there Was opposıtıon 18 thıs donatıon, notably by the
patrıarch of Jerusalem. The latter, d an 1 evoked the donatıon
in 261 204)'

In 1256, John of St Samuel, confirmed, wıth hıs seal, the letter of the

199) RÖHRICHT, 127 The 1ist Can be found ın MATTHEW PARIS, Chronica MAaJora,
ed LUARD, vols., Rolls Series, 5 / (London, 1872-1883), vol 4, 337 \
prior Domuinıicı Sepulchrıi, as Sanctı Samuelıs, Praemonstratensis Ordınıs, ontiıs
Olıveti 7r but nNnOL ıIn PAULI, ed:;; Codice diplomatico del Sacro mMilitare ordine
Gerosolomitano, OSSO di Malta, ols (Lucca, 1733-1737), vol 19 43, 321-324,
where the text of the letter 1S gıven.

ZOD) RÖHRICHT, 1135 PAULI, vol E 21R 2857258
201) RILEY-SMITH, 443 ; RÖHRICHT, a; DELAVILLE OULX, Cartulaire,

vol Z 2542, 699; MAYER, «Sankt 5Samuel», 43
202) RÖHRICHT, 1197; DELAVILLE ROULX, Cartulaire, vol Z 2553 704-

705; RILEY-SMITH, 418-419
203) Ibid., 401 ; RÖHRICHT, 1244; DELAVILLE ROULX, Cartulaire, vol 2
2781, 801-802

2 04) RÖHRICHT, NOS. 5-12 a; PAULI, vol B 1105 135-137, DELA-
ROULX, Cartulaire, vol 3: 2993, 11-12; RILEY-SMITH, 403



96 C.K.Slack

monks of Mount Thabor Alexander about the transfer of theır
house the Hospıital*®>). Oou 1258, the bıshop of Acre and the
a  OT, John, onfirmed sale of and made the ospıta: iın]

YCaIl later John Was agaın appomnted Dy Alexander I A4aSs part of
Commıssıon Inquıre into the dıspute between the archbıshop of
Nazareth and the ord of aıfa, ONMNC sıde, and the CeYy of osapha

the Other */: Albert, prıor of St Mary of the Latıns., Acre, 1issued
charter John, ıS Samuelis Pr abbate», Master aCcCo
of and papa cler. Master 1ıcholas the NOTLATY, John, scr1ıbe of
the house of Mount Sıon, John of Parıs, and «ManYy other wıtnes-
ses»“*5),

Curlously, there 15 charter, apparently authentic, 1C mentions
house of <St Samuel, Acre» A early d However, there 15
evidence that the charter has een wrongly ate' In fact, ıt belongs LO
the documents {Or the abbots of St Samuel, Acre, 4S papa Judges
elegate between 235 and 263

The confusion has arısen because there WeTIC [WO bıshops of Trıpoli
called Bernar The Adinlec of the rst AaPPCAaIS In three charters
issued between 117 and FT Bernard issued charter ıIn favor of
the ospiıta in Bernard IT’s AdaIinec dDPCAIS charters of the
kıngdom iın 289 and The charter ın question Was apparently
1issued by Bernard ı88 In E: Bernard 11 nNnCclude: the texi of the charter
1ssued by hıs predecessor and namesake**>). Thıs nCcIude': charter
Carrıes the ate 1125: IC led tOo the miıstaken ate for the ole The
general acceptance of the ate for the charter makes ıt worth

205) RÖHRICHT, 1249; PAULI, vol 5 R 148-150; RILEY-SMITH, 413
and

206) RÖHRICHT, ST
207) Ibid., Z 15 from the DODC TIhomas, bishop of Bethlehem and legate,

and the abbots of the oun of Olıves and St Samuel, Aecre. John Was stıl] abbot of the
house In 1263, when the ast known mention of it Wds made.

208) Ibid., KOHLER; «Chartes de l’Abbaye de tre-Dame de la Vallee
de osaphat JTerre-Saıinte (1108-1291)», Revue de "Orient latin (1898) ö0,

188-190
209) RÖHRICHT, 107, and cf. 107 iın hıs supplement; PAULI, vol E 7, B

8} DELAVILLE ROULX, Cartulaire, vol IS 7 '9 69-70; RILEY-SMITH, 404
210) On the bishops of Trıpoli, SCC CAHEN, La yrie du ord l’epoque des croisades

el la principaute franque d’Antioche (Parıs, 321ff; RICHARD, Le comte de
Tripoli SOUS Ia dynastie toulousaine (1102-1187) (Parıs, and Both 1st
Bernard £ LD

111) RÖHRICHT, NO:  7 84, 107, 118, 274 (1117-1127).
212) Ibid., NOsSs 1494, 1496, 505 (1289-1290).
213) DELAVILLE ROULX, Cartulaire, vol l! 7 'g 69-70
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rapı SUFVECY of the ICasSsonNs fOor ınkıng ıt belongs the epiıscopate of
Bernard I1 of Trıpoli rather than Bernard

The rst problem 15 that ın the introduction the ispute charter,
arrangement that had been made by Phılıp, Canftior of Irıpoli, 1S

referred 1(0) The only PCTISON of that ame and ofhice mentioned ın the
charters of the kıngdom Was actıve between A and 759 He issued
charter in favor of the ospıta iın 1257 and Was iıdentified Dy
ONTrIC. 4S magıster of Florence, who had accepte: the ofhce of Canftor
al Trıipoli from Innocent ın 250 In 1259, Phılıp 1issued charter
Jointly wıth Hugh evel, master of the Hospital*1+). In thıs ı1spute
charter, Phılıp’s 15 the only PTODCT Name mentioned iın the 1ıst of partıes

the transactıon. The aster of the ospıta Was also involved, but
Was represented only by what Delavılle le OUulxX hought Wäds$s the letter
«R . The ar  nt Phılıp had eached wıth the ospıta Was
atıfhed ıIn the of three Judges delegate, all unnamed: the
archbıshop of Caesarea, the of St Samuel’s, Acre, and the
archdeacon of Nazareth. Both Delavılle le OulxX and ONrıc supplıe

for these people LO wıth ate of 175
So, the only PCTISONS mentioned who Can be sed ate the charter

aATrec Phılıp the Can({or, and Bernard, the bıshop, of Irıpolı However, the
texfi of the earlıer agreement, included in thıs charter, obviously dates
from the time of Bernard L, d 1t mentions ons of JTournon, bıshop of
Puy 05-1 128), and Raymond, master of the ospıta (1119-1 159)
Carrıes the ate 125 Its IIN AS evidence in the quarrel the
ispute' charter Was issued later Phıilıp, the Can({tor, Was actıve iın the
late 1250’s No other Phılıp, cCantor of Trıpoli, 1s known. oug St
Samuel’s, OountJoy, dıd hold SMa in Acre irom before
1184, the abbots of thıs house dıd notLt act A Judges elegate untıl 235
The of Philıp’s other charters dealıng ıth the ospıital, DE and
1259, correspond wıth the when St Samuel’s abbots acted d
Judges elegate most often

On the basıs of thıs evidence, it 1s suggested that the charter in
question Was 1issued Dy Bernard IL, bıshop of Trıipoli, sometime uriıng
his episcopate, 1C know ( ave nNnCclude the 289 and
290 In h1s charter, Bernard I1 referred quarrel between Phılıp, the
Cantor of Irıpoli, and the Hospıitallers, IC had een ettled by three
Judges elegate, including the of St Samuel's, Acre, sometime in

2 14) RÖHRICHT, NO!  7 and 5
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the 12508 Bernard I1 also included, ın thıs confirmatıon, the full text
of the orıgınal agreement between Bernard of Trıipoli and Raymond,
aster of the ospıital, IC had een issued ın . D

The of St Samuel, Acre, apparently sed the seal of Oount]Joy
irom SA untıl 263 The only description of thıs sea] dates from
charter of 259 The seal ShOws INan standıng, dressed in priest’s
robes, holding the «pastoral stafl» ın hI1s ng hand and book ın hISs
eft Around the edge Was rst C  9 and then the words: K a  CYV
and church of St Samuel of Mountjoy»**>)

The ack of chronicle charter evidence for St Samuel, Acre, after
263 1s problem wıthout solution. ayer suggested that the
destruction of Nazareth in 263 and the attack Acre ın 265 INa y
ave nduced the Norbertines flee Europe**°). They eed nNOLT ave
SONC far The Cisterclans of Belmont and 1n fled from Antıoch {O
theır Cyprus iın 1 ere 1s evidence fOor OT

agaınst the theory that the CaNnOoNs of St Samuel Joıned the house of
Episcopla sometime in the 1260’s

1S clear that Baldwın I1’s orıgınal offer Bernard of C('laırvaux Was

ase mixture of PIELY and desıre fOor western ald, and that the
Norbertines sent Dy Bernard and by Innocent 11 WEeTIC iıntended fill
both needs. TIhe correspondence of John of Brienne wıth Gervase
mplıes the Same m1ıxed desıre for spirıtual and materı1al help (jervase
Wäas able supply both C(jervase’s etters have een argely gnored by
historians of the crusades, eXCcept fOor the {WO wrıtten tO Innocent
881 and Honorıus 111 The etters cshow that the order in Europe,
because of ıts emphasıs preachıing and ıts properties ın the Holy
Land, supported the Crusade Dy DTravcer, publication of the plight
of Outremer, preaching, recruıtment and fund-ralisıng Charters of the
kıngdom the Norbertines ın Acre have een papa agents and
mediators from 235 untıl 263 The Premonstratensians in Palestine,
hrough theır European houses and t1es the PapaCY, WeTiTEC able

215) RÖHRICHT, LE3 DELAVILLE ROULX, Cartulaire, vol Z 2925, 875-
876 PAULI, vol 1: 138 164 \ R mago ad simılıtudiınem hominıs stantıs,
indumentis sacerdotalıbus vestit1, habentis ın INanu dextera baculum pastoralem, in
sinıstra eTO quası lıbrum. In CU1uUS ciırconferentia prımo erat CIUX, deinde ales ıttere
abbatıs ecclesıie samwuelI1s onte Gaudı1».

216) MAYER, «Sankt Samuel», 43
117) RICHARD, «L’Abbaye cistercıienne de Jubin ei le prieure Saılınt-Blaıise de

Nıcosie», ‚peteris (1969-1970),
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ofier sıgnıfıcant milıtary and financıal a1d the crusadıng effort, and
therefore the kıngdom of Jerusalem.

Episcopıia/Bellapaıse
The Norbertine ın Greece ave een restricted

few houses, about 47867 lıttle 1s known that theır VEeI Y existence 18
dubio0us*?8),. The exception the rule 15 Episcopia, Bellapaıise,
Cyprus TIhe magnıficent bulldıngs donated and embellıshed by
SUCCESSION of 1ngs, the exasperated complaınts of the ePISCOPACY about
dısobedien abbots, and monumental quarrel wıth the Cypriot Tec
TCtNOdOX Church, all estify 1{0 the ıimportance of thıs Premonstraten-
sıian eYy the hıstory of the iısland Iwo Canons of Bellapaıse ATC

known ave made significant contributions the history of Outre-
DT. Hugh of Fagıano, archbıshop of Nıcos1i1a 3-1  C} and ayto
of orh1gos, author of La Tor des Estoires de la Terre d’Orient*+*?),

The rulns of Bellapaise ATIC ocated <on the northern slope of the
Kyrenun 917208 the modern village of Kazaphanı»“*°). ere have
een conjectures about the ate and CIrcumstances of the
foundatıon of the house*?1), The only evidence be letter of
232 from Gregory {O the OL; and the rulns of the eY,
of ) 8r ATC saıd to ate from the early thırteenth CeHtULYV < Gregory

WTroftfe the and CONvent of « EpLiSCOpLa», Nallc 16 Wäas

replace: DYy the French ıth « Notre-Dame de la Paix», later corrupted
nto the Venetlian « Lapaise», « Delapaise», Bellapaıse ***). The DODC
egan by sayıng that he had his informatıon about the Dr10TrYy from the
archbishop of Nıcosı1ia, who laımed the obedience of the Canons

regoOrYy’s recapıtulation of the convent’s hıstory 15
< quod monasterium IDSUmM quibusdam fratribus ihidem sub regula

218) BACKMUND, Monasticon, vol $ pt Z 501-506
219) MAs LATRIE, «Hıstoire des archeveques latıns de ıle de Chypre», Archives

de "Orient latin (1884) 229-243; HILL, vol Z 226
220) HACKETT, History of the Orthodox Church INn Cyprus (London,
221) They WEIC discussed by BACKMUND, Monasticon, vol E pt Z 501-502 and ın

hıs artıcle, «Delapaıs», Dictionnaire d’Histoire el de Geographie ecclesiastiques.
222) MAs LATRIE, Histoiure de l’ile de Chypre SOUS le regne des princes de la MAaLSON

de Lusignan, ols arls, 1852-18061), vol 3, 632; ENLART, L’Art gothique el Ia
Fenalssance Chypre, ols (Parıs, vol L, 202-236. for desceription of the
rulns.

223) BACKMUND, « Delapaıs». The texti of the letter Can be OUnN! ın MAs LATRIE,
HistoireThe Premonstratensians and the Crusader Kingdoms  99  offer significant military and financial aid to the crusading effort, and  therefore to the kingdom of Jerusalem.  Episcopia/Bellapaise  The Norbertine presence in Greece seems to have been restricted to a  few houses, about which so little is known that their very existence is  dubious?!8®). The exception to the rule is Episcopia, or Bellapaise, on  Cyprus. The magnificent buildings donated and embellished by a  succession of kings, the exasperated complaints of the episcopacy about  disobedient abbots, and a monumental quarrel with the Cypriot Greek  Orthodox Church, all testify to the importance of this Premonstraten-  sian abbey to the history of the island. Two canons of Bellapaise are  known to have made significant contributions to the history of Outre-  mer: Hugh of Fagiano, archbishop of Nicosia c. 1253-1268, and Hayto  of Gorhigos, author of La Flor des Estoires de la Terre d’Orient???9).  The ruins of Bellapaise are located «on the northern slope of the  Kyrenian range near the modern village of Kazaphani»?2?2°). There have  been numerous conjectures about the date and circumstances of the  foundation of the house??1). The only evidence seems to be a letter of  1232 from Gregory IX to the abbot; and the ruins of the abbey, parts  of which are said to date from the early thirteenth century???). Gregory  IX wrote to the abbot and convent of « Episcopia», a name which was  replaced by the French with « Notre-Dame de la Paix», later corrupted  into the Venetian « Lapaise», «Delapaise», or Bellapaise???3). The pope  began by saying that he had his information about the priory from the  archbishop of Nicosia, who claimed the obedience of the canons.  Gregory’s recapitulation of the convent’s history is vague:  «... quod monasterium ipsum quibusdam fratribus ibidem sub regula  218) BACKMUND, Monasticon, vol. 1, pt. 2, pp. 5S01-506.  219) L. DE MaAs LATRIE, «Histoire des archev&ques latins de l’le de Chypre», Archives  de l’Orient latin 2 (1884), pp. 229-243; HıLL, vol. 2, p. 226.  220) J. HACKETT, A History of the Orthodox Church in Cyprus (London, 1901), p. 611.  221) They were discussed by BACKMUND, Monasticon, vol. 1, pt. 2, pp. 501-502; and in  his article, «Delapais», Dictionnaire d’Histoire et de Geographie ecclesiastiques.  222) L. DE Mas LATrIEe, Histoire de l’ile de Chypre sous le regne des princes de la maison  de Lusignan, 3 vols. (Paris, 1852-1861), vol. 3, p. 632; C. ENLART, L’Art gothique et la  renaissance en Chypre, 2 vols. (Paris, 1899), vol. 1, pp. 202-236, for a description of the  ruins.  223) BACKMUND, «Delapais». The text of the letter can be found in MAS LATRIE,  Histoire ... Lusignan, vol. 3, p. 632.Lusignan, vol 3, 632
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heati Augustini degentibus ab inclite recordationis FeEse Jerosolimytano
pla fuerat liberalite CONCESSUH , pDOost modum, fratres eiusdem [oci, de
ASSeNsu bone mMmemorıie archiepiscopi Nicosiensis, loci diocesanl, Pre-
MONSTIracensem S  nl ordinem el ACLeEeNUS In OmnIiDus observant,
dumtaxat eXcepto quod nondum incorporati fuerant ordini In
visitationibus, correctionibus, el aliis QUE dem Oordo LANquam
membDris SULS impendere CONSueYVIL ; e

The est account of the early hiıstory of the Dr10TY, Dy Hackett.
and the notices Dy ackmund, all SCCIN 18 be a4ase‘ hıs letter, A

it Wds>$ edıted and annotated Dy de Mas Latrıe In ] Mas
Latrıe’s conclusıons WCIC necessarıly conjectural, g1ven the paucıty of
the evıdence. Seesselberg’s remarks the abbey’s archıtecture ATIc

valuable, but hıs short hıstory of Bellapaıse 1S nof rehable+*?): Back-
mund ollowe Mas Latrıe In asserting that the ounder of the a  CV
Was Amaury of Lusıgnan (1194-1208)**°). Given the evidence of the
rulns, combıned ıth the phrase «ab inclite recordationis reESEC Jerosoli-
9 thıs assumption 1S reasonable, and 15 supported Dy what
Hackett Was able find Ouft about the archbıshop of Nıcosıa, «1 ».
The SCC of 1C0s1a Was vacant 28 January, 1206; but there Wds$s

NC  S archbıshop by August, 207 Also, the obıtuary of Notre-Dame
al Parıs lısts the ea of archbıshop of Nıcosıa, Thierry, ASs

Occurrıng before 213 charter of 30 December, 121 E mentions NC  S

archbıshop of Nıcosıa, Durand*?*”),. Theref{fore, 1t reasonable
AdSSUumMme that the monasterYy Was ounded SOMNMNEC before the admınıs-
ratıon of Archbıshop Thierry (1207-1222), when the CaNOoNs WeIC

placed under modıfled Premonstratensian rule.
AaCKmMuUun: has suggested that the orıgınal Latın foundatıon al ella-

paıse Was intended A refuge fOr Austın Canons fleeing Palestine
between 187 and 198 . OS LANquam prioratus mMmodicus DrOoO CANONICLS
Sti Augustini Forsitan « CANONILCLS empli» Hierosolymis fugiti-
VLS CDE, ere ATC {WO problems wıth thıs hypothesıs. First, the

224) HACKETT, 6E1; BACKMUND, Monastıicon, vol l! pt. 2! 501-502; IDEM,
«Delapaıs».

225) SEESSELBERG, Das Praemonstratenserkloster Delapais auf der insel Cypern
(Berlın, 40-57; and SCcCC Hıll’s discussion of the problems ıth Seesselberg’s
accoun(i(, vol Z 26,

225) MAS LATRIE, Histoire100  C.K.Slack  beati Augustini degentibus ab inclite recordationis rege Jerosolimytano  pia fuerat liberalite concessum; ac post modum, fratres eiusdem loci, de  assensu bone memorie T. archiepiscopi Nicosiensis, loci diocesani, Pre-  monstracensem susceperant ordinem et actenus in omnibus observant, eo  dumtaxat excepto quod nondum incorporati fuerant ordini memorato in  visitationibus, correctionibus, et aliis que idem ordo tanquam caput  membris suis impendere consuevit; ...»  The best account of the early history of the priory, by J. Hackett,  and the notices by N. Backmund, all seem to be based on this letter, as  it was edited and annotated by L. de Mas Latrie in 18522?2*), Mas  Latrie’s conclusions were necessarily conjectural, given the paucity of  the evidence. P. Seesselberg’s remarks on the abbey’s architecture are  valuable, but his short history of Bellapaise is not reliable?2?°). Back-  mund followed Mas Latrie in asserting that the founder of the abbey  was Amaury of Lusignan (1194-1208)22°). Given the evidence of the  ruins, combined with the phrase «ab inclite recordationis rege Jerosoli-  mytano», this assumption is reasonable, and is supported by what  Hackett was able to find out about the archbishop of Nicosia, «T».  The see of Nicosia was vacant on 28 January, 1206; but there was a  new archbishop by 5 August, 1207. Also, the obituary of Notre-Dame  at Paris lists the death of an archbishop of Nicosia, Thierry, as  occurring before 1213, A charter of 30 December, 1211, mentions a new  archbishop of Nicosia, Durand??”7), Therefore, it seems reasonable to  assume that the monastery was founded some years before the adminis-  tration of Archbishop Thierry (1207-1222), when the canons were  placed under a modified Premonstratensian rule.  Backmund has suggested that the original Latin foundation at Bella-  paise was intended as a refuge for Austin canons fleeing Palestine  between 1187 and 1198: «... tanquam prioratus modicus pro canonicis  Sti. Augustini — Forsitan «canonicis Templi» — ex Hierosolymis fugiti-  Vis ...»?28). There are two problems with this hypothesis. First, the  224) HACKETT, p. 611; BACKMUND, Monasticon, vol. 1, pt. 2, pp. 501-502; IDEM,  «Delapais».  225) W.F. SEESSELBERG, Das Praemonstratenserkloster Delapais auf der insel Cypern  (Berlin, 1901), pp. 40-57; and see Hill’s discussion of the problems with Seesselberg’s  account, vol. 2, p. 26, n. 3.  226) MaAs LATRIE, Histoire ... Lusignan, vol. 3, p. 632, n. 3; BACKMUND, Monasticon,  vol. 1, pt. 2, p. 502, and «Delapais».  227) HACKETT, pp. 537-538.  228) BACKMUND, Monasticon, vol. 1, pt. 2, p. 502.Lusignan, vol 3! 632, 3’ BACKMUND, Monasticon,
vol 17 pL 21 502, and «Delapaıs».

227) HACKETT, 537-538
228) BACKMUND, Monasticon, vol S pt Z 502
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timıng 15 ıf ıt Wäds Amaury of Lusıgnan who ounded the eYy
Then, thıs eOTY be ase mısunderstandıng of the
background of the CanNnoNs of the JTemple. In hıis note the
quoted above, acCKmun: characterize: them d branch of the egular
CanNnlonNns ctually, the CanNnonNs of the Temple WeTe ırectly dependent
the patrıarch of Jerusalem, havıng been orme ASs secular Dr10Try Dy
Godfrey of Oulllon (1099-1100), and converted the Augustinıan
rule Dy 142 The T emplum Domini Was ONC of of priories of
regulars dependent what became the order of the Holy Sepulchre.
The order of the Sepulchre had extensive pPOSSESSIONS In the Holy Land
and 1ın the West;: the CaNonNs of the Temple aAIc known ave possessed
houses iın Acre and Cyprus before 1 It WOU ave made
INOTE fOr them ave offered refuge the Premonstratensians

Cyprus We NOW that CanNnonNs of the Templum Domini and of the
Premonstratensian order had houses in Acre after 187 ere
1S evidence for Norbertine 1n Cyprus al thıs time. Gervase
of Premontre, wrıting John of Brienne 1210, saı1d that the CanNnonNs
In the Holy Land WOIC «scattered», and mplıed that SOTINC had abando-
ned theır vows*>°9), oug ervase everal etters between
210 and 219 mentioning the lost houses of Sts Habacuc and Samuel,
and the 11C  S establıshment al Acre, he referred Norbertine
pOSsSESSIONS Cyprus**):

In an Yy CasC, Gregory letter of PEI DIOVCS that Bellapaıse had
een ın existence for SOMMEC by then, and had become important
enough be SOUTCE of irrıtatiıon tO the archbıshop of 1COs1a. ere
1S charter issued by the of the Temple iın 1233, wıtnessed by
«John, priıor of Lapaıs»*>*). Another letter from Gregory the
abbey, of F3 that the CanOoNs reinforce demand for reform
sent by the DODC the kıng and of Cyprus ( Quocirca
MONemMus dictos M e1 reginam ad id mMoneatıs attentius
inducere procuratis»“*>),.

229) On the Temple, SCC SCHEIN, « Between Ooun Morıah an: the Holy Sepulchre:
The Changıing Tradıtions of the JTemple oun In the Central ıddle Ages», Tradıitio 40
(1984), 181 and

230) Huco, Monumenta, C 84, 76-77
231) Ibid., 1-124, for Gervase’s etters.
232) LA MONTE, «A Regıister of the Cartulary of the Cathedral of anta Sophıa of

Nıcosia», Byzantion (1929-1930), ST 459
233) MAs LATRIE, Histoire Lusignan, vol 3 641-642, and The pope’s

complaınt Was that the knights of Cyprus, followıng roya example, dıd not DaY tıthes
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If Mas Latrıe’s datıng of thıs letter 18 cCorrecli, the eYV must ave
obeyed regory’'s commands of AA Certamly, by 1246, Bellapaıse
Wäas closely assoclated wıth ustorge d’Auvergne, archbishop of NI1co-
s1a s 6 { ere 15 charter of 1246, recordıng the testament of
oger the Norman, who donated fragment of the irue the
abbey***). oger eft the relıc and 600 besants in the an of the
archbıishop, who Was decıde where annual DTAayCIS for the knıght and
hıs wıfe should be sald: al the dependant Dr10ry al Paphos, else-
where. Ihıs charter 1S the only evidence 1Cc SUrVIives for the house al

Paphos. Eustorge 1s referred to AS the diocesan and ordınary of the
a  eVy

Hugh of Pısa, of Bellapaıise, replace ustorge A archbishop
of Nıcosıa. Privileges ranted Eustorge 4S archbishop DYy Innocent
WeTC issued ın 1245, and renewed in 1249, 250 and Ihe ast
[WO confirmations, of 23 December, 1250, and S December. 1251 WeTIC

addressed the of Bellapaıise, who Wds expecte actıvely
support Eustorge and SCC that hıs authorıty Was recognized 1ın the
diocese “ ?0). The ex1istence of thıs ast confirmatıion, of 1251 1$ CUr10us
in 1g of the chronicler Amadı''s assertion that Eustorge, archbishop
of Nıcosıa, dıed in Damıietta 28 prıil, Hugh rst ADPCAIS
4S archbishop in document of

Mas Latrıe’s artıcle Hugh’s ıfe 15 4aSe: notice DYy «Matte1»
ın emorie istoriche di DIU uWOoMINL illustre pisani*>?), Accordıng tO
Matteı, the archbishop Was orn In the village of Fagıano, Carl Pısa, al
the end of the welfth Century. In spıte of the DOVerLYy of h1is famıly, he
Wdads educated al the unıversity of Bologna, and served 4AS advocate al
the of Rome 234 Sometime after thıs he Was made priıor of

and dısregarde: the interdicts of, the church; arrıed wıthın the prohıbited degrees; and
employe: Syrıan Tee bauıllıs, who WEeIC hostıle the church, nstead of Latıns

234) Ibid.,
235) HACKETT, 476-477
236) MASsS LATRIE, Hiıstoire102  C.K.Slack  If Mas Latrie’s dating of this letter is correct, the abbey must have  obeyed Gregory’s commands of 1232. Certainly, by 1246, Bellapaise  was closely associated with Eustorge d’Auvergne, archbishop of Nico-  sia 1217-1250. There is a charter of 1246, recording the testament of  Roger the Norman, who donated a fragment of the true cross to the  abbey?34). Roger left the relic and 600 besants in the hands of the  archbishop, who was to decide where annual prayers for the knight and  his wife should be said: at the dependant priory at Paphos, or else-  where. This charter is the only evidence which survives for the house at  Paphos. Eustorge is referred to as the diocesan and ordinary of the  abbey.  Hugh of Pisa, a canon of Bellapaise, replaced Eustorge as archbishop  of Nicosia. Privileges granted to Eustorge as archbishop by Innocent IV  were issued in 1245, and renewed in 1249, 1250 and 1251?°>). The last  two confirmations, of 23 December, 1250, and 22 December, 1251, were  addressed to the abbot of Bellapaise, who was expected to actively  support Eustorge and see that his authority was recognized in the  diocese?3°). The existence of this last confirmation, of 1251, is curious  in light of the chronicler Amadi’s assertion that Eustorge, archbishop  of Nicosia, died in Damietta on 28 April, 1250?37). Hugh first appears  as archbishop in a document of 1253238).  Mas Latrie’s article on Hugh’s life is based on a notice by «Mattei»  in Memorie istoriche di piu uomini illustre pisani?*®?). According to  Mattei, the archbishop was born in the village of Fagiano, near Pisa, at  the end of the twelfth century. In spite of the poverty of his family, he  was educated at the university of Bologna, and served as an advocate at  the court of Rome c. 1234. Sometime after this he was made prior of  and disregarded the interdicts of, the church; married within the prohibited degrees; and  employed Syrian or Greek baillis, who were hostile to the church, instead of Latins.  234) Jbid., p. 646.  235) HACKETT, pp. 476-477.  236) MaAs LATRIE, Histoire ... Lusignan, vol. 3, p. 645, and n. 2.  237) R. DE Mas LATRIE, ed., Chroniques d’Amadi et de Strambaldi, 2 vols. (Paris, 1891-  1893), vol. 1, p. 200, an. 1250; HııL, vol. 3, p. 1055, n. 2.  238) See the discussion of these documents in MAs LATRIE, «Histoire des archeve-  ques», pp. 231-233. The problem of the date of Hugh’s election appears to be insoluble.  Given the death of Eustorge in 1250, and a letter which apparently accompanied the  pallium sent in 1251, it would appear that the papal letter of 1251 to the abbot of  Bellapaise is incorrectly dated.  239) This work was published (and is available only) in Pisa, in 4 volumes, in 1792. I  have not seen it.Lusignan, vol 3, 645, and
237) MASsS LATRIE, ed;; Chroniques d’Amadı el de Strambaldi, ols (Parıs, 891-

vol 17 200, 1250; HILL, vol 3! 1055,
238) See the discussion of these documents In MAs LATRIE, «Hıstoire des archeve-

QUCS», 231-233 The problem of the date of Hugh’s election AaDDCAaIS be insoluble
Given the death of ustorge in 1250, and letter 1C| apparently accompanıed the
pallıum sent in 1251 it WOU. aPpPCAaT that the papa letter of DA the abbot of
Bellapaise 15 ıncorrectly ate'

239) hıs work Was publıshed (and IS avaılable only) in Pısa, in volumes, in 792
ave nof SC it
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the metropolıtan chapter of Rouen“**), Durıng the VACallCcYy of the SCC,
in 124 7, Hugh rece1ved the of Bec al Rouen, and reportedly
conducted search for g00d sıngers for the choır. Hugh instıtuted
rent of 20 SOUS be paıd the clerics of the cho1ır of the cathedral
that they WOU celebrate annual INass for hım the fifth of
January*“*4). Matte!1ı 15 the SOUTCEC of the suggestion that Hugh traveled

Cyprus ıth St Lou1s’ AaIINVY, and took h1s VOWS al Bellapaıse.
SCITIHNON of Frederic Visconti, archbıshop of 1sa and Hugh’s patron,
SUrVIVeES, ın 1C Frederic sald : «Cupiens perfectus eCSSE, vendidit OMNLA
el pauperibus, ul nudus Christum nudum Sequeretur , Intravıt IN
religionem ordinis Beatı Augustini, GQUAE Vocalur EpDLSCODILA, In insula
Cypri»***).

Hugh Was passıonately opposed the continued tolerance of the
TrTee TtNOdOX church Cyprus, and partıcularly objecte the
election of Tee arc  ı1shops. apa opınıon thıs 1Ssue Auctuated,
ıle the roya polıcy have een ase desıre concılıate
the Cypriots and avO1d payıng tıthes the Latın church 243). ccordıng
the chronicle of madı, Hugh put the island under interdict SOON after
his election, and eft fOr JTuscany, returnıng after the ea of enry
(18 January, 1253)472) The archbishop emande that TtHNOdOX elle-
VeISs in h1s diocese obey reformıng C Hugh hımself had
devısed, and 16 he read al councıl of

In 3-1 three documents WeTITC 1issued 16 sShow Hugh OPDO-
sIng the regular church in hıs diocese. In 253 Hugh, backed Dy Odo,
bishop of Tusculum and apostolıc legate, ordered attendence al Santa
Sophıa rather than at prıvate chapels 0)8 CV churches. Thıs decree
Was expressly supported Dy Innocent the followıing VeEar 2 In
1254, Hugh emande: that and sold Dy the Friars Mınor of Nıcos1ia
(contrary the rule of theır order) the Cistercians be returned the
archbıshop**”). er documents sShow Hugh vigorously fulfillıng hıs
duties ASs archbıshop hrough 261 1S probable that he Decem-

240) MASsSs LATRIE, « Hıstoire des archeveques», 229, ase!ı atteı
241) Ibid., 230; vol UL col 232; BOUQUET, vol Z3 358B and 454F
242) MAs LATRIE, « Hıstoire des archeveques», 230-231
243) MASsS LATRIE, HistoireThe Premonstratensians and the Crusader Kingdoms  103  the metropolitan chapter of Rouen?*°). During the vacancy of the see,  in 1247, Hugh received the abbot of Bec at Rouen, and reportedly  conducted a search for good singers for the choir. Hugh instituted a  rent of 20 sous to be paid to the clerics of the choir of the cathedral so  that they would celebrate an annual mass for him on the fifth of  January?*!). Mattei is the source of the suggestion that Hugh traveled  to Cyprus with St. Louis’ army, and took his vows at Bellapaise. A  sermon of Frederic Visconti, archbishop of Pisa and Hugh’s patron,  survives, in which Frederic said: «Cupiens perfectus esse, vendidit omnia  et dedit pauperibus, ut nudus Christum nudum sequeretur; intravit in  religionem ordinis Beati Augustini, quae vocatur Episcopia, in insula  Cypri»?*?2).  Hugh was passionately opposed to the continued tolerance of the  Greek Orthodox church on Cyprus, and particularly objected to the  election of Greek archbishops. Papal opinion on this issue fluctuated,  while the royal policy seems to have been based on a desire to conciliate  the Cypriots and avoid paying tithes to the Latin church?*?). According to  the chronicle of Amadi, Hugh put the island under interdict soon after  his election, and left for Tuscany, returning after the death of Henry I  (18 January, 1253)2**). The archbishop demanded that Orthodox belie-  vers in his diocese obey reforming statutes which Hugh himself had  devised, and which he read at a council of 12532*5),  In 1253-1254 three documents were issued which show Hugh oppo-  sing the regular church in his diocese. In 1253, Hugh, backed by Odo,  bishop of Tusculum and apostolic legate, ordered attendence at Santa  Sophia rather than at private chapels or abbey churches. This decree  was expressly supported by Innocent IV the following year?*®). In  1254, Hugh demanded that land sold by the Friars Minor of Nicosia  (contrary to the rule of their order) to the Cistercians be returned to the  archbishop?**”). Other documents show Hugh vigorously fulfilling his  duties as archbishop through 1261. It is probable that he spent Decem-  240) Mas LATRIE, «Histoire des archeve&ques», p. 229, based on Mattei.  241) JZbid., p. 230; G.C., vol. 11, col. 232; BOUQUET, vol. 23, pp. 358B and n. 6, 454F.  242) MAs LATRIE, «Histoire des archeve&ques», pp. 230-231.  243) Mas LATrIıEe, Histoire ... Lusignan, vol. 3, pp. 641-642; HACKETT, pp. 112-115.  244) Mas LATRIE, Amadi, p. 202, an. 1253; IpDEM, Histoire ... Lusignan, vol. 1, p. 364.  245) MaAs LATRIE, «Histoire des archeveques», p. 233; HACKETT, p. 112.  246) See Mansı, Concilia, vol. 26, pp. 318-319; and LA MONTEe, no. 102, p. 478.  247) Ibid., no. 80, p. 472; MAas LATrIEe, Histoire ... Lusignan, vol. 3, p. 651.Lusignan, vol 3 ACKETT, K
244) MASsS LATRIE, Amadlı, 202, 253 IDEM, HistoireThe Premonstratensians and the Crusader Kingdoms  103  the metropolitan chapter of Rouen?*°). During the vacancy of the see,  in 1247, Hugh received the abbot of Bec at Rouen, and reportedly  conducted a search for good singers for the choir. Hugh instituted a  rent of 20 sous to be paid to the clerics of the choir of the cathedral so  that they would celebrate an annual mass for him on the fifth of  January?*!). Mattei is the source of the suggestion that Hugh traveled  to Cyprus with St. Louis’ army, and took his vows at Bellapaise. A  sermon of Frederic Visconti, archbishop of Pisa and Hugh’s patron,  survives, in which Frederic said: «Cupiens perfectus esse, vendidit omnia  et dedit pauperibus, ut nudus Christum nudum sequeretur; intravit in  religionem ordinis Beati Augustini, quae vocatur Episcopia, in insula  Cypri»?*?2).  Hugh was passionately opposed to the continued tolerance of the  Greek Orthodox church on Cyprus, and particularly objected to the  election of Greek archbishops. Papal opinion on this issue fluctuated,  while the royal policy seems to have been based on a desire to conciliate  the Cypriots and avoid paying tithes to the Latin church?*?). According to  the chronicle of Amadi, Hugh put the island under interdict soon after  his election, and left for Tuscany, returning after the death of Henry I  (18 January, 1253)2**). The archbishop demanded that Orthodox belie-  vers in his diocese obey reforming statutes which Hugh himself had  devised, and which he read at a council of 12532*5),  In 1253-1254 three documents were issued which show Hugh oppo-  sing the regular church in his diocese. In 1253, Hugh, backed by Odo,  bishop of Tusculum and apostolic legate, ordered attendence at Santa  Sophia rather than at private chapels or abbey churches. This decree  was expressly supported by Innocent IV the following year?*®). In  1254, Hugh demanded that land sold by the Friars Minor of Nicosia  (contrary to the rule of their order) to the Cistercians be returned to the  archbishop?**”). Other documents show Hugh vigorously fulfilling his  duties as archbishop through 1261. It is probable that he spent Decem-  240) Mas LATRIE, «Histoire des archeve&ques», p. 229, based on Mattei.  241) JZbid., p. 230; G.C., vol. 11, col. 232; BOUQUET, vol. 23, pp. 358B and n. 6, 454F.  242) MAs LATRIE, «Histoire des archeve&ques», pp. 230-231.  243) Mas LATrIıEe, Histoire ... Lusignan, vol. 3, pp. 641-642; HACKETT, pp. 112-115.  244) Mas LATRIE, Amadi, p. 202, an. 1253; IpDEM, Histoire ... Lusignan, vol. 1, p. 364.  245) MaAs LATRIE, «Histoire des archeveques», p. 233; HACKETT, p. 112.  246) See Mansı, Concilia, vol. 26, pp. 318-319; and LA MONTEe, no. 102, p. 478.  247) Ibid., no. 80, p. 472; MAas LATrIEe, Histoire ... Lusignan, vol. 3, p. 651.Lusignan, vol L,
145) MASs LATRIE, « Hıstoire des archeveques», 233 HACKETT, E
146) See MANSI, Concilia, vol 26, 318-319; and LA MONTE, 102 478
247) Ibid., 80, 472:; MASsS LATRIE, HistoireThe Premonstratensians and the Crusader Kingdoms  103  the metropolitan chapter of Rouen?*°). During the vacancy of the see,  in 1247, Hugh received the abbot of Bec at Rouen, and reportedly  conducted a search for good singers for the choir. Hugh instituted a  rent of 20 sous to be paid to the clerics of the choir of the cathedral so  that they would celebrate an annual mass for him on the fifth of  January?*!). Mattei is the source of the suggestion that Hugh traveled  to Cyprus with St. Louis’ army, and took his vows at Bellapaise. A  sermon of Frederic Visconti, archbishop of Pisa and Hugh’s patron,  survives, in which Frederic said: «Cupiens perfectus esse, vendidit omnia  et dedit pauperibus, ut nudus Christum nudum sequeretur; intravit in  religionem ordinis Beati Augustini, quae vocatur Episcopia, in insula  Cypri»?*?2).  Hugh was passionately opposed to the continued tolerance of the  Greek Orthodox church on Cyprus, and particularly objected to the  election of Greek archbishops. Papal opinion on this issue fluctuated,  while the royal policy seems to have been based on a desire to conciliate  the Cypriots and avoid paying tithes to the Latin church?*?). According to  the chronicle of Amadi, Hugh put the island under interdict soon after  his election, and left for Tuscany, returning after the death of Henry I  (18 January, 1253)2**). The archbishop demanded that Orthodox belie-  vers in his diocese obey reforming statutes which Hugh himself had  devised, and which he read at a council of 12532*5),  In 1253-1254 three documents were issued which show Hugh oppo-  sing the regular church in his diocese. In 1253, Hugh, backed by Odo,  bishop of Tusculum and apostolic legate, ordered attendence at Santa  Sophia rather than at private chapels or abbey churches. This decree  was expressly supported by Innocent IV the following year?*®). In  1254, Hugh demanded that land sold by the Friars Minor of Nicosia  (contrary to the rule of their order) to the Cistercians be returned to the  archbishop?**”). Other documents show Hugh vigorously fulfilling his  duties as archbishop through 1261. It is probable that he spent Decem-  240) Mas LATRIE, «Histoire des archeve&ques», p. 229, based on Mattei.  241) JZbid., p. 230; G.C., vol. 11, col. 232; BOUQUET, vol. 23, pp. 358B and n. 6, 454F.  242) MAs LATRIE, «Histoire des archeve&ques», pp. 230-231.  243) Mas LATrIıEe, Histoire ... Lusignan, vol. 3, pp. 641-642; HACKETT, pp. 112-115.  244) Mas LATRIE, Amadi, p. 202, an. 1253; IpDEM, Histoire ... Lusignan, vol. 1, p. 364.  245) MaAs LATRIE, «Histoire des archeveques», p. 233; HACKETT, p. 112.  246) See Mansı, Concilia, vol. 26, pp. 318-319; and LA MONTEe, no. 102, p. 478.  247) Ibid., no. 80, p. 472; MAas LATrIEe, Histoire ... Lusignan, vol. 3, p. 651.Lusignan, vol 3, 651
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ber, 260 January, 1261, al John of Acre. By 263 however, Hugh
had become dısgusted wıth papa eflorts negotlate agreement
wıth the TrTee TtANOdOX church Cyprus that he ONCEC INOTE eft the
island for Juscany Hugh retaıned the tıtle of archbıishop, but delegated
IR responsıbılıties and the of Bellapaıse. The arch-
bıshop Wäas rece1ved and assısted ın aly Dy Frederick Vıisconti. In
December of 1263, Hugh ounded house of Augustinian Canons al
Rezzano, In the valley of alcı, and called it Episcopla (the O_
TarYy Namne for Bellapaıse Mas Latrıe described thıs foundatıon 4S

Convent and «magnıficent» church, fOor 1C Hugh collected «publıc»
unds, A ell d usıng hıs OW Hugh’s frıend, the archbıshop of
Pısa, described the Dr10ry «OoDere SUMDTUOSO, IN CU1LUS fundamento
primarıam DOSULMUS lapidem»*“*®). Statutes, wrıtten Dy Hugh, SUTVIVE,
d ell 4S the archıves for thıs house*?*?):

Mas Latrıe has shown that Hugh kept the tıtle of archbishop untıl
hıs ea in 268 1269, and that during 1264, he went Rome In
attempt gel papa Support for hıs efusal reiurn the island ıle
there Wäas ree archbıshop ın residence*>°*). Hugh’s furı10us resis-

the survıval of the Cypriot church 15 unattractıve twentieth-
century hıstorl1ans*>1),. However, hıs character, Judgıing by hıs Carcer,
Was consıstent and sincere; and evidently inspıred admıratıon
HIS fellow-clergy Cyprus, and in the archbıshop of 1sSa must be
indıcatıve of the eelıngs of the Latın clergy Cyprus that Hugh Was

lected succeed the concılıatory papa legate, Eustorge. should also
be saıd that Hugh’s attıtude towards the TeEeC church Was strongly
encouraged Dy an ın 1263-1264*>?).

Presumabily the Ne  S a  CYV al Rezzano jelded consıderable
FTEVENUC, SInCe Hugh Was able make lavısh g1 to the cıty of 1sSa
The archbıshop had made OVeTrT hıs EVENUC from Cyprus hIis elegate
there, and Came from peasant famıly. Yet he Was able donate

1sa repalr ıts wa and ci the briıdge of the
fortress. Hugh restored «several» churches ın the diıocese of Pısa, and

248) MAs LATRIE, « Hıstoire des ärchevéques », 238, 161 For all of Hugh’s
charters, and aCCount of hıs Carcer, SCC ; IDId., 233-7243

Z49) BONAINI,; ed., Statuti inediti cıtta di Pisa dal XII al CI“ secolo, vol
(1854-1870), vol l! «Appendix», 651-672

250) MASsS LATRIE, « Hıstoire des archeveques», 240-241
251) HACKETT, 42
252) E MONTE, NO!  7 93-98, 475-476 the DODC emande: that Hugh be assısted by

C4 secular IMM>»
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constructed altar in the cathedral, attachıng LO it pens1ons for S1X
clerks, who WEeTIC known 4S «clerks of Nıcos1a». Hugh Was venerated In
Pısa, and Was gıven the tıtle of X  essed » when he dıed iın O8

oug Hugh Was unable TeEINOVEC Germanos, HIS Tee 0_
dox rıval for final authority Cyprus, Alexander dıd decıde the
1ssue ıIn Hugh’s favor. The bull of 1260, 1C Was settle the
quarrel between Hugh and Germanos, recognızed the Latın archbıishop
A the sole metropolıtan the island Germanos kept h1ıs tıtle and
riıghts only for HIS OW HeEUMERT): Regardless of what INa y 11O SCCIN

us ave een unjust solution the dılemna of the church
Cyprus, Hugh took posıtıon the 1sSsue 1C Was al least COMMDIC-
ensıble, and presumably laudable, In the CYCS of h1Is contemporarıIes.
He undoubtedly Sa  < hımself d reformer, Ssince he abandone: hI1s
posıtion 1ın secular hapter fOr the INOTC austere Norbertine profes-
S10N, and ounded hıs Pr10ry under the Augustinian rule. Hıs CaICcCrI,

from 1ts ıiımportance ın the hıstory of the Latın colonızatıon of
Cyprus, 1s good example of the attractıve W of the twelfth-and
thiırteenth-century combıined ascetic and crusadıng ea

The a  CYV Cyprus Was ebuilt Dy Hugh II (1267-1284), who also
procured Dapa prıviıleges for ıt So Was hıs patronage that
Hugo‘ miıstakenly iıdentifed Hugh as the abbey  S founder“>>). Hugh I11
procured for the abbots of Bellapaıse the ng tO WL the mıtre, and
gilded sword and <  COMe fanno gli altrı Cavallieri el feudata-
FD

Curi0usly, there SCCIMN be surviving documents for Bellapaıse
from the reign of Hugh 88l untıl the chronicle of ayto (1307), eXcept
for charter, issued by the archbıshop of Caesarea, in 1280, al Nıcosıa,
and wıtnessed by « DIONLSIUS, praepositus abbhatiae Episcopiae»*>'),.

253) MAs LATRIE, « Hıstoire des archeveques», 241
254) HACKETT, 114-115
255) LUSIGNANO, Chorograffia breve historia universale dell’isola di ipro ologna,

54b; MAs LATRIE, Histoire105  The Premonstratensians and the Crusader Kingdoms  constructed an altar in the cathedral, attaching to it pensions for six  clerks, who were known as «clerks of Nicosia». Hugh was venerated in  Pisa, and was given the title of «blessed» when he died in 1268-  12692533  Although Hugh was unable to remove Germanos, his Greek Ortho-  dox rival for final authority on Cyprus, Alexander IV did decide the  issue in Hugh’s favor. The bull of 1260, which was meant to settle the  quarrel between Hugh and Germanos, recognized the Latin archbishop  as the sole metropolitan on the island. Germanos kept his title and  rights only for his own lifetime?°*). Regardless of what may now seem  to us to have been an unjust solution to the dilemna of the church on  Cyprus, Hugh took a position on the issue which was at least compre-  hensible, and presumably laudable, in the eyes of his contemporaries.  He undoubtedly saw himself as a reformer, since he abandoned his  position in a secular chapter for the more austere Norbertine profes-  sion, and founded his priory under the Augustinian rule. His career,  apart from its importance in the history of the Latin colonization of  Cyprus, is a good example of the attractive power of the twelfth-and  thirteenth-century combined ascetic and crusading ideal.  The abbey on Cyprus was rebuilt by Hugh III (1267-1284), who also  procured papal privileges for it. So great was his patronage that C.L.  Hugo‘ mistakenly identified Hugh as the abbey’s founder?55). Hugh III  procured for the abbots of Bellapaise the right to wear the mitre, and a  gilded sword and spurs, «...come fanno gli altri Cavallieri et feudata-  2  Curiously, there seem to be no surviving documents for Bellapaise  from the reign of Hugh III until the chronicle of Hayto (1307), except  for a charter, issued by the archbishop of Caesarea, in 1280, at Nicosia,  and witnessed by « Dionisius, praepositus abbatiae Episcopiae»?>7).  253) Mas LATRIE, «Histoire des archeve&ques», p. 241. ;  254) HACKETT, pp. 114-115.  255) S. LUSIGNANO, Chorograffia e breve historia universale dell’isola di Cipro (Bologna,  1573), p. 54b; MaAs LATrRIıe, Histoire ... Lusignan, vol. 3, p. 523. I am unable to find the  basis for Backmund’s suggestions that: a) «... Hugo I rex Cypri eis donavit locum  Episcopiam in vicinitate situm, ubi forsan antiquitus fuerat monasterium graecum», b)  that Hugh III removed the canons from St. Samuel’s in Acre to establish them at  Bellapaise (Monasticon, vol. 1, pt. 2, p. 502). Hugo said only that «Praemonstratensium  agmen ad insulam Cipri hac aetate trajecit  ..», without giving the source of this  information, or specifying the origin of the Norbertines who «crossed over» (Annales,  vol. 1, p. 650).  256) LUSIGNANO, p. 54b.  257) L. DE MAS LATRIE, ed., «Documents nouveaux servant de preuves ä !’histoire deLusignan, vol 3, 523 unable find the
basıs for ackmund suggestions that a) < Hugo FCxX CypriI e1s donavıt locum
Epıscopliam iın vicınıtate sıtum, ubı forsan antıquıtus fuerat monasteriıum TacCum»,
that Hugh 111 removed the CanOonNs from St Samuel’s in Acre establısh them
Bellapaıse ( Monasticon, vol l9 pt E 502) Hugo saıd only that « Praemonstratensı:um
daRMCN ad insulam 1pr1 hac aetate trajecıt ; I wıthout g1ving the SOUICC of thıs
information, specıfyıng the orıgin of the Norbertines who «crossed OVeTI » nnales,
vol N 650)

256) LUSIGNANO, 54b
257) MAs LATRIE, ed., « Documents servant de DICUVCS l’histoire de
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Any suggestion that the Norbertine CYV Wäds ın SOTINIC WaY dımınıs-
hed in iımportance iın the latter of the thırteenth century 15
obvıated by the KaTGCT of ayto in the early fourteenth CeNLUTY. ayto,
ord of orh1ıgos ın Armenına, retired the CONvent of Bellapaıse ASs

lay brother 305 Hıs role in the struggle for the Armenıuan SUCCESSION
ın and after 289 has been much discussed *>8). ayto Was the nephew
and namesake of ayto L, possıbly hrough the iıng’s brother, Ochine
(d As prince of orh1gos, ayto 15 known have COMMIS-
sioned calendar and treatise medicıne, ave partıcıpated ın the
gyptilan campa1gns of the early fourteenth CeNTLUTY, and to ave visıted
Notre-Dame de Vauvert pilgrimage*>?) He Was well-ınformed
about the JTartars, havıng eiıther traveled theır kıngdom hımself,
obtaıned rst-han: informatıon from hıs uncles ayto and Sempad,
the constable. Whether not ayto Was ex1ıled dSs result of his role in
the SUuCCession quarrel, he abandone h1s lordshıp Bellapaıse,
and produce hıs hıstory of the Armenılans and Tartars about {WO

later TIhe chronicler went the papa al Avıgnon In 1307,
during the conflict OVeET the throne of Cyprus, 1C Hayto’s
reputatıon d trouble-maker. ere 15 evidence, ONC WaYy 0)4

another, for hH1ISs role ın the intrıgues of Armenı1a and Cyprus, CXCEDL for
the diısparagıng of several chroniclers. ayto dıd aITaNgcC for
Varıous papa privileges be ranted Bellapaıse, and succeeded in
etting h1s history read Dy Clement Hıs chronicle Was wriıtten for
the PUTrDOSC of inducıing (lement 88 uUsc ayto’s plan for NC  < crusade.
The recCconquest of the Holy Land Was be accomplıshed from
Armenna, and wıth the help of the Tartars. ayto ollowe: hıs hıstory
wıth short but INOTC emphatıc version of the crusade Parıs
and Delavılle le QulxX ave both wriıtten about Hayto’s plan,
pronouncing it be well-ınformed and teasıble 2 ®) In spıte of Hayto’'s
ıle de Chypre SOUS le regne des princes de la maılson de Lusignan», Comute des YTAVAUX
historiques el scientifiques. Melanges historiques (1882), 6, 348-349

258) For lıfe, ıth bibliography, SCC KOHLER, ed:; «Hayton. La Flor des Estoires
de la Terre d’Orient. Introduction», ın Recueil des Historiens des Croisades. Documents
armeniens, ols arls, 1869-1906), vol Z XXIHN-CXLII See Iso JTOURNEBIZE,
«Aıton», Dictionnaire d’Histoire el de Geographie ecclesiastiques; BACKMUND, Geschichts-
schreiber, 292-307

259) ALISHAN, SissOouan l’Armeno-Cilicie (Venice, 402-403;
MOREAU, A0 « Vauvert».

260) ALISHAN, 404 : KOHLER, XXIX, v& 4'L
261) PARIS, «Hayton, Prince d’Armenıie, Hıstorien», Histoire litteraire de la France

25 (1849), 491-498; DELAVILLE ROULX, La France Orient XIV® siecle ;
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j  (  S, western opınıon hat Armenia COU. nOoTt Aas base for
arge AI Y remaıned unshaken.

The privileges for Bellapaise WEIC contaıned In three letters, 1C
ayto carrıed back wıth hım Cyprus in 308 ere Was also letter
fOor Amaury of Lusıgnan concerning the emplars has been SUSSCS-
ted that sometime after the assassınatıon of ayto I1 and eon IFE
ayto Wads made constable of Armenına. Tournebize examıned the
evidence for thıs and deciıded that it Wäas INOTEC lıkely that ayto
returned {O Bellapaıse, and dıed inl Why dıd ayto choose
Bellapaıse abbey”? The Norbertine houses Cyprus and ın Palestine
WEIC roya foundatıions. Episcopla continued be enlarge and embel-
lıshed by the ings of Cyprus hrough the mıd-fourteenth CeNLurY.
Whether not he needed 18 CSCaDl from Armenıa, ayto obvıously
wanted Jom the order, but also partıcıpate in projected crusade.
Fınally, Hayto’s wıfe Isabel Was Ibelın The only recorded benefac-
LOr of the Norbertines in Palestine, besides the kıng and patrıarch, WeEeTC
Balıan and Hugh of Ibelın The senechal, Balıan of [belın, Wds$s buried
al Episcoplia ın1

Hayto  S primary CONCEIN, 4S ord of orh1ıgos and CONVeEFrSUS, Was the
reconquest of Palestine. Hıs abılıty combıne the roles of prince, lay
brother, chronicler an strategıst 1s remiıiniscent of, for instance, Olıver
of Paderborn, who devıised and paıd for the sıege engıne hat Was

successful al Damıietta. Hayto’'s crusade plan Was not used, but Cle-
ment certamly consulted hım AS authorıty affaırs ın the ast
The PODC had Hayto  S work translated into Latın, ranted hısu
for hı1s a  CYV, and entrusted hım wıth the letter {O Amaury of Lusiıgnan.
Moreover, ayto Was able toO intercede In the affaırs of [WO abbeys,
Huveane Car Marseılles, and St George Lamangana iın the diocese of
Nicosia*©+),

expeditions du marechal Boucicaut, vols., (Bibliotheque des Ecoles francaises de Athenes
el de Rome, 44, 45) (Parıs, vol l, 65-70 C J OURNEBIZE, «Aıton», who
dısagreed.

262) KOHLER, XLIV-XLV; J OURNEBIZE, «Aıton».
263) SLACK, 194; MAs LATRIE, Amadlı, 293, 1309; ENLART, Chypre, vol 1’

203 and
264) egestum Clementis V, er of St enedict, ed.; ols (Bibliotheque des

Ecoles francaises de Athenes el de Rome, SCT. Ome, 1885-1892), NOsSs —  n
tertius, 30-31 St George Was briefly en VT from the Greeks by Episcopia.
Hayto’s connection ıth Huveaune remaıns mYySterY. See BACKMUND, Geschichtsschreiber,

294 and and DAILLEZ, 43, who mentioned ese documents but nOot ayto
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Materı1als for the urther hıstory of Bellapaıse CYV AIC surprisingly
MCALIC. ere Was bıtter CONLFrOVeErSY between the and the
archbıshop of Nıcosıa in 1337, eadıng the former eing held ın
chaıns for four months*°>). portion of the Livre des Ventes of 368
records that the CYy had hospice in Nıcosi1a “°°), Hugh 4-

«magnificent bulldıngs» Bellapaıse, accordıng Back-
mund, who characterized thıs per10d d the «heıght of (the ey’s
splendor»*®”),. Durıng the WAarTs of 1426, the abbeys of the island WEeTIC

«ravaged and desolated», and the Norbertines WEIC 3001 the few
rel1g10us who returned Cyprus er return marked the beginnıng of

long per10d of ecay, however, durıng 1C nomiınatıon of the
abbots became SOUTCE of quarrels IN Varlıous protagonısts, inclu-
dıng Rome, the Venetian Senate, the archbıshop of Nıcosıa, and the
communıty iıtself. In 1 540, the general hapter of Premontre as the
Senate for visıtatiıon and reform of the a  eYy should be remembe-
red that the communıty al Episcopla ormally placed ıtself under
the authorıty of the order. had apparently remaıned independent
house, followıng the Norbertine rule, but submitting only the
archbishop of 1C0Os1a. The request Was presumabily denied, SINCEe
Bernardo Sagredo reporte: in 562 that the Canons WEIC destitute,
SOMNC had marrıed and secured CY fOor theır famılıes, and
the bulldıngs WeTITC eing carrıed AdWaY in pleces by the near-by vılla-
gers“®3): Some efflort al reform Was made, and it 1S possıble that the
Norbertines WeTeC replace Dy CanNnoNs of the order of the Humilhlıatı. But
the Latıns WEIC expelle from the island Dy the ur in S] 269). The
Humihatı WeTe reorganızed by Innocent 111 ın 201 The «male
branch», CaNONS, WEIC suppressed in 5/1 1S questionable whether
they WOU ave replace CanNnonNs of Episcopia in the 1560’s ere WeTEC

recognızed lay communiıtıes, and there AIC STi1L uns of thıs Order“ /:
How close WeIC the abbey t1es to Premontre? Gregory X letter,

discussed above, States specıifically that the house Was not ubject 1{8 the
265) Benoit XII (15354-1542), Lettres9 VIDAL, ed.; ols arls, 903-

vol 17 5120, 482; BACKMUND, « Delapaıs».
266) MAs LATRIE, Histoire108  C.K.Slack  Materials for the further history of Bellapaise Abbey are surprisingly  meagre. There was a bitter controversy between the abbot and the  archbishop of Nicosia in 1337, leading to the former being held in  chains for four months?®>). A portion of the Livre des Ventes of 1368  records that the abbey had a hospice in Nicosia?°°). Hugh IV (1324-  1358) added «magnificent buildings» to Bellapaise, according to Back-  mund, who characterized this period as the «height of (the abbey’s)  splendor»?°7). During the wars of 1426, the abbeys of the island were  «ravaged and desolated», and the Norbertines were among the few  religious who returned to Cyprus. Their return marked the beginning of  a long period of decay, however, during which nomination of the  abbots became a source of quarrels among various protagonists, inclu-  ding Rome, the Venetian Senate, the archbishop of Nicosia, and the  community itself. In 1540, the general chapter of Premontre asked the  Senate for a visitation and reform of the abbey. It should be remembe-  red that the community at Episcopia never formally placed itself under  the authority of the order. It had apparently remained an independent  house, following the Norbertine rule, but submitting only to the  archbishop of Nicosia. The request was presumably denied, since  Bernardo Sagredo reported in 1562 that the canons were destitute,  some had married and secured abbey property for their families, and  the buildings were being carried away in pieces by the near-by villa-  gers?°8). Some effort at reform was made, and it is possible that the  Norbertines were replaced by canons of the order of the Humiliati. But  the Latins were expelled from the island by the Turks in 1571?°°). The  Humiliati were reorganized by Innocent III in 1201. The «male  branch», canons, were suppressed in 1571. It is questionable whether  they would have replaced canons of Episcopia in the 1560’s. There were  recognized lay communities, and there are still nuns of this order?7°).  How close were the abbey’s ties to Premontre? Gregory IX’s letter,  discussed above, states specifically that the house was not subject to the  265) Benoit XII (1334-1342), Lettres communes, J.M. VIDAL, ed., 3 vols. (Paris, 1903-  1911), vol. 1, no. 5120, p. 482; BACKMUND, «Delapais».  266) Mas LATEIıEe, Histoire ... Lusignan, p. 288. See also J. RICHARD, Chypre sous les  Lusignans. Documents chypriotes des archives du Vatican (XIV°-XV“ siecles) (Paris, 1962),  pp. 69, 85.  267) BACKMUND, «Delapais».  268) Jbid., and compare with Hackett’s slightly different dates, p. 614.  209)-Tbid:  dia  270°) M.F. LAUGHLIN provides a bibliography in «Humiliati», New Catholic Encyclope-Lusignan, 288 See Iso RICHARD, Chypre SOUS les

Lusignans. Documents chypriotes des archives du Vatican (XIV' siecles) arls,
69, RS

267) BACKMUND, «Delapaıs».
268) Ibid., and COMPATC ıth Hackett’s slıghtly dıfferent ates, 614
269) Ibid.

dia
2'IO) LAUGHLIN provides bıbliography in « Humiuilıiati», New C'atholic Encyclope-
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order. Hugh of Faglano ounded independent Augustinian house
and devised hıs OW rule in Pısa, instead of appealıng Premontre.
ven ayto of Armenia 1S referred LO ın the papa letter for «SAaNCLAE
Marie de Ybelina, Praemonstraten. Ordinis g d «Aytoni de Curcho,
Ordinis Augustini S In another letter issued Dy Clement In the
Sdmc yCar (1308), ayto 1s MonNnasterıl Sancliae Mariae de
EpLSCOPIA, Augustini Ordinis, Nicosien. dioecesis». But ın the following
letter., also of ebruary, 1308, ayto 1s «fratreThe Premonstratensians and the Crusader Kingdoms  109  order. Hugh of Fagiano founded an independent Augustinian house  and devised his own rule in Pisa, instead of appealing to Premontre.  Even Hayto of Armenia is referred to in the papal letter for «sanctae  Marie de Ybelina, Praemonstraten. ordinis ...» as «Aytoni de Curcho,  ordinis s. Augustini ...» In another letter issued by Clement V in the  same year (1308), Hayto is «conversus monasterii sanctae Mariae de  Episcopia, s. Augustini ordinis, Nicosien. dioecesis». But in the following  letter, also of February, 1308, Hayto is «fratre ... ordinis Praemonstra-  ten.»?7*). Could Hayto have taken orders while living in Poitiers? In  any case, Episcopia was recognized as a Premonstratensian house. In  1327, John XXII issued a letter in which the abbey is referred to as  «Episcopia, Praemonstraten. ord., ...»?7?). The canons seem to have  thought of themselves as Norbertines, but to have avoided close ties  with the order in Europe?73).  What is important about the Premonstratensian presence in Outre-  mer, and what comes through clearly in the careers of Hugh of Fagiano  and Hayto, is that the Norbertines were vitally concerned with the  crusades. Innocent III’s own passion for a success in Palestine was  reflected in the dedication to preaching/recruitment of the new orders,  without which there would not have been the popular response in men  and money necessary for the expeditions of the thirteenth century. The  help of the regular clergy was seen as vital in the East. One of Baldwin  T’s first acts as emperor of Constantinople was to write to Innocent III  asking for men «of whatever condition» to come out to him to receive  «temporal and eternal riches». How was the pope to collect these  colonists? «Specialiter autem Deo amabiles ecclesiasticos viros, cuiuslibet  religionis aut ritus, sollicitudo vestra paterna potenter inducat, ut ad idem  populum praedicationibus publicis et potentibus verbis accendant et exem-  plis edoceant, catervatimque et ipsi venire festinent, in locis amoenissimis  ...». Baldwin specifically asked for religious from all the major orders  to be sent out to him?”*). E. Brown, in writing about this letter, has  said that Baldwin’s aim in asking for the regular clergy to be sent was  271) Regestum Clementis, nos. 2435, 2436.  272) Lettres communes de Jean XXII (1316-1334), G. MOLLAT, ed., 17 vols. (Paris,  1904-1947), vol. 3, no. 29055.  ?73) Cf. BACKMUND, Monasticon, vol. 1, pt. 2, p. 499, where he asserts the opposite  view.  27%) G.C;; vol. 18 col: 523Ordinis Praemonstra-
jen.»e4%). OUu. ayto ave taken orders 1le lıving In Poitiers? In
an Yy Casc, Ep1iscopla Was recognized aAs Premonstratensian house. In
1327 John XII issued letter ıIn IC the a  CY 1s referred 4S
« EDILSCODILA, Praemonstraten. Ord., Va The Canons SCCIM ave
hought of themselves 4S Norbertines, but have voıded close ties
wıth the order iın urope*’3).

What 18 important about the Premonstratensian in Outre-
MT, and what hrough clearly In the Careers of Hugh of Fagıano
and ayto, 1S that the Norbertines werTe vitally concerned ıth the
crusades. Innocent OW passıon for UCCESS in Palestine Wäads
reflected in the dedication preaching/recruitment of the NC  < orders,
wıthout 1C there WOUuU nof have een the popular in Inen
and NCCESSATY for the expedıitions of the thiırteenth CeNTUTrY. The
help of the egular clergy Was SCCNMH 4S vıtal ın the East One of Baldwin
I’s rst aCTts d CINDCTOT of Constantinople Wäas wrıte LO Innocent 111
askıng for IMNenNn «of whatever condıtion» COMe out to hım recelve
«temporal and eternal riches». How Was the DODC (0 ollect these
colonists? «Specialiter Deo amabiles ecclesiasticos VIrOS, culuslibet
religionis aul r1itus, SOLLLCELIUdO VvesIra paterna inducat, ul ad idem
populum praedicationibus publicis el potentibus verbis accendant el ECXEeM-

UX) edoceant, catervatımque el 1DS1 venire festinent, In locis AMOENILSSIMLS
» Baldwiın specıfically as fOor relıg10us firom all the maJjor orders

be sent Out tO him *. Brown, in writing about thıs letter, has
saıd hat aldwın s aım ın askıng for the egular clergy LO be sent Was

271) egestum Clementis, NO:!  7 2435, 2436
272) Lettres de Jean XII (1516-15334), MOLLAT, ed., ols. (Parıs,

1904-1947), vol 3’
273) CH. BACKMUND, Monasticon, vol E pt Z 499, where he asserts the opposıte1eW.
274) G  y vol 18, col 523
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«gaın favor ıth Innocent»* ’>). Thıs 15 undoubtedly irue, but ıt
leaves Oout the complex C4dSO1l$s for aldwın s dependence the DOPC
The 1C  S emperor’s only hope of holdıng hıs CONquUeS Wds$s {O
colonize it AS quickly and effectıvely A possı1ble. Establıshing monaste-
rıes, 4S OUTCECS of western ICN and hrough theır mother houses
in Europe, and A land-holders 1ın the East, Was d important ın
Constantınople d it Was in Prussıa, where Norbert and h1s order
estaDlıshe priories and took OVCT bıshoprics ın grea preaching
m1ss10n, and where the Cisterclans became agents of colonızatıon *“ ’°).
In the kast, the Norbertines supported thıs eneral colonızatıon effort,
4C Wds$s headed by the wealthıier orders of the Holy Sepulchre and
the Benedictines.

Examıinatıon of the Norbertine role in preaching, recrulıtment, fund-
ralsıng and admınıstratiıon 1g the organızatıon of the
crusade In Europe. Evıdently (jervase of Premontre Was

member of unofhcıial network of InNnen who COUu be counted
urther papa. designs 1ın the oly Land and in the West Evıdence for
Gervase’s appoıntment 4S crusade procurator ralses questions about the
extient of Premonstratensian involvement ıIn crusade preachıing and the
connections between the apostolic ıfe OVI and the crusades.
ertamly Norbertines, ASs pastors, had tremendous potential influence
the opınlons of theır noO and non-noble parıshioners. Gervase’s
etters offer tantalızıng ınt of hOw enthusıiam for the crusades Wds

communıcated Dy the church hierarchy tOo the INass of crusaders.
The leadershıp dısplayed Dy the Norbertines Aas keepers of ma)Jor

shrines, bıshops, and papa Judges elegate, Was not neglıg1ıble force
in the hıstory of the Latın churches of Outremer and Cyprus Premon-
stratensians WeTC element of the influential egular church ın Outre-
INCT, 1C. served AS important hannel for western a1ld, and wıthout
1C the existence of the ingdoms of Jerusalem, Acre and Cyprus
WOU. noLt have een possible
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275) BROWN, «Documents relatıfs empore de Saint-Augustin de Therouanne
ignores du cartulaıire abbatıal», Analecta Praemonstratensia (1968) /8,

276) LADNER, praedicatorum avan ordre des Precheurs», in MANDON-
NET, ed.,, aın Dominique: L’id  ee, ’homme el l’zuvre, ols. (Parıs, vol 2’


