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The Hıstory of the Syrıan TtANOdCdOX 1ın Jerusalem,
Part I1wo Queen Melısende and the Jacobite Estates

Preface Use of the ferm ‘Jacobite’ and SUMMAF Y of Part One

Thıs 1S the second part of three-part artıcle 1C egan AaDPCaTr 1n thıs
Journal In 991 under the umbrella-tıtle of Hıstory of the 5yrıan
Orthodox in Jerusalem’’.1! It 1S nreface Dy Justificatiıon of MY UsCcC of the
term °° Jacobite’). In the Sixth CeENLUrY thıs dIinlle became attache those
Chrıistians IN yrıa and In Z2yp wh rejecte the °“double-nature” Christo-
logy 1C the maJorıty of Mediterranean Chrıistians had rece1ved from the
Syno held al Chalcedon In 451 eır present-day SUCCESSOTS prefer the ame
of ““Syrıan Orthodox . 16 asserts that they represent the oya dıscıples of
the Nıcene Fathers ın yrıa But theır aversion from the Name of Jacobites 1s
demonstrably of recent ate It 11] be ess confusing GTE to uUusc thıs NAaIMe, 4S
OUT OUTCECS concerning Jerusalem usually do, dıstinguıishıing, where approprIiate,
between the Syrian and the gyptuan Jacobites, the latter eing the COptS:«
TIhe Jacobites., ıle they understood, OT perhaps mı1ısunderstood, the eNn1-
t1on of Christ ..  1n [WO atures’”’ d offence agaınst the personal integrity of
1C He 1s the model, tejeete the belıef that Christ 1S ully the
both of God and of The te “monophysıte”” 15 better avolıded, ıf ıt

dıiımıinıshment of Christ’s Humanıty Dy the afırmatıion of Hıs
1VINITY.

0 75 (1991) 6-43 The references Appendix of Part In nOoTtes 54-58 and ppendix 11
of Part In NOTteEes 46 and 73 dIC based COoNcept of the sequel whiıich Wds subsequently
rejected; they cshould be read references Part 2‚ secti1on 3, and Part $ respectively.
In OUT estern SOUICCS, “*Syrian ” 15 often sed of the non-Greek Byzantıne Orthodox
communiıty; C Huygens (1960) °““The Syrians, ıke the reeks, Sa y that the Holy Spirıt
proceeds from the Father alone; for the Nestorjans (they deny that Mary 1$ the Mother
of God): the Jacobites 5Sd y ere 1S only OTIC Nature In Christ and ONC Wıll conformably ıth
ONC Nature; for the patrıarch of the Maronites | he has submıiıtted hımself the Catholıic
Church of Rome  27 (James of Itry, translatıon).
The Church, uggesl, 15 ıke tree, ıth greater and lesser lımbs, 1C iınd theır unıty in
theır COTININON dependence apostolıc tradıtıon and In theır COMMMON orıgın In the seed that 1$
Christ; the seed. the saplıng and the growing tree find nourıshment ın the humus of xtinct
cultures whıiıle growing Out into the lıfe-giving atmosphere of NC  S insıghts. But the glory of thıs
tree resides equalliy ın al] ıts and the 10Ss of OIlC of ıts oldest branches, however fragıle,
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The of the Jacobites in Jerusalem SCITVCS CVOMN oday {O remıiınd the
world of theır existence: but theır monastery 18 first and foremost “home
from ome  79 tO aCcoDıte pılgrıms. In the first part of thıs artıcle, found
that the pılgrimage Jerusalem had een important instrument of
relıg10us expression the autochthonous Christians of Roman €ESOPO-
tamıa (the omelan of the Jacobites) A early 4S the fifth CENLUTY; evidence
Was ackıng for earlıer pılgrımages, but the OUTCECS IC poıinted the Mifth
eNLUrY dıd NOTL suggest that the Custom Was first introduced at that time
(section Records made between the ate fourth and the ate een
CeENLUrY WEeTC Ooun to indıcate hat coastal ferries carrıed travellers for
arge part of the WAdY firom Palestine Mesopotamıa and, conversely, that
Mesopotamıan pılgrıms normally travelled first the DOrtL of Antıoch,
embarkıng there for coastal CIty Calr Jerusalem (sectiıon hıs explaıns
the of Jacobiıte churches In coastal cıtles under the metropolıtan
Jurisdıction of Jerusalem, al first In Iyre and, later, also In Trıpoli and iın
Aecre.

Once they arrıved iın the Holy City, where dıd the aCoDıte pılgrıms odge
and Dray The DIOUS fraudulence and the competition for endemiıc {O
all places of pılgrımage ave caused SOMMEC interference ıIn the sıgnals
recelve from the pasl; yel SOTINNC lıttle-known facts about the of the
Jacobites in Jerusalem (section and theır rıghts al the Holy Sepulchre
(section WEeTIC diıscovered by the areful collatıon of from OQUNTIGEs
of 1neren dates ın Varıous languages. The establıshment of the Jacobite
bıshop of Jerusalem guaranteed thıs Church’s 00 hat NaIrITOoOW rock
where the CYC of the WOT. seeks mM1Ccrocosm of the unıversa]l Church. >
TOom hat date dıd the Jacobites have theır OW metropolıtan bıshop al
Jerusalem (section 6)? The earlıest clear evidence 1S the sıgnature of Jacobiıte
bıshop In manuscrıpt colophon ate /750: the colophon 1s credıbly quoted
by generally relhable scholar, Dolabanı 1928):° How much urther the
SUCCESSION reaches back 1S unknown; the AaCoDıiıfte lıst SUOCS back tO the apostle
James, but it presents problems In the first centurıies of schısm and 1S unlıkely

be veriınable In theır authentic regıster AdTIC oun the of the bıshops
could put ıts VETY ıfe In Jeopardy. On thıs analogy, al] Christijans should ave ATC for the
Jacobites.
Ihe Jacobite In the coastal cıties ave een strengthened after the welfth
CeNntury and eventually upgraded epıscopal TESCNCC, urther research 18 needed In order

establısh all the aCcts and decıde hOow thıs development 15 connected the decline of
Crusader Jerusalem and the rNse of Trıipoli and Acre.
The bıshop’s maın task 15 maıntaın which faıthfully reflects the real ımportance of
the Jacobites In Chrıistendom: hıs besetting dıfficulty IS prevent thıs reflection from being
muddıed Dy the vVerIYy struggle maıntaın ıts materia]l condıtıons.
Wıth the exception of the HS  S tıtles ın NnOTfes f 10, 45 and 66, the bıblıography the present

15 printed the end of Part One
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from 793 untıl the second half of the welfth CENTUTY, after 1G fragmentary
evidence uUurns haphazardly In manuscrıpt colophons and Inscr1ptions. If
register ö1 bıshops Was kept al Jerusalem, ıt 1S ONC of the INan Y ecre{is of the
lıbrary of ark

No claım Wds made In Part One ave completed the TOSTAMME of the
tiıtle Restricted ACCESS tO the aCoDbDbıte manuscrıpts al Jerusalem 1S ONeC of the
TCasons for hıs Part I1wo ıll 1TaGCEe the relatıons between the Jacobites and
the Franks, partıcularly ıth regard land-ownershiıp, Irom the time of the
First Crusade 1187 cıtıng In He  S translatıon three manuscrıpt
colophons ın Syriac IC make the welfth Centiury COMMEC alıve iın WdY hat
has een LOO lıttle apprecliated On close inspection, these colophons suggest
hat there Was consistency iın the relatıons between the Jacobites and Queen
Melısende from 138 tO 1148: the inference Can be made from Latın
document that thıs probably continued untıl her ea In 161 art rEC.
“ Documents Concerning the Jacobites In Jerusalem’”, 1S projected for
subsequent volume of hıs Journal; ıt ll g1ve Hc  S editions of the colophons
IC A the maın OUTCES of the present ADCTI, publiıcations (ın collabora-
t1on ıth the Arabıst Van Gelder) of the inscr1ptions in Syriac and In
Arabıc al ark  s and descr1iption of St ark MSS 32) 46, 4 7, 60. ZUN1:
203 and 744 The bıblıography for the ole rnlogy has een printed al the
end of art One:;: addenda, corrıgenda and index ll be appende tO Part
T5

Introduction

Before the Crusades, the characters In the hıstory of the Syrian TtANOdCdOX In
Jerusalem ATC eıther VIvi1d figures of legend, such ASs Saılnt Barsawmo, C INeETEC
hadows attached At last, In the welfth CENTUTY, number of
Jacobites step nto the cenire of OUT( al time when the infrastructure
of the aCcoDıte establıshment In Jerusalem 1s seriously endangered TIhe
COIMNDANY 1S worthy of the dramatıc metaphor. Fulk of NJOU, the father of
Geoffrey Plantagenet, has een persuaded Dy h1s ‘““beautiful, WISE, and
compassıonate”” CONSOTT, In other words, the V1ZgOTOUS, Drou and ambıti10ous
co-ruler of Tankıs Jerusalem, Melısende, mediate between the Jacobiıte
bıshop and chıieftain of the First Crusade. / Thıs INan, Geoffrey of the
Tower of avı has half 1T1eiLime In gyptian dungeon, Out of
S12 and Out of mınd ASs far d polıtıcs 1S concerned, though hıs wıfe

The description of the 1S from Wıiıllıiam of Iyre Guillaume de Iyr el Y AN continuateurs, ed
Parıs, ols (Parıs, 1879, 26 (*“bone dame, SdpC, douce el pleuse’”), qualified DY

Mayer (1988), (ua of extraordınary vigour and drıving ambıtion).
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tO ave forgotten hım The aCcoDıte communlıty, havıng recovered In
hıs absence the an IC they had ost hım al the t1ime of the u  9
NO ave contend, ASs do the kıng and> ıth the wkward claıms of A

returnıng er
I1wo Syrl1ac authors, both wrıting ın 1138, for us the perspective of

the aCoDıte establıshment these events TIhe ırst, the monk Miıchael, 1S
ONC of those wh accompanıed the metropolıtan when he went present hıs
CAasc before the kıng al Bayt Gibrin Miıchael inıshed hıis aCCoOunt after
returnıng Jerusalem, ursday, ebruary, days after the Casc

had. A he thought, een resolved. Hıs visual Impress1ons and hıs recall of the
actual words spoken In hıs hearıng Dy the bishop, the kıng and the vassal
Geoffrey ATIC A authentic ASs the succeedıng emotıons of optimısm, dejection,

expectation and relhef whıch he registered ıIn hımself and iın hıs a_
n10nNs. The second, prieste: monk called Romanus, shared ıchael’s
monastıc and Jacobite interests. 1S probable that he had een the 1r
member of the epıscopal 1C met Geoffrey al Bayt Gibrıin in
ebruary He Was close coniıdan of the old bıshop, whom he ope:
succeed. By the time he had finıshed wrıting, the bıshop Was dead and hıs
SUCCeEesSsSION Was SCCUTE He wrıtes, IMOTE than S1X months after the resolution of
the CasSC, omiıttıng the drama but addıng SOMNC important detaıls 16
Miıchael had apparently suppressed. Hıs aCCount nıshe S August) Was

inserted, ıke iıchael  S, into the colophon of ecclesiastıical manuscrı1pt. ®

The fırst SYFIAC colophon?

There Was at thıs time certaın Frank, ONE of the chıieftalins who first conquered Jerusalem
and se1zed VeT ıt and VeT ıts terrıtory by the Wıll of God, expellıng the Muslıms and
kıllıng ın ıt innumerable quantıty of them!®. Fach of the chieftaıins took ontrol of lands
COMMENSUTaAaTte ıth hI1s rank and ıth the strengt. of hıs am y that time OUT monastery,
that 15 the holy church of the orthodox Jacobites, WAasSs weak and erelıct, wıthout inhabıtants,
because the reigniıng metropolıtan had Ned Z2Yp Ouft of fear, under compulsıon from the
Muslıms Only three feebhle old InNenNn WEIC eft ın the monasterYy. hen thıs chıieftaın of whom

ATIC speakıng, whose adMle Was Geoffrey, se1zed the setitlements and the whole err1tory

Ihe [WO AdIC publıshed, translated and annotated by Martın and urther
investigated by Nau He  S edıtions AICc projected for Part TeEeE
Lyon, Bıblıotheque Munuicıpale, No 1, foll b-3a more correctly 318b-320a); described
1ın Catalogue (1900) ave examıned thıs manusecr1pt ın detaıl and 11l descr1ibe ıt INOIC

fully ın Part ree: translatıon antıcıpates edıtiıon and 1S independent of both the tex{ti
and the translatıon publıshed by Martın (1889)
Nothing quıte comparable thıs Crusader propaganda Can be Oun ıIn the Syrıan TthNOdOX
tradıtion: SCC Palmer, ‘““The Victory of the (ross and the Problem of Christian Defeat:
Crusade and Jıhad ın Byzantıne and Syrıan Orthodox Eyes (ın Dutch), in Rakker and

Gosman, eds., Heilige oorlogen Kampen,
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around OUT vıllages of Bayt 'Arıf and Adasıyya MaYy God them! When sa  S
how fine and lovely they WEeEIC and that they had INAaNagCI lord, he summarıly
appropriated the saı1d places. He WAas, after all, close the kıng of that time indeed he Wäas
hıs sOon-ın-law. Hıs lasted short tıme, then he Wads en by the Muslıms and made
captıve In £Zyp After that the ate aınted patrıarch, MyYy ord Athanasıus, ‚AI
Jerusalem thıs aACCOUNLT and My Lord Cyril, the metropolıtan, returned from ZYDL, and
together they presented themselves the kıng. They exhıbıted the deeds of sale of the saıd
villages and they brought SOTNC of the old INenNn of the place wıtnesses, both beliıevers and
Muslıms, that the kıng and his chieftains WeTC Convınced that these places belonged the
Church and that he (Geoffrey) had taken them unlawfully. !! The kıng BaVC back those
places OUT blessed Father, the aforementioned bıshop, though OUT Father had Day Ouft

dea] of gold the kıng and INanYy others for thıs [CAason

After the aforementioned PDCITSONS had dıed and the kıng whose aMle has een wriıtten
above he WdasSs the third the throne after the kıng wh: dıd these things, Just OUT
Father Ignatıus Was the third (bıshop of Jerusalem) after the aforementioned TIl} and the
interval Was INOTEC less thirty-tIhree years!“* the Armenıjans acquıred infÄuence ın ZYp
and the rmenı1an bıshop of Jerusalem went OoOWnN Egypt brıbe them for SOTIINC

NCCCSSaATY thıng When the head of the Armenıuans Sa W the bıshop, he Wds>s vVerIYy glad and,
S$InCce he had admınıstratıve authorıty VeTlT the whole of Egypt, he promised do whatever
he should ask 13 TIhe aforementioned Geofirey perısh hıs memory! Was still alıve and
In prıson, though he had become VeEIY old INan Many kıngs had neglected hıs plight !* and
he had nOL yel obtaıned hıs release. SO hat bıshop requested from hım thıs INan, that he
miıght do ell Out of hım and obtaın SOTIINC hıgh secular rank (for hımself). Moreover, hıs
(Geoffrey’s) wiıfe and relatıves had assured hım (the bıshop) ere (at Jerusalem), that f he
cshould obtaın h1ıs release they would g1ve hım vıllage. When they told hım ın priıson hat
had happened and hat Wäds going happen, he MOSstT solemnly do L1NOTEC than thıs
for the Armenıians, ıf he WCIC released. For these [CAaSOIMNsSs the Armenılans 4as for hım and
the of ZYpP BaVC hım them

When he arrıved, people WeTC vVCIYy indeed hıs cComıng, because hıs
terrıtory had een made of lands se1zed from Varıous people and because of the length of
time that had passed. We suflered Just about much AaNyONC, because durıng all the time
Since he had eparte: and untıl the present time, whiıich 15 note: above, the metropolıtans,
including OUT Father, had noTt ceased from bulldıng and settlıng In 'Adasa (apparently
varıant of the aine Adasıyya) and he (the present bıshop) had built there [WO churches and

hıs Was important precedent;: OMAanus specıfles (see below) that the vıllages WeTC
lıberated from Geoffrey’s nephew, who had held them In hıs absence.
My iıtalıcs emphasıze the symboliıc nature of the final number, 16 1S therefore not Ser10us
problem for Mayer (1977) yn who, contradıcting Nau would ıdentif y the
‘“chıeftain ” ıth Geofirey of the Tower of avı He [01° noOLT, however, explıcıtly confirm
contradıct Miıchael’s statement hat the ‘“chıeftain” Was son-1ın-law the first Crusader kıng
of Jerusalem leave thıs nut for Crusader prosopographers crack); and he 15 miıstaken In
thıinkıng that eıther Miıchael OmMaAanus g1ves the date of Geoffrey’s death

13 The rmenıan Bahram, VezZIr of the SWOTd the sultan of ZYDP from 1135, who Was entıitled
‘*“Sword of siam  27 and “Crown of the State‘‘. elevate: number of h1s fellow-Armenıians

publıc fhce before suddenly fallıng from In February, 137 for SOUTCCS and
bıblıography SCC Canard, ATT: ‘“Bahram’”, Encyclopaedia of Islam, 2nd ed., vol (Leiıden/
London, 939
Why Baldwın L, Baldwın IL, Melısende and Fulk had all neglected the plight of son-1n-law of
the first 1S question that NOT equıpped ANSWCT
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had assembled splendıd monastıc communıty (G0d it! composed of INanYy
monks from part But when Geoffrey presented hımself the kıng and hıs chieftalns,
he seemed them 1ke ONEC who had returned from the visıt them They WEIC

delıghted SCC hım, partly because of hıs dpC and partly because he Was ONEC of the famous
first generation. The kıng ordered that everything that had een hıs before hıs imprisonment
should be returned hım

Miıchael then describes how the kıng went fO Bayt Gibrin (formerly Eleuthe-
ropolıs, SOTINC dıstance the south-west of Jerusalem), eavıng VICeroy {O

Out hıs orders. The Viceroy’s representatıves appeare the doorstep
of the MONAaSLeETY of asa and ordered 1t be vacated forthwiıth, whiıich Was

allegedly of pleasure {O “ those eNVIOUS people and haters of the
TLtNOdCOX al who aATec called Melkıtes” (at thıs date, autochthonous
Chrıstians of the Byzantıne Communion), for theır OW had long
dgO een confiscated from them

hen he (bıshop Ignatıus) sent word the long MaYy che lıve and eNn]JOYy favour
deservedly! who had learned] the fear of G0d from her mother the queen *> and who |Was
full] of IMNECICY for OUT Church and for all OUT people]. |Ihe queen| BaVC herself much
Itrouble] ACCOUNT of hat had Occurred.1®© She Was much sa  ene! DYy the affaır., notl
only|] because ()JUT places had been taken from u but also because of the dıstress|] an: the
labour which ıt caused OUT Father ACCOUNT of the absence of the kıng. She sent| hım
irue aACCOUNT of the affaır, of the labour and CADCNSC had put into OUT bulldıng and of
hOow these villages had een UIS SINCEe Muslım times. She Wwrote hım Bayt Gibrin.
urgıng hım help much he could; for he had commanded q]] who wanted Case

heard concerning Geoffrey assemble ere She Iso instructed the Kıng’s chıeftaıins an
negotlators that whoever should help that bıshop would her deepest gratitude.

SO when the appoımnted time arrıved, OUT Father and h1s Companı1ons ıchae' hımself and,
MOStT probably, Omanus sei off for Bayt Gibrin, where WEIC rece1ved by the kıng the
SV of the onday ıth whiıich the Fast of Nıneveh OINMENCECS, the Nirst day of the
blessed month of February. When he Sa  < OUT Father, he welcomed hım ıke angel,
praisıng hıs WdY of ıfe and hıs faıth In front of all h1is chieftaıins and promıiısıng hım do al
he COUu ın word and deed help hım We AaIne Out rejo1cıng from HIS OUT

15 hıs suggesis, Man Yy hıstorl1ans of the ('rusades ave suspected, that Melısende Wds brought
ıIn the Faıth of her antı-Chalcedonıian Armenıuan mother, Morphıa of Melıtene, rather than

In that of her father; for Baldwin’s marrıage, i ayer (1988)
1$ important realıze that Melısende Was designated Dy her ather’s testament d eır hıs

kKıngdom and co-Truler ıth her CONSOTT, Fulk of An)Jou. in begin wıth, Fulk had acte: ıf he
Was sole ruler and had 6CVEON usurped the of heir:; but about 134 the Jomt kıngdom and
the marrıage went hrough CT1SIS from whiıich Melısende emerged AS the wıinner. After
that, SaYyS Wıllıam of ITe,; CVEON In trıvial matters, Fulk dıd anythıng wıthout hıs wıfe’s
CONsent See ayer (1988) 8 .. paraphrasıng Wıllıam of Iyre, XIV $ ** Des celu]
tens fü 11 ro1s du tout la volente de femme, quC 1 ] penoıt d’apaılsıer SOM uer ei conforter

toOutes manıeres’’ (the atın has 6,  ut eJus QquUam prıus exacerbavıt miıtıgaret indıgnatıonem’”).
Ihe kıng’s VICeTOY had, however, acted agaınst the Jacobites wıthout the queen’s Consent and
that offence must be small part of: the real explanation for her ea]| In eır

{ Considering her constitutional o and her known prıde, thıs mMust ave een en
veıled threat.
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tent. The followıing morning ()UT adversary arrıved in haughty spırıts and ntered the+kıng’s
DTESENCEC. Immediately the kıng and the patrıarch of the Franks and the others wh: WG

present egan UTgC hım accept gold irom and relent; but he refused, Sayıng, f
them g1ve such-and-such Su of else let them leave that place; for they ave
een drawıng profit from Imy land] for such-and-such number of years’”'. 18 AIl that they
managed gaın that time Was (the assurance) that he WOU. contaın hımself untıl they
WEeEeTC back (ın Jerusalem), that thıs ASC miıght be brought In the of they for
they NEW that che WOU be OUT sıde In thıs affaır.

Wıth thıs the COUTr Was dıssolved the Tuesday after the holy eas of the Entrance. We
WeTC greatiy perturbed, NOT knowing NOW could be delıvered trom hım On the
Wednesday, after had performed, In of despondency, the mornıng PDTayCISs of the
eas of My holy ord Barsawmo (3 February), OUT Father and went recelve the
sıgnal for OUT departure from the patrıarch and from the kıng. But when WCIC nearıng the
patrıarch’s tent, the kıng hımself looked and Sa  Z us comıng towards hım; leavıng al who
WOEIC ıth hım, he ‚ANCcC us, took hold of (QUT Father gently and sald. ““YOou wıll
be delıvered from thıs INan for nothıng. would be better for YOU do NO whatever YOU
A1C ready do ater You IMNaYy be SUTC of sSupport. DD not play for time  M By

intervention and the DIayCIS lof the above-mentioned| saınt OUT Father entrusted the
affaır the kıng personally, ellıng hım, “After God, A yOUTr INan and the queen’'s in hıs
and Whatever yOUu command 981 111 do”” hen he (the kıng), leavıng ()UT COIMNMDANY ıth

lıght heart, A1NC uUuDONM Geoffrey He spoke ıth hım, 10 persuasıvely, NO chidingly,
untıl he had brought hım the pomlnt of promısıng, wıll do whatever Y our Majyesty
and 111 notL L  you Ar hıs they sent for We WeEIC st1l] In the place where the kıng
had spoken ıth us, standıng between the ents, when they saıd usS, “Come the ing”'!
We found them mounted, theır horses immobıle, patch of evel ground, and there
greeted them And the INanneT of OUT meeting ıth OUT adversary Was such hat there Wdads

eed for the exchange of Man Yy words between As S()OI he sa W OUT Father, he rode
hım and greeted hım peaceabily and he ıth 09 In Tron of the kıng and hıs

INCI, "From thıs day onwards the fortress 15 free from al COVEUNg‘ . Nevertheless. (Q)UT

Father promısed In charıty g1ve hım [WO hundred dınars. Thus, by od’s intervention,
obtaıned delıverance after the dıstress, the labour and the CADECNSC had suflered from hıs
afflaır.

Thıs AaCCOUNT 1S all the INOTEC cred1ıDbDle for ıts ack of lıterary sophıstıcatıon, for
ıts function A quası-archıval record noTt destined for DU  1cCalıon and for ıts

quotatıon of eoffrey’s ath In ignorance of the fact hat ıf INa Y have
eft hım loophole, ASs SO The narratıve reveals that the kıng COl
nOTL sımply Overrıde the wıshes of hıs vassals, certamly nol those of ©  er,
but had tO negotliate settlement ıth hım A4ASs INan wıth INan We perce1ve
furthermore sıtuatıon ypıcal of Jerusalem, where the dıfferent Christian

18 The Jacobites had repossessed the states Ou before Geoffrey’s release, perhaps
he demanded 300 dınars for hımself, SINCEe the SUul eventually settled WdsS 200 dınars fOr
Geofirey and the SAaTINeCc agaın for the kıng and HIS chıefs: OMANUSs tells of the latter
payment, but Miıchael SUDDTESSCS ıt and admıts only that 200 dınars WCIC gıven Geofirey by
WdY of ..  charıty  23
The reference 1S the moOnNnastery Adasıyya, whiıich Was dıstinguıished by ıts defensıive OW!

chall SSr
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communıtıes ave always had cCompete wıth each other for the polıtıcal
favour j theır eCONOMIC survıval epended: the proteges of yzan-
t1um ATE the losers In thıs Latın kıngdom, that the 1e rıvals of the
Jacobites dIC theır closest relatıves, In of Christian tradıtion: the
Armeninans. Was gallıng the Jacobites that Armenıuan dıplomacy had led

the release of Geoffrey The village ıth IC the Armenıuans WeIiIC be
rewarded 1S eft unnamed; but hıs promıse ou made Geoffrey all the
INOTC determıined drıve hard bargaın ‚VE the aCcoDIiıte estates Michael
congratulates hımself hat the the aughter of Armenıuan noblewoman,
has een effectively engaged ASs ally of the Jacobites. Thıs BaVC hım
1CAaSOI those aspects of the DTOCCSS IC csShow that the Jacobites’
Ilıes, LOO, WeEeTC calculatıng theır advantages. The real trıumph, after all, Was

ave manoeuvred the nto ıdentifyıng the preservatıon of her OW

prestige ıth the UCCCS$S of the Jacobites ıIn thıs dıspute
Was advantage LO the Jacobiıtes that Melısende Wds

predispose Dy her Or1g1ns favour the rT1eNTLa TEANOdCOX urches;: and ıt
MaYy aV een bonus that her mother had een the aughter of
of Melıtene. «0 ellıtene Was the key the prosperıity and the polıtıcal
infÄuence of the Jacobiıtes al hıs time.“1 1S the HE  S prosperıty of Jacobiıte
elıtene after the Byzantıne reCONquest of that Cıty ıIn 034 16 best
explaıns the abılıty of the aCcoDıte communıty buy churches and estates In
Jerusalem In the subsequent per10d and invest ın them Carly.“ No
ou hıs Was the secrei of Bıshop Ignatıus’ g00d relatıonshıp wıth the

Like hıs adoptıve father, the patrıarch, and INanYy other Jacobiıte
prelates al that time, he Was from elıtene Besıdes, the gold NCCCSSaAT Y for
ringıing CVCN Just CdsSc jJudgment 1S unlıkely ave eGen raısed from the
estates of Bayt Arıf and asıyya, IC WeTEC derelıct for g00d Man Y

after the Crusader of Jerusalem : and, ıle ary’'s 1S lıkely
ave engaged In long-distance trade hrough the coasta]l cıties, the ack of

evidence for thıs ıt Was noTl maJor SOUTCC of income for the
monNnasterYy.

The author of the second Syriac colophon, Romanus, 15 also wrıting al
Jerusalem. He o1ves us IIIMCHE of the technicalıties of the Casec and descrıibes the
ispute: properties themselves, addıng detaıls about the acoDıfte bulldıngs
insıde the CItY, Wa At the beginnıng of hIis notice he aNX10US tO
indıcate exactly how much the Jacobites In Jerusalem owed {O hıs aged master
a(011 least, perhaps, wıth CYVC confirmıng Dy hıs trıbute Bıshop Ignatıus’s
opınıon that he, Romanus, Was worthy be hIs SUCCESSOT ; for ıt 1s the bıshop

Hıntlıan (1976), e
Tinnefeld (1975) Dagron (1976)
Palmer (1986)
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who has commıss1ioned the codex. Before the notice 1S completed, gnatıus
168 As designated bıshop and INAaNAaSCI of the ecclesjastical establıshment al
Jerusalem, of iC the COUNLTIY estates and the coastal churches ATC q]]
dependencıes, Romanus 110 has 1ieren. interest in setting the record
straıght, partıcularly SINnCe the aCcoDIıte claım the [WO estates 1S ST1
contested. He ZOCS urther than Miıchael In namıng the bıshop wh first
bought these estates, IC m1g be SCCI] ASs indıcatıon of fact suppressed
by Romanus, namely that there Wäas continumg eed tO defend the
Jacobites’ tıtle the and

The second Syriac colophon**®

Seeing that ave mentioned the JT ower, consıder ıt duty make record of the
villages 'Adaseh and Bayt Arıf, which WECIC from of old the inheriıtance of the monastery,
havıng een bought for 08 by od’s elect. My Lord Thomas, the metropolıtan of
Jerusalem. But ın the time of OUT present Father,“> In 448% (AD they WeEeTC subjected

ordeal Dy ran who had een lıberated irom captıvıty ın Z2YyYp hıs ran Was

OTIIC of those who had first conquered Jerusalem. Since there WeIC OMNC of OUT belıevers In
them, 1T indeed insıde, *© al of them havıng AHed ZYp gel AWdY firom the urks,
together ıth the metropolıtan, MY Lord Cyrıl, wh: 15 called “Of M’PWLZE”, and sınce)
ese villages of UTS cshared theır boundarıes ıth hım, h1s authorıty Wds> establıshed VeT

them and for certaın time he reaped the profits Irom them, unı he Wds en into captıvıty
ıIn Egypt.“' hen hıs brother’s SO  —$ took them VeOeI il by rıght of inheritance.

After the Franks had se1zed r My Lord Cyril returned, but he Was unable
accomplısh anythıng. At thıs pomnt the patrıarch My Lord Athanasıus*® ‚AI and presented
hımself Kıng Baldwın (1) and DaVC hım small S{l of sılver ıberate the villages from
Geoffrey’s nephew, whıle Geoffrey hımself Was In captıvıty. They WCIC ruıned and ONEC

Was able dwell In them for fear of the accursed Muslıms, untıl the aCCEesSsSION of My 1 ord
Ignatıus Hesnun. He OUN! (the Church’’s property) both outsıde and insıde (the walls of
Jerusalem) In rulns, wıthout VE residence Su1ıtable the dıgnıty of bıshop for hım
dwel]l In Fırst of all, ıth dedıcatıon, he rebuilt the monastery In the Cıty and peopled ıt
and by hIs spırıtual ATIC thıs brotherhood of unıty Was establıshed In Jerusalem.*? He made

23 Parıs, Bıblıotheque Natıonale, sSyrl1aque ö1, foll z  P desceribed In Zotenberg (1874)
6-19 ave examıned thıs manuscrıpt In detaıl and 11l describe ıt LLNOTEC fully ın Part

Three; translatıon antıcıpates edıtıon and 15 independent of both the exi and the
translatıon publıshed by Martın (1889) . W
Probabily TIhomas L: SCC Part One, secti1on

7 the time ese words WEeIC wriıtten, the old bıshop Was evıdently stıll alıve, although In
February Miıchael had already revealed, ıIn part of hIs notice nOL translated above.
consıderable anxıety Ou hIs health
Understand: 6,  1n the [WO vıllages al the time of the Fiırst Crusade, NOT iındeed insıde the CIty-
walls  ”

27 Geoffrey of the 1Tower of Davıd Was taken prisoner In 1 106, whiıch nits closely enough
Miıchael’s approximatıon of before 138 ayer (1977) CcCompare ofe I2}

28 December, 090 June, 129
OMANUus be sayıng that, whatever the Jacobite monastıc In Jerusalem had
een before, it acquıred thıs date ILNOTIC formal SITrUCLUTE eCONOMIC and spiırıtual
communıty.
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canonıcal decree that ere should be (Jacobite) monk In Jerusalem outsıde (thıs)
communıty, SINCE he Was watchful and energetic shepherd. After thıs he O0k ıt uDON
hımself rebuild (our property) outsıde (the walls) well. 590 He OUnN:! [WO old cısterns,
around whıich he aıd complete foundatıon When (the buıldıng) had een raısed the
height of hat had been ere formerly, the Lord, who loved hım, took hım NLiOo hımself,
leavıng those who Ssurvıved hım In SOTTOW and iınconsolable grie)

When thıs bıtter CWS reached the above-mentioned patrıarch, he sent OUT Father. My
Lord Ignatıus, s{0)  — of Busayr of Gadina [ ]31 Because of the Jealousy (of certaın people) he
(the patrıarch) made hım metropolıtan and appoımnted hım for Edessa. ** He became
bıshop in 430 (AD 118/9), which time Bar Sabunı Was (bıshop) ın Edessa; >>
although he had een deposed, he sent OUT father Amıda, hıs 0W \w ere he
performed the dutıes of bıshop for five [ ]34

He reached Jerusalem the beginnıng of A (AD Monday, October TO the
buildıng that he found (ın the CIty) he twıce much agaın; he constructed ree arge
Cisterns aT the gate of the monastery ıth fine cırcle (of bulldıngs) In quadrangle above
them hostel for pılgrıms and other) guests rest ın and PDIrayecr for hım and
for hıs parents Outsıde the cCıty he completed the OWeT, the fourth SLOTEY of whıch he
built church. $ Around the foot of the ower he constructed Cisterns ıth
above them and made ıt into famous monastery convent. 3° In the south-east COTNCT

he built and perfected bıg church, furnıshed ıth all hat 15 NECESSATY, but above all ıth
priests, deacons and monks, all of whom expended CNCISY ıIn ul  ıng the DaceS !

After all thıs Was completed | the ran of whom ave spoken W ds freed by the
intervention of Armenıuan bıshop and ‚aAM ODDTCSS all] Jerusalem and 1NOTEC han
mMOSLT, aCCOUNT of OUT weakness. 1Io begıin wıth, ıt Wdas decreed hat should abandon
everythıng and that the Frank should take VeTI the moOnNnasterY; er that mıght approach
hım >8 and he WOU ear OUT dsc ın law But because OUT Father found y thanks

favour, ıth and especlally ıth the kıng and the and the chieftalns. ıt

An inscr1iption bears wıtness thıs: SO Part Ihree
The part omıtted tells SOTIIC length hOw the reignıng patrıarch had en VeT the
upbringing of thıs Ian from hIs parents

egister, thıs explaıns why thıs INa  —_ Was not recorded In the egister A havıng
een appoımnted for Jerusalem, although he o€es AaDDCAaT ın the ıst of the bıshops of Jerusalem
whıich ollows the egister.

373 On Bası]l Abuü Galib Bar Sabunı, SCC Register, 1E and Abbeloos and Lamy -  s
vol Z ols
In the section omıtted ATC told hOow he became sıck and wınter In the monastery. of
Anabad Calr modern Severek, before setting Ouft for Jerusalem ın June, ordaınıng the WaY
INanYy priests and deacons the patrıarch’s behest
The bıshop foresaw times of danger, when the communıty Adasıyya would eireat iınto the

StOTEeYS of the OWEeT, drawıng the ladder after them; hıs explaıns why Geoffirey
referred the mONnastery ‘“the fortress” (see ote 19)
Presumabily the underfloor Cıisterns provıded pleasant coolness in the above, ell

makıng ıt possıble TAaW waier wıthout gomng Out of doors.
The bıg church Was for the INCN, the UunNns (see olfe 41) WCIC therefore housed In the OWwWer,
where they made uUsSsc of the church the fourth Sstorey (see olte 35} The uns  9 quarters In
the present Jacobite moOonastery of Qartmın AdIiC known d ‘““the fortress””, CVCNMN though noOoTl
actually Duuilt function stronghold. Many of the rural {tOWerSs of Greece WEeIC built nOT
only guard the MmMOst valuable nOSSESSIONS, but also house the MOSTI vulnerable
inhabitants of farmıng communıty, the and the chıildren.

38 Presumabily the author of the decree, that 15 the King
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Wds decreed, after much trouble, that should g1ve hım [WO hundred dınars and the SAa1I1llCc

agaın the kıng and hıis chıeftaıins. hen WEIC made free of hım (LE of Geoffrey’s
claım), In token of 1C rece1ved from hım document In French ıth the royal seal

In the remaınıng parti of hıis notice, Romanus relates events 1C had noTl yel
OCccurred when he egan hıis NOtICcE, ending ıth the ea of bıshop gnatıus
In Acre the ursday before Pentecost, 1136 and the arrıval of hıs
embalme!: body In Jerusalem the day after Pentecost. At the time of
completion (25 August) Romanus knew hat he WOu ave “ follow ıIn the
footsteps”’ of Ignatıus. He COU nNnOTL yel be ordaıned bıshop, SInCe there
WOU be VaCaNCY the patrıarchal throne untıl December of that vear. °

Ignatıus had een concerned provıde the churches ın Jerusalem wıth al
that Was nNeCessary , includıng the book of lıturgıical chants copıed ıIn hıs
OW ral hand, al the end Ol 1C Michael had placed hıs notice: he
had supervısed Romanus’s efforts ın makıng Gospel lectiıonary for the
monastery of the 1ower outsıde the CIty and had ou dıictated part of
hıs OW bıography the ser1be. Miıchael refers In ONC place tO Ignatıus’s
work In preserving ..  OUr holy monastery and all 1fs ESTAlE... s
that the OT the Tower Was dependency of St Mary Magdalene  N
He also refers °“the UunNns of the [WO monasterı1es’”, Dy IC should
understand that of Mary Magdalene ıIn the CIty and that of the 1ower
outsıde. If he had nunnerlies should EXDECI find these

the bulldıngs mentioned by Romanus.*!
1S arresting find Michael referring Fulk A4as “VICLOTIOUS: ; ** hıis

famıly AS PECTSONS ‘“preserved by GO 29 and {O HIS subjects d “the belıeving
people ÖT the Franks’”. In thıs CONTeEeXT the DTrayer 1C ollows Can only be
called ecumenıical: ‘May the Lord Hıs Peace and Safety rule Hıs
Church and Hıs belıeving People ın the four of the WOTr or ever !””
hıs 1S important evidence hat condıtions WeTC favourable for the vemen
towards unıty 16 Was g1ven impetus In 237 by aCcoDIte patrıarch’s
personal submiıssıon tO the Pope, Oll0oWwe ın 1246, by hıs etaıle: proposa

egister, 2nd of Ignatıus, metropolıtan of Jerusalem. who 1$ Romanus., monk
from Melıtene, of the SAdI1C monastery (ın whiıich the bıshop of Jerusalem resides)”'; accordıng

Cerullı (1943) l 9 thıs Ignatıus (whom Cerull:ı ca Ignatıus 111) reigned from 139 untıl
1183, per10d of
hıs 1S confirmed by the Latın record of 161 quoted the end of section
hıs 18 the earhest evıdence known of the arrangement found S11 today In Jacobiıte
monasterı1es, whereby the communıty 15 made of both monks and NUNS, the uns

presumably lıyıng separately wıthın the SA\A111c complex, then ASs NO (see ofe 37 but cookıng,
washıng and cleanıng for the monks; SCC Guülcan (1977) and Anschutz (1984) Jerusalem
ese Uuns derıved theır function from that of the bıshop's housekeepers In the days before hıs
establıshment had become full-scale monastery; S! easl, infer fIrom the colophon of 750
which cıted from Dolabanı (1928) 438 f In Part One, oltfe

4°) An epıthet of kıngs consıdered Orthodox Dy the writer.
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for corporate unıty, but G Was broken off A CONSCYUCNCE of the
departure of the Crusaders from Syria. *® Later Latın pılgrıms WOU remark

the simılarıty of the Jacobites and the Romans, both In doectrine and in
lıturgy.“* Thıs WAaSs, admıttedly, after the thırteenth CENTLUTY, per10d of
wıdespread Roman pedagogy the Jacobites:; yel the {[WO churches

really became alı Perhaps the suppose sımılarıty Was due partly LO
the CONLras ıth the 1COon-veneration promiınent In the Byzantıne Liturgy

At the least it 15 clear that the Jacobites WeEeTC polıtical riends of the Franks
In the Crusader States. One TICason for hıs Was that the Franks held W In
much of the terrıtory where Syriıan Jacobites 1ve'! another WAas that they
shared ıth the Jacobites and the Gregorlian Armenılans deep dıstrust of the
Gireeks The fact that Queen Melısende, who WAas, d far 4S her maternal
educatıon Was concerned, of the orlental Orthodox al consıstently interceded
for the Jacobites in theır dısputes ıth the Franks ()VO1 Was

probably 4s important d an Yy other sıngle factor In removıng aC0oDIıte
inhıbıtions about ecumen1ısm where the Latıns WCIC concerned. Gospel
lect1onary, 16 Was completed iın Jerusalem 15 eptember, 1149,
contaıns notice by the scr1ıbe, Sohdo, monk from Edessa, 1Cc confirms
that the queen’s Support continued after her usbande

The third Syriac colophon“*>
In 455 (AD the famous cıty of Edessa Was taken by the Turkısh people, who put
INanYy of the inhabıtants the SWOTd, though SOIMNC of hem Survıved we ın the CIty ıth

43 See Hamlılton (1980) Irom whiıich (p 355) the followıing: “Che holy en
had not trıed Impose cCorporate reunıon the Jacobites, but had encouraged indıvıdual
COnvers1o0ns. The CONVverts had NnOT een requiıred leave theır OW church. but had een
lowed remaın In ıts cCOommunılonNnN and acl, d ıt WETIC, unıfyıng leaven. eal relıg10us
unıty might In time ave een achıeved by thıs method, but ıt Was of necessity much slower
DTOCCSS than cCorporate reun10n, and time Was nOoTL the sıde of the Latıns’.
Meınardus (1960) 25

45 Damascus, Syrıan Orthodox Patrıarchate, 12/4, Lim Jerusalem, Mark’s, (cf.
Barsawm (1943) 399, ote No 2Z17X desceribed In the Syriac catalogue (by Hanna
Dolabanı) the Patrıarchate (on the Arabıc translatıon of hıs catalogue, of whiıich
photocopy Was gıven by Sebastıan TOC. SCC Behnam, ın OrChr (1978) 203

1 C and acuch, In Geschichte der Spat- UN: neusyrischen Literatur (Berlın/New York,
441, 94) The Syriac catalogue 1S partıally known through Hubert Kaufhold

(see A. Palmer, ‘I he Syriac Letter-Forms of Tur 'Abdin and Envırons’”, 73 (1989)
68-89, [3; 11), who Iso BaVC the reference Barsawm. The codex 1S illustrated ın

Hatch (1946) plate X MC An apparently cCcompetent handwriıtten CODY of the colophon 1S
publiıshed by JTaylor (1931) W ıth seri10usly inaccurate translatıon; ave NOT yel
sCcCCcCMh the orıgınal manuscrı1pt and translate therefore from the CODY made for Taylor. Sohdö
worked ““the holy and sacerdotal abbey of Lord Sımon the Pharısee and of Saınt Mary
Magdalene In Jerusalem ” and he refers Ignatıus, ‘“the metropolıtan of hat SdINe abbey and
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them These events ushered in tragedy and crue] suffering for all Christians. 1wWwDO
er the Turks gaıned controal of the CIty, the kıng who had taken it. whose amle Was Zengı,
Was kılled by hıs OW eunuchs nıg whıle he slep hen the Franks AIl Edessa under

of nıght and scaled the all by tealth The Muslıms, hearıng the sound of theır horns,
realısed that they had gaıned contro|l of the all In eIr fear of them they Aed and went
into the strongholds that AIC in the CLEyzeR sending MESSCHECIS throughout theır domınıon
muster host from quarter The Franks stayed In the Cıty for five days only; for
when they Sa  < hat multitude of Turks had een mustered agaıinst them, they WEIC

terriıfed and made ready üly As for the Christian inhabıtants of the CIty, when they Sa  <

hat had happened, they tOO WEeTC afraıd of the Muslıms and made ready leave ıth the
Franks. But after they had left, AIl y of Turks kept them surrounded throughout the
nıght, from Saturday evenıng untıl Sunday afternoon. In the end the Franks WCIC

and routed, whıle the Edessenes, who found that they had Jumped Out of the fryıng pan into
the fire, WeTC all taken captıve wıthout eXception.

hıs ruın of Edessa Wds the of expediıtıion -of the Kings and the armıes of the
Romans. When they ear that the populatıon of Edessa had een taken captıve by the
Muslıms and that they had gaıned possession of the CIty, they put dıvıine eal and
prepare: expedıiıtion In the AIl of Chriıst and for the sake of the Christian natıon, both
In order AaVCNEC FEdessa and the rest of the Christians wh: had perished, and iın order
keep these countrıes ıIn Christian ands:;: above all, however, for the sake of that Holy
Sepulchre of Christ and the rest of the holy places in Jerusalem. The Romans wh sei Out
thıs expedıition WEeIC of [WO and errı ingdoms. One of ese. sturdy and mighty
kıngdom, Was that whıch DOSSCSSCS the royal throne of Rome, the chief of all kıngdoms, the
OcCcupant of 1C. 15 the Kıng of Kıngs;“*' and the kıngdom whıich PDOSSCSSCSH Rome 1S
of) the (jermans (the (jerman ruler al thıs date wWwWas Conrad 111), natıon wıthout ıts equal
for hardness In al od’s Creatıion, whose AaIInYy numbered 930,000 InNen The er kıng Was

he of the French (at thıs time Lou1s) and he had ıth hım 600,000 InNenN When they reached
the royal Cıty of Constantıinople, the kıng of the Greeks (at thıs time Manuel Comnenus)
and all hıs armıles WCIC ın fear of them: but by theır tricks and theır wılıness they caused
them ST the er sıde, into (jreater Romanıa ;*®* then they deceıived them and
sent them Dy WaYy>S whıich led rıd deserts wıthout settlements inhabıtants, where Man Yy
of them dıed from hunger and thırst. As for the SUFVIVOTS, they returned theır OW

countrIıes, theır hearts broken, havıng ost theır gold, theır sılver and theır hOorses.

ere ollows paragraph relatıng the faıled Crusader sıege of [Damascus In
1148, In the COUTSC of whıich Sohdo commıts potentlally sıgnıfıcant

of Jerusalem and al the oastal reg10on ; the lectiıonary Was made the CXDECNSC of Ignatıus
for the church of St Mary Magdalene ın Iyre What ollows 15 not the entire colophon; the

omıtted 111 be translated ıIn Part ree ote that Chabot S  9 vol X 137
(trans. vol 4, 103 and Chabot (1899-1910), VII 4-6 eX£ Tans 111 267-78)
contaın detaıled ACCOUNTS of the events described ın thıs colophon.
Edessa contaıned [WO fortihed hılls, ONEC eiıther sıde of the orıgınal rıver-bed of the Dayson.

47 hıs statement 1$ unfriendly owards Byzantıum, which claımed the tıtle of “Kıng of Kıngs  27
for 1ts CINPCIOT.

48 hıs 1S dnl for Asıa Mınor, opposed Lesser Romanıa, whiıich desıgnates the
Byzantıne territories In Europe. ‘“Romanıa ” Was hat Was eft of the Byzantıne Empire after
the rab onquest. The amnle of the first Seljuk ın Asıa Miınor, ‘“the Sultanate of Rum  K  8
demonstrates that thıs LOoponym SUurvıved the Turkısh onquest wıthout changıng ıts applıca-
t10n.
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Omıssıon In faılıng LO specıfy that by ‘““the patrıarch” he NOT h1s OW
Jacobite patrıarch of Antioch, but the Latın patrıarch of Jerusalem. He
continues:

In the SAaINec yCal 148) Jerusalem Was fAooded ıth endless droves of PaUDCIS and ere Was
such shortage of bread and of everything that INanYy DaupDperTS dıed of starvatıon. The
hungry people pressed the of all the abbeys and monasterıes, demandıng nourısh-
ment These dıvinely fortihed monasterıes of OUTIS, however, dıd NnOTL ave states villages

provıde pulses*? and bread VeT and above theır OW needs for subsıstence. Yet the DOOT
and the needy, especlally those Edessenes wh: had een the victıms of plundering and whose
(adult male) relatıves WECIC in captıvıty, put them under FOor they had In thıs
and place where they could Jay down theır heads and find rehef CEXCeDL ın OUT

monasterIies; and they expecte: all theır needs be fulfilled by these SdINec monasterıes,
whether ıt Was gold ıth 1C [aAaNsOM the captıves, bread eal, clothes
theır nakedness.

Our holy Father fulfiılled al theır needs ıth JOYy; but he Was deeply dıstressed aCcCcCcount
of the Frankısh beggars and PauperTSs ell He desıred satısf y and relleve them all, but
Was in SOTTOW and anguısh because he dıd not ave enough supplıes. hen God, wh: 5a W hIs
good intenti10ns, caused hım remember certaın village whıch had belonged formerly
the SdI1llc mONnastery in the time of the Muslıms, Dayr Dakarıyya Dy NAamMe, and whiıich had
OMe into the pOossession of the orıgınal Frankısh CONYUCTOTS of the and

He courageously, relyıng God, hıs Helper, and obtaıned audıence ıth the
VICtOT10US King;>° ıre Baldwın, the SO  — of Fulk, and ıth the holy>! Melısende, the
kıng mother. He explaıned the atter them and they, by inspıratıon and Dy the
iIrue al which they had in G0od’s bıshop, elpe hım the utmost They persuaded the

of the village return ıt the church of Mary Magdalene and they counselled OUT
Father gıve the of the village gold and buy it back from them AaNCW, for whiıich
he had DaYy deal of gold approxıimately ONEC thousand red dınars. And he obtaıned
the eeds, relıably wıtnessed and sealed ıth the roya seals, hat 1$ ıth the sea| of the
VICtor10us kıng and ıth that of hıs mother the queen. °* But God, Who %A W all these
things for the sake of the love whıich would cshown owards Hım Dy the execution of Hıs
Commandments, SINCE He desıred hım nourısh those who WEIC hungry, assembled and
diırected into hıs hands the price of thıs village from SOUTCES whıch he had NOl een counting

al all TIhen, relyıng (GJ0d’s ald, he began buıld defensive Ower In ıt ıth church
and houses surroundıng the OoOwer 53

TIhe ame Adasıyya/Adaseh that thıs village Was known for ıfs entils.
5() It 15 dıflcult imagıne thıs epıthet being wrıtten without ITrONY SOON er the dısastrous

aılure of July 1 148, VEn ıf ıt 15 intended SYNONYIM for ..  o0d Chrıstian
Tobably ın the of ‘““continent”, because she dıd nOTL TCINaAIT y after her usband ea

57 Melısende and her CONSOT(T, Fulk, shared the kıngdom irom the outsetl, accordıng the
instructions of Baldwın I1, ıth hı1s grandson, theır SON, Baldwın 111; but he Was Mirst
crowned, together ıth HIS mother, after hıs ather’s ea In 1143, the dBC of hırteen

By 148 he had attaıned hIs majJorIty, but hıs mother’s ICBCIHICYy Wds st1l] burden
hım hıs INa Yy ave been h1Ss maın [Cason for persuadıng Conrad 111 of the Germans and
Lou1Il1s of France Jom hım ın h1s stupıd attack Damascus; for Melısende Was excluded
from the interview between Baldwın and Conrad ayer (1988), 102

53 After thıs DIayCI for the bıshop.
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Sohdo Can ave had lıttle idea, 15 September, 1 149, that he ou
eventually be ‘Metropolıtan gnatıus VI of Jerusalem ” hımself, for thıs dıd
nOL COIMNC about untıl 193 > but it made GVn al such early ate for

ambıti1o0ous INan praıse hIs bıshop, 4S that bıshop, Romanus, had earlıer
wrıtten hıs bıshop's Fr gestae In the hope of promotion. Romanus Was

INan al hıs SUuCCesSsION the Gospel lect1onary from 1C OUT eXIracCct
Was the rst maJor manuscrıpt that he had wriıtten Out Martin (1889)

50 70 yeLl ONC COUuU ave old that he WOUuU 1Vve untıl 183 As
SCC, Sohd  OS  d ambıtion Wäas foıled CVCN hen by the imposıtıon of

outsıder closely elated the reignıng patrıarch; Sohdo WOU have
under another bıshop for ten 9 though ıth the ofhice of
console hım

Sohd  OS  A praıse of the Crusaders 1S fulsome:;: he CX  S theır strength,
AS ell d reproducıing theır antı-Byzantıne propaganda. The Edessenes, AS

theır subsequent 1g ıth the Franks u  D al and betted the 11-
starred Tankıs raıd Edessa In 1146; they WOU NnOT ave een
impressed by Sohd  ÖS  D extraordınary claım that the Second Crusade Was

ntiende: AdVCNEC hIs and theır CIty The ermans ATC ““unequalled for
hardness’’ (a complıment that COU equalliy be slur), but easıly outdone 1n
intellıgence Dy the wıly Byzantınes. Moreover, Sohdo claıms that internal
divisıons the Crusaders made hem bandon the sıege of Damascus
and retiurn Jerusalem ..  1ın deep dısgrace””. ronYy INJUr10US the Germans,
who actually entered allıance ıth the Byzantınes agalınst the Normans
about the time thıs Was wrıtten, MaYy ave een indırectly Mattering
Melıisende:;: for che COU perhaps ave claımed, wıth aldwın s complıcıty,
hat her immature SOM had een led astray by Conrad 111 and that the C(jermans
WeTC actually ame for the disastrous dea of besieging Damascus. >® Yet

Must remember hat Syriac colophon Wdas noOoTL niende: for Tankıs
readers. Consıidering the old understandıng between the Jacobiıtes and Melısende:
the ITONY cshould probably be SCCIM d the rehearsal of partısan version of
events inspıred Dy the 9 Dy 1C the scr1be ope ingratiate hıimself
wıth h1s bıshop

No OMNC 111 belıeve that the IMNCMOTY of village I© ıke Adasıyya and
Bayt Arıf, had een unjustly appropriate: Dy the Franks ıIn the Fırst
Crusade, Can ave slumbered untıl 1148, when ıt Was awakened miraculously
ıIn the mınd of Man wh Was nNOTL CVECNMN d old d the OoNques Dayr

Chabot -  y völ.'2, p. 200 (translatıon, vol. 4, 1 50); Barsawm (1943) p. 398 .
No DA

55 ere 1S evidence before thıs date of double leadershıp by bıshop and abbot In the
mONnasterYy Jerusalem, but it 15 occasıonally attested for the Jacobiıte moOonastery of Qartmın
Irom the eighth cCentury onwards: Palmer (1990a),
On the sıege of Damascus, SCC ayer (1988) 02-4
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Dakarıyya Was INOTE probably estate confiscated from the elkıtes, d the
Hirst colophon descrıibes other Melkıte estates havıng SCn confiscated before
1158 estate 16 lay uncultıivated, perhaps Not only the Name, IC

monastıc estafte, but also the elaborate fiction Dy IC Dayr
Dakarıyya Was “restored’”’ LO ıts ““orıginal Oowners’, indicates 3S >} for
counter-claım Can hardly ave een antıcıpated from an Yy other quarter.
Besıdes, French hostilıty towards the Byzantınes Was growıng al hıs time.
The inJustice COUuU be Justifie: a4as “punıshment” for the tteachery . of
16 Constantınople Was accused.

Hungry Tankıs mouths there must ave een and the Franks lacked
sufhicıent institutions such A4s the aCcoDıte monasterıes LO mınıster theır
aıly needs; the bıshop MaYy ave een approached Dy the Latın clergy ıth
the request LO CAre for the Tankıs DOOT ASs he Was carıng for hIs OW He
exploited hıs advantage gaın from passıng CTI1SIS endowment
for his monasterYy. Acting ıke busınessman, he played OWN the iIncome
from the estates attache! the extramural TY al Adasıyya, 1C he
laımed Was sufhicıent only for the communıty’s subsistence ın normal VYCar
He Was able LO obtaın credıt wıthout askıng for loan In advance, u_
ma from rich Jacobites elsewhere >® who thereby gaıned shares of SOMEC
kınd In the 11C  S investment. At the SAdllle time he COU dısgulise ıt as venfture
of faıth, inspıred Dy God for charıtable IC went beyond the
demands of blood-relationship, ıth relhlance only the “just” claıms f the
Jacobiıtes and ıth conception, al first, of the financıal dımensiıon that
WOU be involved!

The acquısıtiıon of Dayr Dakarıyya MaYy ave een SCCMH by the Jacobites,
LOO, 4S “insurance polıcy  I9 agaınst unfavourable Outcome LO the
continuing dıspute OVver the other [WO villages. None of OUT Syriac colophons
Iudes LO thıs problem; the evidence for ıt from the other sıde. Oou
161 atın record attests “that the dıspute between the {tWO Nvents of,
the ONC hand, the Canons of the Holy Sepulchre and, the other hand, the
57 Conspicuously absent 15 statement 1ke that made in the nrst colophon ıth reference the

other estates, namely that the orıgınal deeds of sale WEeTC exhıbıted proof of the claım; and
ofe that the price Was much hıgher than the ofa paıd Ouf ın reapproprlating the er

villages. Ihe ul INaYy ave SCCI1 Dayr Dakarıyya WdYy of ensurıng the gratiıtude of the
Jacobites, whatever should happen after her ea SINCEe, d cshall SCC, theır claım the
other states Wds still contested According ayer (1988) E3 che Iso BaVC them
endowments. It 1$ possıble that che compensated them ın advance, that whatever
CONCessions they might have make after her death WOU be acceptable.

58 Not only Melıtene, but Iso the oastal cıties must ave contaıned acoDbDıte mercantıle
communıty, which explaıns the establıshment and growth of the churches ere; these
merchants WeTC doubt descended from opportunistic pılgrıms, fOr, Sa  < In Part One,
pılgriımage Wds combıined ıth trade, CVEOIN if the combiınatıon Was officıally Towned uDON by
the Church.
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monks of the aCcoDıte church of Mary Magdalene, concerning the estates
of Ramath and Hadessa (presumably Bayt ‘Arı and Adasıyya), 1C had
continued for long time, has een brought harmon10us conclusıon (ad
finem concordiae)”. The Canons had other estates iın the AdIcCca of these {WO

villages, IC WEIC situated north of Jerusalem eıther sıde of the Nablus
road Prawer 26) ese INaYy orıginally ave elonge Geoffrey
of the 1ower of avl Since both Miıchael and Romanus, the authors of OUT

Mrst [WO Syriac colophons, descr1be the aCoDIıte estates A enclave wıthın
eoffrey’s Nef. The laws of the kıngdom SCCI ave allowed though
ega sult about 140 contested exchange of and between the Canons
and vassal, the Canons INdYy ave derıved theır claım from SOTINC SOTT of
deal ıth Geoffrey (31 hıs heıirs. eoffirey’s famılıarıty ıth the Latın patrıarch
and the Canons of the Holy Sepulchre 1S attested Prawer 1986], 3004 1R
readıng ‘““Geoffrey de la Tour  29 for Prawer’s ‘“Geoffrey of Tours’’).

As the Jacobite author of the first Syriac colophon reports, wıth
ACCUTACY guarantee: by hıis crucıa]l oblıyiıousness of the alternatıve interpretation.
Geofirey had 9 ebruary, 1138, ‘“ wıth oaths in front of the kıng
and hIis gre men  27 In the following terms ° From thıs day onwards the
fortress 1$ free f{from all coveting”. hıs eft technıcally OPCH the question of
the estates d opposed the monastıc bulldıngs from 1C they WeTC

managed WAas, suggesl, thıs loophole 16 allowed hIis claım tO these
an be revived, albeıt after the claım had een acquired Dy the Canons of
the Holy Sepulchre. So long AS Queen Melısende lıved, che 11l ave wanted

maıntaın her credıbilıty ıth the Jacobites. The most recent edıtor of the
cartulary of the Holy Sepulchre dates the Latın document around 161 Thıs
independently estaDblıshe date makes it probable that Melısende  S influence
prevented the resolution of the dıspute the satısfactıon of the Canons untıl
her ea In that YCal By the time of her eg the Jacobiıtes INaYy ave een
suflicıently compensated fOor whatever CONCESSIONS they had tOo make the
Canons, IC would Justify the implıcatıon of mutual satısfactıon ıIn the
phrase ad fınem concordiae. Possession of the 1ower tself, al anı Yy rFate., cannot
ave een ispute wıthout contravenıng the terms of eoffrey’s oath

Saladin s Conquest of Jerusalem IN 1187

Such 1S the hıstory of Queen Melısende and the aCODITLe estates outsıde
Jerusalem the time of the queen’s ea In 161 Whatever estates the

Ozlere (1849) 120, 221 NOs 49 and 119; Röhricht 96, 200, Nos 268
and 365; Cerull:ı (1943) Prawer (1980), 96 . 538 Bresc-Bautıier (1984), No 131,

JT
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Jacobites retaıned after that date WeTC surely Oost when Saladın o0k Jerusalem
in 1187, though they INAaYy ave een recovered for short per10d when the
Crusaders returned In the thırteenth century As Sa In art ÖOne,
section 4, the aCcoDıte tıtle the mONaSsterYy al Adasıyya Was adapted In
532 Support theır claım another wıthın the cıty-walls. Evı-
dently the Jacobites had Dy then long abandone an Yy hope of recoveriıng the
Oun(try estates managed from the mONaSsterYy properly desıgnated Dy thıs
ame

Seven after Melısende’s ea the recently lected patrıarch of the
Jacobites, Michael L60 made hIs first pılgrimage Jerusalem. He arrıved
there ursday of Holy Week, 1168, and went straıght the Holy Places
16 DraYy, that SAamInlec evenıng he repaıred tO Mary Magdalene’s CONsecrafte
the Holy Chrism. ©1 In hıis OW record of thıs visıt Miıchael speaks sımply of
..  OUur mONaSsterYy al Jerusalem ; but thıs eed nOoL 1IMDLY hat St Mary
Magdalene’s had already ost ıts monastıc fortress al Adasıyya and the
fortress 389l after 148 al Dayr Dakarıyya, IC Was presumably also
occupled Dy monks and Uuns c nOotes 37 and 41) The W Syriac colophon
SCS the plural “monasterıies’’ refer St ary’'s and the JTower of
Adasıyya, but SInCe the latter and ıts twın al Dayr Dakarıyya WEeEIC offshoots
of the CIty monastery, the whole CONCETN COUuU presumably be iıdentified wıth
hat Cenire and referred fOo d ONC “"monastery.

On Easter aturday, Miıchael visıted the Latın patrıarch, Amaury, who
received hım ıth honour. The relevant part of ıchael OW chronicle 1S
missıng and do nOoTt NOW hat passed between the [WO men. ©© The
aCoDıte ownershıp of the COUNLIY estates had een contested, perhaps
successfully, Dy the Canons of the Holy Sepulchre, but whatever the °harmo-
N10uUs solution” of 161 had been, ıt 1S unlıkely that the subject COUuU ave
een reopened by the Latın patrıarch In 1168, CVECN al the request of the
aCoDıte patrıarch. The evidence presented In Part Öne, section 6,
that ONC result, ıf nOoTt the object, of ıchael  s visıt INa Yy ave een the
CONcession of the chapel of James In the Holy Sepulchre, 16 the

hıs 15 the famous ‘““Mıchael yrus  29 whose unsatısfactorily publıshed Chronicle 15 mıne of
un1ıque historical eviıdence.
Abbeloos and Lamy -  s vol 27 col 545 French translatıon: Chabot (1899-1910),
vol 3’ 3372
He SCS the Sd1I11lc phrase ın the ofte described by Nau (1914b), 379

63 John of Ibelın, In IR Book, wrıtten about 1261, recorded the tradıtiıon that the Latın
Patrıarch of Jerusalem ın the welfth CeNLury .6,  SI suffragant l’arcevesque des Ermins quı est

relaume de Jerusalem, ei l’arcevesque des Jacopıns” (RHC Lois, } Bernard
Hamılton, who told thıs In h1s letter dated V11 1990, adds f improbable
al the evidence that the Jacobite archbıshops WEIC responsıble theır O W

Patrıarchs alone and WEIC protected by the Frankısh iIngs  27 Probabily John’s informatıon 15
coloured by the thirteenth-century sıtuatl1on, which SCC the reference In ofe 43
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Jacobites AaDPCAT LO ave een granted between 165 and 173 But there Was

probably polıtıcal 1CAaSON for oıng the Latın patrıarch of Jerusalem the
honour of visıt, ıle pomintedly not showıng the Same respect LO the Greeks
For when Miıchael visıted the Latın patrıarch of Antıoch ıIn the followıng
VCAT, he complacently recorded ın hıs Chronicle that thıs Was interpreted Dy
the Greeks ASs snub. ©+ The Emperor Manuel I Comnenus Was {O
reunıte the rI1ientLa Orthodox Churches ıth the Church of Constantinople
and sent repeate invıtations Miıchael In the negotlate dırectly
ıth hım OT ıth hI1s9 but Michael always sent elegate instead. ©> He
submıiıtted statement of the aCOoDIıte al composed In OC but he
cshowed desıre for the propose: Union. Thıs reluctance CONTirasts ıth that

towards the Latın Church 16© ave observed In aCoDıte
records of the welfth CeENLUrY and IC Was tO ead the Jacobites G VEL: closer

Rome in the COUTSC of the CeNLUTrY that OllOowe:
One of ıchael  s representatiıves In the abortive discussions ıth the

Byzantıne imperı1a]l Was hıs secretary and godson, eOdorTe bar
ahbun, cholar of Syrl1ac, T6C. Armenıian and Arabıc Thıs VeETY
obstinate INan aAappPCAaTrs have sabotaged the negotlatıons by insıstıng that
they be conducted the basıs of Arıstotelian OBIC? At SOTINC date after hıs
clandestine consecration aAas alternatıve patrıarch ın 180 Bar ahbun, who
had reDbelle: In that VYCar agaılnst the nepotistic Miıchael, Wäas dısappointed of
aladın s support for h1is rıval claım ıchael  s tiıtle He then approached
the Latın patrıarch of Jerusalem and trıed SECHEFG pOossessi1on of Mary
Magdalene’s and 1ts estates Miıchael iımmediately sent representatıves
prevent hıs In hIs Chronicle he descrıibes the AaCODITLeEe monks who WEIC

harassed al hat time by Bar ahbun A4AS remnant . He INaYy dıstinguishıng
oya minorı1ty In the Jerusalem communıty from the rest ıchael

brother, Athanasıus Slıbo, had not een ell rece1ved by the monastıc
communıty when he Was transferred from ardın LO the SCC of Jerusalem,
perhaps because Sohdo, the author of OUT 1r colophon, Was consıdered LO
be ın lıne for the succession. ©7 Nevertheless, the AaNONYMOUS Syrıan author of
the Chronicle 1234 who Was hımself ıIn Jerusalem al the tiıme, remarks

‘*“Miıchael’s visıt Aımens of Limoges surely WAads snub the Orthodox Patrıarch, who Wds

enthroned In Antıoch cathedral the time result of Manuel Comnenus’ intervention
(Bernard Hamaıiılton, letter of V11

65 E.g Abbeloos and Lamy -  P vol 2 col 549 f French translatıon: Chabot 99-
vol 37 333-6

66 On the negotlatıons between the Jacobites and the Byzantınes and especılally Bar Wahbun,
SCC 11O H. Kaufhold, T7r Kirchengeschichte des 12. Jahrhunderts: Cu«c Quellen ber
Theodoros bar Wahbun’”, (1990) S8151

6’7 Chabot (1899-1910), C Z vol 3E 304 (Syrıac [EeXT., Abbeloos and Lamy 72-
TD vol 2 col 595
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hat Slıbo Was good-natured enough LO be able persuade Bar ahbun
g1ve hıs campaıgn agaınst legıtımate authorıity; ©® and he have
een willıng elegate h1is authorıty OVeT the communıty ıtself Sohdo (see
nOoTte 55) But after thıs Bar ahbun commııtted volte-face: accordıng
Miıchael hımself, hıs dıspute ıth hım dragged untıl the Muslıms capture
the Cıty 1ın 1187 09

In forcing Jerusalem, Saladın concentrated the North-West
COTNCTI, where he eventually succeeded ın reakıng OoOWN the all Not far
from the breach, a4as Sa  S iın art One, Was Mary Magdalene’s. The arge
institutional buıldıngs and the Cisterns mMust iımmediately ave been requısıtioned
by the CONYUCTOIS. er the ul al male and female Christians who
COUuU DaYy [LAaNSOMN of ten and five dınars, respectively, WeIiIC g1ven safe
conduct AaWaVY from the CIty; the restT, eXCeDL for the vVCI Y old, WeIC kept
behind LO ebuıld the Wa and then be sold d slaves. The clergy and the
monks WeIiIC cshown IMNOTE respect han laymen and the uns WLG SyStema-
1cally rape Chabot 1920-74, vol 2 201: vol 4, 1:/1) Slıbo, the
Jacobite bıshop, Was oblıged LO bandon h1Is DOst Some aCcoDıte monks,
carryıng ıth hem manuscrıpts irom St Mary Magdalene’s, Hed Cyprus,
where they WEeEeIC SCCI by Johann Van OOtwYycCc Miıchael hımself, addıng
hıs Chronicle between 193 and 1196, speaks of “the mMmONaSLIeETY of Mary
Magdalene 1C sed {O pOSSESS’'. Jal As for Sohdo, he succeeded al last,
ın 1193, LO impoverıshed bıshopric ın exıle ; ıf he GVT returned the CIty,
he certamly dıd nOT hıs mONnasterYy.

Yet St Mary Magdalene’s dıd nOoTt dısappear from NIStOTY, NOT Wäas ıf
destroyed, d WEIC INanYy other churches, Dy alı al-Mu ’ azzam In
Thanks {O ıts cConversion after 187 nto uslım school the ‘Maymunıyya)
ıt Ssurvıved nto the second per10d of Crusader rule. when the magnıfiıcent

68 Chabot (1899-1910), X XI l vol 3: pp. 382-8 (Syrıac (EXT.: pp. /21-5) Chabot O-7
vol 2 200 (translatıon, vol 4, 150)
Chabot (1899-1910), vol 3, 394, Syriac texXtT, 7T27-8; A bbeloos and Lamy 18/2-77 vol
col 595
Cobham (1908) 197, cıted Dy Meınardus (1960) Parıs, Bıblıotheque Natıonale
syrliaque 64, Syriac phılologıcal manuscrıpt contamıng Ofe Dy the patrıarch Miıchael
dated 1179, af the Jacobiıte mMmONaSsterYy of S{ Mary Magdalene In Jerusalem., WdS> subsequently
en Cyprus, whence ıt eached the lıbrary of Colbert Nau (1914b), 379 The iınference
that there WeEeTIC Jacobiıte mercantıle interests ın Acre, Iyre and Irıpolı along the pılgrımage-
route (see ote 58) that ese looked Oowards the DIOSDCIOUS iısland of Cyprus
well ; NOT Wds the legendary Barsawmo the only pılgrım be dıverted there by qadverse
wınd (see Part ÖOne, section eing thus apparently al the hub of eCONOMIC communıty
shared ıth lay merchants 1C iıncluded the pılgrımage-ındustry, agrıculture and trade the
monks Irom Jerusalem ıll ave belonged _to network which extiende!: eas far
Cyprus.
Chabot (1899-1910), X YI L and (Syrıac [EXL: 23i 734{f. and {31)
Chabot k  9 vol Z 228 (translatıon, vol 4, LA}
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early twelfth-century church-builldıng enjoyed 1  S lease of ıfe as the
aCoDIıte cathedral The monks INaYy CVCNMN ave een blessed hrough the l0ss
of theır wealth and hrough theır exıle In Cyprus, already perhaps enviıgoured
by the you  u iıdeals of the Dominıcan rder, IC Was make Man Yy
dıscıples the Jacobiıtes ıIn the followıng fıfty years. /* For Dy 1236;
accordıng tO the yrilac chronicler Bar Hebraeus 1€' the communıty
of Mary Magdalene’s counted SEVENLY monks. /+ robably the COUNLIY
estates attached the cıty-monastery had become, under slamıc law,
relıg10us endowments of the Maymunıyya; ıf > they 11] have reverted
ırrevocabily the “ New Maymunıyya  29 when the C(rusaders finally abandoned
the Holy City, SINCE slamıc relıg10us endowment, OT wagf, 1S regarde 4S

inalıenaDble and Call, ın theory, be sold (T exchanged.
hıs mMust remaın lıkelilhood untıl documentary evidence of such
endowment be recogniızed. In the meantıme. somebody MaY perhaps
dıscover, Gal Palestinian village ın the Zionıst-occupied ılls north of
Jerusalem, the sturdy lower SLOTCYS of twelfth-century OW! ıth Syriac
and Arabıc inscr1ptions.

73 The of the relatıons between the Jacobıites and the Domuinicans, and through them ıth
the Bıshop of Rome, 1S ell told by Bernard Hamlılton (reference In ofe 43) The only
correction whıich Cal make In hıs AaCCOUNT (p 349, ıth ote there) 15 that Bar Hebraeus’s
amle for the Domiminıcans has nothıng do ıth OTla but 15 derıved, parrot-fashıon, from
the French Namce, ‘“freres precheurs’”, which 15 added the Syrliac adjectival plural a  -Oye
If iındeed the monks WeEeTIC made holıer by theır exıle, the SAaINe dıd not apply the merchants:
sectarıanısm ıIn Jerusalem soclety, whıich of COUTSC had CONSCYHUCNCECS for busıiness networks d$
ell for holy shrınes, continued unabated In the Book of the SS17€ES of the Burghers’
Ourt, wrıtten In read that Nestorıian Can take Jacobiıte COUTr wıthout [WO
aCcoDıte wıtnesses, acoDbıte Samarıtan wıthout [WO Samarıtan wıtnesses, and forth,
1C mplıes that co-relıgıonarıes WeTC expected gıve false wıtness agaınst PCITSONM of
another denomiınatıon. See Beugnot (1843) 535 cıted by Cerullı (1943) [8 1: wh: Iso
refers Grandclaude (1923) and ecoura Jacobite and other orjental merchants
had long een burghers of Jerusalem. TIhe franchiıse had een extended by Baldwın 11 and
nhanced by free trade in agrıicultural goods specıfically for the PUuUrpOscC of attracting the local
populatıon (Wıllıam of 1yT®e,; X 11 19


