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KINGHOM OF JERUSAT M de. VEI-543
by
FETLER W, EDBURY
{Umiversity College Cardirm)

No ong can read sery far in any study of the crusades 1o the Eastern
Medirerranean in the twelfth eentory AD withoul coming across refercnues
lo William, urchbishap of Tyre. and his historical writing. Wilkiyne's
Histors covers the period of the First Crusade of 1895-9748-92 and then
describes the fornnes ol the kingdou of lerusalem, the kingdom set up by
the crusaders in Palestine immediately alter the Crusade, fram then uniit
his ownduy. stoppingin the year | 184880 N is @ major work of medicval
historcal writing, much of il owr only source for the events concerned. 1
is also a long work the new edition of the Latin rext Gils abow a
trousacl pages, as does the ofder and wel-knowan English franslotion o
Babcouk and Ksey !

William's History is an essential source of iformation far the history uf
the s1aies founded by Lhe erusaders in the twelith centory, but, 2 is true af
all historizns, Mg informarion was orl eariably carrect und s
understanding somelimes may have beeu wrong, He alvw weole with
purprse - medieval wrilers ol history, at bessi 1hose in the intelfectnsl ol
western Europe. did not write history simply for s own sake - and. hke
all men swho hope 1o influcnce their readers, his menmons i writing wonold
have shaped what be had 10 say and how ke yaid i,

Some mpprecialion of William's moesape and by inteniians ure
important lor &ll medern historians » ho wank 1o use bis work, We peed 10
understand why he wrole in the way he wrtie iV we arc to be able o asess
the fustorical value af bis stalements, We alse need 10 knpw when he B
bring a propagandist and dor whal, just as we need to know when he s well
informed and when hix informanion is Tess Likels 10 be eprrecl

The casiest approach 10 his history is consider the man himselr and the
circum stances under which he was wrning. In Tact we know guite a Lol
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abuul his carecr. In 1962 Professor R.B.C. Huygens of Leiden University
discavered the missimg chapter (Book XIX, chapter 12} in which Wiltiam
told of his own sarly carcer and his studies in western Europe'® It had
lony becn known that there was such a chapler - {n several manuoseripis ics
heading is Jncluded in the table of contents - bl in alf the manuscripis
except ong it is lacking, and it se happens that no one had previously
studicd this partivular copy of the work. (Unfanunately the chaprer has
never to my knowledpe been translated out of the original Latin into any
modern language; Babunck and Krey, the two scholars responsible Tor the
English 1ranslation, were at wotk long before 1962) Thanks to rhis
discovery we now have far more information aboul William's personal
histary. He seems to have been borne around 11304524 in Jerusalemn iself,
a member ol a leading burgess family. For almost twenty years he studicd
in western Europe — in France at Pars. Chartres and Orleans and in lraly
gt Bologna - and eventually, in 1165560, he returned to the Kingdem of
Jerusalem. Like all educaied men ol his age he was destined for a career as
a churchman, and he soon received acclesiastical posts in thi cathedrals at
Akko and Tyre. But in lact he had entered the service of the king af
Jerusalem, King Amarlic. 1t was comman &l thiz time throughout western
Chrisiendom for kings to employ priests in government service, rewarding
them wirh church appoiniments over which they had influence, and
William, & an ¢ducated man who entharked upon a career in government
employment in 1his manner, was Lypical of his age.

In 1168/563 Amarlic sent Williarm on an embassy ro the Byrannine
empernr, Manue! Comnenus, Then from 1170/56% he was the lutar o
Amarhic's son and Meture suevessor, the leper king Baldwin 1¥, and indecd
Witliam ¢laimed that he himself had been the Mirst to realize thar the young
prince was suffering from leprosy. He also rells vy that Amarlic had asked
him 1o write his history and also a history of the Mustim world whivh alas
hay pot survived, although 1 do not think we shouold read oo much into
these statements. Cenainly in ils completed form the! work is noL an
“‘official’™ history of the kingdem, and Amarliv himse2ll emarges Irom s
pages a5 one of the teast altractive of the kings.

In 1174/569 King Amarlic died. His son Daldwin was 100 young to rule
and so afier a brief interlude a regency was estublished under Amartic's
cousinm, Count Raymond Il of Tripoti. N was presumably thanks to
Raymond's patronage that towards the end of 11747570 William hecame
changellor of the kingdom ard then in L1T3/571 archbishop of Tyre. As



archibishop ol Tyre he rinhed second only B the patriarch ol Jervsalomin
the Chnreh; as chancellor he was in charge of the roval writing ol Thee.

It is 2t this puint thal we gel g difficelties, As we read the History we
find William emphasizing his ceclesiastical role: conduciing funerals,
atieading Church vonngils and the like. To a large extent he gives the
impression of having wilhdrawn from roval service and o have been
comeentraling on his religious dulies. In 11777592-3 0L i true e was
engaeed in diplomatic dealings with Count Philip of Flanders, and in
11827578 he was appointed a receiver of laxes, But these tasks may no
have amounied ta very much.  As for his rale us chancellor, we find that i
the mid 117 he had a daputy o perform his Tunetions tor bim, and in

1837578 he leaves us io o douht that he was abeent from the impuortiaay
conncil which appoiinted Guy of Lusignan regent for the king who
b now was very ill with leprosy. So it lacks as if Williwm Rad beconie a
cansciesilions bawhop and had Liepely given wp being a royal servant and

politician.

fhe problem s did he choose to concentale on Lis dutivs as an
ar shishop, ar wos he furced oul of palities by Ris oppaasents znd o Ll
bretle gine for Loep Lim occupied? Most of the Books goee 1he impression
1l Fer much ol Baldwin's feten Willkam weie i a podinieal wiflorieess,
Ravmand of Tripaoli was oul of powet from V78 antl TIRY, while his
eneaiies led by the queen mother wore 1oche pscendand, and, <o the oy
goon, Willian suflered beeause be had keen Ravmond's provéeé 1< (his
souented apinion correet? 'monot sure chat i is. T iy trae tha i wog
rhee William launches mro an aitick on the geecn warher, [is aluwiirge
Mt in JIROCETE he was passed wvier Far promotion (o (e patrurchate of
Jevgatemy in Taveur of Friclive the archbishop of Cagsarea, In the past
Eraclius has had a bad press, But recent work has siressed his abilities; it
may wetl be that his appaisiment was largely on menit and thar 1he
seandulouy alleguiions against him were ne more than hostile possip
Cowwerning all these Bviaes there i< much C(hat bas lo eman uncertaill g8
slect for example there 15 over the date of Willzim's own deach, Bt v her
than allow myself 1o become ennreshed in the Finer. duails of the subjeci of
Williant's garecr inthe time of RBaldwin IV & subjed wiich eould oecupy
a whole lecture — | should like 1o 1hink more generatly shout his one pryal
survin e historical work

— 45 —




Sdvibars, pedtideoin, wibaifodeanc Willimr oF Tare yeas all thier., Mo
b the be Bad begon work an Des histgsy by TS 564 Bociise i i
vl he wapliciy tedbs v son T s ~Pilbwermonpe di0 BPEESRIE s B pia ks
chae o iy pratosue. and he ginds wath events Troem abe carls part of tha
seaf. ®o he was gt work over o fileemscur perod. s is g long tang
and here ace three developmicnis whieh were takmg phice duging thew

woury which arc esseilil af we are o inderstunl kis History aml the
asstnglanns which fie heband i

(0} The growile of Musdim power, Ly the FHads king At of Jenesaden
was o Lhe olfensive. The Farimid pegime ne Foygd wos weak and Amarlic
way allempling first 10 plice tyeypl under Iribwic ad then 1o vomgoer 30
Busl 11y agressive policy lailed, As is well known, Nur il Lin, the rulfer of
Iyumascus and Aleppo, sent his army to bpvpr, and in 1162 565 his
vommander, Shirkuh, rook power. Sharkuh was Volfosed by Bis neplies
Salah al-Din, and in 17717566 Salah al-Din did awas withy the Tatimil
dynasty ance aud for all. When in 1174 $69 Nur al-Din dicd, Sk sl Din
wsarpetl power i Damascus.  The kiogdom of Jerosalem woas pow
sirrvmended . Uneitl TIEAS7 Sakah al-Din concentraiold lis efforis on
capluring Aleppo, bt Fom 1174 569 the Mushims were a Far greder (hpeal
to-the crusadery than ever belore, and Witham of Tyre was elearly well
aware of this fagt,

(2 The problemn of Baldwin IV, Baldwin wis a keper. At the Hinge wlicn slic
Muslim threat to their kingdom was greater than ever, the crusaders serifod
i the Past had saddled thomselves with a king wlio was chromecally il ol
sy nlikely (o be ibile 1o goe either the palitical or (w mtitary feadership
tegmred. Becayse of his illness he vould oot min ey and have Beirs, aml wo
at hix Jewh thae was ceriam 10 be o dyniisdic arisis. Uinker dese
gincumsldoges fl oomies A8 D surpeise To DNied thal palitical et
developed wooing the haronuee of the hinpdion,

13 The declioe o Iy sangine inlueice. la the pust the Byzantine criprice
had fntervened ditectiy o aid the crnsaediees in the Fast. in [T8%560-5
there bad been a joint expedition against § gyt and as faie as 1177/572-3
thery were proposals for anolher goint expedition. Inthe 1Sk people hast
helivyed (hat the Byzaniing under Manuel Comnens could and would aid
the Crusaders.  Bur alier showt (170 things were going wrong.  In
62571 Manuel was defeaied by the Turks st Myriokephalon: at the
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Gt Bepbe [lne Tloet weas Bwsing oo doweny o leia the Aprpenians wore
toking wonng! I (1% 576 At ot died, gl hisdeath wadiollowed by
pradotteed and Weds dJuestic e, By the wod FIE0S By cantiins conld
o pething ro Belp the crsaders v b ithe cinpaan bl wanted to, aml
by compersr had wanten) ga, and e engperor . the weolemtbs antn g essern

Aofroniciy O ganimenas, did 1aan waun e,

S0 i the gears flug Willian of Tyre was @b work there was a growing
Mustion i5ecar, he King was an invald aad e enisaders comd no lonee
wxpogl uey help dirom Bysaan i,

So how did he sel wboud wring?  Ax 1 saed earher, he rcturesed 1o
tpbestere i DEAS Shu. His gecount of the carly T160s is theo, but suddenly,
i 11677562 with the deseriplion of King Aariic's largely saceesstil
campaign of that year g Fevpt he begomes sery detailed. [ conld well
Fe That this was the Hirst thing he wrote, Some historians have posc further
and have sugpened that his original infentios was simply (o wrde a bistory
of Ky Amatlic’s reizp, perhaps modelfed on Binhard™s hlife of
Charfermazne. Wiltiam, writing a1 Amarlic's request, could have <arled
witly the intennon of welling the story of his king's conguest of Bgypr. I
wits ol {0 be, and even it Wilkiun had started with this imentwn, 1he
finished work as it saevives to Hie day Is completely ditlerent.

William wrote in Latin, and so therg can be livle doubt that he
intended rhat his work should be read by vlher viergy normally the only
peaple who would hove been capable of reading it. The apemng books
reteli the histary of the First Crusade and here William adapied the carlier
writings he had at his disposal including the Gesta Francorem. Fulcher of
Charires, Alberr of Aachen or porinps 4 commun souree thal he and
Alberi hath psed. Alier the First Crusade we find an increzsing use uf
material not 19 be found in any of the surviving chronieles, The fast of
rhese sources is Fulcher of Chartres who had wiken his aveounl as far a8
1127521, So William either bad other writings available to hini which
Bave nol survived, ar was relving on the memonies of men and womcn
alder than kimwsell to cover 1the periad From the 1120s unli] his own retnrn
I the East in [16S7560. 11 is hol surprising thereiore that we (1d hiv
chronnlowy is stightly wrang i places ar his informauon inadeguate. For
example, he was Frequently in error converning the accession dales of (he
kings of Jterusalems, and in wriling shout the Sccond Crusade of




F147-8-842-0 00 s clear (het he Jid nist keow much alrour whin acraally
Happened either i Asia Minor ar af Damaseus.

Alier | M6S560 Wiilearm was back i thie Eov and wis an evewilines,
Bul of what? Reading his account carclally it sould seem that be did not
ever po wilh the army on camipaign as many alher Cergy did. He was
well-placed as a royal servant and archbishop 10 krow what was going on,
but he xeems not 10 have been a parricipant i much of whitt he describes,

But anyhow, William worked away at his history; 1utor te (he Tutnre
keng; then chancellor and archbishop. Exactly how Fast he worhed snd
how his work proceeded is hard to 1ell. -Bul what we do know fs ks in the
2arly 1180s he was engaged in making extensive revisions. Lvery so otien
he makes stalements which draw sttention ta this fse, and most if not all
of these instances were duly poted by Krey in the footnotes o his
trunslation. What | belicve happencd was this.  In 1179/575 Wihiam
aftended the Third Laeran Council, This was a gatheoring of cathelic
bishaps from all pver Christian Burope held in Rome, summoned by the
pope, and Wilham was in fact away from Tyre for almaost {wu years At
Rame he met his counterparts from among the clergy of the West and the
conversaliony he would have had with them would have made him more
concious of what it was that he wanted his readers 10 know. When he
come 1o dedicate bis work, he offered 1t to his “'venersble brathers™ — in
gther words, his lellow bishop. These were the people he had mal in
Rome. Having met them he could now see far more clearly what they
necded to be told and he revined his work accordingly.

At one level he realized that ke oughn 10 remind his readers in the Wesi
that rhe Charrehiin the East  the Catholic Church, thae is, of which he way
a representative = was an inlegral part of Christendom, and it segms likely
thal in the course of his revisians he introduced much of the matenal into
his hisiory which rclated to church affaits. Partly he was hoping thevehy
1a hold the auention of his audience, but «lxa ke was trying ro cmphasize
the point that the Kingdom of Jerusalem was a provinee of Christendom
and (herefare entirfed 1o the suppurl of the olther provinces ol Christendom
in western Europe,

Buit there was far more o if than this. Whal ] suspect iic faund at the
Lateran Council was o remarkable ignoranse about the hstery and the



prescii earitioms i the kaogdom of Jenmsalem. He woukd have cone
deross o nuiher of ideas vl which he would bave disagreed snd would
probahly have fowrad doeply disiurbing. He had o point o that 1he
Kingdoan was in damgeer Salahal- Din was ever morc thncadening wod 1ha
the erosders necded westenn help. 31 swas no gowd people in (he Wes
savirig ““Lel’s leave it to 1he Byzantines™, becawse there was no konger any
help 10 be had from that direction. At ane time, 11 is rrue, William had
imagined tha Byzaniwm would hddp, sad it iy inferesting 10 trace his
changineg allitude from the cautious optimism ahout Byrantine assivtance
when writing aboul the everis of the 1130s and 11508 1o s virvlem
hosulity ot 1the end of hiv carcer when recording devdopmenis in
Constanimuple in the T180s.

Wit there were othier points which Willlam had to answer,  In purticuale
there was the belicl in western Burape that the crisaders seteled in the Basi
were ofstruciing western elforts 1o assisi them, and seonndly there was the
idea that the king's illness and consequent incapavily was 12l a teason
why peaple in the Wesl were nol coming to 1the delence of the Christian
Huoly Places in Jerusalen as they might.

Two episodes in particular had damaged the reputation of the Kingdom
of Jerusalem in 1he eyes ol The Wesi: the Second Crusadde and s lailure
vithvide the walls of Damascus, and the expedition of Count Phifip of
[landers (@ e Last in [I778¢373-4. Why did the Sceond Crusade fail?
People in the West had blamed the crusaders seitled in the Easi. and in hig
aecouiil of the expediton William was careful to ensure that the
respuasibility for its foilure was laid upon the wostern participant s ad m
on hix congpatrinis among the castern settlers.  The Gulure of the Second
¢ riasade vertaindy made raising Turther crusades in 1he West more dififetlr.
But a few years hoer. in 11537548, the kg of Jerusalem. unasided by
western support, captured the imporiant city of Ascalon. William
deseribed this success in Theological terms. It was a victory bestowed by
God, and in William's eyes the failure of the Second Crusade was cifaced:
the Christian success 81 Ascalon was God-given and so the sciilers in the
East were vindicated.

Much more recent was the expedition to Jerusalem of Couot Phillp of
Flanders. He was a western nobleman and a close relative of King Baldwin
IV a5 well as of the kings of France and England. In Jerusalem he achieved
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nw! hine; at Antioch e participared ja Lhe ey ucesssinl sicge of Hlario, and
he then returmed hamy with pathimg o show tor bis elionis, {1 s cusy 1o
imging Lhat he woild have blaed the Pelestinian Franks for by Fzilure,
and his jales would fiase helped conFinn people in the West i Lhe
impression thal the seftlers i the East could nol be arded because they
themaselves relused 1 zllow westerners to do anyifing worthwhile even
when they went 10 the trouhle and capense of going 1o Jerusalem. William
of Tyre tried Lo head off such vriticisms by going eut of Ris way (0 sugges
that Philip's failure in the East was the result of his owa stupidiny and lack
of tect. And he goes turther. In 1177573, whale Philip was o Antioch, the
kitg of Jerusalem had won a major victory over Salah al-Oin near Ramla
ar a place Willtam callts Mont Glsa rd™ 1t was another God-given viclory - a
miracle. William wses the same sort of language than he had for the
victories of the 15t Crusade and the capture of Ascalon of 1153, God had
favoured His people in a miraculous way; simultanesesly the actions of the
count of Flanders had came o nothing. His readers vould draw their own
womng lusions.

So God is on the side of the erusaders seitled in the East: theiefore, by
implication, if Christians in the West genuinely want to help - rather ihan
behave with high-handed arrogance like Philip of Flanders - they can be
assured of a welceme and the chance to join in Tuture God-given victories.

But there was still the problem of the leper king, Baldwin 1V. Willium
went out ef hiy way to portray him in @ favourable manner so a5 10 svoid
all passible eriticisms. Frrstly, Baldwin was the rightful king. Throughoui
his History William was careful to stress that each new king was fegally
entitled te be king, both by descent from the previeus king and hy
undergoing a proper curonangn at the hands of the bishops. Baldwin IV
was noexceplion, although in his case there was a problem: his parenix harl
been divorced. But William nevertheless insisted om his legitimagy. He was
the truc heir of Godirey of Bouillon and Baldwin [, the heroes of Lhe First
Crusade.

Scvomdly, despitz bis illness, Baldwin was a surprisingly effective king.
He hmiself is cast as a sort of Igragic hera, On a number of oceasions, he
led his army on campsign. Endeed, ] (hink that William may have
overstated his argument in certain respects. In 1177/573 et least there is
good evidence to suppose that the Christian army which defeatad Salah al.
Dinw Mont Gisard wascommandednot by Baldwin, as William claimed. but



by Raynald of Chalillan, the leading baron whose later hehavionr wis suid
10 have brought dbautl Salah al-Din's insasion in T1E7. Bu the neaning is
vlear. Buldwin was the nghiful king und had-heen innre v a long line of
sticcesalul kisgs siretching hack o the timg af the First Crusade,

Then, at the very end of hes History, William wis sble (@ show tha
although Baldwin had bad tor relinyuish his conrol the kingdom of
Jetuszlern was now sufely in the hands of the most eapable man in the
kingdom, none otlier than his own patron. Count Raymond [il of Tripoh.

S what then is William's message? The kingdom ol Jersalemn necds
western aid. Tt deserves western aid. The History is not in itsell an appeal
for a new crusade; rather it is an attempt (o educate opinion through Hhat
the defence of Jerusalem is the concern of all Chrisuan and provide un
apologiy (or the deeds af the crusaders wha had settled in the East. The
First Crusade had been a triamph given by Gl kater vwiores down 1o the
present as al Mont Gisard have similarly heen trinmphs given by God. The
kirgs had all been able - even the Jepar king Baldwin i¥, The whale work s
propaganda for the kingdom of Jersualem - an attempt Lo put the kingdam
in a more favourable perspective than was normal al that. time.

There is much else P might cay. B let me end with just one mere paint,
Aa we read this work, we all know wha happened next: in 1187 the anny
ol the king of lerusalem was crushed by Salah al-Din and Jerusalem
recovered for Islzam. Bul by 1hen William was dead. He had not lived 10 see
the growing Muslim threat to the crusaders came to fulfilment. Bur anyene
who had read his work before 1187 and understond the gorwing powser of
the Muslimy and the difficulties facing the Kingdon of Jerusalem wonld

. . [
not have been oo surprised to learn how things tucied out !

[A lecture delivered in the Faculyy of Ars of the LUniversity of
Adoxandria on 3 bebroary 1947 )
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A pew cdition of the Latin text which will now supercede the
minetcenih-century  edition in the Recuell des Migiordeus des
Cruisades has been edited by R_.B.C. Huygens as Wiilelml Tyreasts
Archleplscopl Chronleom (Corpus Chirstianorum  Contineatio
Mediaevalis, 83— 63A; Turnhalt, 1988), The English translation by
E.A. Dabcock and A.C. Krey was published as A History of Deeds
Dune Beyond the Sea (New York, 1843).

R.B.C. Huygens, “Guillacme de Tyt érudiant. Un chapilee (X1X, 12)
éc son “'Histolre” rerouvé’, Latvmus, 21 (1962), 811 - 29,

See B, Hamiltan, The Larn Church kn the Crusader Stutes: The
Secular Church {Londen, 1986). 79 - &4; B.Z Kedar, *The Patnarch
Eraclivs" in Ouiremer: Stadétes In the history of the Crusading
Kingdom of Jerusatem (Jerusalemn, 1982), 177 —204.

Ior a discussion of the Jocution of this battle, see M.C. Lyons and
DLE.P, Jackson, Soladin: The Politics of ihe Hlaly War {Cambnidge,
1982), 123,

A study on William of Tyre by P Y. Edbury nned 1.G. Rawe entitled
Williaro of Tyre: Hiviorian of 1% Latio East is 10 be published by rhe
Cambridge University Press in 1947 or 1988,



