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Mo onge ean read very far in any study of the crusades (o the Easiern
SMediterrasean in the twelfth century AD withoul coming across referenues
to Willlam, archbishop of Tyre. and his historical woting, Willgm's
History vovers the period of the First Crusade of 1095-9/48%-92 and then
describes the fornnes ol the kingdour of Jerusalem, the Kingdom et up by
1he crusaders in Palcstine imimediately alter the Crosade, fram then umiit
his own duy. stopping in the year 1185800 1 is a major work of medicval
historcal writing, much of il owr only source for the evenis voncermed. It
is alse a long work - the new edition of the Lalin text Dlls aboul a
riiousand pages, as does the older and well-knowa Eoglish translotion o

Babcouk and Krey "

William's History is an éessenlial source of information oy the hestory of
the siates founded by Lhe crusaders in the twelith centory, but. 8 is truc af
all hwronians, his information was ool imearahly correct and s
understanding sometimes may have beru wrong, He alwe wrole with a
purpose medieval wrilers of history, 2t beasl 1hose in the inteligetsal ol
western Europe. did not write history simply for its own sake - and. hke
all men whe hope 10 influence their readers, his imennioos jin writing wauld
have shaped what he had 10 say and how he said u.

Some appreciation of William's mossspe aod  his internions ure
imperiant lor gl modern historians who wank o use bis work, We peed 1o
understand why fwe wrote in the way he wrade if we are 1o be able 1o amew
the Instorical value of his statements, We also need 1o know when he 1
treinyg a propagandist and lor what, Just g5 we need ro know when he s well
informed and when hix informanion is Tess likels 1o be cormect

The easiest approach 1t his history is consider the man himse!r and the
circumstances under which he was wrnng.  In [ac) we know guite a Lol
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abuul his carecr. 1n 1962 Professor R.B.C. Huygens of Leiden University
discavered the missimg chapter (Book XIX, chapter 12} in which Wiltiam
told of his own early carcer and his stodies in western Eul."upfu.} 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 chapier has
never to my knowledpe been translated out of the original Latin into any
modern language; Babunck and Krey, the twa 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 tsventy years he studicd
in western Europe — in France at Pars. Chartres and Orleans and in lraly
gt Bologna ~ and eventually, in 11637560, he returncd to the Kingdom of
Jerusalem. Like all educaied men ol his age he was destined for & career as
a churchman, and he soon received acclesiastical posts in the cuthedrals at
Akko and Tyre. But in lact he had entered the service of the king af
Jerusalem, King Amarlic. 1t was comman & 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, g5 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 to the Byraniine
empernr, Manuel Comnenus, Then from 1170/56% he was the lutar o
Amarkic's son and Meture suevessor, the leper king Baldwin 1¥, and indecd
Witliam ¢laimed that he himself had been the st to realize thar the young
prince was suffering from leprosy. He also rells vy that Amarlic had asked
him Lo write his history and also a history of the Mustim world which alas
hay pot syrvived, although 1 do not think we should read oo much into
these statements. Cenainly in ils completed form the! work is noL an
“official’™ history of the kingdom, and Amarlic himsell emarges lrom s
pages a5 one of the teast altractive of the kings.

In 1174/569 King Amarlic died. His son Daldwin was foo 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 and then in L175¢571 archhishop of Tyre. As



archbishop ol Tyre he rinhed second only B the patriarch ol Jervsalom in
the Chnrch; as chancellor he was in vharge of the roval writing ol Thee.

It is 2t this puint thal we gel g difficelries, 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. En 11777592-3 0L i true be 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 in
the mid 117 he had a daputy te perform his Tunetions tor bim, and in

1837578 he leaves us io 1o douht that he was abeent from the impuortaay
conncil which appoiited Guy of Lusignan regent for the king who
b now was very ill with leprosy. So it lacks as if William Rad beconie a
canscieailions bawhop and had Lirpely given wp being a royal seevant and

politician.

fhe problens s did he choose to concennale on Lis dutivs as an
ar shishop, ar wos he furced oul of palities by Ris oppaasents and o !
brrtle gise ter Lowp Tim occapded? Mok of the Boosks grve the iapression
1l Fer much ol Baldwin's feten Willkam weie inoa podinieal wiflonieess,
Ravmand of Tripaoli was ool of powet from V78 antil THRY, while his
eneiies led by the queen mother wore joche pscendand, and, <o the oy
goon, Willlan suflered beeause be had been Ravmond's prvéeé 1 this
auepted apinion correet?  'meonot sure chat icoise T i iroe thar inoong
rlee William launches mro an aitack on the guecn warther, [is aluiirge
Mt in JI8OCETE he was passed wvier Far promotion (o the patrurchste 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 weth be that his appaintment was largely on merit and thal 1he
seandulouy alleguiions against him were ne more than hostile possip
Crovwerning all these Bvines there i< much (hat bas lo eman uncertaill g8
slect for example there I over the date of Willzim's own deach, Bt v her
than allow myself 1o become ennreshed in the Finer. derails of the subjeci of
Williant's garecr i the time of Baldwin IV s subjedd wiich eould oecupy
a whole lecture — | should like 1o think more generadtly shout his one pryal
surrvin il historical work
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Seliohaes, paedlitecn, wiioarcduncm Willown oof Tyre yas atll thiee., W
i thal e Iad baogon work on bes hisioey by [I0Y. 564 Pocise 1) anw
tles he eaplivity welts ws son Dl wors STl serioeng do PERESSRB 8 T ke
Clewr 4 his profogoe. and e ciods wath events Trom b carle part of tha
weaf. 5o he was et work ower o Dieepssoir perad. s i ¢ long e
and there are three developnonis whieh were takmg phice during thew
voury whicl are esscalinl of we are o understand Ris Tlisiory aml the

st naplaoegs which fie beland i,

(13 The growile of Muslim power, L the 1160 king Avmarlic of Jesadem
was o Lhe alfensive. The Fatmid regime ne Feypl was weak and Amarlic
was ailempling first 10 plce Bpypl under Iribwic asd then 1o coagoer i

But (his agressive policy laited. As s well known, Nar sl Bin, the ruler of
Iumascus and Aleppo, sent his army to kpyvpr, and in 1169565 his
commander, Shirkuh, ook power. Shirkuh was Tallowed by hic nyepliew
Salah al-Din, and in 17717566 Salah al-Din Jid awas with the Fatanid
tlynasty ance wad for all. When in 1174569 Nur al Dindied, Sabah sl Din
wsirped  power ia Damascus. The kinwdom of Jerusalem wis pow
surrvended . Undtl TLE ST Sakah al-Din comcentrateld s gllons on
captoring Aleppo, but From 1174569 the Muslims were a var greater thrcal
to-the crusadery than ever helfore, and Willcen of Tyvre was elearly well
aware of this fagt.

(2) I'ne problem of Baldwin 1V, Haldwin was a leper. Al the Hime whicn il
Muslim threat to their kingdom was greater than ever, the crusaders sertlod
i the Fast hod saddled themselves with a kKing wlio was chromically ill gl
sy hlikely (o be uble 1o gee either the petitical or (w natitary feasdereship
reginred. Because ol his illness he could not mnry and bave heirs, aml o
il hix dearh thoc was ceriom 10 b oa dyiaslic orisse Uinder dleese
wirgwmnldnges il oontles A8 ho surpriss oo fmd thal palitical Gicions

developed] smong the haronaee of the birpdom

(3 Uhe decline of Bycaniine flueace, Do the past the Bysamine cmpire
had intervened ditectly 1o aid the crnsaders in the Fast. in 11695645
theee bad been a joint expedition against gy @l as Jate as 1177/572-3
there were proposals for another joint expedinon, 1o the [0 people had
helicved thyt the Byzaniing under Manuel Comnenns could and would aid
the Crusaders.  Bur afier about 1170 things were going wrong.  In
Y6571 Manuel was defeated by the Turks af Myriokephalon: ar the
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gt D |l Vet weans Dwesie oo dowen; g ol e Aprpenians were
Taking gonnnat he 4 1E0 376 Maond! dicd, wnd husdeath wadiollowed s a
pradenteed and Mends duastic ensis. By rhe wod 808 By antin could
dor pething ro Bedp the crisaders cocn b the conpoan binl wanted to, aml
the vinperor had wanted v, and e eorperor, the seslenb ante wesern

Aodronigns © ommenaes, Jid ol sant Ly,

Sorin the sears i Williion of Tyre was @t work there was a growing
Musting 19reat, - he king was an invalid aad the crusaders cosld no longee

expeel ay help from By saainm,

Sn how did he sel wbout wrting?  As | sad carlior, he retursed (o
Valestrre in A8 b, His account of the varly LH6s is thin, but suddenly,
m 16T 562 with the desoripion of King Amaric's largely successtul
campaign of that year g Fevpt he becomes very detailed. 1 conld well
be 1hal this was the bt thing he wrote, Some historians have pose further
anid have suppested that his ariginal intention was simply 1o wree a hisiory
of ¥iy Amutlic's reinn, perhaps modelled on Einhard™s hlifte of
Charfernagne, Williom, writing ap Amarlic’s regnest, could have <taned
witli-the intenpon of wlling the story of his king's conguest of Egypr. I
wis nol Lo be, and even if Wilticun had started wah this imention, the
finished work as it supvives to th day is completely ditferent.

William wrote in Latin, and so there can be lule doubt that he
intended that his work should be read by other clergy pormally the anly '
peaple who would have been capable of reading it. The opening books
retell the history of the First Crusade and here William adapted the carlier
writings he had a1 his disposal including the Gesta Francorum, Fulcher of
Charires, Albert al Aschen or perhaps 4 commuon source thal he and
Albert hoth used. ARer the First Crusade we find an increasing use of
material not 1o be found in any of the sorviving chronicles, The fast of
hese sources is Fulcher of Chartres who had wken his aceount as far as
1127-521. So William either had other writings available to hin which
hase ol survived, ar was relving on the memones of men and women
alder than himsell 1o cover the periad from the 11205 vnli] his own retnrn
lu the Tast in 11657560, 11 is nol surprising therefore that we (1 his
chronalogy is slightly wrang i places or his informauon inadequate. For
exumple, he was fregquently in error concerning the accession dales of the
kings ol lerusalem, and in wriling about the Second Crusade of




F147-8-542-% il is clear thet he Jid non kpow much alroul what achaally
huppened vither b Asia Miner ar at Dassasens.

Adter 1165756 Wil was back in the Esv and was an evewitness,
Bul of what? Reading his zccount carcliully i would seem that he did not
cver 2o with the army an vamipaign as many ather clergy did. He was
well-placed as a royal servant and archbishop (o krow what was going en,
but he seems not 10 have been a participant in much of what he deseribes,

Bu anyhow, William worked away al his history; wtor te the Tuture
king; then chancellor and archbishop, Exacily how fast he worhed and
how his work proceeded is hard to 1ell. Bul what we da know s 11zl i the
early | 18Ds he was engaged in making extensive revisions. Lvery so ofien
he makes statemenis which draw attention (@ Lhis fagr, and mose if now all
of these instances were duly poted by Krey in the foolnotes to his
runslation, What | belicve happencd was this. In 1I79/575 William
megnded the Third Lateran Council. This was a gathering of catholic
bishaps Irom all over Christian Eurepe held in Rome, summoned by the
pope, and William was in fact away from Tyre for glmost twy years Al
Rame he met his counterparts from among the clergy of the West and the
conversations he would have had with them would have mude him more
concivus Of what it was that he wanied his readers to know. When he
come to dedicate his work, he offered 1t 1o his *'venersble brothers™ — in
other words, his lellow bishop. These were the people he had mat in
Rome. Having met them he could now see far more clearly what they
needed to be told and he revised his wark accordingly.

At one level he realized that he oughi 1o remind his readers in ithe Wesi
that the Chureh in the East  the Catholic Church, that is, of which he was
a representalive — was an inicgral part of Chrisiendom, and it segms likely
1hal in the course of his revisions he introduced much of the marerial into
his hisiory which rclated to church affaits. Partly he was hoping thevehy
1a hold the auiention of his audience, but slso he was trying 1o emphasize
the point that the Kingdom of Jerusalem was a provinee of Chriskendom
and (herefare entitled to the suppert of the other provinees of Christendom
in western Europe.

But there was far more o if than this. What | suspect he Tound at the
Lateran Council was a remarkable ignorance about the history and the



prescin eandstions in the kagdom of Jenmsalem. . He would have cone
aerong o nurnher of ideas vl which he would bave disagreed snd would
probahly hase fonnd decply disiurbing. He had o point onl that the
kinedor wis in dinger  Salah al-Din was ever more threalening and that
e erosaders needed western help. 11 was no good peaple in the Wes
saving “Lel’s lease it o The Byzantines™, because there was no longer any
help 10 be had from that direction. At ane time, {118 rree, William had
imaeined tha Byzaniwm would hoelp, and it s interesting 10 trace his
changing atnude from the camious opuimism about Bysantine assistance
when wriling aboul the evenis of the i3l and 11508 1o his virvlem
hosulity at. the end of hiv carcer when recording devdlopments in
Constantmpple in the 115,

Mt there were oiher points which William had 1o answer,  In purticuale
there was the heliel in western Burape that the crusaders seteled in the Easi
were ubstructing wesiern elfaris to assisi them, and secondly there was the
idea that the hing's illngss and consequent incapagily was iself a reason
why people in the Wesl were nol coming to the defenee of the Christian
Huly Places in Jerusalem as they might.

Two episodes in particular had damaged the reputation of the Kingdom
of Jerusalem in the eyes ol The Wesi: the Second Crusade and (s [ailure
oitlside the walls of Damascus, and the expedition of Count Philip of
Flanders te the Last in TI77-#573-4. Why did the Sccond Crusade (nil?
People in the West had blamed the crusaders seitled in the Easi. and in his
avvounl of the expedivan William was careful to ensure that the
respunsihility for its failure was laid upon the western participanis and not
on his compatrion among the castern settlers,  The fwlure of the Second
€ rusade certainly made raising Turther crusades in the West more diffjeulr.
But 3 few vears koer. in 11537548, the king of Jerusalem, unaided by
western supporl, caplured the important 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 cffaced:
the Christian success st Ascalon was God-given and so the sciilers in the
East were vindicated.

Much more recent was the expedition to Jerusalem of Couot Fhilip of
Flanders. He was a western nobleman and a close relative of King Bﬂdwm
1V a5 well as of the kings of France and England. In Jerusalem he achieved
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nat hing; st Antioch he participared 10 the wnsuceessinl 5icge of Harim, and
be then returped bome with pothing o show tor bis clions. 11 is casy 1o
imagine that he wonbd bave blamed the Palestinian Franks foe s Tuilure,
and his {ales would have helped conBinn people o the Wesl in tLhe
impression thal Lhe settlers @0 the Ezst could not be aided because they
thermselves relused 1o zllow wesierners to do anyihing worthwhile even
when they went 10 the trouhle and cxpense of going ro Jerusalem. William
of Tyre tned Lo head off such criticisms by going out of Ris way (0 sugges
that Philip's failure in the East was the result of his own stupidiny and lack
of rect. And he goes further. In 1177:573, whale Philip was io Antioch, the
king of Jerusalem had won a major viceory over Salah al-Din near Ramla
at a place Willtam calls Moni Gisard™ 1t was another Giod-given viclory - a
miracle. William uses the same sort ol language ihm he had for the
victories of the 15t Crusade and the capture of Ascalon of 1153, God had
favoured His pecople in o miraculous way, simuhaneously the actions of the
count af Flanders had come Lo nothing, His readers could draw their own
vone lusions.

S0 God is on the side of the erusaders settled in the East: thuefore, by
implication, if Christians in the West genuinely want to help - rather than
behave with high-handed arrogance like Philip of Flanders - they can he
assured of a welcome and the chance to join in future God-given victories.

But there was still the problem of the leper king, Baldwin 1¥. Willium
went oul ef his way 1o portray him in a favourable manner co as 10 avoid
all passible eriticisms. Firstly, Daldwin was the rightful king. Throughoul
his History William was careful to stress that each new king was tegally
entitled to be king, both by descent from the previcus king and by
undergoing a proper coronanon at the hands of the bishops. Baldwin IV
was no exceprion, although in his case there was a problem: his parents hard
been divorced. But William nevertheless insisted on his legitimacy, He was
the truc keir of Godirey of Bouillon and Baldwin [, the herocs of the First
Crusade.

Sevomdly, despite bis illness, Baldwin was a surprisingly effective king.
He himselT is cast as a sort of tgragic hera, On a nuthber of occasions, he
led hiz army on campaign. Endeed, 1 think thai William may have
everstated his argument in certain respects. In 1177/573 at least (here is
good evidence to suppose that the Christian army which defeated Salah al.
Dinal Mont Gisard was commanded not by Baldwin, as Williamclaimed. but



by Raynald of Chalillon, the leading baron whose later hehavionr wis suid
1o huave brought dbaul Salah al-Din's insasion in T1E7. Bul the nweaning is
vlear. Buldwin was the nghitul king vnd bad-heen innre o a long line of
sticcesalul kusgs 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 to relimyuish 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 [l of Tripoh.

S what then is William's message? The kingdom ol Jorsalemn necds
western aid. Tt deserves western aid. The History is nol in itsell an appeal
for a new crusade; rather it is an attempt (o educate opinion through that
the defence of Jerusalem is the concern of gl Chrisuan and provide un
apologix for the deeds af the ¢rusaders who had setited in the East. The
First Crusade had been a triamph given by Gl Biter vwiories 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 at that. time.

There is much else P might say. B let me end with just one mere point,
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. Bui anyone
who had read his wark before 1187 and understond the gorwing power of
the Muslimy and the difficulties facing the Kinedon of Jervsalem wonld

; : [
not have been oo surprised to learn how things tucied ou !

[A lecture delivered in the Faculyy of Ars of the LUniversity of
Adoxandria on 3 bebroary (947 )
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Notes

(1)

2)

(3)

(4}

3

A pew edition of the Letin text which will now supercede the
ninet¢enth-century  edition in the Recvell des Hislorleas des
Cruisades has been edited by R.B.C. Huygens as Wiilelml Tyreosls
Archlepiscopd Chronlcon {Corpus Chirstianorum  Continzatio
Mediaevalis, 63—63A; Turnhalt, 1985), The English translation by
E.A. Dabcock and A.C. Krey was published s A History of Deeds
Done Beyomd the Sea {New York, 1543).

R.B.C. Huygens, ‘Guillaume de Tyr dtudiant. Un chapilre (X1X, 12)
de son Y'Hisioire' rerouvé', Latvmus, 21 (1952), 811 - 29,

See B. Hamiltan, The Larn Church In the Crusader States: The
Secular Charch {London, 1986Y. 79— 4; B.Z. Kedar, ‘The Patriarch
Eradlivs’ in Outremer: Stodies In the history of the Crusading
Klngdom of Jerosalem (Jerusalemn, J982), 177204,

I'er a discussion of the locution of this baitle, see M.C. Lywns and
D.E.P. Jackspn, Saladin: The Politics of ihe Holy War (Cambridge,
1982), 123,

A study on William of Tyre by P.W. Edbury and 1.G. Rowe entitfed
William of Tyre: Historian of 1he Latio Eust is 10 be published by rhe
Cambridge University Press in 1947 or 1948,





