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Historians of the Military Orders in the East 
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The Military Orders, the most significant of which were the 

Hospital of St John of Jerusalem and the Knights Temp1ars,1 

originated and developed in the Latin Kingdom during the crusading 

period. Based upon a monastic rule, these Religious Orders initially 

sustained or protected pilgrims. The particular needs of Outremer, 

hO"lever, influenced the growth of military aspects of their vocation 

making them increasingly significant in the Latin East. All English 

historians of the crusades comment upon them and their role, but 

this discussion is concerned primarily '''ith individual studies of 

these Orders in relation to crusade in the East. 

The view of l1i1itary Orders in general narratives of the 

crusades tends to be less favourable than that in specialised studies. 

Thomas Fuller's account reveals the attitude that they exemplified 

"viciousness,,2 and "pride" in their activities,3 and that in their 

acquisition of''>"ealth, unlaced themselves from the strictness of 

1. These two l'1ilitary Orders established early in the twelfth 
century became the most powerful and ,,,ea1thy. For reasons 
,.,hich are considered be1m", they have been the most widely 
studied in English. There has been no major English study of 
the other significant Order in the Latin Kingdom, St Mary of the 
Germans, generally known as the Teutonic Knights. They were 
formally established in 1192, but in the thirteenth century, 
they concentrated their activities in Eastern Europe where they 
fought a'gainst pagans in Pru'ssia. Other Orders in Outremer \Vere 
the Hospital of St Lazarus, the Knights of Our Lady of Uontjoie 
and the Knights of St Thomas. Although the l'1ilitary Orders spread 
to Europe from the Latin Kingdom and ne,,, Orders were established, 
mainly in Spain, this broadening of their activities lies outside 
the scope of this discussion. 

2. T. 'Fuller, The Histarie of the HaZy flarre" ThOIilas Buck, Cambridge, 

1639, p. 60. 

3. ibid." p. 75 .. 
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.. 
their first Institution".4" Although Edward Gibbon concedes that 

they were the "firmest bulwark of Jerusalera",5 he characterises 

them as a "strange association of a monastic and military life, 

6 \lhich fanaticism might suggest, but which policy must approve". 
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Both Fuller and Gibbon are, for different reasons, critical of the 

Hi1itary Orders but their presuppositions result in similar 

conclusions. 

The lack of sympathy for the Hi1itary Orders in narrative 

accounts is strikingly exemplified in the work of Steven Runciman, 

whose prejudices about the l1edieval Church7 are reflected in his 

assessment of the Orders. Although Runciman concedes that "without 

their assistance the Crusader-states \lOuld have perished far 

8 
sooner", he concludes that any "advantages were balanced by 

grave disadvantages".9 Thus, he highlights their "perpetual 

riva1rY",10 criticises their dip1omacy,11 condemns their irrespon

sibility and jea1ousy,12 attacks their rapacity,13 censures their 

inept 1eadership14 and decides in relation to the Temp1ars that they 

4. ibid., p. 48. 

5. E. Gibbon, The History of the Decline and Fall of the Raman 
Empire, J.B. Bury (ed.), Hethuen and Co. Ltd, London, 1912, 
7 vo1s, Vol. VI, p. 315. 

6. ibid., p. 316. 

7. See below, Chapter XII, pp. 273-274. 

8. S. Runciman, A History 
1965, 3 vols, Vol. II, 

of the Crusades, Penguin, Harmondsworth, 
The Kingdom of Jerusalem and the Frankish 

East, p. 

9. ibid., p. 

11. ibid. , p. 

13. ibid., p. 

312. 

313 •. 

314. 

466. 

10. ibid. 

12. ibid., p. 377. 

14. ibid., p. 420. 
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"hau alHays been notoriously selfish and irresponsible ll •
l5 Indeed, 

Runciman finus little to praise and much to attack in his consider-

atiol1 of the Hilitary Orders, an assessment which is very different 

from those in monographic studies of the Orders. 

The initial impetus towards more specialized studies of the 

Orders, at least in modern times, seems to be among the many 

products of the Romantic Movement's enthusiasm for the l-1iddle Ages 

and for chivalry. l-lost attention has focussed upon the Templars, 

largely as a result of the circumstances leading to their 

dissolution by Apostolic Decree in 1312. 16 Lack of sources has, 

h01vever, seriously limited studies of this Order which conducted 

its affairs in jealously guarded secrecy while its dmmfall 

militated against survival of its records. The main surviving 

material is in S. Paoli's collection, Cadice diplomatica del sacra 

militare Drdine Gerasalimitana~ published from 1733 to 1737, in 

the l-furquis d'Alban's cartulary of the order,17 in the records of 

h . .. h V' h' 18 d' f t e proceedings aga1nst 1t 1n t e at1can arc 1ves an 1n re erences 

15. ibid.~ Vol. III, The Kingdom af Acre and the Later Crusades~ p. 435. 

16. In 1307, Philip IV of France arrested the members of the Order 
and had them tried for heresy. After considerable pressure from 
Philip, the pope, Clement ~ suppressed the Order in 1312 and 
its wealth and possessions remaining after the expenses incurred 
during the trials and imprisonments passed to the Hospitallers. 

17. J.L. La Monte, "Some Problems in Crusading Historiography", 
Spe atlwn~ A Journal of MedievaZ Studies~ Vol. XV, 1937, p. 62. 

18. l-1.L~ Ambrosini with H. Willis, The Secret Archives of the Vatican~ 
Eyre and Spottiswoode, London, 1970, p. 129. 
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to it in contemporary chronicles. 

These difficulties of sources have not daunted writers of 

specialised studies of the Templars who provide a fascination of 

their o,vn. Charles Greenstreet Addison published the first such 

account in English in 1842, Hhich he undertook at the suggestion 

of an organizer for the restoration of the Temple Church in 

19 
London. Addison maintains that 

the extraordinary and romantic career of the 
Knights Templars, their exploits and their 
misfortunes render their history a subject 
of peculiar interest. 20 

Moreover, he hopes that his account will "excite emotions of 
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admiration for their constancy and courage, and of pity for their 

21 unmerited and cruel fate". 

The assessments of individual masters of the Order reflect 

this emotive approach and indicate his idealisation of the Order. 

As far as its general membership is concerned, he claims that many 

were "illustrious knights from the best families,,22 who were the 

23 
"proudest of the nobility and most valiant chivalry of Europe". 

lt follmvs that he regards their masters as exceptional so that he 

claims, for example, that Robert the Burgundian, elected master in 

19. C.G. Addison, The History of the Knights Templars~ the Temple 
Church~- and the Temple~ Longman, Brmvn, Green and Longmans, 
London, 1842, p. x. Heraclius, Patriarch of Jerusalem 
consecrated this church in 1185. 

20. ibid.~ p. viii. 

22. ibid.~p. 27. 

21. ibid. 

23. ibid.~ p. 142. 



nWZWZMff' 

197 

1136, "\,'<1S a va1i.:lI1t and skilful general",2/
f and tklt Bernard of 

Trcr.!elay \o.Iho bcca;;lC' master in 1151, \-'as .'" "\'"l';allt i . d . . " ..... an, cxper ~ence' 

soldier".25 These qualities appeal to Addison who susgests the 

heroic stature of the members of t~e Order. 

1-1hen Addison assesses their contribution to Outre;-aer, it is 

consistent \o.Iith his vie,,, of the Order and its mCf.1bers. Accordingly, 

he asserts that the Latin Kingdom ,,,as 

preserved and maintained for the period of 
ninety-nine years after the departure of 
Richard Coeur de Lion solely by the exertions 
of the Templars and the Hospitallers.26 

His main justification for his view is his repeated claim that the 

Military Orders performed "prodigies of valour" in various 

27 
engagements. In his account of the Templars' actions at the 

siege of Ascalon in 1153, however, he merely notes that they attempted 

"alone and unaided to take the city by s~orm,,28 and ignores their 

. d h f h· f·l 29 TI i f motlves an t e consequences 0 t elr a~ ure. lere s re erence 

24. ibid' 3 p. 37. 25. ibid' 3 p. 44. 

26. ibid' 3 p. 151. 

27. See,for exarnp1e,ibid' 3 p. 62, p. 121, p. 142 and p. 161. 

28. ibid' 3 p. 45. 

29. vlilliam of Tyre maintains that the Templars attacked alone because 
of their desire to take the city by themselves and so to gain all 
the booty. The attempt failed and whatever their motives may have 
been, they revealed a serious lack of military judgment. See 
William of Tyre, A History of Deeds Done Beyond the Sea, 
A. Babcock and A.C. Krey (trans), Columbia University Press, New 
York, 1943, 2 voIs, Vol. II, Boox VII, Chapter xxvii, p. 227. 
William's claim that 

through cupidity, they refused to allow their comrades 
to share in the booty therefore they alone justly 
suffered peril of death, 

is consistent with the secular clergy's hostility to them. 

*' 
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only to one clash bct,veen the Tcmplars and the Hospitallers when 

the latter supported Amalric's invasion of Egypt in 1168. 30 
Moreover, 

Addison ignores completely the implications of their "immunities" 

which "speedily brought the Templars into collision with the 

1 . . II 31 . l' ecc eSlastlCS. Ills c aua that the Hilitary Orders enabled the 

Latin Kingdom to survive for as long as it did is largely based 

upon his idealisation of them and tends to ignore the serious 

problems that they created or exacerbated. 

Addison's account concludes with the dOivufall of the Templars 

which he ascribes to the greed of wicked men. lIe argues that 

Philip IV of France was a "needy and avaricious monarch" and that 

the Pope, Clement' V, "his obedient slave", eagerly acquiesced in 

all Philip's demands. 32 Although there may be some basis for 

Addison's vie,v, his simple explanation ignores any shortcomings 

in the Order, the effects of its actions in Outremer and its failure 

to redirect its activities after the fall of Acre in 1291.
33 

30. Addison op.cit., p. 56. Amalric, seeking to take advantage of 
the weakness of the Fatimid caliphate and to forestall any 
attempt by Nureddin to unite Egypt to Damascus, invaded Egypt 
first in 1163. In 1168, the Hospitallers supported another 
invasion but the Templars refused to participate claiming that 
the move involved breaking treaties w,ith Shavar of Egypt. Hilliam 
of Tyre op.cit., Vol. II, Book XIX, Chapters i-xxviii, pp. 295-339. 

31. ibid., p. 68. 32. ibid., p. 197. 

33. The fact that the Hospitallers undertook charitable works and 
provided shelter and assistance for pilgrims meant that they could 
continue such activities outside the Holy Land, and they estab
lished Hediterranean bases from \vhich they harried the Moslems. 
On the other hand, the Templars were identified closely with 
military activities in the Holy Land and had not developed as 
a charitable organization. 

/' 
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A more general study of the 11ilitary Orders is F.C. Woodhouse's 

The Military Religious Orders of the Miridle Ages; The HospitaZZers~ 

the Templars~ the Teutonic Knights .and Others published by the 

Society for Promoting Christian Knmv1edge seeking to inculcate 

Christian virtues and to spread Christianity.34 This'account of 

the Military Orders appeared in their Home Library Series which 

presented "books illustrative of Church History ••• adapted for 

Sunday Reading ll
•
35 These circumstances suggest that Woodhouse 

intends his study to be edifying and to exemplify Christian virtues. 

It is significant that Woodhouse, an Anglican cleriC, deals 

with the Uilitary Orders of the Medieval Church when the monastic 

36 
ideal was being introduced into the Church of England. Although 

acceptance \vas slow, Anglican religious orders appealed strongly 

to many High Churchmen as a contribution to the spiritual life of 

the Church, as a closer identification with the earlier Church 

and as a way to relieve social and economic distress.
37 

The emphasis 

34. ~.K. Lowther Clark, The History of the S.P.C.K.~ with an, 
Epilogue by F.N. Davey~ Society for Promoting Christian 
Knmvledge, London, 1959, pp. 1-2. 

35. F.C. Woodhouse, The MilitaY'1.J Religious arders of the Middle 
Ages: The Hospitallers~ the Templars~ the Teutonic Knights and 
Others with an appendix of the Other Orders of Knighthood: 
Legendary, Honorary and Modern, Society for Promoting Christian 
Knowledge, London, 1879, Advertisement following p. 361. 

36. See A.}I. A11chin, The Silent Rebellion, Anglican Religious 
Communities~ 1845-1900~ S.C.lI. Press, London, 1958, pp. 63, 
186 and 195. The first community of Anglican Sisters was 
established in 1845. TIle Brotherhood of the Holy Trinity 
appeared in the same year but the first significant men's 
community was the Society of St John the Evangelist, founded 
in 1866. 

37. ibid.~ pp. 49-52. 

/ 
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in Hoodhol1s~' s asseSS:-:lent is upon the contribution of the Hilitary 

Orders as chivalric, Christian institutions, q'.lalities ,.,hich had 

considerable appeal. In viewing the human past, he sees Christianity 

" k· . d bl ,,38. as wor'lng out ltS great an no e purposes whlle chivalry was 

"a great step tm.,ards ,,'hat we esteelJ and value". 39 

In Woodhouse's interpretation of the Military Orders as 

exeIuplary chivalric institutions, the various masters reflect high 

aspirations. 
40 

Gerard the Blessed was "a venerable man"; Rayr:lOnd 

of Payen CCLue from a ·"noble and ancient faJ:Jily"; 41 and Bernard of 

Tremelay, "a noble man of high rank'4,2 had "a distinguished 

reputation" 43 Certainly, the masters of the Order had to be of 

noble birth, but the way in which Hoodhouse isolates certain 

qualities, enables him to present them as the "most trusty defenders 

44 of the Holy Land". Consequently, he concludes that "if courage 

and self sacrifice could have saved the Latin Kingdom, it \vould 

have continued". 45 

Despite the title of the work, it deals almost exclusively 

with the Hospitallers and Templars emphasizing their military 

exploits. According to Hoodhouse, these Orders which "alone seemed 

to possess manliness and courage!!", were concerned with "keeping back 

38. \\foodhouse op.cit ... p. 2. 39. ibid., p. 5. 

40. ibid., p. 25. 41. ibid. 

42. ibid., p. 34. 43. ibid., p. 214. 

44. ibid ... p. 32. 45. ibid ... p. 217. 

/ 

/ 
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46 
nur.i:)crless hordes of Hoslems". Invariably, they performed 

" -' 0 f ,,47 " prouiglcs 0 valour and in every battle obstinately fought 

48 
\,ith courage and endurance". UltiI:lately, they failed because the 

Noslem "po'v-'cr of numbers gradually told", 49 but Hoodhouse stresses 

t11at the TCT"plars in Acre in 1291, "true to their chivalrous vows 

remained to the last".50 

There is little difference between the attitudes of Addison 

and \-.Toodhouse to the Hilitary Orders and to their role in Outremer. 

Both idealise their actions and members by presenting them as 

embodying the finest qualities of chivalry. Although each ~~iter 

dOth 0 0 b 0 51 d °d 1 h . bl 0 lscusses Clr monastlc aS1S an conSl ers tle c arlta e alms 

f h II 0 1 0 0 f dO· 52 b h h hOd o t e osplta ln ltS oun atlons, ot suggest t at t e r ers 

developed quickly as military institutions in their selfless defence 

of the Latin Kingdom. It was perhaps politic for Addison and 

Woodhouse to minimise the religious nature of these Orders and to 

overlook their place within the Nedieval Church when Catholicism 

53 
was still regarded with some suspicion in England. 

46. ibid.~ p. 31. 

47. See,for example, ibid. ~ pp. 213 and 224. 

48. ibid. ~ p. 232. 49. ibid.~ p. 233. 

50. ibid. 

51. Addison op.cit.~ p. 15; Hoodhouse op. cit. ~ p. 23. 

52. AddiDon op.cit.~ p. 54; Woodhouse op.cit.~ pp. 12-13 . 

53. Particularly controversial issues in the latter part of the 
nineteenth century were the decisions of the Vatican Council of 
1869 and 1870, and the disputes in England about Ritualism. See 
O. Chadwick, The Victorian Church~ Part II~ Adam and Charles 
Black, London, 1970, p. 407, and A.R. Vidler, The Church in an 
Age of RevoZution~ 1789 to the Present Day~ Penguin, Harmondsworth, 
1965, pp. 157-162. 

//~/ 
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As the accounts of Addison and \\'oodhouse. reveal, the Hilitary 

Orders can evoke an uncritical, romanticised response \vhich borders 

upon sentimentality and caters for a general reader. The most 

recent English investigation of the Ternplars, The Piebald Standard, 

A Bio(J1'aphy of the Knights Templars by Edith Simon, exemplifies 

these same qualities. Her motive is to remove the "obscurity which 

has engulfed" the Order by considering them within "the context of 

the life, institutions and ideas, as well as the military events 

and manifold political import of the Crusading era".
54 

At the same 

time, she reveals that she has succumbed to the emotional 

attractions of the Templars, a "name which rang throughout Europe 

55 and the East". In her account, her sympathies lie very much 

with this Order. 

Lack of material about the Templars and the popular nature 

of her account probably influence her inclusion of general 

background material. As she indicates, little is known about the 

earlier career of the first, significant master of the Order, 

Hugh of payen,56 so she extends her narrative to an account of life 

and social conditions in Western Europe which may have shaped his 

d 
. d 57 developments an att1tu es. Simon asserts that a child's 

54. E. Simon, The Piebald Standard, A Biography of the Knights 
Temp lars, Cassell and Co. Ltd, London, 1959, p. ix. 

55. ibid. 

56. ibid., p. 2. 

57. ibid., p~. 7-22. 
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u}b!:'::';',,~if1.b '.\,-itl: it~ dual effect of restraint and aggressio:l" 

hclrcJ "to Fcrycrt the genuine ideals ~hich played a large part in 

the cri;in::l i:-.:;:,ctus" 58 
of crusade, a way of putting the ~2tter, 

~hi~h, at any r::te in the twentieth century, is rather o~inously 

r('~if1.is2cnt of the platitudes of the post-Freudian psychologists. 

By contrast \dth Addison and i.,roodhouse, Swon cakes so=e 

at tC.:;1t to G istii:.guish bet\·;een the policies of various Easters of 

the Order and to assess their contribution to it. For exa=?le, 

she cc~cludes th3t Everard of Barres and Robert of Sa~le ~ere 

" 1 d' 1 " 59 Od II" Tc=? ar lp c~ats; . 0 of Saint-~and was a robber baron 

\.ho "'3S "fierce and intractable". 60 She discerns a significant 

spli t bet\,een the Provencal and Burgundian Ee=bers ' .... hich resulte:! 

in Jac~ues of }~olay and Hugh of Peroud both claicing to be the 

61 
elected Easter. SiDon recognizes, therefore, that the Oreer 

vas not a unified monolith in its loyalty or its policies and 

aciu"J.o,,-ledges that it epitomized "every virtue, vice, glory and 

62 
corruption of the Crusades". 

The assessment of the Templars' role in the Latin Kingdc~ 

~xe=plifies these qualities. One contribution that she o~tlines 

is the "continuation of policy" for the preservatio:l of the Crusa2er 

58. i};id. , p. 7. 

59. ibid. , pp. 65-66 and p. 144. 

60. ibid. , p. 114. 

6l. ibid., p. 233. 

62. ihid. , p. ix. 

/ 
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States because there ",as "rlO reason for their existence else~vhere". 63 

On tbe other hand, she argues that the foundation or rather 

militarization of the Hospitallers "inevitably meant the two 

64 competed for endov;'!llcnts, recruits and renoun" although she suggests 

that the Tcmplars followed a morc sensible policy than the 

Hospitallers.
65 

In addition, they bore "the brunt of Nureddin's 

66 
attacks". Hhen Simon considers the Templars' role in the 

dissension within Outremer, she minimises their irresponsibility 

by claiming tbat the "Order cannot be condemned for the shortcomings, 

even the crimes of its leaders".67 As she points out, the Templars 

68 "seem to compel partiality one way or the otber" and though she 

admits some failings, it is clear~vhere her sympathies lie. 

The account of the Order's downfall which most interests the 

general reader, is quite detailed and further indicates Simon's 

attitude. Basically, she accepts that Philip IV's motive was to 

seize the Order's wealth,69 but she sees his actions as closely 

'related to his decision not to go on crusade70 and to his failure 

71 
to gain direct control of the Order. She presents a sympathetic 

view of Clement V, an ill man who acquiesced in the dissolution of 

63. ibid. 3 p. 6. 64. ihid." p. 61. 

65. ibid. 3 pp. 84-85. 66. ibid. 3 p. 9l. 

67. ibid. 3 p. 125. 68. ibid. 3 p. 10l. 

69. ibid. 3 p. 226. 70. ibid. 3 pp. 198-199. 

7l. ibid. 3 p. 224. 
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the Order as a result of Philip's astuteness and of the skilled 

72 
pamphleteering of his chancellor, Hilliam Nogaret. Edith Simon 

dismisses the charges against the Templars as without substance 

because "its ranks \-Jere full of upright men and those imbued with 

all the pride of noble b1ood".73 She does indicate, however, that 

the actions of the Order in the East prepared the way for their 

d · 1 . 74 
~sso ut~on. 

By comparison with studies of the Temp1ars, those on the 

Hospita1lers are less romanticised and more scholarly. This Order 

did not cloak its activities in secrecy and its survival, even in 

a greatly modified form,75 facilitated the preservation of its 

76 records. From 1894 to 1904, J.' De1avi1le Le Rou1x, the outstanding 

French historian of the Hospitallers, published Cartulaire generate 

de l'Ordre de St Jean de Jerusalem. 77 
The availability of this 

material provides the necessary basis for detailed examination of 

the Order but personal connections of historians with its descendant 

branches militates against an objective assessment of its 

contribution to Outremer. 

72. ibid.~ pp. 253-]61. 73. ibid.~ p. 289. 

74. ibid.~ FP' 287-291. 
75. After the loss of Acre in 1291, the Hospitallers moved to 

Cyprus and finally settled on Rhodes in 1309. Driven from 
there in 1522, they established themselves on Halta in 1530. 
In 1540 an act of Parliament dissolved the Order in England 
but it ~as revived in 1831 as a non-sectarian, independent body. 

76. The archives of the Order are still in Malta. See La Monte 

op.(Jit.~ p. 64. 

77. ibid. 



206 

The most notable example is Colonel Sir Edwin James King who 

has published extensively on the lIosPitallers,78 but his work most 

directly concerned \vith their role in the Latin Kingdom is The 

Knights HODpitaUe2's in the Holy Land. At the time of publication, 

King was Knight of Justice and Librarian of the British Order of 

79 
St John. In common vJith earlier historians of the Hilitary 

Orders, he romanticizes their actions and over-emphasizes their 

achievements when he concludes: 

The responsibility for the defence of the country 
rested almost entirely upon their shoulders, more 
especially during the last forty years, and 
although often hampered by the intensity of the 
rivalry bet\veen their respective Orders, yet none 
the less there can be no two opinions as to the 
entirely devoted and self sacrificing manner in 
w'hich they carried out their arduous duties. 80 

Throughout King's assessment, his partisanship is apparent. 

This approach is explicable partly in terms of his own 

background and interests as he recounts with the understandable 

relish of the professional soldier the various military activities 

of the Hospitallers. Recruits from Europe were "muscular Christians 

78. These include The Knights of st John in England~ The Seals of 
the Order of St John of Jerusalem and The Rule~ Statutes and 
Customs of the HospitaUers, .1099-1310. 

79. Entry, "Colonel Sir Edwin James King", Who was Who~ 1951-1960~ 
A Companion to Who's Who containing the Biographies of those 
who died during the decade 1951-1960~ Adam and Charles Black, 
London, 1961, Vol. V, p. 619. 

80. E.J. King, The Knights HospitaZZers in the HoZy Land~ Hethuen 
and Co., London, 1931, p. 300. 
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evcr-rcady to sacrifice their lives" and \Olere lithe very best 

81 
military types". As a consequence, ",the fighting value of a 
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European force \Vas considerably higher than that of a corresponding 

82 
Oriental force". Only "mismanagement" caused defeat at Hattin in 

1187 • 83 h f h " T e Fi t Crusade might have ended so differently if only 

commonsense prevailed,,84 and the Crusade of Louis IX "might have 

ended in brilliant success", if he had marched directly upon 

C
. 85 alro. 

81. ibid. 

82. ibid.~ p. 125. 

83. ibid.~ p. 128. It is true that the Christian army contributed 
to its own defeat by tactical and strategic blunders, but these 
should not be overstressed. R.C. Smail,forexample, provides 
a convincing argument in defence of Guy of Lusignan's decision 
to march to the relief of Tiberias. See R.C. Smail, Crusading 
Warfare (1097-1193)~ University Press, Cambridge, 1967, 
pp. 194-195. Certainly, the Christians could have avoided 
fighting at Hattin but such was the w'eakness in manpower and 
resources of the Latin Kingdom that any defeat in the field 
was decisive. 

84. King op.cit.~ p. 197. This assessment may be correct but it 
begs the question why "conunonsense" did not prevail and implies 
Western superiority. 

85. ibid.~ p. 243. The outcome of the Fifth Crusade reveals the 
serious geographical and logistic problems an invading land 
army faced in Egypt. Both the Fifth and the Sixth Crusades 
experienced floods, storms and disease and both armies were 
cut off and surrounded by the'Moslems. In these campaigns, 
the Moslems displayed an undoubted superiority. See, Joinville 
and Villehardouin, Chronicles of the Crusades, M.R.B. Shaw 
(trans.), Joinville, The Life of st Louis~ Chapter viii, p. 237, 
for his account of the natural hazards that hindered Louis IX's 

forces. 
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In these engagements, the Hospitallers upheld their "glorious 

86 military record", while King implies that Christian success was 

possible. 

This emphasis upon the nilitary aspects of the Order to·the 

neglect of its charitable works begins with King's account of its 

foundation and development. In order to support the assertion that 

military activities became dominant within a generation after the 

First Crusade,87 King overcomes the lack of provision for these in 

the rule of Raymond of Payen by arguing that it was formulated in 

the early years of his mastership and did not, therefore, reflect 

the actual situation when Eugenius III confirmed it.
B8 

110reover, 

King assumes that the loss of the Hospital in Jerusalem meant that 

"there wer2 only military duties left for the Order" during the 

89 twelfth century. As a soldier, King is interested almost solely 

in the military activities of the Hospital, magnifying them as a 

consequence. 

86. King op.cit . ., p. 300. 

87. ibid . ., p. 37. 

88. ibid . ., p. 29. 
89. ibid . ., p. 164. Raymond of Payen, the second master of the 

Order, was elected in about 1120 and died between 1158 and 
1160. The date of the Rule remains unknown, but the Hospital 
by 1154 when it was granted the right to have its own.priests, 
was recognizably an exempt Order of the Church. Its 1ndependence 
had been established by Paschal II in 1113 when he took the 
Hospital under the protection of the papacy and confirmed its 

privileges. 
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According to King, "there ,>vas no more romantic period in 

. ,,90 hI" Instory in Vlhic t 1cre ~Jas heroic fighting against hopeless 

dd " 91 os. Individual masters stand out in King's narrative as 

209 

personifyin2; these qualities. Raymond of Payen vJaS "the greatest 

92 of all the heroes of the Orderstl ; Gilbert of Assailly "must rank 

93 
amongst the 1'.10st famous I'Jasters"; Roger of Moulins tlmust always 

stand high on the roll of the greatest heroes of the Order,,;94 

Garnier of Nablus was "a very gallant knight,,95 and Hugh Revel 

96 
tlhas ever been regarded as one of the greatest masters" It is 

fitting that the Order as King conceives it produced such leaders. 

Indeed, there is only one master, Geoffrey of Donj on, ,>vhom he 

criticises, pointing out, however, that Geoffrey's earlier 

administrative career failed to prepare hlll for controlling the 

military elements of the Order.
97 

Any study of the Hilitary Orders raises the question of their 

relationship Hith each other. While admitting friction bet,veen the 

Hospitallers and Templars, King argues that its effects were less 

d G 
. 1 98 

serious than those of Venetian an enoese rlva ry. As a defence 

of the Hospitallers, he claims Templar jealousy because they "could 

never forget that they Here the first of the Hilitary Orders ... 
99 

90. ibid . ., p. 299. 9l. ibid . ., p. l. 

92. ibid . ., p. 56. 93. ibid . ., p. 98. 

94. ibid . ., p. 119. 95. ibid . ., p. 156. 

96. ibid . ., p. 273. 97. ibid . ., p. 17l. 

98. ibid., p. 300. 99. ibid . ., p. 108. 
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In considering their rivalry, he concludes that "it was sufficient 

for the former [the Hospitallers] to support a certain policy, for 

the Litter to oppose lOtH.IOO Tho lS· statement provides a simple 

explanation in which the Templars suffer by compariso~ with the 

Hospitallers whose stature is increased accordingly. 

Despite this very serious criticism of the Templars, King 

still maintains that they and the Hospita11ers "remained the only 

really stable and \.;rholesome elements in the state". 101 Yet, he 

holds the Templars solely responsible for the coronation of Guy 

of Lusignan in 1186 which "was fatal to the Kingdom,,102 and implies 

that they joined "the lawless elements of the Holy Land" in 

supporting Haria of Antioch's claim to the crown of the Latin 

K o d 103 lng om. Nevertheless, the Military Orders were dedicated 

soldiers par excellence for King who believed that "no troops 

100. ibid' 3 p. 212. 101. ibid' 3 p. 300. 

102. ibid' 3 p. 118. King simplifies greatly the circumstances 
surrounding the crowning of Guy of Lusignan and the support 
for him. Even William of Tyre who was not sympathetic to Guy, 
indicates that he received significant backing from the great 
feudatories as well as the Templars. See, for example, 
William of Tyre op.cit' 3 Vol. II, pp. 492-501 and pp. 507-509. 

103. King op.cit' 3 p. 265. Ma~ia of Antioch was a granddaughter 
of Isabella who had succeeded Sibylla and Guy of Lusignan. 
Her rival claimant, Hugh of Antioch - Lusignan, was only a 
great grandson. On the grounds of consa~guinity, she was, . 
therefore, the pZus dreit heir aparant so that those supporting 
her claim to th.e throne scarcely merit th.e epithet, "lawless". 
For a discussion of the legal technicalities, see J.L. La Monte, 
Feudal, Mona:rchy in the Latin Kingdom of JerusaZern3 1l00 to 1291 3 

The Medieval Academy of America, Cambridge, Massachusetts, 1932, 

pp. 76-79. 



in all history 11<1Ve ever shown a higher standard of duty or a 

finer fighting spirit".104 

Those assessments of the Military Orders considered so far 

have a very similar approach although they were written over a 

considerable period of time. It is evident that the historians 
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tend to abstract the Orders from their context, to view them solely 

as a specialised military unit, to magnify their achievements and 

to ignore their disruptive influence within Outremer. In contrast 

to these earlier writers, Jonathan Riley-Smith examines the 

Hospita11ers "as an institution in the Latin settlement in the 
105 

Levant and as an international exempt Order of the Church". 

His account of the development of the Hospitallers and of 

the slow growth of their military activities presents a new 

interpretation. While the Temp1ars became "the examp1ars of the 

" d . f Ch· 106 h H . t 1 f d d new knights as the sol 1ers 0 r1st, t e OSp1 a, oun e 

for charitable \.;rorks, changed into a military order very slowly 
107 Riley-Smith argues 

with the reluctant sanction of the papacy. 

104. King op.cit., p. 300. 
105. J. Riley-Smith, The Knights of st John in Jerusalem and Cyprus, 

1050-1310 Hacmil1an and Co. Ltd, London, 1967, p. xiii. 
Ri1ey-Smi~h \Vho was a stud~nt of Smail at Cambridge, originally 
presented this study for a doctorate. 

106. ibid., p. 9. 

107. ibid... p. 11. 
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I 
I that after t~e Hospitallers were founded, they did not seek to 

emulate the Templars who were "founderi~glt in their early years 

and required the vigour and power of St Bernard to survive.
l08 

Furthermore, he believes that the number of gifts from Europe 
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resulted from early cOl1fusion of the Hospita11ers with- the Church 

of the Holy Sepulchre than from a great and rapidly spread 

reputation.l09 Although the Order developed in response to certain 

needs, Riley-Smith clearly demonstrates that its grmvth was slow, 

haphazard and independent of developments vlithin the Templars. 

It follows as a consequence that Riley-Smith considers the 

Hospitallers' charitable work their main concern until late in the 

110 twelfth century. As far as military activities were concerned, 

he believes that they probably employed mercenaries at first and 

argues that it is only with the gift of "Bethgibelin in 1136 that 

we have hard evidence of soldiering" .111 Part of his argument is 

the late date, between 1155 and 1160, he assigns to Raymond's rule 

1 " "" 112 h"l in which there was no provision for mi itary act1v1t1es, w 1 e 

Alexander III, between 1178 and 1180, ordered that the Hospita11ers 

were not to bear arms 

108. ibid. , p. 54. 109. ibid., p. 40. 

110. ibid. , pp. 52-53. Ill. ibid. , p. 53. 

112. ibid. , p. 49. 
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I according to the custom of the said Raymond, 
except when the standard portraying the Holy 
Cross is carried for the defence of the 
Kingdom or for the siege of some pagan city.113 

By this time, the conditions for bearing arms were very v!ide but 
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Riley-Smith concludes that it was only after the Battle of Hattin 

that "the need to defend the settlement led to a final acceptance 

of the Hospital as a Hilitary Order". 114 

Throughout this study, Riley-Smith emphasizes that the 

Military Orders as corporate bodies adopted and pursued consistent 

policies. During the thirteenth century, the Hospital followed 

"tW"O consistent but different policies towards the Hus1im 

115 states". In the northern marches of Outremer, faced by a 

vleakened and divided eneillY, their aggressive policy aimed at 

f ' M 1 'b 116 en orc1ng os em tr1 ute. Farther south, however, with strong 

Moslem powers centering on Damascus and Cairo, the Hospital1ers 

k h d ' 'd d 117 advocated an alliance with Damascus to "eep t e two groups 1V1 e . 

These two different military approaches, as Riley-Smith outlines 

and explains them, indicate considerable flexibility within the 

Order and a realistic assessment of the situation. 

The most significant part of Riley-Smith's interpretation 

deals with the relationship between .the Hospita11ers ·and Temp1ars. 

113. quoted ibid. , p. 59. 114. ibid., p. 89. 

115. ibid., p. 136. 116. ibid. , p. 139. 

117. ibid. '. p. 141. 
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By examining eight major political crises in the Latin East, he 

indicates that "in nearly every political crisis, the Hospitallers 

were royalist, the Templars baronial,r .118 Their clashes resulted 

from their adherence to diametricaily opposed principles of 

government, both of \oJhich Riley-Smith accepts were tenable in the 

. . 119 Al h sltuatlon. tough he is unable to account for these 

d 'ff 120 h d l erences, is efinition of them provides some rationale for 

their actions beyond petty jealousy. At the same time, however, 

he recognizes that Hthe long disputes between the Orders ••• 

dissipated their strength .•. Latin opportunities had been lost 

121 that could never be recovered". Rational explanations for 

Hospital1er and Templar rivalry make it more comprehensible without 

lessening its consequences. 

Another important aspect which Riley-Smith explains, is the 

reaction of the l1ilitary Orders to Hestern crusaders. Basically, 

he argues that they refused to acquire territory which they could 

not defend. As a result, they advised Richard I against attempting 

122 to capture Jerusalem. Similarly, they rejected the treaties 

proposed during the Fifth Crusade
123 

and criticised Frederick II's 

ll~p ibid.~ pp. 151-152. See the short summary of these, ibid.~ 
p. 151. Riley-Smith distinguishes eight major crises before 
1291 in which the Temp1ars and the Hospita1lers \'lere opposed. 
These \olere· disputes over the crown of the Latin Kingdom in 
1186, 1191, 1258 and 1268, quarrels in Antioch between 1201 
and 1221, the war of St Sabas in 1260, and policy towards 
Egypt in 1168. 

119. ibid.~ p. 474. 

121. ibid.~ p. 183. 

123. ibid.~ p. 142. 

120. ibid.~ p. 152. 

122. ibid.~ p. 141. 
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agreement in 1229.
124 

Hhile Riley-Smith accepts this attitude as 

realistic, he indicates that Western crusaders, failing to understand 

the situation, suspected treachery in the face of reluctant 

125 support. Both the detailed knowledge of the Military Orders 

and the extent of their own military con~itment justify and explain 

for Riley-Smith the influence they wielded in the affairs of the 

, d 126 KJ.ng om. 

This assessment of the Hospitallers involving considerable 

reinterpretation of their actions, motivations and contribution 

provides some insight into the Templars. Indeed, any analysis of 

one of the Orders involves the other, but Riley-Smith does not 

present them as rivals in the generally accepted sense. Instead, 

he indicates that they developed along different lines, followed 

different political philosophies and met a different fate. At 

the same time, he demonstrates that the Military Orders "shared 

the vices of all great mediaeval institutions: selfishness, greed 

h 1 " ," 127 and an obsession wit J.tJ.gatJ.on. Since Riley-Smith is intent 

upon analysis, he neither idealises the Military Orders nor judges 

them too harshly while his conclusions necessitate a reassessment 

of the political history of Out·remer. 

124. ibid. 3 pp. 166-167. 

125. ibid. 3 p. 141. 

126. ibid. 3 pp. 127-128. 

127. ibid. 3 p. 473. 



One reaction to this study is Desmond SeHard's attempt to 

write a "general introduction,,128 to the Military Orders than to 
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attempt any emulation of Riley-Smith. This most recent assessment, 

The Honks of rlar .. The Military Religious Orders .. published in 1972, 

deals only briefly with their foundation and development in the 

Holy Land. Most of the discussion examines the activities of 

Military Orders outside the Latin Kingdom and considers other Orders 

founded in Europe. 

As the title of Se,·;rard's study suggests, he seeks to examine 

both aspects of these Orders, their religious vocation and their 

military calling. When he describes the members of these Orders, 

he presents them as 

consecrated to battle ... noblemen vowed to 
poverty, chastity and obedience, who lived 
a monastic' life in convents 'vhich 'vere at 
the same time barracks. 129 

There is considerable emphasis upon their religious profession as 

Seward stresses that "one must see them as monks with a genuine 

sense of spiritual brotherhood,,130 'vhile taking obvious pride in 

the fact that "alone of all religions Catholic Christianity 

. ,,131 
produced the monk-\varr~or • 

128. D. Seward, The Monks of War .. The Military Religious Orders .. 
Eyre Methuen, London~ 1972, p. 3. 

129. ibid. 
130. ibid., p. 55. 

131. ibid., p. 292. 
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At the same time, Seward is faced ,vith trying to reconcile 

such disparate vocations admitting that' "everything about them ,vas 

d " " ,,132 "1 a strange contra lctlon , Baslcal y, Seward rationalises that 

while "Har is evil" it is "yet inescapable and the brethren's real 

mission was to humanise an inhuman trade",133 In developing this 

argument, he points to the "syncretic genius of Catholicism,,134 

in uniting "knight with monk" and in developing "a strange vQcation 

which unconsciously substituted Christ for Woden, Paradise for 

Valhalla" ,135 This was a.n attempt to control "violent instincts 

which still lurked in a Woden-haunted unconscious,,136 and "to tame 

a brutal warrior nobilitY",137 While admitting the failings of 

d I " h h h h'l 138 these Orders, Sewar imp les t at t e attempt was wort w l e 

h 
'd bl 139 and that their ac ievements were conSl era e. 

In the main, Sevlard' s study is a defence of the Military 

Orders. Referring to their military achievements, he concludes 

that Outremer "because of the brethren's sacrifices ••• endured 

" ,,140 
for nearly two centurles • At the same time, "brother knights 

saw themselves as solemnly professed religious,,14l while the 

132. ibid. , p. 293. 133. ibid. , p. 8. 

134. ibid. , p. 4. 135. ibid. 

136. ibid. , p. 7. 137. ibid., p. 3. 
, 

138. ibid. , p. 87. 139. ibid. , p. 293. 

140. ibid. , p. 4 141. ibid. , p. 26. 

/ 



218 

Hospi ta11ers' "t,.;ro[old vocation, to nurse and to fight, gave them 

. rt t 1 . th 1'[ fL' C' ." 142 !h an 1mpo an ro e 1n e 1. e 0 at1n ..,yr1a • W en Sevlard 

states that he is "not concerned with chivalry" but "only with men 

in monasteries who went out to bat~le",143 he indicates that the 

paradoxical combination of the religious with the soldier constitutes 

the primary interest for him. 

Generally, the historians of the Military Orders, except for 

Riley-Smith, are partisan in their accounts. They tend to ignore 

their defects and fail to consider any decline in their religious 

ideal. As a result of their desire to establish the Orders' 

contributions to the Latin Kingdom, they argue that they alone were 

responsible for its survival. The nineteenth-century writers 

together T,)ith Edith Simon and Sir Ed\oJin King regard the Orders as 

the personification of all knightly and heroic virtues while 

Desmond Seward reaches a similarly favourable assessment by 

emphasizing their devotion to a religious ideal expressed in military 

activity. By comparison, Riley-Smith's moderation presents a far 

more effectively argued and convincing assessment of these Orders 

in Outremer. Their policies towards Western crusaders, internal 

politics and relations with the Moslems are shown, despite their 

failings and disputes, to have been based upon a consistent philosophy. 

142. ibid., p. 32. 

143. ibid., p. 6. 
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Historians of PapaZ Policy and Canon LaUJ 
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Crusade Has an ecclesiastical institution involving spiritual 

as \Jell as temporal privileges. Although it became signif icant 

in papal policy and "laS ewbodied in canon law, there have been 

few specialised studies of its ecclesiastical nature. In 1938, 

John L. La }lonte pointed to this anomaly 1 but, except for the 

2 
re-publication of sOCJ.e articles on the papacy and crusade, only 

t\\'o published studies have appeared in English. It is a COID.":lent 

upon the methods and attitudes of British historians that only 

American medievalists have attempted such investigations to date. 

The emphasis upon secular aspects of crusade to the neglect 

of its ecclesiastical nature and .direction requires so:ne 

explanation. Until 1882, access to the Vatican archives, the 

largest single depository of ecclesiastical documents end registers 

was difficult. 3 Attempts to catalogue these and to gather 

dispersed records are still in progress.
4 

Furthermore, co~ent on 

1. J .L. La Monte, "Some Proble..'Tls in Crusading Historiography", 
Specul.wn3 A Journal. of UedievaZ- Studies3 Vol. XV, 1940, p. 65. 

2. D.C. Hunro, "Papal proclawation of the Crusade"; A.C. Krey, 
"The Crusade and the Eastern Churches"; F. Duncalf, "The pope's 
Plan for the Crusade", J1ae CYlAsades, J(otives and I.chievements, 
J.A. Brundage (ed.), D.C. Heath and Company, Boston, 1964. 

3. M. L. Ambrosini with H. Willis, The Secret Archives of the 
vatican

3 
Eyre and Spottiswoode, London, 1970, p. 339. 

4. ibid' 3 pp. 340-341. 
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canonical aspects of crusade is rare in the writings of Medieval 

lawyers. Indeed, lack of treatises specifically concerned with 

5 crusade suggcs ts that canon la\vyer.s did not regard it as a permanent 

or even a significant institution 'of the Medieval Church. The 

problem of sources has produced certain difficulties for the 

historian. 

These practical considerations do not altogether explain 

the British avoidance of specialised studies in this field. 

Undoubtedly, their preference for narrative accounts has militated 

against monographic studies, but it is possible that lack of 

interest in or even hostility to Rome has contributed to their 

failure to consider ecclesiastical aspects of crusade. Moreover, 

for those historians interested in institutions, the sources of 

British constitutional, legal and administrative history are in 

themselves so vast that in the nineteenth century, historians 

in England, attracted to the study of such subjects, inevitably 

found more than enough to keep them busily engrossed in domestic 

history.6patriotic, Protestant insularity could thus be satisfied. 

The works of earlier British historians of the crusades 

convey their prejudices against the Medieval Church establishing 

an attitude that has prevailed. Thomas Fuller rails against the 

5. J.A. Brundage, MedievaZ Canon Law and the Crusader, The 
University of Wisconsin Press, Madison, 1969, pp. 189-190. 

6. See above Chapter III, pp. 62-63. 

/ 
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papacy and at tacks the l-1edicval Church attempting to discredit them 

by the claim that the crusades Here "for bloudshed the cruellest , 

for pretenses the most pious, for the true intent the most 

politick" .7 Ed1iJard Gibbon, more subtle in his approach, sees 

crusade as part of the "popular madness of the times,,8 revealing 

"the use and abuse of religion,,9 which "ignorant fanatics" 

10 
espoused. Both Fuller and Gibbon are only interested in the 

Medieval Church in relation to crusade in so far as they are able 

to condemn religious practices and beliefs of the day. 

While Hriters of the nineteenth century are not as critical 

of crusade, they ignore its ecclesiastical nature. Romantic 

historians regard crusade as heroic, chivalric endeavour. Charles 

Mills describes it as springing from "romantic adventure and the 

desire of chivalric danger [which] sympathised with the advice 

11 of the preacher". Henry Stebbing, an Anglican cleric, claims 

that during the Middle Ages "the doctrines and precepts of 

. b " 12 Christianity had been gradually becolU1ng more and more 0 scure , 

7. T. Fuller, The Historie of the Holy Warre 3 Thomas Buck, 
Cambridge, 1639, p. 228. 

8. E. Gibbon, The History of the Decline and Fall of the Raman 
Empire

3
. J.B. Bury (ed.), Hethuen and Co. Ltd, London, 1912, 

7 vols, Vol. VI, p. 260. 

9. ibid' 3 p. 271. 

10. ibid' 3 p. 293. 

11. 

12. 

C. Mills, The History of the Crusades 3 fo~ the Recovery and 
Possession of the Holy Land3 Longman, Hurst, Reese, Orme, and 
Brown, London, 1821, 2 vols, Vol. I, pp. 40-41. 

H. Stebbing, The History of Chivalry and the Crusades3 Constable 
and Co., and-Hurst, Chance and Co., London, 1830, 2 vols s 

Vol. I, p. 15. . 
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but at least presents the crusades as expeditions undertaken by 

men vlhose characters were distinguished by the 
highest of chivalrous virtues, and who were 
descended from a long line of noble warriors. 13 

Hills and Stebbing certainly hold no brief for Rome, but the. 

Nedieval Church is not their interest; they are preoccupied with 
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colour, excitement and heroism which they see exemplified in crusade. 

In the later nineteenth century, historians influenced by 

the optimistic L~perialism of their own times, also view crusade 

favourably. Archer and Kingsford see Syria as the "battleground 

of the dominant powers of the world,,14 which the "Turkish hordes" 

had so devastated that it was "lost to civilization".15 They 

imply that it was necessary for the West to occupy the area and 

regret that "the climate forbade any hope of success to a regular 

system of colonisation".16 Charles Condor sets out to present 

"the colonisation of Palestine under the feudal system,,17 concluding 

that the "Kingdom of Jerusalem was the model of just and moderate 

rule".18 A general narrative suits the purpose of these historians 

13. ibid., p. 222. 

14. T.A. Archer and C.L. Kingsford, The Crusades, The story of the 
Kingdom of Jerusalem, T. Fisher Unwin Ltd, London, 1910, 
[1894], p. 2. 

15. ibid., p. 19. 16. ibid., p. 185. 

17. C.R. Condor, The Latin Kingdom of Jerusalem, 1099 to 1291 A.D., 
Palestine Exploration Fund, London, 1897, p. 76. 

18. ibid., p. 428. 
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and the role of the papacy is incidental to their interpretation. 

Indeed, it could perhaps even be an embarrassment to their 

favourable view of crusade as Western colonisation. 

By the turn of the century, however, D.C. Munro, whose impact 

upon American crusading studies has already been considered, 19 

was looking beyond purely secular considerations as his article, 

"The Speech of Pope Urban II at Clermont, 1095", published in. 

1906, indicates. 20 Two of hiE former students, Frederick Duncalf 

and August C. Krey, analysed Urban II's aims in calling the First 

Crusade and assessed the extent to which they \Ilere realised. 21 

As these studies appeared as articles, they will not be considered 

here, but they reflect an American interest in the papacy and 

crusade and suggest Munro's influence. 

In 1940, another former student of Munro, Palmer A. Throop, 

published Criticism of the Crusade: a study of Public Opinion and 

Crusade Propaganda, a revision of his 1934 doctorate for princeton.
22 

19. See above, Chapter VII, p. 140. 

20. D.C. Munro, "The Speech of Urban II at Clermont, 1095", 
The American Historical Review, Vol. XI, 1906, pp. 231-242. 

21. F. Duncalf, "The Pope's Plan for the Crusade", The Crusades 
and Other Historical Essays Pi-esented to D.C. Munro by his 
Former students, L.J. Paetow (ed.), F.S. Crofts and Co., Inc., 
New York, 1928, pp. 44-56; A.C. Krey, "Urban's Crusade - Success 
or Failure", The American Historical Review, Vol. LIlI, 1948, 
pp. 235-250. 

22. P.A. Throop, Criticis~ of the Crusade: a study of Public Opinion 
and Crusade Propaganda, Swets and Zeitlinger, Amsterdam, 1940, 
p. viii. 
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Throop examines different types of contemporary sources to assess 

the 

endeavors of the papacy to arouse Europe to a holy 
war and the anti-crusade sentiracnt which in the 
end thwarted these endeavors. 23 

Despite the title of his study, it mainly concerns the papacy and 

thirteenth-century crusade and deals specifically with the 

pontificate of Gregory X from 1271 to 1276 in the light of his 

24 
attempts to organise a crusade to the East. Throop argues that 

"an antagonism to crusading endeavor which may be observed among 

clergy, burghers, and feudality" ensured his failure.
25 

Consideration of thirteenth-century crusade involves problems 

of definition and Throop's work indicates that he regards crusade 

as synonymous with holy war. He comments, for example, that "the 

question arose as to the relative importance of the holy war in 

26 
the East and the holy war in Europe" which suggests that he 

sees crusade as an expedition sponsored by the papacy. On the 

other hand, however, he refers to crusade to the East as the "ideal
ll 

by which Urban II intended that "all forces should combine against 

of all Christians". 
27 In considering 

the Hoslem, the enemy 

23. ibid. ~ p. vii. 

24. ibid. ~ p. viii. 

25. ibid.~ p. vii. 

26. ibid. ~ p. 55. 

27. ibid. ~ p. 28. 
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Gregory XIS attitude to crusade, Throop discerns a genuine devotion 

t th " f h Ii 1 L d,,28 . o e cause 0 teo y an motivating his attempt to 

concentrate lithe energies of Christendom upon the rescue of the 

29 
Holy Sepulchre". It is apparent that Throop regards crusade 

which aimed at "the recovery of Jerusalem,,30 as the more acceptable. 

The views expressed in contemporary discussion of crusade 

indicate to Throop "the .degeneration of crusading motives,,3l. 

Increasingly, "the Vicar of Christ waged war against his mm 

32 
enemies in Europe"; the papacy sponsored "crusade against the 

heretic",33 which was "a most potent Heapon in enforcing religious 

unity,,;34 it "used with increasing frequency the crusade against 

rebellious rulers and cities,,35 and moved against the northern 

pagans "issuing indulgences similar to those promised for the 

36 crusade against the Moslems". Throop concludes that these 

actions, in association with the commutation of the "crusade vmv-s 

for money,,37 and other "financial abuses",38 aroused"a bitterly 

hostile public opinion,,39 and· a "profound distrust of papal 

motives".40 

28. ibid . ., p. 12. 29. ibid . ., p. 113. 

30. ibid . ., p. 2. 31. ibid . ., p. 53. 

32. ibid . ., p. 27. 

33. ibid . ., p. 37. The most notable example is the so-called 
Albigensian Crusade undertaken in the south of France from 
1209 to 1229 against the Cathars regarded as heretics because 
of their dualistic theology. 

34. ibid. -' p. 46 •. 35. ibid . ., p. 48. 

36 ibid . ., p. 109. 37. ibid . ., p. 62. 

38. ibid . ., p. 69. 39. ibid . ., p. 25. 

40. ibid . ., p. 26. 

/ 



Throop assumes that individual ~rriters, both secular and 

religious, expressed widely held views.' There are references to 

"J " ,.41 d "f 42 a popu _ar rcactlon an to un avorable public opinion" and 

he claims that "public opinion evc.rYVlhere was hostile" to 

43 
crusade. On the other hand, he shows that many contemporary 

commentators had some vested interest in attacking the papacy or 

in opposing crusade. The views of Bishop Bruno of Olmutz, for 

1 "h" h" 1"" 1 " 1 " 11 44 h "I h examp e, lnge upon lS po 1 tlca partlsanSlllp, VJ 1 e t e 

De Statu Saracenorwn of Hilliam of Tripoli 1;vas a l1plea for the 

conversion rather than the destruction of the Saracens".45 It 

is valid for Throop to claim that the views of such men were 

representative of certain sections of medieval society, but not 

226 

that they reflect the general state of public opinion. Undoubtedly, 

Throop's close involvement \-lith his sources results in his 

attributing considerable influence to them by claiming wide 

currency for their vie~vs. 

The papacy is central to Throop' s vie~v of the crusading 

46 
movement in its role as creator and sponsor. Consequently, he 

posits that 

41. ibid.~ p. 82. 42. ibid.~ p. 147. 

43. ibid. ~ p. 214. 44. ibid.~ p. 105. 

45. ibid. ~ p. 115. 46. ibid.~ p. 7. 

/ 



the popes, having fostered the crusades, could 
not very well abandon their mm creation 
vlithout confessing their ovm impotence. 47 

As Throop indicates, during a cruscde " a pope was the supreme 

227 

arbiter politically as Hell as spiritually" and he concludes. that 

"it is no strange coincidence, therefore, that the papal monarchy 

flourished" .48 Nevertheless, Throop argues that contemporary 

criticisms of the movement show the extent to vlhich the "papacy 

was losing control of public opinion in its firm determination 

49 
to establish theocracy". Despite all the reasons that Throop 

adduces for declining support for crusade to the East, his work 

implies that it was basically a failure in public relations at 

a time when the increasing prosperity of the 'ivest was, in any 

50 
case, li~ely to encourage potential crusaders to stay at home. 

The value of Throop's study is his elucidation of the opinions 

of those individuals ,.,ho reacted against developments in the 

crusading movement in the thirteenth century. The broad conclusions 

47. ibid. ~ p. 3. 

48. ibid., pp. 3-4. 

49. ibid., p. 67. 

50. By the early thirteenth century, improved agricultural 
techniques and production were assisting economic development 
when increased monetary circulation and the growth of to,ms 
were adding to economic diversification and sophistication. 
G. Duby, The EarZy Growth of European Economy, Warriors ~ad 
Peasants from the Seventh to the TweZfth Century, H.B. Clarke 
(trans.), Weidenfe1d and Nicolson, London, 1974, pp. 257-270. 
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drmm from his examination of these sources, are, however, too 

sweeping and his application of the term, "public opinion", to 

medieval society is anachronistic. In considering the failure 

of the Crusade against Aragon, the sole outcome of all Gregory X's 

efforts, Throop concludes rather ironically that "Crusades of any. 

sort, it seems, were no longer favoured by providence".51 

Throop's attempt to see the crusading endeavours of the 

thirteenth-century papacy from the viev~oint of those in closer 

touch with the practice of crusade remains isolated in historical 

works on the movement in English. Similarly, the theoretical 

basis of canon law in relation to crusade has been accorded only 

one study in English. In 1964, J.A. Brundage indicated that 

"there is a whole complex of legal proQlems surrounding the 

52 Crusades, which are very imperfectly investigated and understood", 

claiming that an examination of the juridical status of a crusader 

should help us to understand better the position 
of the Crusader in the society and legal 
structure of the Middle Ages in the West. 53 

51. ibid.~ p. 282. 

52. 

53. 

J.A. Brundage, "Recent Crusade Historiography: Some 
Observations and Suggestions", The Catholic Historical Revie1J~ 
Vol. XLIX, 1964, p. 505. 

ibid. 
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It is rcmad;able that only two earlier v.rriters, both French, Emile 

Briclrcy and Nichel Villey, have attempt,ed such an assessment. 54 

Brundage in his study, MedievaZ Canon Law and the Crusader3 published 

in 1969, aims at considering the crusaders' motivations status , , 

obligations and temporal and spiritual re\.;rards 55 in the context 

of crusade "as a canonistic institution".56 

He begins with a survey of pilgrimage in which crusade Has 

57 
"largely grounded", from its genesis in Old Testament times to 

its development as "a worthy form of asceticism" 58 During the 

seventh century, pilgrimage was "increasingly prescribed as a part 

of the penance enjoined upon confessed sinners".59 By 1095, 

"pilgrims had already secured a special status, ••• a status \,hich 

as yet, hmvever, had not been sharply defined" 60 Brundage sees 

II 1· h h ·1· f . 1 k· d" 61 crusade as a pi grlmage, t oug a pl grlmage 0 a specla In , 

involving "the visitation of the Holy Sepulchre" which, he 

maintains, 'vas "an integral part of the structure of the crusade 

throughout its historY",62 a narrow definition explicable in terms 

of his approach. Nevertheless, it is interesting that Brundage 

. h· d· . 63 himself broadens implicitly his ovm definition In lS lSCUSSlon. 

54. Brundage, MedievaZ Canon Lca.J and the Crusader ~ pp. xvi-xvii. 

55. ibid.~ pp. xiii-xiv. 56. ibid." p. xv. 

57. ibid.~ p. 3. 58. ibid." p. 6. 

59. ibid. ~ p. 7. 60. ibid." p. 18. 

6!. ibid." p. 3. 62. ibid. " p. 124. 

63. See be1ml7, p. 223. 
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After considering pilgrimage, Brundage demonstrates that 

crusade involved the "Hedding of the tradition of pilgrimage with 

64 
that of holy ''lar''. By traCl·ng th-e d 1 f h 1 ~ eve opment 0 0 y war as a 

just conflict,65 he explains the grOlvth of the belief that it Has 

"positively meritorious, as a >'lay to personal salvation". 66 The 

eleventh century reform movement influenced this development 67 

Hhich the reconquista in Spain further stimulated. 68 According to 

Brundage, by the pontificate of Gregory VII, 1073 to 1085, 

many of the basic principles of the crusade idea 
had already been stated in papal declarations 
and incorporated in canonistic collections.69 

Brundage stresses, ho\'lever, that the Spanish campaigns were holy 

war vlithout "pilgrimage traditions". 70 It was only under Gregory 

VII that he sees "the germ of the idea of bringing together the 

institutions of holy war and pilgrimage" which "was brought to 

realization by the canny genius of Urban II" 71 

The examination of the synthesising of these distinct 

ecclesiastical institutions is a major contribution of Brundage's 

study. lIe clearly shows how "the crusader combined in his person 

64. Brundage op.cit. 3 p. 10. 65. ibid. 3 p. 19. 

66. ibid. 3 p. 2l. 67. ibid. 3 pp. 23-24. 

68. ibid. 3 p. 24. 69. ibid. 3 p. 25. 

70. ibid. 3 note 91. Brundage here neglects the pilgrimage to 
Santiago which became one of the most highly regarded places 
of pilgrimage during the Middle Ages. 

71. ibid. 3 p. 27. 
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characteristic features of the participants in both these enter-

prises" 72 
Until the end of the tw'elft,h century, the term, 

peregrinus~ applied to crusaders and during the thirteenth and 
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fourteenth centuries it was used indiscriminately both for crusaders 

d "1 " 73 
an pl grlIDS. On the other hand, Brundage sees a clear distinction, 

namely that the crusader was "pledged to fight a holy \.,rar in the 

course of achieving his pilgrimage goal".74 Urban II introduced 

this "basic juridical structure" at Clermont when he initiated 

the First Crusade.
75

, This approach to crusade through its 

canonistic bases results in a narrow definition of the movement 

which Brundage modifies in his later analysis of thirteenth-century 

developments. 

The discussion of the crusading vow reveals Brundage's 

neglect of the notion of holy war which he indicates is basic to 

the movement. The canonists whom he examines, were more concerned 

72. ibid.~ p. 30. 

73. Brundage is arguing that the use of 'peregrinus , referring 
both to a pilgrim and to a crusader, suggests a close 
relationship between the two and a failure to distinguish 
bet\...-een them. The term crusader derives from the Latin, 
cruciare~ to cross. The earliest and only medieval English 
equivalents were croiserie which appeared in the thirteenth 
century and croisee which was'used from the fifteenth century. 
Thomas Fuller uses "crusado" but EdHard Gibbon popularised the 
form, "crusade". See The OXford English Dicticraary being a 
corrected re-issue with an introduction~ supplement and 
bibliography of a New English Dictionary on Histori~al Pr~nciples 
founded mainly on th~ materials collected by the Ph~lolog~cal 
Society, J.A.H. Murray, H. Bradley, \v.A. Craigie, C.T. Onions 
(cds), Clarendon Press, Oxford, 1933, 12 vols, Vol. II, 
p. 1221, and Fuller op.cit.~ p. 136. 

74. Brundage op.cit.~ p. 31. 75. ibid.~ p. 32. 

/ 
/ 



vli th VOHS in general than with VOlvS in relation to crusade; they 

considered only their commutation or redemption. 76 The failure 

of the Second Crusade demonstrated the need to discourage the 

merely pious and to convert their enthusiasm 
into some form of support which Hould make a 
solid contribution to the achievement of the 
crusade's goal. 77 

During the thirteenth century, commutation became increasingly a 
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"financial expedient to raise money for objectives quite different 

'. 78 
from the crusade". As a result, Brundage argues that crusade 

was transformed into an "internal European institution,,79 which. 

possessed "a system of coercion" and privileges "to attract 

80 men" • Brundage tends, hOlvever ~ to ignore these changes in 

crusade suggesting the increased predominance of the notion of 

holy war, which could be supported in various \vays over and above 

the equivalent of modern active service. 

Indeed, Brundage concentrates upon the crusader as a pilgrim 

with attendant privileges. As crusaders were pilgrims, they 

. d 81 
enjoyed certain rights which successive popes lncrease • 

76. ibid.~ p. 65. 77. ibid.~ p. 69. 

78. ibid.~ p. 70. 79. ibid.~ p. 136. 

80. ibid.~ p. 138. 

81. ibid.~ p. 142. Brundage describes these as 
the right of protection from personal attack, and 
a few related rights, particularly the recovery 
of land and possessions illicitly appropriated 
during their absence, delay in judicial proceedings 
against them pending their return, and minor 
canonical privileges. 
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Originally" the crusade indulgence, the most significant, applied 

to "a commutation of penance".82 d Evi ~nce from earlier chroniclers 

indicates that "it was accepted as a co:nplete quittance of all 

former sins".83 From the pontificate of Gregory VIII, those who 

did not actively participate in a crusade could receive an 

indulgence.
84 

This development paralleled an increased need for 

t . 11 f· . 1 85 b suppor , especla y lnancla, ut Brundage does not consider 

it in relation to holy "Jar vlhich "was certainly dominant during 

86 
the later middle ages". Nevertheless, Brundage sees the 

indulgence as a significant aspect of crusade and concludes that 

its promulgation "for an expedition may w'ell be considered to 

87 define it as a crusade". 

Temporal privileges were other important incentives which 

influenced the crusader "to fulfill his votive obligations" 88 

as they "gave a special legal status and character to the crusader 

in Medieval society" 89 These protected the crusader, his family 

d f . 1 ··1 90 and his property and involve inanCla prlvl eges. Initially, 

f h d ·· 91 such measures facilitated and encouraged support or t e expe ltlon. 

Crusaders received "a moratorium on the repayment of debts and 

freedom froTll the payments of 
. 92 lnterest" so that usurers were 

82. ibid . ., p. 146. 83 : ibid . ., p. l5I. 

84. ibid . ., p. 154. 85. ibid. 

86. ibid . ., p. 193. 87. ibid . ., p. 145. 

88. ibid . ., p. 159. 89. ibid . ., p. 160. 

90. ibid . ., pp. 170-184. 9I. ibid . ., p. 159. 

9-2. ibid . ., pp. 179-180. 

/ 



increasingly reluctant to extend credit to them. 93 
As a result, 

crusade to the East became less attract;ive 1-1hen similar benefits 

94 
were available in Europe. Brundage's examination of these 

privileges explains their impact upon support for crusade, both 

in the East and in Europe. 

By discussing these legal aspects, Brundage indicates the 

original synthesis of pilgrimage and holy war into a unique 

institution. Consideration of pilgrimage as embodied in crusade 

dominates his account. Nevertheless, he pOints to the increased 

significance of holy war when he concludes that 

the pilgrimage motif, though still present, faded 
into the background,' and the crusade, from being 
a specific type of holy war, directed against a 
particular group of non-Christians in a particular 
area, was transformed into an all-purpose holy war, 
an instrument to serve the politico-religious 
policy of the papacy in its combats with all sorts 
of enemies. 95 
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As Brundage's own study reveals, the complexities of the processes 

involved in this transformation still require investigation. 

Brundage's neglect of the aspects of holy war incorporated 

in crusade raises some doubt about his whole approach. It is 

possible that the nature of cont~porary material has resulted in 

his emphasis upon pilgrimage in relation to crusade. This aspect 

93. ibid. , p. 183. 

94. ibid. , p. 193. 

95. ibid. , p. 193. 

/" 
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receives its fullest treatment in the "Crusade VO", to the Early 

96 Thirteenth Century". Y t B d d· e, run age a mlts: 

As a particular species cf vo". with characteristics 
of its own differentiating it from other VO\-lS, the 
crusade vow first received specific canonistic 
consideration only in the thirteenth century.97 

In addition, Brundage points out: 

Although the canonists recognized the crusader's 
status, obligations, and privileges, they never 
really came to grips in a systematic way with 
the problem of clarifying his role in medieval 
society.98 
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Moreover, "in the eyes of canonists, the crusader was and remained 

b . 11 ·1· " 99 aSlca y a pl grlm • These limitations suggest that it is 

necessary for the historian to go beyond the commentaries of 

the canon lawyers in order to investigate fully the institutional 

aspects of erusade. 

It is disconcerting in Vie\l of the numerous studies of 

crusade that there has been little analysis of the Uedieval Church 

in relation to crusade. The emphasis upon secular aspects of the 

movement is a comment on the approach of English historians who 

seem unwilling to become involved in the religious nature and 

96. ibid. ~ pp. 30-65. 

97. ibid. ~ p. 65. 

98. ibid. ~ p. 189. 

99. ibid. ~ p. 191. 
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institutional structure of the movement. Only the lImerican 

historians, Throop and Brundage, the products of a different 

tradition, have attempted such an analysis. Both Throop and 

Brundage become, hmvever, the victims of their mvn methods. Throop 

is so closely involved with his contemporary writers, that he 

attributes ,vide currency and great influence to their viC\'JS and 

sees the thirteenth-century decline in support for crusade as 

the result of a failure in papal propaganda. Brundage's study 

of canon 1a,v results in his over-cmphasising the element of 

pilgrimage in crusade and indicates the limitations of the 

treatises of canon 1m'ryers in defining crusade and in describing 

its changes and development. The question of the Medieval Church 

and crusade, which is fundamental, still requires investigation 

and analys is . 



ChapteY' XI 

OY'ientaZists and Crusade 
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The grmvth of Islamic and Byzantine scholarship has been a 

comparative recent development. Until the end of the nineteenth 

century, most English historians of the crusades relied upon Hestern 

chronicles as the main sources for their narratives. Hodern writers 

have, hmvcver, increasingly used Oriental and Greek material in 

their assessments of the movement. Those historians whose specialist 

studies of crusade have been mainly based upon Oriental sources 

are considered in this chapter. 

By the end of the nineteenth century, some important Hoslem 

t ·1 bl· 1· 1 b h accoun s "lere ava1 a e 1n trans at1on, ut t ese are an 

unsatisfactory expedient. Lack of skill in Eastern languages is 

the basic problem. A noted Arabist, H.A.R. Gibb, writing in 1935, 

connnenting on "the very serious gaps in Orientalist research",2 

indicated that the first requirement was the "textual and historical 

criticism of the Arabic sources", a task for the Orientalist.
3 

These linguistic and textual problems have limited the development 

of this area of crusading studies. 

1. Baha-ed-din,Ibn-Sheddad and Ibn-el-Athir appeared in volumes of 
Recueil des Historiens des Croisades in 1876 and 1884. 
Ibn-Khallikan was published in, Paris from 1843 to 1871, Usama 
Ibn Munkidh from 1886 to 1893, Imad-ed-din el Kabib in 1888 and 
Abu-Shama from 1870 to 1871. See S. Lane-Poole, Saladin and 
the Fall of the Kingdom of Jerusalem~ Khayats Reprints, Beirut, 
1964, [1897], p. xv. 

2. H.A.R. Gibb, "Notes on the Arabic Materials for the History of 
the Early Crusades", Bulletin of the School of Oriental and 
African Studies~ Vol. VII, 1935, p. 739. 

~. ibid.~ p. 754. 
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Stanley Lane-Poole is the first writer in English to study 

the crusades mainly from Eastern sources in Saladin and the Fall of 

the Kingdom of Jeyusalem~ published in 1897. Members of Lane-Poole's 

family Hcrc closely involved in Oriental studies and '''hile h~ was 

at Oxford, he continued an Arabic lexicon begun by his great-uncle, 

E.S. Lane. Although Lane-Poole took his degree in history, he 

became Professor of Arabic at Trinity College, Dublin. His 

l. participation in t,,,o archaeological expeditions to Egypt suggests 

an interest in the country where Saladin first established his pO'ler. 

Lane-Poole himself indicates that Sir Halter Scott's portrayal 

of Saladin in The Talisman5 
stimulated his interest "to fill in, 

from contemporary sources, the details of the picture" of Saladin's 

life.
6 

In reference to the main sources for Saladin's career, he 

crnmnents that Baha-ed-din's account of the earlier period is less 

reliable because he was only associated with the last five years 

of Saladin's life.
7 

Although Lane-Poole concludes that Baha-ed-din 

was Saladin's "avowed panegyrist", he believes that his narrative 

is "so frank and guileless" that it "bears the unmistakable stamp 

of truth".8 In this respect, his attitude is rather naive, but he 

attempts to apply critical methods '''hich were increasingly used in 

4. Entry, "Stanley Lane-Poole", DictionaY'Y of National Biography ~ 
19J1-1940~ L.G. Hickham Legg (ed.), Oxford University Press, 
London, 1949, p. 716. 

5. Lane-Poole op.cit.~ p. iii. 

7. ibid. 
6. ibid. ~ p. i v • 

8. ibid.~ p. vi. 

------------------~--
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other historical studies in Britain. 

As a background to Saladin's career, Lane-Poole briefly 

surveys Hoslcm history concentrating upon the political situation. 

lIe argues that as the pmler of the Abbasid Caliph of Baghdad was 

gradually lost to local governors, the Seljuks' "overwhelming 

9 wave of conquest" ,-las facilitated. By the end of the eleventh 

century, civil wars erupted as "the inevitable consequences of 

h · f d 1 ..' ,,10 A h b t elr eu a organlsatlon. s t e Ata egs assumed pmver and 

began their "civilising ''lork'', the crusaders became the main but 

11 
temporary "hindrance" to their efforts. This account, emphasizing 

Moslem political fragmentation, follows earlier interpretations and 

assumes that the Moslem vlOrld was bound to unite against the 

Hestern threat. 

By explaining this background, Lane-Poole indicates that the 

success of the First Crusade was contingent upon the situation. A 

generation before the First Crusade, the Seljuks were supreme; a 

generation later, Zengi had established his po,,,er. During this 

period, 

9. ibid., p. 9. 10. ibid., p. 21. 

11. ibid., p. 23. The Atabegs were Turkish regents who, be:ause 
of their command of military forces, were able to establlsh 
their personal power and to become virtually independent of 

the caliphate. 



Peter the Bernlit and Urban II. chose the 
auspicious moment 'vith a sagacity. as unerring 
as if they had made a profound study of Asian 
politics .12 

Lane-Poolc concludes, therefore, that the Western "partial 

occupation" was destined to be brief. 13 

Despite Lane-Poole's sympathy for the Moslems, a sense of 
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Western superiority is implicit in his account. In his discussion 

of the success of the First Crusade, he indicates that "this rapid 

triumph '\Vas due partly to the physical superiority and personal 

14 
courage" of the crusaders. Later he states that the "Saracens, 

man to man, were no match for the ,,,ell-armed and high-met tIed 

knights of the Cross".15 When referring to Saladin's father, 

Ayyub, he notes that he was "an oriental and a Mohammedan" but 

adds that he "belonged to the same great Aryan stock as ourselves".16 

In the main, hmvever, Lane-Poole seeks to praise the }foslems at 

the expense of the crusaders. 

Towards the end of his study, he claims that "in this struggle, 

the virtues of civilisation, magnanimity, toleration, real chivalry 

. ' " 17 ani gentle culture, were all on the s:l.de of the Saracens • 

Nevertheless, his narrative pr~vides evidence to the contrary. For 

18 
example, he condemns Imad-ed-din as "ambitious and unscrupulous", 

and indicates that Nasir-ed-din "intrigued for the throne of Syria". 

12. ibid. , p. 25. 13. ibid. , p. 26. 

14. ibid., p. 24. 15. ibid. , p. 208. 

16. ibid., p. 4. 17. ibid. , p. 307. 

18. ibid. , p. 16'6. 19. ibid. , p. 194. 

19 
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There are Dtmcrous instances cited of lfoslem leaders allying w·ith 

Christians against mC'Jnbers of their own faith. 20 Hhen considering 

Saladin's execution of the captured members of the Hilitary Orders 

after the Battle of Hattin in 1187, Lane-Poole admits that they 

'\,ere terribly punished for their daring and zeal for' the faith". 21 

Lane-Poole I S sympathy and admiration for the Moslems, hO\17ever, 

indicates the extent to vlhich the sources most familiar to him 

have moulded his basic view. 

It is a comment on the difficulties for the European historian 

discussing Eastern peoples that Lane-Poole largely assesses Saladin 

by Hestern standards. As befits an outstanding leader, he was 

"courteous and comely in face and bearing, cultivated in mind 

22 
and accomplished in manly sports" Indeed, he possessed "the 

23 dignity and serenity of a true Eastern gentleman". Hhen Lane-

Poole claims that Saladin "appeals more strongly to Europeans" 

24 
than other Moslem leaders because he was "a romantic hero", he 

presents him in Hestern terms. 

As the title of the study indicates, Lane-Poole largely 

interprets Saladin's career in the light of his activities against 

20. For example, Muin-ed-din Anar~ governor of ~~ascus, allied 
with the Christians against Nureddin. See ~b~d'3 pp. 52-53. 
In 1174 Damascus allied with the Christians against Sapb.adin 

of Mosul and Saladin. See ibid' 3 p. 136. The Zengid 
princes allied with the Christians against Saladin in 1181. 
See ibid' 3 p. 166. 

21. ibid'
3 

p. 215. 22. ibid' 3 p. 81. 

23. ibid'
J 

p. 132. 24. ibid' 3 p. 401. 
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the crusauers. Undoubtedly this emphasis influences his vie'''' that 

Saladin "devoted all his energies .•• to found a Moslem empire 

strong enough to drive the infidels out".25 In support of this 

argument, Lane-Poole maintains that Saladin \vas "incontestably 

supreme by 1181" in the Moslem wor1d.
26 His account shows, however, 

that Moslem disturbances obliged Saladin to abandon a campaign 

against the Franks in 1182;27 his emirs forced him to retreat from 

Tyre in 1188 28 and he faced troop mutinies in 1191 and 1192.
29 

While Lane-Poole concedes that "he had kept them together as one 

host _ not \vithout difficulty", 30 his admiration for Saladin and 

his assumptions about Hos1em unity determine his basic thesis that 
31 

Saladin regarded his "chief and s,upreme duty" as waging holy war. 

A different view appears in \1. B. Stevenson's The Crusaders 

~n the East, A Brief History of the Wars of Islam ~ith the Latins 

in Syria during the Twelfth and Thirteenth Centuries, published in 

1907. Stevenson graduated in 1893 at Edinburgh where he 'vas the 

32 
Vans Dunlop Scholar in Semitic languages. As a student, he first 

26. ibid., p. 173. 
25. ibid., p. 99. 
27. ibid., p. 169. Lane-Poole's discussion does not make the nature 

of this situation quite clear. He claims that Saladin, "having 
more important affairs in the north", withdrew and argues that 
he "abandoned a leaguer 'vhlch promised little success". 

28. ibid., pp. 240-241. 29'. ibid., p. 296 and p. 338. 

30. ibid., p. 359. 31. ibid., p. 374. 

32. Entry, "H.B. Stevenson", Who was Who, 1951-1960, A ~ompanic;n to 
Who's Who containing the Biographies of those ~ho d~ed dur~ng 
the Decade 1951-1960, Adam and Charles Black, London, 1964, 

p. 1043. 
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considered "the conception of the history of the crusades as part 

of the history of the Hoslem Eastll. 33 The result is this study 

in which II the main thread of the narrative is drawn as far as 

possible from the history of the Noslem states".34 In Stevenson's 

account, he aims to Iltrace the course of events from year to year 

as closely as the sources admit".35 

As a background to those Eastern wars, Stevenson considers 

the Western response to Urban's appeal at Clermont. He stresses 

'that Near-Eastern developments stimulated a IILatin counter advance 

36 eastward ll
• This resulted from the Byzantine defeat at Manzikert 

in 1071 endangering Constantinople and Europe itself, finally 

prompting Alexius I's appeal to the West
37 

which was answered by 

lIan expedition for the conquest and partition of palestinell .
38 

Stevenson, thus regards crusades as military expeditions which 

were lIessentially a chapter in Eastern historyll.39 

33. W.B. Stevenson, The Crusaders in the East~ A Brief History of 
the Wars of Islam with the Latins in Syria during the Twelfth 
and Thirteenth Centuries~ Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 
1907, p. vi. 

34. ibid. 35. ibid.~ p. v. 36. ibid.~ p. 6. 

37. ibid.~ p. 9. The nature of A1exius I's appeal has been a 
matter of some dispute. See D.C. Munro, "Did the Emperor 
A1exius I ask for Aid at the Council of Piacenza, 1095?1: 
The American Historical Review, Vol. XXVII, 1922, pp. 731-733. 
If Alexius requested limited help to assist in a proposed 

counter-offensive against the Turks, this probably accounts 
for the apprehension of Anna Comnena at the overwhelming number 
of forces that were approaching Constantinople. She refers to 
Alexius' concern at the approach of the crusaders who outnumbered 
"the sand of the sea shore or the stars of heaven

ll
• Anna Comnena, 

The Alexiad of Anna Comnena~ E.R.A. Sewter (trans.), Penguin, 
Harmondsworth, 1969, Book X, pp. 308-309. 

38. Stevenson op~cit.~ p. 9. 

39. ibid.~ p. 3. 
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When he outlines the Moslem reaction, he claims that a "love 

of war and the lust of conquest" characterised their initial 
LIO 

response. 

the \velfare 

From 1110, however, "an abstract responsibility for 

41 
of the Noslem ,",orld" emerged in Mesopotamia and 

later, Ilg<1zi "dreu the relations bet\veen Syria and Hesopotamia 

42 
much closer". Stevenson points out, however, that Zengi, whom 

Lane-Poole describes as the "champion of Islam",43 conquered 

territory "from his Moslem rivals,,44 and only attacked Edessa

"at the instigation of the emir of Harran".45 Stevenson's 

examination of the Moslem situation indicates that unity among 

them was only weakly based. 

The emphasis upon the Moslems and their internal conflicts 

relegates their conflict with Christians to a secondary 

consideration. After the death of Zengi, who imposed some unity, 

"Saifeddin inherited [his] Mesopotamian wars, Nureddin the 

lesser struggle with the Latins".46 While Stevenson indicates 

that Nureddin's "personal piety" influenced his policy towards 

the Franks, he emphasizes that his "political position" was the 

d i · °d ° 47 ec Slve conSl eratlon. Stevenson considers that Shirkuh, Saladin's 

uncle, "brought about a decisive change in the strength and 

40. ibid., p. 80. 

42. ibid., p. 109. 

44. Stevenson op.cit., p. 123. 

46. ibid., p. 154. 

41. ibid., p. 87. 

43. Lane-Poole op.cit., p. 99. 

45. ibid., p. 149. 

47. ibid., p. 155. That is, on the death of Nureddin's father Zengi, 
the empire that he had built up was divided: Unur of Damascus 
asserted his independence; Nureddin's brother, Saif-ed-Din 
established himself at Hosul and Artukid princes recovered their 
former possessions in the north. It was to Nureddin's advantage 
to direct their attentions against a common enemy, the Franks.-
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composition of the Moslem forces,,48 Hhich produced more significant 

results than Nureddin' s activities because Saladin '''Jas ready and 

, 49 able to enter into the heritage he had created". Stevenson sees 

Saladin's use of holy Har as "only part of a Hider plan" to gain 

"all Latin Syria and all Nureddin's dominions as his proper 

. h. " 50 1n er1tance • 

As a result of Stevenson's general view of crusade as war, 

he dwells upon the character and exploits of the Franks as military 

leaders. Bohemond possessed "exceptional military and political 

capacity" ,51 while Bald\vin I receives commendation for a policy 

of "aggression and bold attack,,52 and for his "personal valour".53 

Reginald of Chatillon was "the old crusading hero incarnate,,54 

because he injected !fa spirit of enterprise that was sadly wanting" 

. 0 55 1n utremer. In defending Reginald for breaking the truce in 

1187, Stevenson maintains that his actions resulted from "a growing 

feeling of party that war with the Moslems was natural and 

inevitable". 56 It is strange that he regards such an intransigent 

48. ibid.~ p. 187. 

50. ibid.~ p. 205. 

49. ibid.~ p. 194. 

51. ibid.~ p. 9. 

52. ibid.~ p. 43. 53. ibid.~ p. 68. 

54. ibid.~ p. 214. 

55. ibid.~ p. 215. Reginald of Chatillon, regent of Antioch from 
1153 to 1160, was a leading baron of the Latin Kingdom, who 
undertook a raid upon Hoslem pilgrims in 118]. and hoped to attack 
Mecca itself. According to Ibn al-Athir, "Saladin sent letters 
rebuking him and reproaching him with his treachery ... Saladin 
vow'ed that if ever he laid hands upon him he would kill him". 
Arab Historians of the crusades~ Selected and Translated from 
the Arabic Sources~ F. Gabrielli (trans.), Translated from the 
Italian by E.J. Costello, University of California Press, 
Berkeley, 1969, p. 116. 

56. Stevenson op.cit., p. 240. 

--
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opponent of the Moslems so favourably but his assessment emphasizes 

that, for him, crusaders were predominantly soldiers. 

After the account of Saladin'~ career, Stevenson covers 

the thirteenth century as an "epilogue".57 In the crusading.period, 

Saladin merits "the foremost place" because IIhe saw his opportunity" 

and tool~ 4t.58 Af h' d h h . ""- ter lS eat, t e Moslems lacked lIa spirit of 

59 
devotion to the holy warll. Stevenson's interest declines until 

his consideration of the career of Baibars who resumed "the policy 

60 of Saladin ••• his great predecessor", and whose "reunion of 

Hos1em Syria" under Egypt was the basis for Moslem victory in 

1291.
61 

Stevenson's comment that "the end of the Latin colonies 

62 in the year 1291 was like the ruin of a house of cards", suggests 

his approval of this Moslem success. The account concludes with 

the year 1291 which marks for Stevenson the end of the crusading 

period. 

That this study remains the only detailed English work mainly 

from Eastern sources is a comment upon the continued neglect of 

this aspect and upon the predominance of the Western viewpoint. 

In 1944, a noted Arabist, Philip Hitti, claimed that "there is ••• 

hardly a specialist in the crusades or medieval culture or Byzantine 

history who is equally at home in both Oriental and Occidental 

sources".63 A number of studies of Moslem history, reflecting an 

57. ibid. , p. 289. 58. ibid., p. 248. 
59. ibid. , p. 291. 60. ibid., p. 334. 
61. ibid. 62. ibid. , p. 289. 
63. P.K. Hitti, "America and the Arab Heritage", The Arab Heritage, 

N.A. Faris (ed.), Russell and Russell Inc. J New York, 1964, p. 16. 
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increased interest in the Near East, has appeared since the Second 

World War. As they only consider the crusades in this broader 

6tf 
context, they are not part of this discussion. 

An Orienta1ist, A.S. Atiya, whose study of general Moslem 

h' 65 f lstory in 1uences his approach to crusade, examines aspects of 

the movement afger 1291. Atiya who was born in Egypt in 1898, 

attended the Universities of Liverpool and London. After lecturing 

in London's School of Oriental Studies, in Cairo, Zurich and 

Beirut, he moved to the United States in 1955. 66 Atiya's 

concentration upon crusade after 1291 raises issues of its mlTil,· 

but he is the only historian writing in English to have studied 

this period in detail. 

64. P.K. Hitti's History of the Arabs was published just before 
the War. Bernard Lewis, Professor of the History of the Near 
and Middle East in the University of London, has published 
a number of studies. Norman Daniel's Islam and the West. The 
Making of an Image and J.J. Saunder's A History of Medieval 
Islam are further publications. 

65. Atiya completed his Ph.D. in Arabic and Islamic studies. This 
interest he combined with Hedieval history, especially the 
crusades, but most of his teaching career has been concerned 
with Arabic and Islamic history. In 1959, he moved to the 
University of Utah in order to establish a centre for the study 
of Arabic and Middle East cultures. See, P.E. Ha1ker, "Aziz S. 
Atiya, ·A Biography", Medieval and Middle Eastern Studies in 
Honor of Aziz SUryal Atiya, S.A. Hanna (ed.), E.J. Brill, 
Leiden, 1972, pp. 5-7. 

66. Entry, "A.S. Atiya", Who's Who in America with Tlorld Notables .. 
A Biographica l Dictior:zary of No tab le Living Men and "{-10men, 
1966-1967, A.N. Marquis and Company, Chicago, 1968, p. 80. 

< 
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In Cru.cade~ Commerce and CultU2?e~ published in 1962, Atiya 

indicates that his interest in the subject developed from "the 

study in the relations between the East and the Hest".67 During 

his time in Egypt, he specialised in this field "with an eye on the 

Arabic sources in particular".68 This earlier intere~t influences 

Atiya's interpretation of crusade which he defines as "one of many 

phases or attempts at a solution of the Eastern Question".69 

Although he specifically limits crusade to "military expeditions 

under the leadership of the Roman Popes for the recovery of 

the Holy Places from their Huslim masters",70 his discussion implies 

a far broader notion of the movement. 

71 His vie,·, of crusade as ''>-,ar conducted for a holy cause" 

enables him to extend the term to any Christian conflict. 

Consequently, "the year 1095 was only a landmark, admittedly a most 

72 important one, in the genesis of crusade". Since he emphasizes 

the continued clash between East and Hest,he describes the traditional 

view that the crusades ended in 1291 as "cataclysmic".73 Despite 

his statement that the expeditions after 1291 "reached distant 

74 horizons beyond the Holy Land", he concludes that they were crusades 

75 because "the final goal •.• remained the acquisition of the Holy Land". 

67. A.S. Atiya, Crusade~ Commerce and cuZture~ Indiana University 
Press, Bloomington, 1962, p. 9. 

68. ibid. 69. ibid.~ p. 13. 

70. ibid. ~ p. 18. 71. ibid. ~ p. 20. 

72. ibid. , p. -55. 73. ibid., p. 92. 

74. ibid. , p. 93. 75. ibid. 



Atiya presents a more detailed assessment of crusade after 

1291 in an earlier study, The Crusades in the Later Middle Ages. 

This analysis reveals basic inconSistencies in his approach. He 

states, for example, that these later expeditions rrdiffered from 

the old ~nterprises in constitution and results rr76 but maintains 

that rrat least in theory", they had a "common object".77 The 

dichotomy between the ideal and the reality is marked in his 

discussion of them. 

In considering these later expeditions, Atiya admits that 

"the battles of Hungary and Venice ••. were little more than 

78 
defensive struggles"; the conquest of Rhodes was "an adventure 

and an act of aggression against the Byzantine Empire,,;79 the 

. f U b II' d· . d· 1 . d . 80 alms 0 ~um ert s expe ltlon were lp omatlc an strateglc; 

Pierre I of Lusignan \vho captured and sacked Alexandria in 1365, 

aimed "to ruin the pmver of Islam in the amirates of Asia Hinor 

249 

81 and in Egypt". Amedeo VI of Savoy used an army of "paid recruits,,82 

to attempt "a modest attack against the Turks in Europe" and "the 

f . . ,,83 h C d f deliverance of the Emperor rom captlvlty; t e rusa e 0 

Nicopolis in 1396 was a response to "the pressure of the Ottomans 

1 . . ,,84 on the south-eastern frontiers of Catho lC countrles • Although 

76. A.S. Atiya, The Crusades in the Later Middle Ages, Kraus 
Reprint Corporation, New York, 1965, [1938], p. 29. 

77. ibid. 78. ibid., pp. 281-282. 
79. ibid., p. 290. 80. ibid., p. 31l. 
81. ibid. , p. 323. 82. ibid. , p. 384. 
83. ibid. , p. 397. 84. ibid., p. 435. 
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Atiyn claims that all aimed ultimately to acquire the Holy Land, 85 

his mVil comraents indicate that they were mainly defensive ventures 

to protect Christian territories in Europe. 

Atiya's argument that the crusading movement ended in 1396 

accentuates the inconsistencies in his position. He maintains that 

the grim fate of the chivalry of the West at 
Nicopolis marked the end of one chapter and 
the beginning of another in the relations 
between East and West. The prospect for the 
Crusade had become dimmer every day, and the 
Turk had to be accepted as a member of the 
European cOffiTilonwealth of nations despite his 
race and religion. 86 

By his own admission, the nat~re of the struggle between Christian 

and Noslem had changed. His view, that crusade \.,ras an attempt of 

the West to solve the "Eastern Question", reflects the influence 

of his mVil background and his earlier academic interests which 

account for his extending the crusading movement beyond 1291. 

Both Atiya and Stevenson emphasize that crusade was a 

Christian attack upon Islam with defined territorial objectives in 

the Holy Land. Another Arabist, J.J. Saunders, accepts that the 

crusades were "unmistakably offensive operations" but considers that 

87 they had "a purely religious purpose". Saunders, a medievalist, 

85. ibid., p. 29. 

86. Atiya, Crusade, Commerce and. CUlture, p. 110. 

87. J.J. Saunders, Aspects of the Crusades, Pegasus Press, 
Christchurch, 1962, p. 18. 

,'embwr 
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who \.;ras born and educated in England, studied Arabic in London after 

88 
World \-Jar II. Undoubtedly, his interest in "certain aspects of 

89 
the Holy Wars" influences his particular emphasis upon the 

religious aims of the crusading movement. 

Although Saunders regards crusade as holy \.;rar, "sponsored 

and organized by the Church",90 with the "notion of fighting for 

God and the Faith", 91 he distinguishes the movement by its aim to 

regain the "Holy Places in Palestine".92 . For this reason, he points 

out that the Christian offensive in Spain was "no true Crusade".93 

In limiting crusade to the East, Saunders indicates that it was a 

special aspect of the Moslem and Christian conflict in which Moslem 

94 jihad "aimed at expansion" \.;rhile'the crusades "aimed at recovery". 

His interest in the notion of holy war influences his 

assessment of the situation which the Latins encountered in the 

East. When he considers the initial Christian success, he attributes 

it to religious disunity in the Moslem world which produced political 

. 95 
fragmentation. In explaining the survival of the Crusader States, 

he argues that "the struggle against heresy" was for the Hoslems "of 

. f h " 96 ouch greater consequence than the expuls~on 0 t e Hesterners . 

88. Entry, "J.J. Saunders", Who's Who in New ZeaZand~ G.C. Petersen 
(ed.) , A.H. and A.W. Reed, Wellington, 1968, p. 292. 

89. Saunders op.cit.~ Foreword, no pagination. 

90. ibid. ~ p. 18. 9!. ibid.~ p. 2!. 

92. ibid. ~ p. 18. 93. ibid. ~ p. 19. 

94. ibid. ~ p. 21, Saunders' italics. 95. ibid. ~ p. 22. 

96. ibid. ~ p. 33,. 

/ 
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As a r('sult~ the restoration of Egypt "to the community of orthodox 

Islam" provided "vigour and unity" which contributed to the final 

Christian defcat. 97 
The importance for Saunders of religious 

considerations in the Hoslem recovery produces a different 

assessment of early Christian Successes and their ultimate defeat. 

Saunders' study, therefore, suggests ne,; .. areas of enquiry 

arising from his particular emphasis. Although he sees a clash 

between East and West, his interest in the notion of holy war 

results in his view' that crusade was religiously motivated and 

based. On the other hand, Lane-Poole, Stevenson and Atiya emphasize 

the aggressive and military nature of crusade aiming for territorial 

aggrandizement at Hoslem expense. In approaching the movement 

primarily through Eastern sources, they are less sympathetic to 

it while Atiya extends the crusading period beyond 1291 as he 

views it in the context of a conflict between Noslem and Christian. 

The nature and type of sources employed by these writers thus 

moulds their approach and determines their conclusions. 

97. ibid. 
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The increased attention paid by Oriental scholars to the 

crusading movement is paralleled by similar developments among 

Byzantinists. In the earlier nineteenth century, Romantic enthusiasm 

for Medieval history allied with the successful Greek War of 

Independence stimulated studies of the Byzantine Empire. l The 

collection of source material, such as the Corpus Inscriptionum 

Graecarum and the Patrologia Graeca~ indicates this new concern. 2 

By the end of the century, many English scholars were specialising 

in Byzantine studies and their attitude contrasts with prolonged 

hostility to the Empire which Edward Gibbon greatly influenced. 3 

1. George Finlay, for example, the first notable, English scholar 
of Greek history, visited Greece in 1823 and became involved 
in its fight for independence. After the War, he settled in 
Attica, where he began to study Greek history. Between1843 
and 1864, he published A History of Greece from its Conquest 
by the Romans to the Present Time~ B.C. 146 to A.D. 1864~ 
Entry, "George Finlay", Dictionary of National Biography~ From 
the Earliest Times to 1900~ S. Lee (ed.), Oxford University 
Press, London, 1938, 22 vols, Vol. VIII, p. 30. 

2. J.W. Thompson, A History of Historical Writing~ The Hacmillan Co., 
New York, 1942, 2 vols, Vol. II, p. 516 and p. 552. 

3. Gibbon's attitude is reflected in his general depreciation of the 
Eastern Empire and in his very cursory survey of its history. He 
believed that the later Empire presents a "uniform tale of 
\>leakness and misery". E. Gibbon, A History of the Decline and 
Fall of the Roman Empire~ J.B. Bury (ed.), Methuen and Company 
Ltd London 1912 7 vols, Vol. V, p. 169. Bury, a Byzantinist, , , , " 
refers to Gibbon's "contemptuous attitude to the Byzantine or 
'Lower Empire'''. ibid . ., Vol. I, Introduction, p. lii1. 
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Byzantine scholars in dealing \lith the crusading movement have 

concentrated upon the Fourth Crusade. In the latter part of the 

nineteenth century, European histoiians were preoccupied with the 

question of its diversion. L. de Mas Latrie accused the Ven~tians 

of deliberately setting out to destroy Constantinople.
4 

The most 

vigorous supporter of this theory, Carl Hopf, based his case upon 

a secret treaty with Ven.ice allegedly negotiated in 1202 ,·lith Al-Adil, 

5 Sultan of Egypt. In 1877, however, G. Hanotaux effectively argued 

against Hopf's thesis by casting serious doubts upon the existence 

6 of such a treaty. Others placed the blame elsewhere; E. Winkelmann 

claimed that Philip of Swabia and Boniface of Montferrat perpetrated 

7 the plot; F. Cerone concluded that Innocent III was largely 

responsible. 8 A detailed examination of these arguments is outside 

the scope of this study, but their influence on English 

interpretations is relevant. 

Sir Edwin Pears in his study of the Fourth Crusade, expresses 

4. L. de Mas Latrie, Histoire de regne de Chypre sous le l'ile des 
princes de la maison de Lusignan~ Paris, 1852-1861. Extract, 
The Latin Conquest of Constantinople~ D.E. Queller (ed. and trans.), 
John Wiley and Sons Inc., Nev7 York, 1971, pp. 21-24. 

5. C. Hopf, Geschichte Griechenlands vom Beginn des Mittelalters 
bis auf unsere Zeit~ Ersch-Gruber, Encyclopedie~ 1867-1868, 
Extract ibid., p. 25. 

6. G. Hanotaux," "Les Venitiens ont-ils trahi la Chretiente en 12027", 
Revue Historique, 1877. Extract ibid., pp. 38-42. 

7. E. Winkelmann, Phillip von Schwaben und otto IV. von BraunscJ~eig~ 
1873-1878, Extract ibid., pp. 26-29. 

8. Cited E.H. HcN~al and R.L. Wolff, "The Fourth Crusade", K.M. Setton 
(gen. ed.), A History of the Crusades, R.L. Wolff and H.H·. Hazard 
(eds) , 2 vols, Vol. II, The Dater Crusades 1189-1311, The University 
of Wisconsin Press, Hadison, 1969, p. 171, footnote 45. 
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his keen interest in the controversy which had raged "during the 

lasttVlcntyyears ll
•
9 P 1 1 ears WIO sett ed permanently in Constantinople 

in 1874,10 

arrived at the conclusion that the diversion 
of the Fourth Crusade caused the introduction 
of the Turks into Europe, that the destruction 
of the Empire of New Rome was then virtually 
accomplished. ll 

Close contact "'ith the Ottoman Turks convinced him of their barbarity 

and as a correspondent for English ne,,,spapers, he was interested 

12 
especially in the politics of the area. Contemporary diplomatic 

concerns are reflected in his conclusion that the "conquestof 

Constantinople was the first great blunder .•• in dealing '''ith the 

E t 
. II 13 as ern questlon 

9. E. P~ars, The Fall of Constantinople~ Being the Story of the 
Fourth Crusade~ Harper and Brothers, New York, 1886, p. v. 

10. Entry, "Sir Edwin Pears", Dictionary of National Biography, 
Supplement~ 1912-1921, H.W.C. Davis and J.L.H. Weaver (eds), 
Oxford University Press, London, 1938, p. 428. 

11. Pears op.cit.~ p. xiii. 

12. Entry, "Sir Edwin Pears", Davis and Weaver op.cit.~ p. 428. 

13. Pears op.cit., p. xiii. By the late nineteenth century, Britain's 
policy' was still concerned with attempting to prevent a Russian 
advance at the expense of a weakened Turkey. That is to maintain 
the status quo. Constantinople was regarded as the key and Lord 
Salisbury's assessment of the situation was based upon the belief 
that 

if Russia were mistress of Constantinople, and of the 
influence which Constantinople possesses in the Levant, 
the route to India through the Suez Canal would be so 
much exposed as not to be available except in times of 
the profoundest peace. 

Salisbury's Memorandum for the Cabinet, 4 June 1892, K. Bourne, 
The Foreign Policy of Victorian England~ 1830-1902~ Clarendon 
Press, Oxford, 1972, p. 430. 
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As Pears believes that the attack on Constantinople was a 

tragedy, he attempts to establish the greatness of the Empire and 

to reconcile this with its relatively easy conquest. At the outset 

he claims: 

No other government has ever existed in Europe 
which has secured for so long a period the like 
advantage of its people. 14 

15 Pears' own legal background is evident in his explanation that 

its excellence derived from a "system of jurisprudence brought, 

indeed, from Rome, but developed in constantinople". l6 He argues, 

however, that "increased centralization of power" limited the 

"Greek spirit of individualism" and became lithe bane of the 

Empire".
17 

When he considers the external pressures upon the Byzantine 

Empire, he begins with the Moslems whom he claims were degraded 

11 d " 11 b h' 1" 18 mora y an sp~r~tua y y t e~r re ~g~on. Although he concedes 

that Mohammedanism was beneficial initially by inspiring enthusiasm 

and by providing an incentive for fighting, he maintains that the 

"mischievous creed" ultimately resulted in "moral and physical 

14. Pears op.cit.~ p. 4. 

15. Davis and Weaver op.cit.~ pp. 427-428. Pears graduated from 
London University, having specialised in Roman Law and 
jurisprudence, and was called to the bar at the Middle Temple 
in 1870. 

16. Pears Ope cit. ~ p. 4. 

17. ibid. ~ p. 5. 

18. ibid. ~ pp. 22-24. 
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decay" in the Ottoman Eml)ire.19 IJ e en t 1 1 umera es po ygamy, slavery 

and sensuality as a 1tdistinct hinderance to progress in a nation".20 

In this way, Pears attempts to account for Hoslem success while 

maintaining that their religion had ultimately a deleterious effect. 

There is some discussion of the course of the crusades before 

the Fourth, vlhich Pears uses to magnify Byzantine military 

achievements. By comparison with the Byzantines, the crusaders 

"whose religion was allied with numberless superstitions",2l were 

a "horde of barbarians".22 Pears concludes that they 

learned, by a terrible experience, vlith "7hat a 
persistent, unrelenting, and dangerous enemy 
the Byzantine empire had to deal. It is, in 
fact, in reading the hi~tory of so gigantic a 
failure, that we realize what the strength of 
that empire had been which had been able to 
hold its own against the Turks. 23 

It is convenient for Pears, however, to minimise the Byzantine 

defeat at Manzikert in 1071 by merely commenting that Alp Arslan 

24 captured the town and by suggesting that the Turkish success in 

1 d "I" 25 Asia Minor was dip omatic an not m~ ~tary. 

19. ibid., p. 22. 20. ibid., p. 24. 

21. ibid., p. 121. 22. ibid., p. 120. 

23. ibid., p. 133. 
24. ibid., p. 27. In this Battle in Armenia, the Byzantine army 

was annihilated and the Emperor, Romanus Diogenes was captured. 
As a result, the Empire lost control of Armenia and Cappadocia 
which had been important areas for the recruitmen~ of mercen
aries for the Byzantine armies. A.A. Vasi1iev, H~story of the 
Byzantine Empire, 324-1453, The University of Hisconsin Press, 
Madison, 1970, 2 vols, Vol. I, pp. 356-357. 

25. Pears op.cit4, p. 33. 
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This assessment of the relative merits of crusaders and 

Byzantines creates difficulties for Pears in accounting for the fall 

of Constantinople in 1204. Although he concedes that dynastic 

struggles weakened the Empire internally,he claims that these 

difficulties were "for the most part •.. accidental ll ;26 the Empire 

was unable to deal with them because so many enemies threatened 

l't '1 1 27 h Slmu taneous y. Tough the Empire had weaknesses, Pears 

believes it would have continued to flourish except for the 

unfortunate combination of circumstances culminating in the capture 

of Constantinople in 1204.
28 

When Pears considers the diversion of the Crusade, he argues 

29 
in favour of a premeditated Venetian plot. In attempting to prove 

this, he stresses the increased enmity between the Republic and the 

Empire30 and the role of the Venetian doge, Enrico Dandolo.
3l 

Pears 

maintains that he "was filled with a passionate desire for vengeance" 

because he became blind in Constantinople in 1184
32 

but his main 

evidence is the alleged Venetian treaty with Egypt in 1202, the 

33 
details of which he derives from Carl Hopf. Despite Pears' avowed 

26. ibid., p. 65. 27. ibid., p. 64. 

28. ibid.,p. 409. 29. ibid., p. 268. 

30. ibid., p. 163. 31. ibid., pp. 239-240. 

32. ibid., p. 173. Pears indicates, quite correctly, that the cause 
of Dandolo's blindness cannot be ascertained and so the 
Byzantines cannot be held responsible. 

33. ibid., p. 271. By the terms of this alleged treaty, Venice 
received trade concessions in Egypt by agreeing to divert the 
Crusade from its intended attack upon Egypt. Hopf, Queller 
op.cit., p. 25. 
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34 knmvlcdge of the Hork of European scholars, he seems unavlare of 

35 Hanotaux's contribution which destroys Hopf's argument and thus 

his mvn case. 

The theory of Western complicity appears in Pears' discussion 

of the rale of Boniface of Montferrat who, he claims, accepted 

leadership of the Crusade to gain revenge for family grievances 

. hE" 36 agalnst t e .mplre. According to Pears, Philip of Swabia, aiming 

to humiliate Innocent III and to win the Byzantine throne, supported 

37 Boniface in his proposed treachery. Although Pears absolves 

Innocent III from any direct blame,38 he implicitly criticises 

h " f h" "ff I" 39 1m or lS lne ectua lty. By implicating Dandolo, Boniface and 

Philip, Pears argues for a massive conspiracy against the Byzantine 

Empire. 

Pears' admiration for the Empire and his disdain for the 

Ottoman Turks largely determine his attitude to crusade. He 

condemns the movement in general and the Fourth Crusade in particular 

by attaching such importance to the fall of Constantinople in 1204. 

34. Pears op.cit.~ pp. ix-x. 
35. Hanotaux demolished Hopf's thesis 

36. 

37. 

38. 

39. 

by pointing out that such a treaty could not have been signed 
by al-Adil in May 1202 because he was in Syria at that time and 
by arguing that Hopf was actually dealing with a treaty signed 
in 1208. See Hanotaux, Queller op.cit.~ pp. 38-41. 

ibid. ~ pp. 278-279. 

ibid. ~ pp. 275-276. 

ibid.~ p. 283. 

ibid., p. 284 •. 

2 



~ 

I 
260 

His emotive description of the Christian sack, derived mainly from 

Nicetas Choniates, a Byzantine, further underlines his sympathies. 40 

By the end of the nineteenth century, however, the debate on the 

diversion of this Crusade vlaS less intense. In 1907, i\chille 

Luchaire in a biography of Innocent III expressed the opinion that· 

41 
it was "an insoluble problem". Any historian dealing '''ith the 

Fourth Crusade cannot, however, altogether ignore the question and 

his approach will reflect his attitude to the Byzantines and to 

the other groups involved. 

The most recent study of Byzantine history concentrating 

upon the Fourth Crusade, the only English monograph on the subject 

since that of Edwin Pears, is Charles M. Brand's Byzantium Confronts 

the West, 1180-1204, published in 1968. Brand, a graduate of 

Harvard and Stanford Universities, regards the capture of 

Constantinople as the "climactic event of Byzantine history" which 

he seeks to explain by analysing "the relations bet,,,een Western 

Europe and the Byzantine Empire from 1180 to 1204".42 This emphasis 

upon diplomatic considerations means that Brand is less preoccupied 

40. ibid., pp. 354-359. 

41. A. Luchaire, Innocent III: Za question d'Orient, Paris, 1907. 
Extract, Queller op.cit., p. 70. 

42. C.M. Brand, Byzantium Confronts the West, 1180-1204, Harvard 
University Press, Cambridge, Massachusetts,1968, p. v. 
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with the diversion question and he indicates that he does not 

propose lito atter:lpt a resolutionll 43 By tracing the deterioration 

in relations between the West and the Empire and the failure of 

. E t d 1 . h h . . 44 h succeSS1VC 'mperors 0 ea Wlt t e sltuatlon, e presents the 

diversion as the inevitable outcome of those unresolved differences.45 

In contrast to Pears, Brand sees serious internal problems 

within the Empire which he attributes mainly to the inadequacies 

of successive Emperors. Manuel Comnenus "left a heritage of 

unsolved problems
ll 

which the long minority of his son, Alexius II, 

exacerbated;46 Andronicus I failed to recognize "the evils which 

b h · . 1 d " ." 47 I II 1 k d II • h eset t e lmperla a mlnlstratlon ; saac ac e elt er 

ambition or talent
ll48 

and Alexius III ',>-;ras far from a heroic warrior 

d d h · f d" . II 49 an care not lng or a mlnlstratlon • Brand's discussion of 

these individual Emperors suggests that Imperial decline largely 

resulted from their personal inadequacies. 

There is little indication that their failures reveal a more 

. 
fundamental weakness in Byzantine civilisation. On the contrary, 

Brand sees outside pressures as more destructive. Apart from the 

problems of the Seljuks,50 Hungarians5l and Vlach-Bulgarians,52 

43. ibid. , p. 375, note 1. 44. ibid. , pp. 232-233. 
45. ibid., p. v. 46. ibid., p. 30. 
47. ibid. , p. 74. 48. ibid., p. 115. 
49. ibid., p. 117. 50. ibid. , p. 16. 
51. ibid., p. 125. 

52. ibid., p. 89. 
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he argues that European aggression and anti-Byzantine feelings 

ultimately destroyed the Empire. The Nornan invasion in 1185 

"brought to a fever pitch the Byzantines' obsessive fear of Western 

. ,,53 h ' 1 F d . k ' b ' aggresSlon, w 1 e 're erlC Bar arossa s clash with Isaac II 

from 1189 to 1190 "increased the hostility between Byzantine and 

L t ' " 54 a ln • lfuen Henry VI successfully intimidated Alexius III, 

his submission "revealed [to the West] the weakness of Byzantium 

under the Angeli".55 Brand regards the resultant deterioration 

in relations as significant because failure to reach accommodation 

with the papacy left the Empire isolated diplomatically;56 yet it 

"had reached a point at which it could not exist \vithout allies". 57 

This conclusion implies, however, that there were more serious 

internal problems than Brand is prepared to concede. 

It is apparent that Brand's interest in Byzantine foreign 

policy results in his conclusion that its inadequacies produced 

58 
the diversion of the Fourth Crusade. Consequently, he gives 

53. ibid.~ p. 175. 

54. ibid.~ p. 188. Frederick Barbarossa, the German Emperor, was 
in command of the German contingent of the Third Crusade. 
Frederick's forces followed the land route to the East which 
involved moving through Byzantine territory where they w'ere 
harassed and attacked. 

55. ibid.~ p. 194. Henry VI, son of Frederick Barbarossa, accepted 
money as a settlement for his demands for the cession of 
provinces in Durazzo and Thessalonica. Isaac, weakened by 
internal disputes and by constant war with the Vlach-Bulgarians, 
was not in a position to oppose him. 

56. ibid. ~ p. 234. 

58. ibid.~ p. v. 

57. ibid.~ p. 233. 

'US .e 
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little credence to the possibility of any premeditated Western plot, 

apportionin8 blame in so far as various groups and individuals had 

self-interested motives. These vJere "Venice' s desire for a 

monopoly" Vlhich "made it no accident that the doge favoured the 

d · . 11 59 , , 
lverslon; Boniface of Hontferrat s aim 'to settle with Byzantium" 

and Philip of SVlabia's "aspirations to the Byzantine throne".60 

This approach, minimising the influence of the individual decisions 

of those involved when faced 'vith particular problems and 

opportunities, implies that the Fourth Crusade's attack on Con-

stantinople was the inevitable outcome of the breakdown in 

relations between the West and the Byzantine Empire. 

The last work to be considered in this Chapter and in this 

study, Sir Steven Runciman's A History of the Crusades~ reveals 

Runciman's pro-Byzantine bias and in some respects represents the 

culmination of the British narrative tradition. Although the form 

of this work places it in the same category as those of the British 

historians assessed in Chapter IV, Runciman's career as a 

Byzantinist is so fundamental to his account that it is fittingly 

considered here. 

59. ibid.~ p. 195. 

60. ibid. ~ p. 234. Philip of S'vabia was married to Irene, daughter 
of the Emperor Isaac II who was deposed in 1095. Philip was 
heir as well to the Sicilian-Norman ambition of conquering 
the Empire. 
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In vic\'! of the number of narrative accounts of crusade, 

Runciman apparently sees the need to justify his own contribution 

\vhen he affinns that 

the supreme duty of the historian is to write 
history, that is to say, to attempt to record 
in one sweeping sequence the greater events 
and mov~nents that have swayed the destinies 
of man. 6l 

At the same time, he is aware of the problems for the single 

historian in attempting to master the material and in competing 

with "the massed type\vriters of the United States". 62 As a further 

justification for his study, he adds: 

A single author ... may succeed in giving to 
his work an integrated and even an epica~ 63 
quality that no composite volume can achleve. 

These sentiments, expressed when Runciman was aware of the American 

64 preparation of a composite study of the crusades, reflect a 

different approach to the writing of history by British and 

American historians. 

61. S. Runciman, A History of the Crusades, Penguin, Harmonds\vorth, 
3 vols, Vol. I, The Kingdom of JerusaZem and the Frankish East, 
1100-1187, 1965, [1954], p. xiii. 

62. ibid., p. xii. 63. ibid., p. xiii. 

64. ibid., p. xii. Runciman himself wrote three chapters for the 
first volume. See K.M. Set ton (gen. ed.), A History of the 
Crusades, The University of ~Visconsin Press, Madison, 1969, 
2 vols, Vol. I, The First Hundred Years, M.W. Baldwin (ed.). 
This work represents the culmination of the American approach to 
the history of the crusades. As it is, hmvever, a collection of 
essays from individual contributors throughout the world, and as 
many of these have been translated into English, an assessment 

of it has not been included in this thesis. 
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The various chapters of composite histories present the 

assumptions and attitudes of different authors. Composite histories 

tIlUS produce a Ti1ul tiple form of \veakness, if \vcakness it is, and, 

more often than not, tl1ey are dull except for occasional contributions 

by historians who are accustomed to writing individual essays. On 

the other hand, the single writer may achieve a more integrated 

account and the value of Runciman's contribution to crusading. studies 

cannot be denied although his preoccupations as a Byzantinist 

.' 65 
dominate his narratlve. . As British Press Attache in Sofia and 

Cairo and as Professor of Byzantine Art and History at the University 

of Istanbul from 1942 to 1945,66 he was well-placed to pursue his 

particular scholarly interests which led him to this full-scale 

study of the crusades. 

The first British Byzantinist to consider the movement in 

such detail, he naturally enough takes his viewpoint from Constant-

inople emphasizing "the circumstances in the East that gave to the 

67 Crusaders their opportunity and shaped their progress". 

Consequently, he begins with the East considering the Moslem expansion 

65. His earlier publications indicate his concentration upon Byzantine 
history. These are Emperor Romanus Lecapenus and his Reign. A 
Study of Tenth-Century Byzantium, 1929, The First Bulgarian 
Empire, 1930, and Byzantine Civilisation, 1933. 

66. Entry, "Sir Steven Runciman", Who's Who 1971, Adam and Charles 
Black, London, 1972,.p, 2,748. 

67. Runciman, A History of the Crusades, Vol. I, The First Crusade 
and the Foundation of the Kingdom of Jerusalem, p. xi. 
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agafnst "the renascence of Byzantine pO\ver" in the mid ninth 

68 
century. Although Runciman conunents that "the Battle of Hanzikert 

was the most decisive disaster in Byzantine historY",69 he argues 

that Alexius I \vas ready to launch an offensive by 1095. 70 This 

"more aggressive policy" required "more recruits" which Alexius 

h f E ·71 R . . 1 soug t rom 'urope. unClman lmp ies that, as the result of this 

initiative, the crusading forces should have accepted Byzantine 

leadership. 

A major theme of Runciman's study is the breakdo~l of 

relations between the crusaders and Byzantines and the concomitant 

disasters that befell Latin Christendom and the Empire. 72 When 

he discusses holy \var, he reveals. his lack of sympathy for the 

crusading movement arguing that "the vlestern point of view was less 

enlightened" in accepting the "notion of holy war, that is to say, 

war in the interests of the Church".73 The crusades, for Runciman, 

were the extension of holy W'1r "to the eastern frontier of 

Christendom,,74 and throughout his study he uses both terms 

75 
synonymously. Runciman's prejudice is most explicit in the final 

68. ibid. 3 p. 29. 69. ibid. 3 p. 64. 

70. ibid. 3 p. 104. 71. ibid. 

72. ibid. 3 p. 171. 73. ibid. 3 p. 84. 

74. ibid. 3 p. 92. 

75. See, for example, ibid. 3 Vol. II, The Kingdom of JerusaZem and 
the Frankish East3 1100-11873 p. 61 and The Kingdom of Acre 
and the Later Crusades3 Vol. III, pp. xi, 46 and 428. 

a 



sentence of his study; 

Holy Har itself \vas nothing more than a long 
act of intolerance in the name of God, \vhich 
is the sin against the HO.ly Ghost. 76 
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Although Runciman concedes that the majority of crusaders 

were motivated by a "genuine religious fervour",77 he accepts the 

Byzantine attitude that "the Franks \vcre an unstable race, greedy 

78 for money and unscrupulous in keeping agreements". Horc~over, 

"their treachery" to Alexius "seemed reasonable and just" to them79 

as evident in their disregarding their oaths to hold conquered 

t · " 1 1 80 errltory as llliperla vassa s. According to Runciman, crusader 

ingratitude is'even more base when it is borne in mind that they 

81 were reliant upon Byzantine guidance and help. In addition, he 

condemns them for failing to realize that "the welfare of 

Christendom depended on the welfare of the historic Christian 

Empire".82 

The dominating personality of the first volume is Alexius I, 

assessed by Runciman as "the greatest statesman of his time".83 

By comparison, the Franks were "crude knights" whose "wounded pride 

made them obstreperous and rude, like naughty children".84 On each 

occasion that Alexius came into conflict with them, Runciman 

76. ibid., p. 480. 77. ibid. , Vol. I, p. 113. 
78. ibid., p. 116. 79. ibid., p. 273. 
80. ibid. , p. 249. 81. ibid. , p. 158. 

82. ibid. , p. 171. 83. ibid. , p. 70. 
84: ibid. , p. 153. 
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painstakinGly justifies his actions. His account of the clash 

betHeen Godfrey of Bouillon's forces and the Byzantines at 

Constantinople is based on that of Anna Comnena which, Runciman 

claims, lIis far more convincing than Albert'sll and more acceptable 

than the IIhiGhly prejudiced account in the Cesta Francorwn".85 

Runciman justifies Alc.xius' failure to advance to Antioch on the 

grounds that IIhe had no reason to doubt'r Stephen of Blois and 

William of Grant-Hesnil concerning the crusading forces and that 

it \-lOu1d have been "madness to proceed with the expeditionlt. 86 

Certainly, the Franks succeeded in capturing Jerusalem, but Runciman 

85. ibid.~ p. 152, footnote 1. A dispute arose about Byzantine 
supplies for Godfrey's forces and Godfrey's unwillingness to 
take an oath to the Emperor. On 2 April 1097, there was a 
pitched battle bet\veen the crusaders and Byzantines. Anna 
Comnena, daughter of Alexius I, maintains that "in reality 
they planned to dethrone Alexius c,Tld seize the capitallt and 
continues that after "a false rumour reached the Franks that 
their counts had been arrested by A1exius •.• they marched 'in 
serried ranks on Byzantiumll . Anna Comnena, The AZexiad of 
Anna Comnena~ E .R. Se\vter (trans.), Penguin, Harmondsworth, 1969, 
Book IX, p. 319. Albert of Aix presents the clash as the 
consequence of Alexius' refusal of Itthe privileges of buying and 
selling" because he was indignant at Godfrey's refusal to take 
the oath. Albert of Aix, Liber christianae Expeditionis pro 
Ereptione~ 8wnundatione et Restitutione Sanctae HierosoZymitanae 
EccZesiae~ The First Crusade~ Accounts of Eye Witnesses and 
Participants~ A.C. Krey (ed.), Princeton University Press, 
Princeton, 1921, p. 81. The Anonymous states that the dispute 
arose because Itthe wretched Emperor Alexius ordered his 
Turcopoli and Patzinaks to' attack and kill themlt • Cesta 
Francorum et AZiorwn HierosoZimitanol~~ R. Hill (trans.), 
Thomas Nelson and Sons Ltd, London, 1962, p. 6. Anna's version, 
chosen by Runciman, is the most favourable to Alexius. 

86. Runciman op.cit., Vol. I, p. 239. According to Anna Comnena, 
Stephen of Blois and Walter had fled from Antioch after the city 
had fallen to the crusaders, \vhich throws some doubt on the truth 
of their claim. that the Christian IIcollapse was completetl

• 

Anna Comnena op.cit., Book XI, pp. 348-349. 



.. 
269 

implies that \'lithout initial support froTI Alexius, they ~lOuld have 

failed.
87 

The second volume deals \"ith. the "story of the Frankish 

states of Outremer from the accession of Bald\vin I to 'the reconquest 

of Jerusalein by Saladin" 88 In keeping wiht Runciman's narrative 

approach, he presents detailed accounts of the major crusades 

during this period considering the fortunes of the Latin Kingdom 

against the background of Byzantine and Eastern politics. Although 

he points out that "the main theme in this volume is warfare ••• 

89 for \'lar was the background to life in Outremer", his preoccupation 

with Byzantium continues. 

By contrast with earlier British historians, he gives 

considerable emphasis to Bohemond's return to Europe in 1105 in 

order to raise support for an attack on the Empire. According to 

Runciman, Paschal II, "already prejudiced against Alexius", 

empowered the preaching of "Holy Har against Byzantium".90 

Consequently, "the Norman policy, \vhich aimed to break the power 

of the Eastern Empire, became the official Crusading policy", so that 

the Crusade, with the Pope at its head, \'las not 
a movement for the succour of Christendom, but 

1 "1' 91 a tool of unscrupu ous western ~perla 2sm. 

87. Runciman op.cit.~ Vol. I, p.lS8. 

88. ibid., Vol. II, p. xi. 89. ibid. 

90. ibid.~ p. 48. 

91. ibid. 
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This attack failed, however, "for the time had not yet come for the 

Crusaders to destroy the bulwark of eastern Christendom".92 

Despite the fundamental and irreconcilable differences between 

Franks and Byzantines that Runciman takes pains to present, he still 

considers the possibility of their cooperation during the twelfth 

century. In claiming that marriage alliances "might well have 

served to \Veld Greek and Frank together for the defence of 

Christendom",93 he seems to overlook the very ephemeral results 

94 achieved by such attempts. On the military level, Runciman argues 

that only a "Byzantine conquest of Syria would have put an end to 

his [Zengi' s] wes tern schemes". 95 During the Second Crusade, hm"ever, 

"Germans and Franks alike were ill-disposed towards Byzantium".96 

Nevertheless, the Emperor Manuel assisted these forces, "but only 

at a grave risk to his Empire".97 This is surely an admission of 

Byzantine weakness 1.;rhich qualifies Runciman's claim that the Empire 

was "the guardian of the eastern frontier,,98 and was in the position 

to assist the West. 

92. ibid.~ p. 51. 93. ibid.~ p. 199. 

94. For example, Baldwin III married Theodora, niece of the Emperor 
Manuel, in 1158; Amalric I married Maria Comnena in 1167 but the 
Byzantine alliance proved little help in Amalric's attempts to 
subdue Egypt. Hilliam of Tire op.cit.~ Vol. II, Book XVIII, 
Chapter xxii, pp. 273-275 and Book XX, Chapter I, pp. 344-345. 

95. Runciman op.cit.~ Vol. II, p. 225. 

96. ibid.~ p. 263. 

97. ibid.~ pp. 276-277. 

- 98. ibid.~ p. 277. 
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The third volume completes Runciman's account of the "growing 

erunity bet,,,een Eastern and Hestern Christendom" Vlhich "reached its 

.climax in the greatest traGedy of the Middle Ages, the destruction 

of Byzantine civilization in the name of Christ".99 Runciman is 

so intent upon discrediting the movement that he accepts a Western 

plot attaching considerable importance to the alleged Venetian 

treaty with Egypt in 1202.
100 

In addition, he maintains that the 

"duped" crusaders ,,,ere "ready to accept any terms" which ,,,ere 

arranged "behind the scenes" by Boniface of Montferrat and Dandolo. lOl 

The resultant sack of Constantinople ,,,hich Runciman considers "is 

unparalleled in historY",102 reveals that the Crusade was "an 

d . 1 l' Ch'" ,,103 expe 1.tion Wl0se on y a1.m was to conquer r1.st1.an terr1.tory • 

This "mortal wounding of a civilization that ,,,as still 

active and great" was "wholly disastrous" for "world history".104 

Despite Runciman's belief that the Empire "might well have shown 

" . l' d' 105 h . her resilience to reassert 1.ts ear 1.er om1.nance, t ere 1.S 

99. ibid.~ Vol. III, p. xi. 

100. ibid.~ pp. 113-114, footnote 2. Runciman indicates that Hopf's 
claim about the existence of such a treaty "has been denied" 

10l. 

103. 

105. 

and adds that Hopf "gives no sources". Runciman bases his 
argument on Ernoul who "states very positively that negotiations 
between Venice and the Sultan were being conducted". This fact 
does not prove the existence of a treaty which Runciman assumes 
and incorporates in his argument. 

ibid. ~ p. 114. 102. ibid.~ p. 123. 

ibid. ~ p. 129. 104. ibid.~ p. 130. 

ibid.~ p. 131. 



272 

sufficient ~nternal evidence in his mvn narrative to make this claim 

doubtful. Alexius I's debasement of th~ coinagel06 and his inability 

to raise sufficient mercenaries for an Asian offensive l07 suggest 

fundilloental economic and military weaknesses at the beginning of 

the crusading period. Early in the twelfth century, the Empire 

108 
was torn by political upheavals accompanied by a decline in 

military pm'ler which resulted in defeat at the Battle of 

Hyriocephalum in 1176.
109 

Runciman describes this as the "turning 

. . h h' f B . ,,110 b ." pOlnt ln t e lstory -0 yzantlum . ecause lts great war 

III . 
machine" was destroyed. Its inability to repel the forces of 

the Fourth Crusade attests to an undeniable weakness and it is 

difficult to accept Runciman's view that it could have continued 

its role, as he sees it, as the "bulwark of Christendom".112 

It appears that Runciman's assessment of crusade is greatly 

influenced by his interpretation of its influence on the Empire 

and of its interference with imperial policies. He regards those 

policies as being directed tow'ards the unselfish defence of 

Christendom, that is its Eastern section, and as a civilising force 

113 
among the Moslems. The subsequent Moslem expansion into Europe 

106. ibid . ., Vol. I, p. 71. 107. ibid . ., p. 

108. ibid . ., Vol. II, p. 206. 109. ibid . ., pp. 412-414. 

110. ibid . ., p. 411. 111. ibid . ., p. 414. 

112. ibid . ., Vol. I, p. 171. 

113. ibid . ., Vol. III, p. 131. 



"'II 
"Wi? m : i8WttMtr=Mts'M"M'N r'M': ff'NmetM 

273 

is presented as a direct result of the Fourth Crusade in 1204. 114 

Despite Runciman's mm assertion in another context, that "it is 

115 idle to speculate about the things that might have happened", 

he hypothesizes about the achievements of the Empire if "able to 

116 continue to play her part unembarrassed by the West". 

The Fourth Crusade and the sack of Constantinople are the 

climax of Runciman's narrative. The decline of Byzantium as a 

significant power in the crusading period removes his main interest. 

His discussion of the period from 1204 seems less lively and 

interesting as a consequence. Undoubtedly, his consideration of 

crusade after 1291 reflects the influence of A.S. Atiya,117 but 

it seems more a token gesture than a comprehensive assessment as 

118 Runciman covers these later expeditions in a single chapter. 

In Runciman's final assessment, he asserts that "the whole 

f · ,,119 d h "h 1 d· Crusading movement was a vast -lasco an t at t e rea lsaster 

of the Crusades was the inability of Western Christendom to comprehend 

B ." 120 yzantlum • His interpretation of the crusading period is closely 

associated with his view of the irreparable harm done to the Empire, 

114. ibid. ~ p. 130. 115. ibid. ~ p. 313. 

116. ibid. ~ Vol. II, p. 277. 

117. See above, Chapter XI, pp. 248-250. 

118. Runciman op.cit.~ Vol. III, pp •. 427-468. 

119. ibid.~ p. 469. 

120. ibid. ~ p. 475. 
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especially considering that "the Crusades were launched to save 

E Cl ' d f h ~f 1 ,,121 . " 'asternlrlsten am rom t e lOS .ems but were explolted for 

the establishment of the authority of the Roman Church".122 

Runciman, by attacking crusade cond~~ns implicitly the Church which 

sponsored it, an attitude which is consistent with his pro-Byzantine 

position. 

Runciman's preoccupation with and sympathy for the Byzantine 

Empire dominate his account, shape his attitudes and determine his 

conclusions. The undermining of its greatness and the destruction 

of its achievements by the crusading movement are the underlying 

themes of Runciman's narrative which determine his general 

condemnation of crusade. In this respect, Runciman \vrites ¥lithin 

the British tradition, but his interpretation reveals, too, the 

extent to which an historian's sources mould his approach. The 

other Byzantinists, Pears and Brand, are similarly sympathetic to 

the Byzantine Empire seeing the crusaders as meddling in affairs 

which they failed to understand and as outsiders helping to undermine 

the greatness of the Empire and to bring about its destruction. As 

a result, they see little to commend in the crusading movement and 

present it more as a Western military undertaking than as an 

expression of any religious faith. 

121. ibid.~ p. 469. 

122. ibid.~ p. 476. 


