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THE LATIN CHURCH IN THE CRUSADER STATES

BERMARD HAMILTON

Before 1095 the permanent Latin presence in the Patriarchates of
Jerusalem and Antioch was limited to the Benedictine community of
St Mary of the Latins in Jerusalem, founded in ¢. 1070, the nearby
convent of St Mary Magdalen, and the adjacent hospital of St John,
which were intended to give spiritual direction and pastoral care to
pilgrims from the West. They accepted that they were part of a single
communion with the Orthodox and therefore did not question, or pose
any challenge to the cancnical authority of the Orthodox Patrinrch of
Jerusalem!. They had no need to formulate any independent policy in
their relations with the non-Chalcedonian Churches, which, in any case,
had few direct dealings with Rome in the eleventh century, except for
the Armenian Church which had entered into friendly correspondence
with Gregory VII2, Urban [l had no wish to change this, and certainly
the establishment of a Latin Church in the Levant was no part of his
intention when he launched the First Crusade. Indeed, it is arguable that
the foundation of independent Frankish states in the Eastern Mediter-
ranean was nol part of his plan either. One of his chief aims, revealed in
his letier to the people of Flanders, was to aid the Christians of the East
who were being attacked by the Turks®. He considered that the legitimate
secular authority in the Eastern Mediterranean was the Byzantine
Ewperor, Alexius 1 Comnenus, and that the canonical church authorities
were the three Orthodox Patriarchs: Nicholas 111 Grammaticus of Con-
stantinople, John 1V, the Oxite, of Antioch, and Symeon H of Jerusalem?.

' Willelmi Tyrensis Archiepisvopi Chronicon, 1X, 18, XVIIL, 5, ed. R.B.C. Huygens,
Corpus Christianorum, Continuatio Mediaevalis, LXIIL, 2 vols (Turmholi, [986), I, p. 445,
It, pp. RI5-B17.

* Pontificia Commissio ad redigendum codicem inris canonivi orientalis [henceforth
CICO), Fontes, Series 11, I, Acta Pontificum Romamorum a S, Clemente ... od
Coclestinum 111 (Vatican Cily, 1943), no. 379, pp. 789-790.

Y W. Hagemueyes, Epistidae ef chartae ad historiam primi helli sacri spectantes {Inns-
bruck, 1901, reprimed Hildesheim and New Yark, 1973), no. 11, pp. 136-137,

4 B. Lcib, Rome, Kicv es Byzance & la fin du Xle sidcle (Puris, 1924, reprinicd New
York, 196K, pp. 119-126.
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When the leaders of the First Crusade reached Constantinople they made
an agreement with the Emperor, which was conlirmed by oaths in western
form, that they would restore 1o him all the lands which bad formerly been
part ol his Empire und would hold from him any olher tands which they
might capture®. They certainly observed these obligations in Asia Minor,
where cities were either restored to Alexivs, as Nicea was, or were held
from him by the western commanders whom the crusaders appointed, as
happened at Comuna which was enirusted to Peter of Aulps®, In these
circumstances the question of appointing Catholic bishops did nol arise
and the authority of the Patriarch of Constantinople was not challenged.

When the Crusade entered the Patriarchale of Anlioch they coull! not
establish communication with John 1V because he was living in Antioch
city under Turkish rule. Bul his colleague, Symeon of Serusalem, left his
see when he heard of the Crusade's arrival in Syrin, and took refuge in
Byzantine Cyprus. He contacted the Crusade leaders, probably in the early
months of 10987, and was welcomed by the Pope's legate, Adhémar of Le
Puy. An encyclical letter was sent in their Jjoint names to all the Christians
of the West usking urgently for reinforcements®. Adhémar apparently
considered it important to emphasize that the expedition had the support of
eastern Christian leaders in whose lands it was now operating, Although
J&usalem wus the most junior patriarchiste in terns of canon law, it
enjoyed greater prestige than any of the other Eastern Churches among
western Christians in the eleventh century, and it was the Church which
the Crusade was seeking to liberate, A further appeal for support was sent
in the spring of 1098, the protocol of which deserves attention:

“The Patriarch of Jerusatem and the Greek and Latin hishops and all 1he
army of the Lord and ol the Chureh [send greeting} to the Church ol the
West-that-it-muy enjuy-the-fellowship-of the Heavenly Jefusalem and have
some share in the reward ol their endeavours®.”

¥ Albent of Aix, Liber Christianae Expeditionis, 11, xvi, RHC Oce., IV, p. 311; Anna
Comnena, Alexiad, X, 9, cd. B, Leib, 3 valy (Paris, 1937-45), 11, p. 226.

b Gesta Francorum, IV, xi, ed. amd trans. R, 11ill (London, 1962}, p. 25,

T “Migawit cnim idem pairiarcha ah Thersatem «+os it adventu et sede Christiann-
rum circa moenin Antiochiae, profectus ad insulam Cypri propter minas Turcorum et impor-
tunitatem Samacenonun,” Alben of Aix, Liber Christiance, V1, xxxix (sce a. 5), 1V, p. 489,

* Hagenmeyer, Epistulue (sce n. 3), no. VI pp. 141-2, dated this lewter October 1097,
because of the relerence it makes to o third viclory over the Turks, H, lagenmeyer,
Chranologic de la Premidre Croisade (Paris, 1902), no. 208, p. 106, but his is not con-
sumant with the information given by Allen of Aix, and the reference is probubly to the
defeat of Duyaqg of Damascus on 31 December 1097,

¥ “lerosolymitunus pateinecha el episcopi lam Graeci quam Latin universague militia
Domini et ceclesiae, sui laboris pracmii portionem™, Flagenmeyer, Epistdae, o, 1X, p. 146,
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The Patrinrch Symeon, who was then living in Cyprus, was writing in
the name of the Orthodox hierarchy (there were, afler all, no Greek
bishops in the crusader army) and associating the Latin bishops on the
Crusade with them as a matter of politeness. He concluded the letter:

1, the apostolic patriarch, and the bishops and the whole communion of the
Orthodox excommunicate those who have taken [crusader] vows, unless
they shall come and Tulfil them, and we complelely exclude them from the
communion of the Church. And do you do the same, and let them be denied
Christian burial unless they have stayed behind lor sulficient cause!®. "

Bishop Adhémar must have agreed to the wording of this encyclical and
probably have arrunged for its translation into Latin, and it seems clear that
he assumed that the Orthodox hierarchies would be maintained in the Jands
conquered by the crusaders. After Antioch had been captured in June [098,
the crusader leaders sent envoys to ask Alexius to come and take posses-
sion'!, and John 1V was enthroned once more in his cathedral as “Prince
of the Church of Antioch™'2, To this point the agreement with Byzan-
tium had been honoured and its ecclesiastical consequences had been
implemented. But later that summer it became known to the crusaders
that Alexius, far from marching to join them as he had undertaken to do,
had turned back at Philomelium when he learned that they were in grave
danger from the Turks'. The crusader firinces considered that this dis-
pensed them from their obligations to the Emperor, and thereafler began
lo found independent states for which they did no homage to him. It then
seemed 1o them desirable 1o establish a Latin Church in those stales.
Bishop Adhémar’s death in August 1098 removed the only crusader
leader who might have sought 1o defend the rights of the Orihodox
Churches™. The change of policy which then took pliace became evident
when~theCrusnde conquered Jerusatem in July 1099. The Patriarch
Symeon had died in Cyprus during the siege of the cily's, and the

W thid,, pp. 148-149,

" Gesta Francorum, X, xxx (see n, 6). p. 72.

* *|Franci] Patrisrcham ... urbis ... decenter in cmbedra sua relocavenmt, el
principem Antinchenae Ecclesiae cum omni subjectione el religione praefecerunt.” Alben
of Aix, Liber Christiunae, V, i, (sce n. 5), IV, p. 433,

" The story widely believed among the Franks s that in Gesta Francorum, 1X, xxvii,
{see . 6}, pp. 63-65,

W thid., X, xxx, p. 74, Tiee best treament of Bishop Adiémar’s role on the crusade is 1A,
Brumdage, *Adhémar of Puy: The Rishop and bis Crities™, Specudum, 34 (1959), . 201-212,

" “Num [ecclesia Hierosolimitana} viduata e pasture suo, palriarcha, viro saoctis-
simn, in insula Cypri, tempore obsidionis therusalem, ex hae luee subtrcto.” Alben of
Aix, Liber Christianae, V1, xxxix (sce n. 5), |V, . 489; V. Grumel dates Symeon's death
Jumefduly 1099, Traité o Euudes byzantines, ), La Chronolagic (Paris, 1958), p. 452,
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crusader clergy immediately appointed one of their own number, Armulf
ol Chacques, the chaplain of Robert of Normandy, as new Patriarch's,
They do not seem even 1o have considered consulting the Orthodox clergy
of Jerusalem: they were intending to muke Jerusalem the capital ol an
independent Frankish state, and it seemed natural to them to establish the
Latin Church there. At Antioch Prince Bohemond, who had made himsell
independent, was attacked by the Byzantines in 1100 and expelled John
the Oxile, presumably becnuse he doubted his loyalty', The Franks
regarded the see as vacant and appointed Bernard of Vulence, the chaplain
ol Bishop Adhémar, as first Latin Patriarch. Pope Urban's death in July
1099 was a blow to harmonious relations between the Churches of East
and West. His successor, Paschal I, did not question the propriety of
appointing Latins to the patriarchal sees, although he was concerned
about the calibre of the men appointed'®. Paschal did not share his prede-
cessor’s oecumenical vision, but seems rather to have welcomed the
opportunity of extending papul authority in the eastern patriarchates!.

The Franks at Antioch made no altempt o co-operitte with the Orthodox
hierarchy, but expelled all the Orthodox bishops and cathedral clergy
and replaced them by Latins®, The reason for this would seem lo have
been political rather than religious: the Frunks were few, bishops eccu-
pied positions of authority in key citics, and the loyalty of the Orthodox
was bound to be suspect because for the first ten years ol its existence
Frankish Antioch was at war with Byzantium?,

B Tamilion, The Latin Church in the Crusader States: The Secular Church
(Londun, $940), pp. 12-14,

7 William of Tyre tactfully records that John “videns ... quod non satis utiliter prees-
set Grecus Latinis, urbe cedens Constantinopotim ubiit™, Willetmi Tyrensis Chronicon,
VI, 23 (see n. 1), 1, p. 340. John considered he had been expelled, V, Benechewiich,
Cetalogus Conliviom Munuscriptorim Graecorum yni in Monasterio Sanctae Catheringe
in Monte Sinui asservantur (St Petersburg, 1911), p. 279,

M Puschud’s legate, Cardinal Maurice, who reached Syria shonly after John's depusi-
tion, made no attempt 1o restore Orthodox patriarchs in either Antioch or Jerusalom,
although he, and the subsequent legates whom Paschal sent 10 the Latin Kingdom, were
concerned about the suitability of the Latin patriarchs of Jerusalem: Hamitton, Latin
Chureh, pp. 52-63.

" This is clear from Paschat's letter of 4 May 1100 10 the Lutin clergy and the
Crusaders in the East, intrinducing Cardinal Mawrice: “Cui nimirum in praceeplis ded-
imus, uwt Ecclesine, quam per vas Dominus tiberavit ... ordination; vigilanter imarinea;
quae si minus canonicis regulis apla repererit, corrigat; el in cisdern com vestro auxilio,
plamanda planter, aedificands aedificel.,” CICO (sce n. 2), ser. U, 1, av. I84, n. 796,
There is no mention of the Orthodux clerpy,

M Michael the Syrian, Chronicle, XV, 9, ed. with French trans., 1.3, Chabut, 4 vols
(Paris, 1899-1924), 11, p 191,

M C. Cahen, La Syrie du nord ¢ | ‘Epoque des Croisades ot ly principauté frangue
d"Antioche (Paris, 1940), pp. 227-256,
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The Kingdom of Jerusalem was not at war with Byzantium, and
although a Catholic hierarchy was established there some Orthodox
bishops may huve been allowed to remain as coadjulors to their Lalin
colleagues?. The real focus for the Orthodox in the Kingdom were the
greal monasteries, led by St Sabas, which were treated with considerable
respect by the crown®. Paschal 1l in 1111 decreed that all the lands
conyuered by the crown should be subject to the ecclesinstical jurisdiction
ol the Patriarch of Jerusalem, thereby in effect muking the Patriarchate
co-extensive with the Kingdom?*, This ruling recognised the importance
of cooperation between Church and state in a frontier areq, even though
it led 1o the ecclesiastical province of Tyre being divided between (he
two Latin patriarchs, whereas in Orthodox times it hud been subject to
the Patriarch of Antioch, a situation which William of Tyre deplored
because it halved his metropolitan authority?,

The Franks claimed to be continuing the traditions of the ancient patri-
archates of the East, and merely to be changing their rites. They preserved
the Orthodox lists of dioceses and translated them into Latin and even Old
French®. The Antioch list was copied into the Liber Censuum of the
Roman Church, where its 153 cathedral churches were likened te the
miraculous draught of fishes?’. Yet this should not disguise from us the
fact that neither the Franks in the East nor the Papacy wanted to keep the
patriarchates unchanged. Some local chinges were mude. The Frunks
were distressed to find that Bethlehem way only an Orthodox parish, and
Nazareth a simple bishopric, and they.translated the Bishopric-of Ascalon
lo Bethlehem and the metropolitan see of Bethsan to Nuzareth to give
them ecclesinstical status comparable with their spiritual importance®®,

2 amilon, Latin Cluwret (see n. 16, pp. 179-84.

B Vie ot Pélevinage de Danivl, Hégoumene ruvse, (ans, 8. de Khitrower, Hindraires
Rusyes en Oriemt (Geneva, IRK9), ce. 1, 38-39, 97 {(describing the honour shown o the
Abbot of St Sabas by Baldwin I at the Easter ceremmies), pp. 5, 33-33, 75-43.

M “Secundune immativnes temporum™, Witlelmi Tyrensis Chronicon, X1, 28 (sce n. 1),
I, p. 538,

¥ 1.G. Rowe, "Tie Papacy aml the Ecclesiastical Province of Tyze™, Bullctin of the
John Rylamdx Library, 43 (1960-61), pp. 160-189,

¥ Latin lisis, liinera Hicrosolymitana, ed. T, Tobler and A, Moulinier, Publications de
la Société de 1'Orient Latin, Série géographique, 1, 11 (Geneva, 1879-80), 1, ppr 323-343;
Ol French lists, finéraires & Jérusalem, ed, . Michelant und G, Raynaud, Publications
de la Sociéié de 1'Orient Latin, Série Géographique, 1) (Paris, 1882), pp. 11-19.

T Le Liber Constun de I'Eglise romaine, ed, P. Fabre, L. Duchesne and G. Mullu, 3
vols (Paris, 1910-52), 1, p. 239,

* Bethlehem was made a bishopric in 1108, H.-E. Mayer, Bistiimer, Kliister und Stifie
im Kinigreich Jerusalem, Mongmenta Genmaniae Historice, Schrilten, 26 {Suntpar,
1977), pp. 44-80. Nazareth was made an archbishopric between 1125-28, Hamilton, Larin
Church (see n. 16), p. 67,
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They also amalgamated the numerous small Orthodox sees into a lew
larper dioceses, *lest the dignity of a bishop should be made cheap™, as
James of Vilry explained?,

But far more radical were the chunges which were made to the suilus
of the Patriarchs of Antioch and Jerusalem. Yael Katzir has discussed the
sitvation in Jerusalem, but the same puttern may be observed at Antioch.
The popes claimed that the Latin incumbents were the lawful successors
to the Orthodox patriarchs™, yet treated them as though their authority
wus on a par with that of metropolitans of westemn provinces. Their
appoiniments were subject to papal scrutiny and they were expecled to
travel to Rome (o receive the pallium after their enthronement; they
were required to enforce western canon law in their churches: and
ordinary, not extraordinary appeals luy to Rome from their couris™.
They lacked the aulonomy enjoyed by their Orthodox predecessors. This
happened partly because the first Latin patrinrchs had themselves grown
up in the western tradition and accepted the monarchical model of papal
authority as normative. Bul it was also partly the result of papal fears
lest the Latins in the East should seek independence of Rome. Such lears
were not unrealistic: the dynamic view of papal power associated with
fhe reform movement of the eleventh century was of very recent growth
when the Crusuder Kingdom was [irst established. Moreover, it was not
unchallenged: for quite long periods in the first quarter of the twelfih
cenlry large parts of Western Furope withdrew from the obedience of
the Roman poniiffs and in some cases acknowledged antipopes, and
even when unity was restored to the Church it proved fragile, as the
schism of 1130 showed™. In those circumstances an independent Latin
patriarch in one of the eastern sees might have been a serious focus of
disaffection for Latin Christians in general. In the early years of the
Frankish setilement papal anxiety in this regard focussed on Jerusalem.
Paschal 1l accepted the appointment of Bernard of Valence to the see of
Antioch, which ranked fourth in the hierarchy of the universal Church,
even though he lacked the range of experience which might have been

¥ James of Viwry, Historia Orientulis (Dowai, 1597), p. 9K.

¥ For exumple, by giving hem precedence at General Councils, *De dignitate patri-
archum®™ Canon V of the Fourth Lateran Council, ¢d. G.1. Mansi, Sacrorem Convilionum
novie et wnplissima colfectio, M ovals (Florence mad Yenice, 1759-98), XX, cols Y9I,

" Yael Katzir, “The Pariarch of Jerusalem, primate of the Latin Kingdom™, in P.W.
Edbury, ed., Crusade and Setlement (CardilT, 1984), pp. 169-1735,

2 Amipopes: Clement 11 (1080-1100); Sylvester 1V (1105-11); Gregory VI (1118-
21); Anacletus 1 (1130-38); Victor 1V (1138-39).
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considered essential for the holder of such un office’. But Paschal
sent o constant stream of legates to Jerusnlem to swpervise the Latin
patriarchs™,

It was therefore ironic that the only serious challenge to papal authorily
in the Latin East should have come from Ralph of Domfront, second
Latin Patriarch of Antioch. He was an ambitious man who was elected
to succeed Bernard of Valence, it is said by popular acclaim, in 1135,
during the minority of the Princess Constance and also during the papal
schism between Innocent Il and Anacletus 1135, Although the Church of
Antioch did not have the same degree of popular prestige in Western
Christendom as Jerusalem, it nevertheless had great potential power, in
thit, like Rome, it claimed St Peter as its founder. Ralph did not seek
papal ratification of his election, allegedly claiming that the Churches of
Rome and Antioch were both the sees of Peter, but that “Antioch was
the firstborn and therefore distinguished in its prerogalives”3, Ralph
was also able 1o exploit the political situation in Antioch by arranging
the marriage of Princess Alice to Raymond on condition that Raymond
did homage to him for the principality’”. Ralph therefore showed a
disposition to be like a twelfth-century pope by claiming, as St Peter's
successor, (o be the supreme authority in temporal as well as spiritual
wllairs within his patriarchate. Inevitably his ambition made him
enemies, and he was linally deposed by a legatine council and imprisoned
in & monastery on the Black Mountain®®, But he succeeded in escaping
to Rome where he successfully appealed to the new Pope, Lucius If,
against his sentence and was reinstated, although he died before he could
return to the Levant®. Otto of Freising comments that it was only alter
this that * Antioch began to be fully subject to the Roman see ',

Y e received a palliom, Willelmi Tyreasis Chvemicon, XIV, 10 (see n. 1), 11, p. 642,

M Hamilon, Latin Chireh {see n. 16), pp. 52-64.

" B. Hamilien, “Ralph of Domiront, Patriazch of Antioch (3135-40)", Nowingham
Medieval Studies, 28 (1984}, pp. 1-21.

... sedem coi preerat, Antinchenam videlicel, Romanue subiavere dedignabatur,
sed ei candem in omnibus parificare conlendebat, dicens utrumyue Pelri esse cathedram
canique quasi primogenite insignem prerogative.” Witlelmi Tyrensis Chronicon, XV, 13
(see n, 1), 11, pp. 692-693,

Y “Exigir ergo o domino Raimundo ot, jursmento corporaliler prestito, doming
patriarche fidelitatem exhibeat ...", ibid., X1V, 20, 11, p. 658,

* Hamilion, *Ralph of Domfront™ {see n. 35), pp. 9-19.

* Willelmi Tyrensis Chronicon, XV, 17 (see n. 1), 1Y, p, 699,

Ot of Freising, Chronica, sive historia de duabus civitatibus, V13, XXX, ed. A.
Helfineister, Monumenta Genmaniae Historica, Scriplores rerum geomanicarum i usum
scholurum (Ifanover and Leipzig, 1912), pp. 363-364,
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The Latin patriarchs claimed canonical authority over the Orthadox as
well as the western Catholie faithful in their territories. One consequence
of this was that all Orthodox cathedrals which were in use were tuken
over by Latin clergy. This included the Church of the Holy Sepulchre,
which in 1099 consisted of the rolunda of the preseint church, with a
wailed courtyard comaining chapels, including that of Calvary. This
complex had been completed under the patronage of the Emperor
Constantine 1X in 1048 and incorporated the remains of the Constantinian
Anastasis*'. The crusaders entrusted the church to a Catholic community
of Austin canons, while allowing the Orthodox certain rights there from
the beginning. But other Eastern Christian Churches were not at first
allowed to have chapels there*2.

Churches of 1he Orthodox rite, in which the liturgy was performed
either in Greek or in Syriac, remained open for the use of the native
population, but their clergy were made subject to the Latin hierarchy?.
The exception to this general rule was the Church of the Holy Nativity
at Bethlehem, where the Orthodox clergy were replaced by Catholic
Austin Canons, and the basilica was reserved for the Latin rite®.

Jhat the Latins did not sequester more Orthodox churches at the time
al*the conguest was partly a matter of chance. When the First Crusade
entered the Holy Land in 1099 they found that most of the great shrine-
churches, with the exception of the Holy Sepulchre and the Holy Nativity,
were in ruins'®, They therefore embarked on an ambitious building
programme. A new Latin cathedral was consecrated at Nazareth before

M V.C. Corbio, H Sunte Sepolero a Gerusalemme, Studiums Biblicum Franciscanum,
Collectio Maior, 29, 3 vols (Jerusnlom, 1Y81-82), 1, pp. 139148, 18, pl. 4, 5.

3 Le “Liber” de Roymomd d'Aguilers, e, LI, and L.L. 11l Documents relils &
I'histoire des Croisades publiés par I"Académic des Inseriptions et Belles-Lettres,
9 {Paris, 1969), p. 154; discussion of the events of Easter 1101 which led 1o the readimis-
siom ol the Ornttwndox, Fulcher of Chanres, Histovia Hievosidyminma {H95-1127),
ed. 1L Flngenmeyer (Heidelberg, 1913), Appendix 1L, pp. 831-837; when Abbot Danicl
spent Easter in Jerusalem some years laer the Orthodox and Linin lilergies were hoth
celebrted inthe Anastasis on Baster Bve, Vie of Pélerinage de Daniel. . icvii, ed. de
Khitrowa (see n. 23), pp. 75-81.,

N Hamilton, Lasine Charch {see . 16), pp. 161-166,

H It would appear 1o have been Latinized as carly as Christmis 11HH), when Baldwin
I was crowned there. Fulcher of Clantres, Historia (sce n. 42), 1, 6, pp. 3R84-345;
13. Pringle, The Churches of the Crisader Kingdom of Jerusatem: A Corpus (Cambridge,
1993), Lop. 13K, .

15 Suewull, Certa Relwtio de Sim Jernsafem, ¢. 21, 22, ed, with ltalian trans, by S. de
Samdoli, Hinera Hievosolviitana Cruvesignatorum (saec, XHI — XHE, Pubblicazioni
delio Studium Biblicum Franciscanum, Collectio Major, 24, 3 vols (ferusalem, 1978-83),
0, p. 22
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L0946, and by 1112 a new group ol churches had been built in and
around Jerusalem. These were the Church of Our Lady of Sion, tradi-
tional site of (he Last Supper, Pentecost, and the Dormition of the
Virgin*?; the Church of the Ascension on the Mount of Olives®™; and the
Church of Our Lady of Josaphat, it was believed, of Mary's burial and
assumption into heaven'®. The Dome of the Rock, supposed sile of
Christ’s presentation, had been converted into the Church of the Temple
of the Lord™, ‘The chiel early Latin shrine-churches in other parts of the
Kingdom were built at Mount Tabor, in Galilee, site of Christ’s Trans-
figuration®!, and over the tombs of the patriarchs at Hebron2, Many of
these sites had formerly been in Orthodox hands but were untenanted
at the time of the Frankish conquest. The Franks entrusted them to
communities of Austin Canons or Benedictines™3,

But the most Orthodox monusteries which were still in use were not
disturbed. Many of them were in places which were of no devolional
signilicance to western pilgrims, like St Sabas and St Euthymius in the
Judaean Desert™, but others were on sacred sites, like the monastery of
St John the Baptist in the Jordan valley, which was alleged to stand near
the place where Christ had been baptized*s, The Franks made no attempt
to Latinize 1his shrine, perhaps because initially there were not enough

t

 The Latin diveese of Nazareth is first recorded i FLOY, Ch, Kobler, “Chartes de
I"abbaye de Notre-Dame de g vallée de Josaphat en Terre Sainte (1108-1291)", Revue de
FOrienr-Latin--(1899)-no-2-pp H3-H4.

7 The Framks first restored the suined Byzstine church, but soon after rebuilt it in
western siyle, B. Hlwmition, “Rebuilding Zion: The Holy Places of Jerusalem in the
Twelfih Century™, in Stwdies in Clurch History, ed. D. Baker, 14 (Oxford, 1977),
P HIT-108,

W hid., p. 109; John of Witrzburg, Deseriptio Terrae Sanctae, ©. 14, ed, de Samndoli,
lrinera (see n. 45), 11, pp. 264-266; Theodoric, De Locis Sunctis, c. 27, ed. de Sundoli,
linera, 11, p. 156.

# John of Wirzburg, Dexscriptio, ¢. 17, pp. 272-6; Theodorie, De Lovis Sanetis, ¢. 23,
pp. 350-2: Hamilton, “*Rebuilding Zion™ (see n. 47), p. 108,

M thid,, pp. WD-110; John of Wilesburg, Deseriptio, c. 4, pp. 236-44; Theodoric,
De Lovis Sunetis, ce. 14, 15, pp. 334-340,

M Prince Tancred was a henelacter of the shrine, Wiltlehmi Tyrensis Chronicon, 1X,
13 (see n, 1), L p. 438; a Denedictine community had been established there by 1103,
Hamilton, Lotin Church, p. 6l),

2 The Tfoundation amtedates 1119, Tractatis de Inventione Sanctorunt Patviceoharam
Abraham, Ysvae et Jucoh, ed, de Sandoli, finera (see n. 45), 1, pp. 331-337; Pringle,
Churches (see. w. 44), 1, pp. 223-239,

Y Benedictine communilies were piven charge of Our Lady of Jusaphal and Mount
Tabow; the other shrines were entrusted 10 Austin Canens.

8 [anicl, ce. I1B-3Y (see n. 23), pp. 33-35,

¥ thid., ce. 27,29, pp. 26-27.
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Latin regulor clergy to serve it. But in the Kingdom of Jerusalem Orthudox
shrines which were not expropriated within the first few years of the
conquest remained in Orthodox hands thereafter®. In addition 1o the
Orthodox places of worship, there were many churches and monasterics
in the Crusader Kingdom belonging lo other Eastern Christisn Churches.
The clergy who accompanied the First Crusade did not know very much
about them, as is clear from the letter which the princes wrote 10 Urbin
Il in 1098 informing him of Bishop Adhémar’s death, in which they
invited the Pope himself to come and deal with the religious problems
which confronted them: *we have beaten the Turks and the heathen, but
we do not know how to defeat the heretics, the Greeks and Armenians
and Syrian Jacobites®.”

At that stage they had not mel the Maronites. But Frankish practice
proved to be more enlightened than this initial reaction might suggest.
This was partly due to the absence of a theologically sophisticated Latin
clergy on the First Crusade, which was a consequence of Urbun 11's not
intending to set up a Latin Church in the East. Michael the Syrian
commenied with surprise:

“The Frunks never raised any dilficulty about matters of docirine, or tried

I 10 formulate it in one way only for Christians of dilfering race and lan-
puage, but ... accepted as a Christian anybody who venerated the cross,
without further examination™.”

They granted non-Byzantine Christians complete religious freedom
under the authority of their own ecclesiastical leaders, a continuation
ol the Istantic-systeny;but-freed-all-Christians-from-the-payment-of-the
religious poll-tax™.

Armenians, Jacobiles and Maronites were allowed to keep their own
churches and monasteries, even in cases where these were the shrines ol
saints whom al) Christians venerated, like the house of St Junes held by
the Armenians of Jerusalem®™, The sole exception was the Church of the
lloly Sepulchre from which all eastern-rite Chrislians were expelled by
the Franks in 1099, Aflthough the non-Byzantine Christians were nol

M “This nay he seen by comparing the information given by Abbot Danicl, sce n. 23
abuve, with that of Jolm Phocas, Ekphrasis, in RIC, Historiens Grees, 2 vols (Paris,
ERT5-R1), L ppr. S27-55K. There is o envugh informgtion about the other Crusider States
to ke any delinite statenteat on s point,

M Nagenmeyer, Episiidae (see n. 3), oo, XV p, 164,

M Michael the Syrian, Chronicle, XYL, i (see n. 200, 111, p. 222

¥ amilton, Latin Church (see n. 16), pp. 1R9-190,

W John of Wilrzburg, Descriptio, €. 15 (sec n. 48), p. 268,
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readmilled to the main church, when the new Latin cathedral was built
provision was made for the Armenians and Jacobites 1o use the surviv-
ing Byzantine chapels ulong the western side of the southern courtyard®!.
Some arrangement of that kind may have been adopted from the first,
but if so it is not documented.

The first generation of Frankish settlers, both clergy and laity, came to
understand eastern Christianity in its diversity of confessions through
contuct with people rather than through theological explanations. This
led to a realisation of the very large areas of belief which they had in
common, rather than to an emphasis on the small, but acrimenious areas
of doctrinal and disciplinary divergence. Good relations between
the Franks and the native Christian population were also helped by
intermarrizge. This occurred at all social levels, including the royal family.
Both Baldwin 1 and Baldwin 1l of Jerusalem had Armenian consorts:
and through the marringes of Baldwin II's children Armenian blood
passed into the ruling houses of Antioch and Tripoli. The royal family
gave an example of how eastern Christians should be treated with
tolerance and respect, and this was widely followed. It was, no doubt,
through royal patronage that the Armenizn community of Jerusalem
were able to build a great cathedral in western architectural style, but
designed for Armenian liturgical use, to incorporate the shrine-church of
St James. This was constructed towards the end of the First Kingdom by
masons {rained in the western tradition®2, The Armenians were in an
unusually privileged position among the eastern Christians, because they
hiad a powerlul and independent nobility at the time of the Latin

onguest-and-this led to"their being trealed on (erms of social equalily by

the Franks. But this was not an unmixed blessing, particularly in the
northern states, because the Franks coveted and often seized their
lands®. Yel this did not erode religious goodwill among churchmen on
both sides,

The Muaronites of Lebanon, despile a few brushes with the counts of
Tripoli®, were well regarded by the Frankish settlers as a whole because

o' Mamilion, Latin Church (see n. 16), pp. 195, 202; Corba, Il Santo Sepolcro (see
n. 40, 1, pp. 179-181, 11, pl. 4.

8 1t is first secorded in ¢. 1170 by John of Wirzhurg, Deseriptio, . 15 (sce n. 48),
P 268; K. Hinttian, History of the Armenions in the Holy Land {Jerusalem, 1976),
p. 51-56,

' B. lHamilton, “The Armenian Church and the Papacy al the time of the Crusades”,
Eastern Churehes Review, 10 (1978}, p. 63.

™ They were held responsible, for example, for the death of Coumt Pons in 1137
Willelmi Tyrensis Chronicon, X1V, 23 (sce n. 1), 1, p- 661,
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they were good lighting men®s; while the lacobites were treated with
considerable respect by the Franks. Except in the case of a few greal
monasteries, their social position in Frankish territory was fairly modest,
but their leaders ruled over a large diaspora in the Islamic world and
their [riendship was importart to the Frankish governments. But Frankish
goodwill towards them was not entirely calculated, many Franks seem to
have felt a genuine respect for them®, ‘

Later in the twelfth century, when learned clergy began 10 be
appointed to high office in the Latin Church, good relations already
existed between the Franks and the native Christians, and this enabled
theological discussions to take place in a friendly atmosphere. The
churchman who contributed most to Christian unity in the Crusader
States in the twellih century was Aimery of Limoges, third Latin Patri-
arch ol Antioch. William of Tyre’s description of him as “an uneducated
man {rom Limoux whose general behaviour left much to be desired "7 is
quite unfounded and seems 1o be the product of personal dislike. Aimery
was a learned man, interested in theology, who corresponded with Hugo
Eteriano, the western theological adviser of the Emperor Manue), about

Jhe Byzantine doctrine of the Holy Spirit. But he also showed a decp
Ykympathy with and understanding for eastern Christian comimunions,
which was perhups a product of his Nity-three year Jong tenure of the see
ol Antioch, In ¢. 1180 he succeeded in bringing the Maronite Patriarch
and some ol his followers into lull communion with the Latin Church.
They renounced their Monotheletisim, made a stalement of willingness to
seeept the traditions of the Roman Church where these differed sipnifi-
camtly from their own, but preserved their own hierarchy, liturgy, canon
law and autonomy™. The Maronites formed the first Uniate Church. The
process was less tidy than William of Tyre would have us believe, because
there was strong opposition on the pant of some Muaronites and it 100k a
long time to negotiate the changes which the act of union required™.

* L.l L. veri fortes et in anuis strenui, nosteis in maioribus neguciis, que cum

hostibus habebam Trequentissin, valde utiles ,..>, ibid., XX11, 9, 11, p. N8,

e lamition, Latin Chiereeh (see n. §6), ppe 190-199,

oL Lemuovicensem natione, hominem absque liveris et conversationis non siugis
honeste™, Willelmi Tyrensis Chronicon, XV, 18 (see n. 1), II, p. 200,

8 Thesayrus Novus Anecdotorum, cd, B, Manne and U, Durand, 5 vols (Paris, 1717),
I p. 479; P. Magdaling, The Empire of Manuel 1 Komnenos, 11431180 (Cambridge,
1993), pp. Y0-91.,

¥ Willelmi Tyrensis Chronicon, XX, 9 (sce n, 1), 1, pp. 1018-1019,

M K.S. Salibi, “The Maronite Church in the Middle Ages and its Union with Rome",
Or, Chr., 42 {1958}, pp. Y2-104,
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But Aimery had sought the corporate reunion of the Maronite Church,
not partial reunion or individual conversions, and this was in the end
achieved™. This became the blueprint for Catholic attitudes towards
religious unity in the Crusader States.

Aimary of Limoges may also have been responsible for moves
towards closer unity with the papacy on the part of the Armenian
Church. These were built on older initintives which had been inconclu-
sive’™. Bul in 1184 the Catholicus Gregory 1V sent an embassy to Pope
Lucius Il with a profession of faith. In retumn the Pope sent Gregory a
pallium, signifying that in the eyes of the Pope he was in communion
with the Holy See and was the accredited papal representative in his
Church. The Pope ulso sent him a copy of the Rituale Romanum which
St Nerses of Lampron is said to have translated into Armenian?. These
negoliations had no immediate sequel because of the dislocation caused
by Suladin's campaigns in 1187-92, but they helped to lty the founda-
tions for the official act of union which was achieved under Celestine 11l
in 11987,

Alihough the Jucobites did not come into communion with Rome in
the twellth century, or make any attempt to do so, Aimery of Limoges
was on very cordial terms with their Patriarch, Michael the Syrian. A
fater Jucobite source claims that Aimery allowed him to pontificate in
Antioch cathedral, admittedly when it was briefly under Orthodox
conltrol again, so that Michael’s enthronement there must have taken
place on the orders of Prince Bohemond 1115, Aimery certainly invited
Michael to attend the Third Lateran Council, which indicates that he did
not regard the Jacobites as heterodox. It was, nevertheless, i remarkable
invitation, because had it been accepled it would have meant that two
ulfidrchis ol Antioch would Tiave been present. Michacl declined 1o go,
but wrote a treatise against the Cathars, who werse on the agenda of the
Council, for consideration by the futhers™, Aimery of Limoges therefore
came near to achieving the unity of all eastern Christians with the Latin

™ P, Dib, *Muronites”, Dirtionmaire de Thévlogie Catholigue, cd. A. Vacant et ul.,
M) vols (Paris, 190350, X (D, cols 1-142,

R CICO (see . 2), ser, L1, 1, no. 379, pp. TRY-790.

™ Ibid., no. 395, pp. §11-813,

™ In 1189 Clement 111 reissued the leticss of Lucius 111 for the Catholicus of Armenin,
P. Jullé ef al., Regesta Pomificum Romanerin, 2 vols {Leipzig, 1881-8R), no, 16463;
Hamihom, * Armenian Church™ (see n. 63), pp. 69-71.

B Anonymi Auctoris Chronicon ad annum Christi 1234 pertinens, trans. A, Abouna,
CSCO. Scriptores Syri, ser. 1H, 154 (Louvain, 1974), p. 230.

™ Michacl the Syrian, Chronicle, XX, 7 (see n. 20), HI, pp. 377-378.



Vi T T i NAMILTON

Church. He sought corporate reunion on a basis which would allow each
Church 10 keep its own traditions and its own culiural and hicrarchicat
identity,

The Emperor Manuel had tried in the | 170s to unite eastern Christians
with the Oecumenical Patriarch, but neither his model of Churcli unity
nor that of Aimery of Limoges was able to sccommodie both an Orthodox
and a Catholic patriarch in the Churches of Antioch and Jerusalem.
Manuel restored the Orthodox Patriarch, Athanasius 11, at Amtioch in
1 165. This was an index of his political power at that time™, but it was
extremely unpopular with the Franks, and when Athanasius was killed
by an earthquake in §170 Manuel was unable to replace him because the
Franks of Antioch were opposed to this and had full papal support™.
Similarly, when Manuel tried to introduce an Orthodox patriarch at
Jerusalem in Baldwin [V's reign he was unsuccessful. Leontios H cime
10 the Holy Land alinost certainly in 1177, but was only given prudging
permission by the Franks to celebrate the liturgy privately in the Church
of the Holy Sepulchre, assisted only by the Greek canons and behind
locked doors. Soon after this he was required 10 Jeave the Kingdom, and
he never returned®,

Gt has not been sulficiently remarked that the chiel religious conse-

yuence ol crusader settlement in the Levant was that the Kingdom
of Jerusalem became a Catholic country, Not only was the Orthodox
hierarchy replaced by Lating, but alse the cathedrals in the thirly-one
dioceses which the Frunks established were either newly built in western
style-or-were-adapted-for-western-titurgical-use. In-the Churchi-of-ili
Holy Sepulchre, the Franks retained the rotunda of Constantine 1X but
demolished the apse and built a new cathedral adjoining it™.

The shrine-churches which the Franks had rebuilt were all designed in
weslern style, and their number continued to grow throughout the First
Kingdom. Some were very small, like the chapels of the Agony in the

7P, Tekeyan, "Controverses Clristulogiyues en Aséuie-Cilicic dans la seconde
maitié du xii© sitcle (1165-98)", Oriemtaliv Christinng Andlecia, 124 (Romme, 1930),
pp. 14-42; Magdalino, Empire (sce n. 68), pp. 75-76 and n. 189,

™ Thwnilton, Lawtin Church (sce n. 16}, pp. 175-176; Magdatino, Empire, pp. 72-73.

¥ Michae) the Syrian, Chronicle, XIX, 6 (see n, 209, 11, p. 33U See Alexander HI's
letter t the clerpy and people of Antioch, urging them w resist any alteinpt o make their
Church subject to Constantinople, ed. S. Liwenfeld, Epistodae Pomtificum Rontanerim
Ineditae (Leipzig, 1885), p. 164; Magdalino, Empire, pp. 75-108, with special reference
o pp. 75, 103,

™ R.B. Rase, "The Vita of Saint Leontios und its account of his visit 10 Palestine dur-
ing the crusader petiod™, Proche Orient Chrétien, 35 (1985), pp. 238-257,

" Corbo, Il Sumia Sepolere (see n, 41), 1, pp. [43-209, 11, pl. 6,7.



Guarden and the Sleep of the Apostles, which the monks of Our Lady of
Josaphat built in Gethsemane to commemorate the evenis of the
Passion®?; but others were more considerable, like the convent of
Bethany, founded by Queen Melisende in | 138 on the site of the house
of Mary, Martha and Lazarus®l; the abbey of Mountjoy, burial place of
the prophet Samuel, staffed by Praemonstratensian Canons, and standing
al the point where pilgrims from the north gained their first view of
Jerusalem™; the priory of Quarantena, a dependency of the Holy
Sepulchre, situated in the mountains above the Jordan on the sile of Lhe
Tempiation of Christ*3; the Hospitaller church at Abu Ghosh, which the
crusaders supposed was Emmaus®; and the shrine of St John in the
Woods, the place, it was thought, of John the Baptist’s birth, which was
administered by Cistercianst?, Qutside the environs of Jerusalem rural
Catholic shrines were less common, although there were many churches
and chapels of the Latin rite in the cities, and in administrative centres in
the countryside, But as the Kingdom became more peaceful in the
course of the twelfth century because of the patrols by the Military
Orders, the Franks began to build churches in undefended sites, like that
of Jacob’s Well al Sychar near Nablus, where Jesus had talked to the
woman of Samarian®, These churches were buill in western architectural
style so that the Latin lilurgy might be performed in them.

FFew changes were made in the Western rile by the Frankish seltlers:
some eastern saints, notably the early bishops of Jerusalem and Antioch,
were incorporated in the church calendars®; and in the Easter Liturgy of
the Church of the Holy Sepulchre the ceremony of the new fire replaced

" Theadoric, De Lovis Suncrix, c. 24 (sce n. 4R}, 11, p. 352,

M Willelmi Tyrensis Chronivon, XV, 26 (see n. 1), 11, pp. 709-10; Souhn of Wiirzburg,
Deseriptio, €, 6, Theoduric, De Lovis Sanviis, ¢. 28 (sce n. 48), N, pp. 246, 358;
5., Saller, Exeavations ar Bethany (1949-195.1), Publications of the Studium Biblicum
Franciscanmn, 12 (Jerusidem, 1957); Pringle, Churches {see n. 44), 1, . 122-137.

M llamilton, Latin Church {see n, 16), p. 94; Thewdoric, De Locis Sanctis, c. 29 (see
n. 48), i, pp. I58-360: Pringle, “Jabal Qurumiul™, Churchies (sce n. 4d), 1, pp. 252-258.

1B Mayer, “Sankl Swnuel aul dem Frewdenberge umd sein Besitz nach einem
unbekannien Diplom Kinig Balduins V™, Quellen und Forschungen ans italicnischen
Archiven and Ribliotheken, 44 (1964), pp. 35-71.

* Vmilion, Latin Church, pp. 105-106; L.-H. Vincent and F. M. Abel, Emmuits, s
hasitique ot son histoire (Paris, 1932); Pringle, Churches (see n, 44), 1, pp. 7-17.

" Theodoric, De Locis Sonctis, ¢, 38 (see n. 48), 11, p. 368; D, Pringle, "Cisterciin
Houses in the Kingdom of Jerusalem™, in The Second Crusade and the Cistercions,
M. Gervers ed. (New York, 1992), pp. 185- 188, 191-192; Pringle, Chmrches, I, pp. 18-47.

™ Theodoric, De Lotis Sanctis, ¢. 42, 11, pp. 372-374; Pringle, Churches, 1, pp. 258-264.

¥ F.M. Wonnald, “Liturgical Notes™, in Miniature Painting in the Latin Kingdom of
derusadem, ed. H. Buchthal {Oxfurd, 1957), pp. 107-134,
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the traditiona) western practice of kindling fire in the church courtyard o
light the Paschal candle™. But ihe liturgy in the main remained weslern,
and in thit, as in other ways, the Papacy was concerned that the churches
of the Crusader Kingdom should conform to the Roman tradition™.
During the welith century the Holy Land remained the greatest focus
of pilgrimage in the entire Christian world. Western pilgrims came there
in greater numbers than ever before once the ports were in Christian hands
and the journey could be made swill Uy in' Christian shipping™, but there miy
also have been an increase in eastern-rite pilgrims to the Kingdom because
it had Christian rulers. The Catholic authorities did not discriminate againsl
any eastern Christian visitors, whether they were Orthodox or non-Chal-
cedonian. The churches of their own rite were open and they might worship
freely in them while no barrier was placed in their way if they wished 10
make their private devotions in shrines administered by the Latins. For
example, the Russian Princess, Euphrosyne of Polotsk, who died in
Jerusalem in 1173, was allowed 10 hang a golden votive lamp in the sanc-
luary of the Holy Sepulchre itsel(¥?, The Orthodox were more privileged
than other eastemn Christians because in the Churches of the Holy Sepul-
chre and Our Lady of Josaphat the Onhodox liturgy was celebrated regu-
larly at side altars®™, Furthermore, in the 11705 the Franks of Jerusulem who
vitlued the protection of the Emperor Manuel allowed him o resume whalt
had been the traditional role of his predecessors in the time of the Fatimid
Caliphs, that of protector of Orthodox Christians in the Holy Land"s,
Manuel not only endowed and in some cases rebuilt the Orthodox

" AJ. MacGregor, Fire and Light in the Western Churen, Aleuin Club Collection, 71
{Collegeville, 1992), pp. 154-247: Ch, Kohler, “Ur Ritucl et un Bréviaire du Saint Sépul-
cre de Jérusalem (xiic-xiiic siecle)”. Rexue de.I"Orient-Latin, Vi1 19001901y, p. 42T,

* Paschal 11 ordered the Benedictines of Latina: “Psalmorum etigm nrdulatio sic
apud vos teneatur, sicut Romana psellat ecclesin™, “Papst-Kaiser und Nommnnenurkunden
ans Umeritatien™, ed. W, Holizmamn, o, 1, Quellen und Forschungen ans itatienischen
Archiven und Biblistheken, 35 (1955), p. 51.

oL “Thineenth-century data confirm that the majority of ships bound for he Holy
Land left the West in the last weeks of March and early April. With on avernge passape
castwards taking about four 1o six weeks, ships would not arrive in Acre before mid 1o
late April.” LH. Pryor, Geagraphy, Technolog y and War (Cambridge, 1984), p. 3

"' B, de Khitrowa, “Ptlerinage en Palestine de I"abbesse Euphrosine, princesse de
Polotsk™, Revue de 'Oriem Leriin, JI1 {1895), p. 33,

™ Vvilton, Latin Church (see n, 16), p. 171,

“ 8. Runcimin, “The Byzantine ‘Protectorate’ i ihe Holy Land in the Xhih Century™,
fiyzantion, 18 (1944), Pp- 207-215; S, Runciman, “The Visit of King Amalric | 1w Con-
stamtinople in 1171", in Quiremer: Studies in the History of the Crusading Kingdom of
Jerusalem Presented 10 doshua Prawer, o, B.Z. Kedur, 15.-E. Mayer and R.C. Smail
Uerusalem, 1982), pp. 153-158; B. thunitton, *Manued 1 Commnenus and Baldwin [V of
Jerusalem™, in Kuthegetria: Essays presented to Joun Hussey for her Sthh hirthduy,
1. Chrysostomides ed. {Camberlcy, 19K3), pp. 353-375,
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monasteries of Judaca®, the Franks also allowed him to commission
Byzatine craltsmen to embellish the Holy Places with mosaics executed
in accordunce with Orthodox iconography. The shrine of the Anastasis, at
the centre of the Christian Faith in the Crusader Kingdom, was embellished
with Byzantine mosaics%?; while in the Latin cathedral of Bethlehem a
series of monumental mosaics of the oecumenical councils was commis-
sioned by Manuel, whose panel porirait was hung in the sanctuary.
These mosaics were remirkable because they set out the Orthodox and
not the Latin tradition of conciliar teaching?®.

Yet despite these concessions to eastern spirituality the majority of
important shrines in the Holy Land during the twellth century were built
in the western tradition and were served by Catholic clergy who
performed the Latin liturgy. Eastem-rite pilgrims might perform their
private devotions in the Catholic shrine-churches, but if they wished to
assist at the liturgy in their own rite then they had to attend their own
churches. Only the Catholic liturgy was performed with solemnity in the
shrine-churches. This reached its climax in Holy Week, which began
early on Palm Sunday, when (he Latin patriarch and his entourage,
bearing the Holy Cross in its jewelled religquary, rode out to Bethany
while it was stitl dark, and at dawn descended the Mount of Olives to be
greeted by the faithful, led by the Catholic monks and canons of
Jerusalem, who were holding branches of palm and olive hlessed in the
Garden ol Gethsemane, The whole crowd then led the patriarch and the
cross, symbolizing Christ, through the Golden Guaie into the Temple
precinct. Holy Week continued in that way. On Maundy Thursday the
patriarch led the faithful to the Church of Mount Sion where the Last
Supper-had-been-celebrated;-on-Good -Friday; belore-dawn;-he-und-his
canons led the faithful barefoot up the stairs to the Calvary chapel in the
loly Sepulchre to venerate the reliquary of the Holy Cross on the spot
where that Cross, they believed, had once stood: and there, at the hour
of the Crucilixion, the patriarch celebrated the Good Friday Liturgy. On
loly Sawurday the patriarch sat enthroned behind the high aliar, facing
down the choir of the Holy Sepulchre towards the Anastasis, flanked by

" For a general survey of Onhodux monasticism in Judaca in Manue!’s reign, John
P"hokas, Ekphrasis, c. xvi-xxvi {see n, 56), I, pp. 545-552, Manuel's intervention is com-
miented on ibid., c. xxii, xxvii, pp. 549, 553.

9 thid,, e, niv, p. 54). '

M Ihid,, e axvii, pp. 553-554; 1. Stern, “Les représentations des Conciles dans
I'Eplisc de la Nativit¢ 2 Bethiéem®, Byzantion, 11 {1936), pp. 101-152; 13 (1938),
pp 415-459; L.-A. unt, “*Ad and Colonialism: The Mosaics of the Church of the Nutivity
in Bethichem (1169) and the Problem of *Crosader An®, Dientharton Qaks Papers, 45
(1991), pp. 69-85; Pringle, Churches (sce n, 44), [, pp. 141-146.
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his canons, while the prophecics were sung. A procession was formed of
four eminent pilgrims, often laymen, preceded by acolytes, all of them
holding unlighted tapers and walking barefoot, who brought the Tloly
Cross from its chapel. Proceeding down the choir they circled the shrine
of the Anastasis, kneeling each time they passed the entrance (o sec
whether the holy fire had kindled. In some years this process had 1o be
repeated six or seven limes before a light appeared. When it did, the
cross-bearer entered the Sepulchre and lit his candle from that fire, and
took the light to the patriarch, from whose candle it gradually sprei!
throughout the congregation, a symbol of the Light of the World. Then
the patriarch continued with the Latin Easter Liturgy%.

Eastern Christians who came 1o the Holy land during the time of
Frankish rule were not uniformly hostile to the Latins. The more
thoughtful among them found admirable features in Catholic spirituality.
St Nerses of Lampron, Armenian Archbishop of Tarsus, for example,
was particularly impressed by the daily recitation of the Divine Office in
the Catholic cathedrals of the Crusader States, by the good order which
the Franks observed in their public worship, and by the impressive range
of charitable works which the Latin clergy undertook'™, But it is
noleworthy that those who viewed Catholicism sympathetically were
not Byzantine Christians, who tended to be critical. John Phocas, who
visited the Holy Land shortly before the invasion of Suladin, says liltle
about the Lating until near the end of his short trealise, when he relales
how the Catholic Bishop “intruded” at Lydda and had tried to open the
tomb-of-St-George:

“But when he was trying to open i, fire blazed out of the tomb, causing

one ol those who sought 1o lay hands on it 10 be severely burned and
instantancously killing another?,”

The First Kingdom came 1o an end in 1187 as a result of the Frankish
defeat at Hattin, Although they later regained control of the coast of
Pulestine and Syria, the Franks did not permanently recover most of the
Holy Places, uand their presence in themn was confined to a few priests
who were allowed lo say Mass for western pilgrims'®2, Even when the
Franks regained temporary control of some of the holy places in 1229 as

¥ Kohler, *Un Ritue!™ (sce n. 9, pp. 412-424.

0 St Nerses of Lampron, Réflections sur les Institusions de 1'Eglise, RIIC, Historiens
Arménicns, 2 vols (Paris, 1869-1906), 1, p. 574,

M Jghn Phocas, Ekphrasis, . xXix (see n. 56}, 1, p. 557.

"2 This was arranged with Saladin by [Tubert Waller, Bishop of Salisbury, linera-
rinmy Regis Ricardi, VI, M, ed, W, Stubbs, Rerum Brillannicarom Medii Aevi Scriplores,
Rulls Series, Y9 vals (Loswon, 1H58-1911), IR (1) (1864), p, 438,
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aresull o Frederick 11°s treaty with al-Kamil'™, their cuslodianship was
hall-hearted, Nazareth, for example, was in Christian hands from 1229-
1265, yet as Archbishop Henry sadly recorded in 1251 :
“the Holy Places of the Kingdom, and specially Nazareth, have been
negleeted and feft without clergy, and have sulfered grave and irreparable
damage on both a spiritual and a material level through the neglect and

indeed the total absence of canons, for so far scarcely anyone ... couid be
found who was prepared 10 devote his life there to the service of God!™.*

The holy places of Jerusalem experienced similar problems: most of the
Catholic clergy refused 1o leave Acre to come Io live there, and only a few
canons took over the Hely Sepulchre, which became a kind of priory of its
own daughter-house, the Holy Sepulchre at Acre'®, The shrine-churches of
the Holy Land in the thirteenth century either fell into ruins once more and
were nol rebuilt, or they relummed to the control of eastern-rite Christiuns who
had held them before the First Crusade, The reasons for this decline in Latin
zeal for the Holy Places are complex and cannot be treated in this paper. The
Latins in their coastul cities continued to maintain a titular hierarchy for the
sces they no longer ruled, and a full complement of religious communities
for the shrines they no longer administered!™. But there were few shrines of
any importance in the areas which were securely under Frankish conlrol,
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