
XXII. Memoir on the Vicijfttudes of the Principality
of Antioch, during the Crufades. By F. Damiani.
Communicated by the Rev. Samuel Henley, A.M.
F. A. S. in a Letter to the Rev. John Brand,
Secretary.

Read June 21 , 1804.

To the Rev. John Brarid, M. A. Secretary to the Society of
Antiquaries.

D E A R SIR,

T HAVE the pleafure to tranfmit to you the following difcuffion,
which contains a very interesting memoir of Antioch during

the Crufades. In it the writer, Mr. Damiani, has difcovered
much accuracy of refearch and acutenefs of conje&ure. On thefe
accounts it will obtain the notice of the Society, and, I flatter
tnyfelf deferve its attentiop. I remain,

Dear Sir,

Very truly your's,

Howland Street, Fitzroy Square, SAMUEL HENLEY.
May 24, 1804.

THE memoir which I have the honour of prefenting to the
Society, was occafioned by an inaccuracy of Denina, who, in his
Riveluzw?ii d*Italia, Book x. Ch. 10, maintaining with a quotation

from
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On the Ftci/Jit tides of Antioch during the Crufades^ 235

from Summonte, that, on the death of William, Duke of Apulia*
in 1127, without iflue, the inheritance of that mighty ftate fell
to Boemond the II. prince of Antioch, and fon of the illuflrious
conqueror of that name, in the firft crufade ; and by a ft ill greater
inaccuracy of the authors of an Univerfal Hiftory, who, In
the twenty-eighth volume, 8vo. edition, of the modern
part cf their compilation, page 144, ftate, on the authority of
Giannone, Rainaldi, and Nangis, that " Mary, daughter of the
prince of Antioch, made a formal renunciation of her rights to
the kingdom of Jerufalem and the principality of Antioch, in
favour of Charles of Anjou." With refpedl to the former article,
it feemed furprifing to me that (after a careful refearch into the
viciffitudes of the fouth of Italy, in the middle ages) a fad; of fuch
a magnitude, as the primitive ufurpation of a powerful monarchy,
fhould have efcaped my notice: and the quotation of Summonte
increafed my doubts; the work of that writer having been familiar
to me more than any other of the fame clafs. In refpedt to the
other fad:, I indeed recolle&ed to have feen it ftated by Giannone,
on the authority of Rainaldi and Chioccarelli, in the fame way
as it is reported by the writers of an Univerfal Htjiory : and it was
likewTife in my remembrance, that Coftanzo, in the fecond book
of his Hiftory of Naples, had already given the fame ftatement of
Giannone. But this circumftance was of no wxight! By long
experience, I was taught to appreciate thofe two writers from their
proper ftandard; and I had formerly remarked, that, on the very
authority of Rainaldi, the abbe Vertot, in his Hiftory of the
Order of Malta, book the third, confined the renunciation of
Mary, in favour of Charles, to the kingdom of Jerufalem alone.

The queftions, however, appeared to me of much importance*
and worthy of a proper folution. I was aware that fome of the

H h ^ fcveral
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lovcral fucceffions of the Norman conquerors, in Apulia, had been
tumultuous and irregular; that the elder line of Robert Guifcard
itill cxiiled in Antioch, when his Italian dominions were devolved
on the great Count of Sicily; and that, during two centuries, an
intimate connexion had fubfifted between the Sicilian monarchy
and the Latin dominions in Syria. I confequently fancied that
fome particulars relative to that connection might have been over-
looked, or improperly noticed, by modern compilers, and that the
two fads in queftion were among them. With a view of fetting
thefe in their proper light, I confulted many hiftorians, and
thofe efpecially whom I corifidered as the fountain-head of
information.

The ultimate folution of the former queftion coll me no con-
fiderable trouble. In Muratori's Annals of Italy (ann. 1136, ad.
ann. 1130), by a reference to Cardinal Baronius and to Pagi,,
I found that, although, on the death of William, Duke of
Apulia, Bocmond the Second of Antioch did not claim the
fucceflion to that {late ; he had been generally corifidered as its
lawful fovereign, by his own Apulian fubje&s and by the remainder
of the Italians; and that the great Count, afterwards King, Roger
of Sicily, for violently ufurping the vacant dukedom from his
relation, then in Syria, had been excommunicated by Pope Hono-
rius the Second. I foon prefumed that Denina, who acknowledges
Muratori as his chief guide, in the revolutions of Italy, had
borrowed his ftatement from that immortal writer, and that,
relying afterwards too much on his memory, or inadvertently
milplacing his papers, he had quoted Summonte by miftake.
Neither this, nor any other IScopolitan hiftorian could ever
mention fuch a fcandalous fadl! They were not fufficienlly free or
liberal to acknowledge that the migaty fov*n«r of their monarchy.

that
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On the Viciffitudes c/Antioch during the Cntfades. 23:/

that glorious hero who was fo much overpraifed by his contem-
porary fjcophants, had begun his career with one of the moft
infamous fpoliations ever recorded in the annals ot Europe.

The latter queftion was as_eafily folved. I could not procure
the Life of Philip the Bold of France, or the fubfequent chronicle^
written by the Benediftin William de Nangis, to either of which;
I fancy, the writers of an Univcrfal Hijloryrefer, in their quotation :
and in the fifth volume of Du Chegne's collc&ion of French-
chronicles, there only exifts the Gejla G. Ludovici IX. Francorwn
Regis by the fame monk, which ending with the life of that
monarch, in 1370, could not come fo low as the epoch of the
conveyance. In the firft appendix to the *fame volume,. I have,
however, found the chronicle of Andrew, chaplain to Stephen
king of Hungary, in which it is clearly ftatedr that, " filia principis
Antiocheni, Maria, de Jerufalem in Francia exularis, jus regni
Jerufalem quod fibi competebat, Carolo, regi Sicilian contulit;"
as clearly and unequivocally is the fa6t related in other chronicles;
inferted in the feveral volumes of Muratori's Rer. ItaL Script ores;
and as, in the courfe of this memoir,, the pedigree of princefs
Mary will be incidentally noticed, and thus the character of her
deed will be indire&ly brought to its cleared light, I defift from
quoting for it farther authorities in this place.

As in fimilar cafes it often happens, thefe inquiries have undefign-
edly led me to two more important difcoveries in the annals of the
principality of Antioch. I have found a contradiction of three gene-
rations in the feries of its fovercigns, defcendant from the Norman
conqueror; and three individuals of that dynafty, celebrated in the
hiftory of Italy, who are utterly unnoticed in that of the feveral cru-
fades. On thefe two hiftorical deficiences, I have inftituted a metho-
dical diquifition \ and the refultof it conftitutes the fubjeft of my

me mo ix,.
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0;; the ViciJJitudes of hntioch. during the Crujadcs.

memoir. No pa^itive information will be derived from
labours: my conclufions will rather be of a fceptical nature; and
both the articles will remain, I apprehend, in the fame uncertainty
as they have hitherto been. Yet, as the detection of an error, in
fome meafure, anfwrers the fame end as the difcovery of a truth;
in this point of view, my time will not, I truft, have been totally
mifemployed. I expecfl that future writers will either afcertain
the two points better than I have done, or be lefs inaccurate and
pofitive in their ftatements refpe&ing them.

My inquiries having carried me through the whole maze of
the Antiochean hiftory, from the foundation of that principality*
in 1098, to the extinction of it, in 1268, it was natural that fotnt
peculiar faCts and anecdotes in the chain of events fhould occur
to me, which had been omitted, mifreprefented, or flightly noticed,
by thofe who had not directed their exclufive attention to fuch
an objeft. Some of thofe fa<5ts and anecdotes, which appeared
valuable and interefting to me, have been noticed in the courfe of
the memoir. They are indirectly and fhortly related in their
refpe&ive places : they fill, in a proper gradation, the back ground
of the hiftorical picture; and no violation, by their admittance,
is, I truft, any where effe<5ted of the laws of unity, in the
performance.

The powerful principality of Antioch, previoufly to the conqueft
of Jerufalem by the knights of the firft crufade, was, as it is
known, chiefly taken by the exertions of the valiant prince
Boemond of Tarento, fon of Guifcard, one of the moft remarkable
individuals of that expedition, and juftly denominated the Latin
UlyfTes. After obtaining the pofleffion of that ftate, by the
unanimous confent of his companions, and overcoming the
difficulties -ftarted againft him by the Byzantine emperor, who,

from

Downloaded from https://www.cambridge.org/core. INSEAD, on 07 Oct 2018 at 09:06:27, subject to the Cambridge Core terms of use, available at https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0261340900018397

https://www.cambridge.org/core
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0261340900018397


On the VkiJ/itudes of Antiocb during the Cnifades. .2$9

from a preliminary engagement of the crufaders, claimed the
paramount dominion upon any of their intended conquefts over
the infidels, Boemond kept that ftation with a view of defending
it againft fome attack of the enemy, while the other princes were
befieging Jerufalem. In I I O I , he wTas made prifoner by the
Turks, in an ambufcade, whilft, at the requeft of the Armenian
prince, Gabriel, lord of the city of Melitine, he was marching
into Mefopotamia, to proteft it from an imminent aggreffion of
the Perfians. No fooner was this event related to the chiefs of
the Antiochean ftate, than they invited to their provisional
government that iiluftrious couiin of Boemond, the gallant,
amiable, and religious, Tancred, who, in the conqueft of the holy
city, had juft made thofe unrivalled exertions which procured
him the title of Prince of Galilee, and are little lefs celebrated in
hiftory than adorned in poetry.

This invitation was chiefly founded on the consideration, that,
in cafe Boemond fliould never return to Antioch, that principality
was to devolve on Tancred, by right of inheritance, Befides
fome eminent fervices in the internal affairs, the adminiftration of
this prince was diftinguifhed by the additional conqueft of two
of the four illuftrious cities of .Syria, Laodicea and Apamea,
with their extenfive territory fo renowned in antiquity, for its
fertility, and for the number of elephants which were fed in it
by Seleucus. As foon as Boemond, by means of a ranfom, was
fet at liberty, in 1103, and, on his return to Antioch, informed
of the fignal fervices of his coufin, he beftowed on him and
his heirs the greateft part of the new conquefts; and when,,
in the fubfequent year 1104, he returned to Apulia, in order
to pafs, as he did, to France, and conclude his marriage
and that of Tancred with king Philip's two daughters, Con-

$ ftantia
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On the llciflitudet of Antioch during the Crufades.

/tantui and Cecilia, he again committed the government of
Antioch to the prince of Galilee.

Bocmond never returned to Afia, but, remaining in Apulia,
;\nd feeing the incorrigible perfidioufnefs of the Greek emperor,
Alexis, towards the expeditions to the holy land, in 1108, he
ap-ain invaded Greece with an army of five thoufand horfe and
forty thoufand foot, deftroyed many maritime cities, ravaged
Epirus, befieged Durazzo, and compelled the enemy to conclude
I treatv that no crufaders, for the future, fhould be molefted in
their paflagc. His domeftic concerns obliged him ftill to remain
in Apulia, where he died in the year 1111, when he had already
prepared to remove to his eaftern dominions. He left, by his
wife, a young prince, called likewife Boemond.

The year after, (in 1112,) Tancred alfo died, in Antioch, and,
as he was not fure that the lawful heir would repair to that place,
he defired, on his death bed, his princefs Cecilia to take, as flic
did, for a fecond hufband one of the fons of the Count of Tripoli,
his intimate friend; and ordered that the principality entrufted
to him, with all his dependencies, fhould be given to his coufin
Roger, fon of Richard, prince of Capua, and great marflial of
Apulia, on condition of reftoring it, without objection, to Boemond
the fecond, whenever this prince might claim it by right of
inheritance. Roger took poffeffion of the principality, and, in
defiance to Tancred's laft will, kept it in his own name, till the
\ear 1119, where he fell in a battle with the Turks. I fawthefe
particulars in William of Tyre only ; and I thought it proper
to notice them, as an implicit confutation of other hiftorians who
reprefent Roger as a regent of the lawful heir.

In 1126, however, the young prince of Tarento, then eighteen
years of age, by the patronage of king Baldwin the lid. of

Jerusalem,
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On the ViaJJttudes of Antioch during the Crufades. $41

Jerufalem, whofe younger daughter Alix, had become his wife,
recovered the poffeffion of Antioch, and kept it till the year 1131,
when he alfo was killed by.the Turks in Cilicia, in the 34th year
of his life. Before his departure from Apulia, he had taade' an
arrangement with his fecond coufin, William, Duke of that
extenfive cauntry, that either of them fhould be the fucceflbr of
him who happened to die firft. The latter prince dying in i t27 ,
Boemond, as I have already ftated from Muratori, could claim his
fucceffion not only by right of inheritance, but upon a peculiar
agreement of both parties. He does not, however, "appear t&
have taken any fteps towards the attainment of this objeft.

Roger, great count, and afterwards king, of Sicily, wh<*
certainly, as ufurper, had fucceeded his nephew, William, in the
dukedom of Apulia, laid, on the contrary, a claim to the princi-
pality of Antioch, when it became vacant. Boemond the lid,
by his princefs Alix, had left only a daughter, of the name of Con-
ftantia ; and his neareft relation in the male line was the great
Count. To him, according to the Salic law, implicitly adopted
by the Normans, the fucceffion to the vacant principality Ought
to have been conferred; a ferment, however, which took place in
Antioch, and a mifunderftanding which arofe alfo between tHe
princefs dowager and the king of Jerufalem, her father, ga,ve a
different direction to the affair. The princefs meaned to lifurp
the principality for herfelf; and the king intended to preferve it
for her daughter. In the end of the conteft, the king took
Antioch, and confirmed the young princefs in its poffeffion. When
file was arrived at puberty, by the unanimous confent of the
Antiochean ftates, and under the authority of Foulques, the
fubfequent king of Jefufalem, Conftantia was married to
Raymond, fon of the Count of Poitiers.

V o l . XV, I i
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242 On the Vici/Jttudes of Antioch during the Crufadcs.

Roger could not then engage in a particular war for the
fucceflion: but other fadls evince that he constantly aflerted his
rights to it. The moft confpicuous perfon who had favoured the
party of Raymond, in Antioch, was the Latin patriarch, Raoul.
Being fubfequently difaffe&ed to the prince's government, the
prelate fell a prey to powerful enemies; who, intriguing againfc
him at the court of Rome, obliged him to undertake a journey,
for his juftification, to that metropolis. One of his enemies was
a Calabrefe prieft, of the name of Arnulphus, afterwards arch-
bifliop of Cofenza, who, being informed of the circumftance,
made hafte to Sicily, to prevail with king Roger that the patriarch
fliould be arrefted in his paflage through Apulia. " I deliver to
thee, moft gracious monarch," faid the honejl Calabrefe, " thy moft
pernicious enemy, the patriarch of Antioch, who has defpoiled
thee and thy heirs of that principality, fublimato in ea viro ignota,
contra juris ordmem" The patriarch was actually feized, on his
landing at Brindifi, put in chains, and consigned to the fame
Jionefl Calabrefe, in order to be led to the king, in Sicily. On his
arrival, he exerted his abilities to gain the friendfliip of Roger,,
and promifed that monarch a better conduct for the future. He
•was fuffered to continue his journey to Rome, and, on his return
from that metropolis to Sicily, he entered into negociations with
the king, about the recovery of Antioch. The honefl Calabrefe,
Arnulphus, then ftill in Sicily, informed prince Raymond of what
tad been concluded. The patriarch, on his arrival at Antioch,
was expofed to a greater perfeeution, in conference of which, in
1141, under the authority of Cardinal Alberic, bilhop of Oftia and
legate a Iatere, he was firft depofed from his dignity and then fhut
tip in a convent, Thefe details likewife are not found in any other
hiftorian but in William 1

Raymond
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Raymond was killed in a battle between his army and that of
fultan Nouredin, in 1148, (the thirteenth year of his reign,) leaving
behind him, according to father Paoli, his princefs Conftantia
with two male and as many female children; in confequence of
which event, Nouredin occupied the whole principality of Antioch;
except the metropolis. Baldwin the Hid, anxious to preferve
for the Chriftians that fuperb city, fo near his own dominions,
and afraid left, for want of proper adminiftration, it ihould fall
into the hands of the infidels, earneftly deflred the dowager
princefs to take, from among* her noble fubje&s, ~ a fccond
hufband to aflift her in the government. Conftantia, who by
the hiftorian is reprefented as a carelefs and libertine woman,
did not condefcend: to enforce his will, the king convoked the
general aflembly of the Latin princes at Tripoli, to which he alfb
invited his queen, and the countefs of the place, both aunts to
the princefs, the patriarch of Antioch, and all his fuffragans: and'
neither the influence of authority, nor entreaties of friendfhip*
could prevail on her to change her mind. What, however, fhe
had then declined from that powerful influence, fhe afterwards
accomplished from her own caprice. In 1152, fhe married
Reginald of Caftillon, a common foldier, according to William of
Tyre, and a man of fome military talents and of a brutal temper;
but, according to Sanutus, a fon of the lord of Chatillon fut
Marne ; and, according to Bernard the treafurer, offuch unaflu-
ming manners, that, during his fubfequent adminiftration, he
never wore the infignia and the drefs of a prince. ^

Reginald aflumed the government of the principality for his young
f@n in law, Boemond the Hid, and, in the courfe of it, had the
opportunity of diftinguifhing himfelf by many brilliant exertions.
With the promife of a fuitable reward, he was commiflioned by

I i 2 the
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244 ®n the Vicl/Jitudes of Antioch during the Cru/ades.

the Greek emperor Manuel to check, as he a&uatly did, the
infolence of the prince of Armenia, Thoros, who ravaged the pro-
vince of Cilicia, Being afterwards difappointed in his expectation*
he invaded and conquered the ifland of Cyprus, as an indemnity.
The emperor, refenting the affront, fent an army againfi hiin.
On the report of this expedition, and, as William ftates, from his
rejnorfe too, he refolved to alk pardon,, to give fatisfa&ion, and
to renounce any right to the ifland. Not long after, in 11 6Q%

he \yas. made prifoner in a battle with Nouredin's troops, fent to
Aleppo, and there detained till the year n j$} in which he was.
fet at liberty. His princefs, Conftantia, having died in this
interval* in 1176, by the. king's authority, he married the
repudiated wife of the Lord of Krach and Montregal, who by
lj^r own right poffeffed thofe lands and their appendage, which
were two of the, Latin, conquefts beyond the river Jordan, and
depending on the kingdom of Jerufalem. It is generally known,
that, in the adminiftration of his fecond wife's dominions, he
often haraffed the neighbouring Arabians, and thus occasioned
the fecond war with Saladin, and the famous battle of Tiberias,
in 1187, in which he himfelf, together with Guy, king of
Jeru&lem, was made prifoner, and afterwards killed by the Sultan
with a ftroke of his fabre. It was neceflary to expatiate on the
adventures of this extraordinary man; as no hiftorian has remarked
that he was the frji of the Latin princes in Afa, who attempted a
dhrett conqueft on. the dominions of the eajlern, empire !

As early, however, as the year 1163, Boemond the Hid,
furnamed the «hambe, had become of age, and, by his lawful
title, afTumed the government of Antioch. His reign was
remarkable for its long duration and uncommon events; and his
charaftef was of the moil exceptionable fort. Soon after his

accefiion,

Downloaded from https://www.cambridge.org/core. INSEAD, on 07 Oct 2018 at 09:06:27, subject to the Cambridge Core terms of use, available at https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0261340900018397

https://www.cambridge.org/core
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0261340900018397


On the Vtctjjttudes of Antioch during tlie Crufades. 245

acceffion, he fought to ftrengthen himfelf by a powerful alliance,
and, with this view, he caufed his fifter Mary, like him, daughter
of Raymond, to be married to the Greek emperor, Manuel, who
had juft then loft his emprefs Irene-—a fa& unaccountably
omitted by the authors of the Art de Verifier les Dates, as likewife
by Moreri and other biographical lexicographers, who ftate, on
the contrary, a Greek princefs, niece of Manuel* had been his wife;
The alliance foon proved beneficial to him; as, being made
prifoner by Nouredin in 1165, and fent to Aleppo, by the
interoefiion of his brother in law, he was not fuffered to> remain
twelve months in that fituation. ~

A diforderly paffion^ fome years after, threw Boemond into
g*eat troubles, and his principality into much- confufion. He had
married Theodora, according to William, a niece of Baldwin the
IVth, king of Jerufelenv, (although, as I have mentioned, the
authors of the ArU &c* give her as a niece of the Greek emperor
Manuel, and his fecond wife after the death of the former, of the
name Orgueilleufe,) and in the year 1180, he left her in order to
give his hand to his concubine Sibilla. A great disturbance, in
confequence of this, arofe among the Latin princes in Afia, a
ferious commotion took place in the Antiochean ftate, and he
himfelf was branded with a folemn excommunication by his own
patriarch. In return, he foon excited a perfecution againft that
prelate and his fuffragans, and confifcated their eftates; a meafure
which occafioned the emigration of the moft refped;able individuals
from Antioch,- and a general interdid: on the principality. By
the interceffion of Reginald, his ancient tutor, of the king of
Jerufalem, of the count of Tripoli, of the great Matters of the
Templars and Hofpitalian Knights, and efpecially of the patriarch
of Jerufafem, it was at laft agreed that Boemond Ihould reftore to

hi:;
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Z4.& On the Vlajfiiudcs of Antioch during the Crufades.

his clergy the places and eftates they had forfeited, on which
the ecclefiaftiaGal interdict fhould be repealed; and, as to himfelf,
lie Ikould patiently endure the excommunication launched againft
him, till he fl*ould dilinifs the concubine and recal his lawful
princefs. He feems, however, to ha ye been obftinate to the laft.

From William of Tyre we have no farther account of this
prince than his afliftance at the election of the young king,
Baldwin the Vth, in 1183.; and as here ends the hiftory of the
holy war, by that prelate, we do not find, in its continuation, any
particular concerning the viciffitudes of the principality of Antioch,
during the four fubfequent years which preceded the capture of
Jerusalem by Saladin. It is, however, a fad: generally known,
and ftated by the continuator of the archbifhop, as well as by
Bernard the treafurer, and by Biondi, although with fome miftakes
in the names, that, after the battle of Tiberias, and the capture
of king Guy, by the treafon of the count of Tripoli, the fon of
the prince of Antioch, Raymond (improperly called Raynald)
attended by his troops, followed the treacherous count in his
flight to Tyre; that, after the entrance of Saladin's army into the
county of Tripoli, he alfo accompanied the count to that place,
by fea; and that, on the demife of the latter, he was appointed
his fucceflbr by the laft will of the deceafed, with the approbation
of the ftates..

From tliis period we begin to find darknefs and uncertainty,
and very often contradiction of ftatements, in the hiftory of
Antioch. In the continuation of the archbifhop's hiftory, we
difcover a fad: of great importance little known to modern com-
pilers. After the unfuccefsful fiege of Tyre, by fea and land, in
which fiege he had been baffled by the fuperior abilities of Conrad,

marquis
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marquis of Montferrat, and Margarit, admiral of Sicily, Saladia
pafled into the Antiochean ^territory, and, in three months time,
took above twenty-five cities and villages, almoft the whole
principality, except the metropolis, which he intended to conquer
by famine or by treafon. The latter fcheme was executed !. By
a large bribe offered to the patriarch, Saladia obtained the
furrender of the caftle, and the admiffion of his garrifon.. The
inhabitants were allowed either ta remain in the city, on. thc
fame footing as before, or to go elfewhere, according to their
own choice. The hiftorian remarks that, by the avarice of the
patriarch, Antioch was loft ninety years after, and in the fame
month of June, m which it had been taken by the valiant fon of
.Gurfcard* But he does not notice the prince who reigned in it, at
that time* and how he fo tamely fufferedhimfelf to be difpoflefled
of his dominions.

It is likewife little known that Frederic of Suabia, who, in
1190, bad fucceeded his father Barbarofla in the command of
the Latin armies in Syria, had, in his way to Acri, reconquered
Antioch, without- any opposition from the enemy: and here alfo
we wifh that the hiftorian had informed us of the fubfequent fate
of the city, and whether it were or not reftored to its former
fovereign,

From the following fads, however, we may prefume that a
part of the principality at leaft was reftored to Boemond the IIId>
We are told by Sanutus, that this prince reigning in Antioch,
in 1194, had" fome contefts with the lord of Armenia, Livon5

until theri conftdered as his vaffal. Boemond had fent for him,
and had been anfwered that he would not repair to the appointed
place for fear he fhould undergo the fame fate as his brother and
predeceflbr, Rupin; who being, fome time before, fummoned in

4 a iimilat
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a fimilar way, and afterwards confined in prifon, had feen all
ftates invaded. It was agreed that the prince of Antioch fhould
be found in the place without military forces. But Li von,
not "relying on this promife, took with him a detachment
of two hundred horfe, which he concealed in a neighbouring
foreft, and gave to his valet the proper inftru&ions how to a<5l in
cafe of need. He then advanced to the prince's prefence, and
fbon perceived his furmifes well founded; as, in the fequel of the
converfation, he was ordered to remain in prifon. As foon as he
made a fign to his valet, a fignal was given, by blowing a horn,
and the cavalry lying in ambufcade appeared. He was not only
delivered, but enabled to take Boemond himfelf prifoner, and to
effe& a happy revolution in his own fituation. By the efforts
of Henry, count of Champagne, who, by our king Richard the Ift,
had been left governor of the Holy Land, prince Boemond was
fet at liberty, on condition that he fhould free Livon from his
vaflalage, and leave him the pofTeffion of the lands he had occu-
pied in the diftrid: of Antioch,—that the prince himfelf fhould
in his turn become a vafTal of the lord of Armenia, and give his
fon, named alfo Boemond, (this is Raymond,) in marriage to the
Armenian princefs, Alix, daughter of the late JLiupin.

Sanutus does not mention, that about this time any change
took place in the Antiochean dominions in refped: to their
relation with the infidels. But the continuator of William ftates,
that, in 1197, when the German princes, under the direction of
the emperor Henry the Vlth, pafTed into Syria, and retook Joppa,
Sidon, and Berytus, " the prince of Antioch, returning to his
ftate, recovered many places in it which the Saracens, on hearing
of the fuccefics of the Chriftians, had relinquifhed." The ana-
chronifm of this report is palpable! The fad: could not take place-

in
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in 1197; as, according to the writer himfelf, it was contemporary
with the death of Saladin and that of Guy, king of Cyprus, both
which happened in the year 1194; and, from the coincidence of
this epoch with, that of the contefh betweeen Boemond and
Livon, I am inclined to think that the fame events, which by
Sanutus are ju-lly reprcfented, have been incorrectly noticed, or
rather disfigured by the continuator of William.

The former of thefe hiftorians likewife flates, that, in the fame
treaty in which the relations between the Armenian and Antio-
chean dominions were fettled, Livon had been conftituted king ;
from the notion that royal titles, at that time, could not be
given by other potentates than the pope or the emperor. I adopt
in this laft refped: the ftatement of the other hiftorian, that, " on
the expedition of Simon of Monfort, and at the very time of
emperor Henry's death, Conrad of Witfpach, archbifhop of
Mentz, then in Syria, accompanied by Rodolph, biihop of
Verdun, " terreftri itinere in Armenian! tendit, ubi Leonem, juffu
Henrici, regio diademate infignivit, ac pace fequuta, inter eundem
regem, principem que Antiochiae, controverfias compofuit."

The fubfequent hiftory of Antioch, from T200 to 1330, was,
till lately, in the greateft uncertainty and confufion. In that
part of the Alliance Chronologique of father Lalobe, which relates
to this fubject, and in that feftion of the Tables Chronologiques
which, by that guide, Mr. de Guignes exhibits in the fir ft volume
of his excellent Hylory of Huns and Tartars, the age, name, and
dignity of the fons of Boemond the Hid were mifreprefented.
The continuator of William of Tyre (ad aim, 1316) had miftaken
even the immediate anceftors of one of thefe princes; and, what
is hardly credible, Bernard the treafurer, ch. 301, had, among
other things, made an anachronifm of no le^ than eighteen yearr,

VOL. XV. K k ^ " in
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in the fame refpedl. Thefe uncertainties have been in a great
meafure removed by the learned archbifliop of Lucca, Johu
Dominic Manfi, in his notes to the annals of Baronius and their
continuation by Rainaldi, edited by himfelf at Lucca, in 1740,
The indefatigable authors of the Art de Verifier les Dates have
adopted Mr. Manfi's corrections; and fome parts of Sanutus's
reports would not materially differ from, the two laft authors, if
he had not conftantly miftaken the names of the two young
princes above mentioned. With fuch guides I am now
proceeding.

The reconciliation between Boemond and Livon, as far as it
may be judged by fubfequent fa6ls, feems to have been fincere.
In the year 1200, prince Raymond died, leaving, by his Armenian
princels, a fon called Rupin, from his grandfather. Boemond
foon deflgned this young, child as his fucceflbr, and caufed him to
be acknowledged as fuch by the Antiochean ftates. In the
mean while, the regency of the ftate of Tripoli, an inheritance
belonging alfo to Rupin, by his father's death, was conferred on
his uncle, the younger fon of the prince of Antioch, and like
him, called alfo Boemoad ; in refpeil to which facfi, the authors
of the Art de Verifier les Dates, on excellent authorities, maintain
that the count himfelf, on his death bed, had appointed his
brother regent, and even beftowed on him the county, on condition
that he fliould fupport the pupil, Rupin, in his right on the
Antiochean ftate, whenever the demife of his grand-father fhould
happen. No fooner was this regent informed of the deed of
his father than he openly revolted againft him, and, after a
regular declaration of war, and with the affiftance of the Templar
and Hofpitalar knights, he drew him out of Antioch. He would
have preferved his conqueft, had he not been at length abandoned

by

Downloaded from https://www.cambridge.org/core. INSEAD, on 07 Oct 2018 at 09:06:27, subject to the Cambridge Core terms of use, available at https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0261340900018397

https://www.cambridge.org/core
https://www.cambridge.org/core/terms
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0261340900018397


CV the ViclJpAudes g/*Antioch during the Crufades.

l?y his allies, and had not his father, in conference of this
accident, been re-eftablifhed in the principality.

Boetnsond III. died in the year after, 1201 ; and his death occa-
sioned the renewal cf the conteft, tinder another fhape. None of
the above-mentioned hiftorians give a clear and fatisfa6lory account
of this new event ! but, on combining their partial and fcattered
hints, and "weighing the whole in the fcale of probability, I am
enabled to flatc, that, foon after the prince's death, Boemond
regent of the county of Tripoli, invaded and actually conquered
the principality of Antioch, to the prejudice of his pupil and
nephew, Rupin. A powerful remittance to this ufurpation was
oppofed by king Livon, who then confidered, or affected to
confider, the young prince as the prefumptive heir of the crowa
of Armenia. Whether the king, in the firft inftance, claimed for
his nephew the county of Tripoli, or the principality of Antioch,
I have not been able to afcertain ; the authors of the Art de
Verifier les Dates, under the head of the princes, Tom. I. page 449,
and under that of the kings, page 461, contradi&ing themfelves
on this article. But, howfoever thefe rights may have been
aflerted, it is inconteftable that Livon, in 1303, had conquered
Antioch.

Fads of the greateft authenticity evince that this conquefl was
not preferved. From Sanutus we know that, in 1206, Boemond
(improperly, as ufual, called Raymond,) by a decree of his great
court, difpofTefTed of their eftatcs the lords of Nephin and Sybel-
atars, his vassals, for contracting marriage without his licence; and
that, in 1208, he perfecuted and imprifoned the patriarch of
Antioch, for Laving fomented a rebellion againft him in that
metropolis. From the continuator of Archbifhop William, we

informed, that in 1216, at the expedition of Andrew of

K k 2 Hunsarv,
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Hungary, " Tripolitanus Boemundus patre nihil finccrior/' (an
infta.icc of miftakes,) iC obfidionem in montc Thabor diffuadct;'*
and from Bernard the treafurer (making allowance for the
already mentioned anachronifm) it is coualh/ Lnowi?, that, after
the capture of Damiata in 1219, Boemond, entering into Antioch,,
drew away " Rupinum confanguineum fuum" from that princi-
pality, for which an excommunication was launched againft him,
and an interdict caft on his dominions, by the legate of the holy
fee, in that expedition.

We have alfo the beft evidence for ftating that Li von did not
ehoofe to retain Antioch from a difaffe<5iion towards Rupin his
nephew. This young prince, no hiftorian fays why, had been
utterly difgraced. Having loft his paternal dominions, he had
repaired to his uncle in Armenia, in hopes of being the fucceflbr
to that crown. He was not only excluded from the fucceffion,
but fent into exile; and Livon, on his death, in 1219, appointed
his own daughter Ifabella, of tender age, to be his fucceflbr, under
the regency of Conftant, his relation, and conftable of the
kingdom. Rupin, excluded from two fovereignties which
belonged to him in full right, applied to the legate Pelage at
Damiata, for obtaining that which then was juft vacant. He
was granted a fmall army, and by it enabled to enter Tarfus : but
being furprifed by the regent, he was fhut up in a prifon, where
he died in 12,2,2. By his wife, Hclvis, daughter of Amaury,
king of Cyprus, whom in 1^10 he had ravifhed, he left to Eudes
of Darnpiere, her lawful hufband, two daughters, Efchive, who
died unmarried, and Mary, wife of Philip of Monfort, Lord of
Tyre. Thus ended the elder branch of tho descendants of
Boemond the Hid, but the connections bctwreen the Aritiochean
and Armenian princes were not entirely broken by this event

The
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The regent, Conftant, as the authors of the Art de Verifier les- Dates
Hate, on the authority of father Monnier, gave his pupil, Ifabelk,
in marriage to Philip, the third fon of Boemond, of whom I am
fpeaking ; and, as I fliall after notice, Sibilla, daughter of Ayton
the lid, hufband of the fame Ifabella,' about 1270, was likevvife
married to Boemond the Vlth.

The county of Tripoli and the principality of Antioch being
combined in the perfon of Boemond IV, it is recorded of him
after this conioiidation, that he behaved with fuch infoknee
towards the inhabitants of Antioch, and ftill worfe towards the
knights of the hofpitcil, to whom the guard of the cattle had been
entrufted by the pope's legate, that he was branded with eccle-
fiaftical cenfures, and, according to Rainaldi, not abfolved before
the year 122,6.

The annals of the united dominions of Tripoli and Antioch,
from the death of Boemond IV, in 1233, to the difpofleffion of
the laft individual of his defcendants, in 1288, are even at the
prefent day in the utmoft confufion and uncertainty. They
exhibit, nbt for years, but for whole generations, fo extraordinary
and fmgular a chain of contradictory ffcatements in fa6ls and
perfons, as it feems impoffible to conciliate. The feveral hiftorians
of all ages and nations, whom I have confulted for this objeft,
feem to be divided into two contending parties.

From Bernard the treafurer, Sanutus, Paoli, the authors of the
Art de Verifier les Dates, the moft celebrated biographical Lexi-
cographers, and numberlefs other writers who have either directly
or indirectly treated the fubjeCfc, we know that Boemond the
JVth, from his firft wife, Plaiffance of Gilblet, had two daughters

1 i

tvho died in infancy, and three fons ; Boemond, who was his
iucceflbr; Philip, who, as I have accidentally mentioned, became
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j>ing of Armenia; and Henry, who, by marrying Ifabeila,
daughter of Hugues I. king of Cyprus, gave, after the cxtindlioa
of the male defendants of the latter, a Ions; feries of monarchs
to that ifiand. From the fame fburoe, we likewifc know that
iShe iccond wife of Boemond was Meliirende, daughter of
Amciury, king of Cyprus, \a\ and of Ifabeila, queen of Jerufalem,
and that flic gave him two daughters; Helvis, who died
at an early age, and Mary, (an enormous miftakc"!) wife of
Frederic, baftard of the emperor Frederic II .——" that princefs,
who, in 1277, ^°ld ^er claims on the kingdom o£ Jerufalern to
Charles of Anjou :" and, in the fequel of thefe hiftorical positions,
the following viciffitudes are related concerning the combined
dominions of Antioch and Tripoli.

Boemond V. was reigning in both Hates, in 1244., when, on
the invafion of Syria by the Karifmians, he was obliged to
become their tributary; he alfo had an obftinate war with
Ay ton I. king of Armenia, which terminated in a truce, managed
by St. Lewis, in 1550; and, on his death, which took place in
125 r, he left by his wife, Lucy, & Roman lady, Boemond, who
was his fucceflbr, and PlaifFance, who married Kei^ry I. king
of Cyprus.

Boemond VI. in 1553, only 16 years old, had the honour of
being created a knight by St. Lewis, at Jaffa. In 1357, o n a

journey to Acre with his filler, the queen of Cyprus, he impru-
dently fided with the Venetians againfl the Genoefe, and thus
cherifhed thafe diiTcntions which ultimately occafioned the ruin

[a] Father Lufignan, in his chronicle of Cyprus, pretends that Meliffenda was
daughter of Ifabeila, by her firfl hufband, Conrad of Montferrat.* But this objeel
U now out of the queftion \ as} in either cafe, our arguments would be of the fame
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of the Chriftian affairs, in the Holy Land. It was under his reign,
in 1258, that Bendocdar, or Bibars, fultan of Babylon, as it is
well known, took Antioch, with the flaughter of feventeen, and
the captivity of more than one hundred thoufand, of its inha-
bitants. The prince then retired to Tripoli, where he died in
1275, leaving by his princefs Sibilla, daughter of Ayton, king of
Armenia, a young fon, called from him Boemond, and a daughter
of the name Lucy, who, in 1280, was married to Nargat or
Najare de Toucy, great admiral of Sicily.

Boemond VII. was left by his father under the tuition of his
mother and the bifhop of Tortofa, a charge which was contefted
with them by the king of Cyprus, Hugues III. the neareft
relation, by his father Henry, to the young prince. During the
minority of this Boemond, Charles of Anjou, in confequence of
Mary's conveyance, had fent to the Holy Land his admiral, Roger
of Sanfeverino, with the character of governor, and with inftruc-
tions to exa6t, in his name, a correfponding homage from all
princes and knights depending on the crown of Jerufalem. An
acknowledgement of Charles's paramount fovereignty on the
county of Tripoli (perhaps alfo, on thofe places of the principality
of Antioch, which had not yet fallen into the infidels) was
accordingly made to his vicar, in the name of Boemond. Some
contefts, in fubfequent years, arofe between this prince and the
Templar Knights, fupported by the bifhop of Tripoli, which
produced moft ferious diflurbances in that city. In 1287, the
fultan of Egypt, Kelaoun, took the noble city of Laodicea, and
ordered it to be razed to the ground. The fame year put alfo
an end to BoemoncTs life : and, as he had no iffue, a conteft
arefe between Sibilla his mother, and Lucy his fifter. about the
fucceflion. The fultan Kelaoun foon terminated all difnutcs,

6 * bv
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by taking Tripoli in 1288, and ordering; it to be burned to a flics,
ati event which occafioned the lofs of all other places of that
county, as well as of the principality of Antioch ; and reduced
the poflefiions of the crufaders to. three towns,, Acre, Tyre., and
Sidon.
• Some of thefe laft particulars might have been omitted,
without any prejudice to my object. Ichofe, however, to fay
ibmething more than it was ftri6tly neceflary, with a view of
reprefenting foon after- a more ftriking contradiction between
the preceding and the following picture. By the details and
circumftances here exhibited, from the hiftorians of the former
clafs, the annals of the Antiochean ftate, during three genera-
tions, bear fuch marks of truth and accuracy, that no doubt
could be at firft entertained of their authenticity. The whole,
however, of their contents is confuted by the hiftorians of the
fecond, the continuator of William of Tyre, and that numerous
clafs of refpedable writers, from whom, on the back of kis title
page, he prbfefles to have derived afflftance.

In this oppofite jfyftern, about 1250, " obierat jam diem Juum
Antiockite, princeps nullo herede legitimo fuperjlite. Qypri rex
-urhis imperlum nefcto quo jure pofcebat, quittn Fredericks, imperatoris>
tx for ore Antiochia principis nothus, in AJiam miiihur" "This
young prince was received by Raynald of Bavaria/'- (the authors
of the Art de Verifier ks Dates, call him Richard Felingher,) " who,
by Frederic the emperor, on his return to Italy, had been
appointed governor of Syria. He was alfo received with great
joy, and acknowledged as their fovereign by the inhabitants. A
war foon arofe between him and the king of Cyprus, in the
courfe of which, Raynald, in the name of his pupil, invaded
that iiland, approached Famagofta, her capital, and difplaycd his

troops
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troops in the field of St. Nicholas, before the royal palace, and in
the fisrht of the alarmed king himfelf. He was unfuccefsful ia

r

the fiege of that city, but he conquered, in return, all the places
contiguous to the river Paedicum, and advanced towards Nicola.
By the fuperior number of the king's troops/ and from the
difadvantage of the places, he was at length compelled to
evacuate the ifland and to reimbark. He left the eaftern part of
it almoft defolated by fire and depredations; and the rich boot}
which he brought with him, on his return to Syria, was loch,
that people might fancy he had rather been vidorious, than
defeated.

" Prince Frederic reigned in Antioch about the year 1240,
the time of the expedition of Theobald, king of Navarre. In
the year 1268, Bendoenam aflaulted the city, and found it almoft
defencelefs. Prince Conrad, who had fucceeded to his father
Frederic in the principality, had then pafled to the Sicilian
dominions, for the purpofe of affifting Couradin. He wras after-
wards feized by Charles of Anjou, who firft ordered that his
eyes fliould be put out, and then that he fliould be hanged. On
his departure from Antioch, he had committed the care of that
city to its patriarch, Opizo Fiefchi of *Genoa."

u In 1277, his flfter Mary, daughter alfo of Frederic, prince of
Antioch, and baftard of the emperor of that name, maintaining
that, by law of inheritance, the royal rights and title to the
kingdom of Jerufalem had defcended to her from her grandfather,
conveyed them to Charles of Anjou, although Hugues, her
nephew by her brother's fide, and prince of Antioch, had been
lolemnly acknowledged as king, and was adhialiy receiving, by
hereditary right, whatever emoluments belonged to the crown.

'< When the Chriftians in the Holy Land were reduced to the
. XV. L1 folc
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Cn.the VtciJjiUides ofAntioch during the Crufades.

fole pofleffion of Acre, and contefts arofe, between feventeen
different powers, about the fovereignty of that place, Hugues,
prince of Antioch, among them claimed it as a dependence of
his crown, and an inheritance of his anceftors. The count of
Tripoli aflerted his defcent from Raymond of Touloufe, and thus
became alfo a competitor."

The latter two ftatements are fo evidently erroneous, that
nothing more than the following hints are required for their
deftrudiion. iffc. Mary was no defcendant of the emperor
Frederic; fhe was, according to what I have already detailed, a
daughter of Boemond IV. by his fecond wife, Meliflenda of
Cyprus. 3dly. The crown of Jerufalem which (he intended to
convey to Charles of Anjou, was by her considered as an inhe-
ritance of her grandmother* the queen Ifabella. 3dly. Hugues,,
her nephew, was no prince of Antioch; he was the third king of
that name in Cyprus ; acknowledged alfo in 1269 as king of
Jerufalem, by the right of his great grandmother. ^ 4thly, The
fame monarch was he who afferted the fovereign,ty of /*ere,
as an appenage of the crown of Jerufalem. ^thly. And
the perfon under the name of count of Tripoli, concerned in that
affair, if really in exiftence, was Boemond of Antioch.—The
defendants of Raymond of Touloufe, in Syria, had been already
extind: at the death of the traitor Raymond II. in the preceding
century. This complication of blunders is infinitely more
remarkable than the infulated error of the authors of the Art de
Verifier ks Dates, and others, who give Mary asa wife of the bajiard
Frederic of Snabia f

The former two- flatements, on the contrary, arc fo generally
admitted that I cannot fee how they might be confuted. Inde-
prndently of the authorities already mentioned, they are fan$ioned<
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by the beft Italian, German, and other hiftorians. Among his
feveral wives and concubines, the emperor Frederic II. unquef-
tionably had, in their number, a princefs of Antioch, known
under the name of Beatrix, and we have for this fad: the:
authority of Cufpinian, Zurita, Bartholomew of Neocaftro, and
others. It is ftill more certain, that from fuch an union a prince
was born, who bore the name of his father. From the fame
Neocaftro, as well as from Ptolemy of Lucca, Ricordano Malaf-
pina, and Ligonius, we know, that, between the years 1346 and
1248, the baftard Frederic was his father's vicegerent in Tufcany,
and alfo defigned king of that country, " fed propter mortem patris

fupervenientem, in regem nonpotuit filimpublicari" The emperor
himfelf, in one of his letters to our Henry III. reported by

-Matthew Paris, under the year 1246, acknowledges his beloved
fons, Henry king of Sardinia, and Frederic of Antioch, prefident

< of the Etrurian ftates; and what fets thefe fa6ts beyond any
poffible doubt, is the diploma of Conrad IV. inferted in the
letters of Peter delle Vigne, (the moft authentic book of the
actions of Frederic II.) in which diploma the prince of Antioch
and prefident of Etruria is called " Fredericus Auguftus, frater
nofter." By the Italian hiftorians it is full as certain, that from
this prince a fon had iflued of the name Conrad, who fuffered in
Sicily that misfortune which is related of him by the writers of
the crufades. In the memorial of the governors of Reggio, in the
chronicle of Ptolemy of Lucca, and in that of Ricordano Malaf-
pina, we find that, on the unfortunate defeat of Conradin, the
prince of Antioch, Conrad was captured. Jamfilla and Saba Malaf-
pina ftate, that , fo early as the reign of king Mainfroy his uncle,
he had'married Beatrix, the daughter of a lord of the name
Gal van Lancia, tiaken the additional title of count of Alba, and been-

L 1 2 appointed
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appointed governor of the Marche, with the affiftance of his
father in law. By Zurita, Cufpinian, and others, we are tartly
informed, that, from the union of Conrad and Beatrix, three
princes were born, who alfo bore the name of Antioch, and
whofe offspring lafted for fome time in Sicily, with the greateft
fplendour.

In vain have I fought to conciliate this extraordinary, and
perhaps fingular contradiction, in the hiftory of the middle ages !
Befides all the writers occafionally mentioned, I have confulted
many others, from whom I fancied I could reap fome information
on the matter. Among thefe I fhall only mention the chronicles
of the Paduan Monk, of the Anonymous, of the Vatican, of
Richard of St. Germain, the five contemporary writers contained
in Gale's collection, and the Galvanei Flammce Manipulus Florutn,
in the eleventh volume of Muratori's Rer. It ah Scriptores. I felt
a furprife, on feeing in the laft-mentioned work, col. 1251,,. the
ftupendous blunder that Beatrix (evidently miftaken for_Con-
ftantia, Frederic's firft emprefs) was daughter of the fang of

s r

Arragon,—a furprife equal to that which I had felt before on
looking into Anderfon's Talks, page. 454, where the baftard
Frederic is given as a foil af the fame Blanca who was mother zf
Mahifrqy, and as hi/band of Mary, daughter of the fang- offy

!
The whole, however, of the contradictory statements, iffeen

in one point of view, may give rife to fome rational conjectures:
and I am inclined to believe, that the mere misftatement of a
name, and a want of accuracy in diftinguifhing two places, may
have occafioned the whole confufion. Mo ft likely, that daughter
of Rupin, who, by one clafs of hiftorians, is called Efchhe, and

ftated
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ftated to have died unmarried, was the fame perfon, who, by the
fame clafs, is npticed under the name of Beatrix, and as the
the concubine of the emperor. And" moft likely, alfo, whilft'the
baftard, prince Frederic, and his fon Conrad, reigned in Antioch,
from 1533 to 1568, the younger branch of Boemond III.-was
confined to the dominions of Tripoli alone.

Rupin had married Helvis of Cyprus, in 1310. Efchive, the
firft fruit of this marriage, when fuppofed to be the fame perfon
as Beatrix, rauft have been from 15 to 17 years of age at the
arrival of Frederic II. at Syria, in 1238, and confequently of an
age moft likely to win his heart. The union not being lawful,
and the princefs having continued in the fame circumftances
during the remainder of her life, or perhaps having foon after
died, flie may have been reprefented as having died unmarried. If
thefe conjectures be right, it will follow that Efchive, or Beatrix,
really was, as flie is ftated to have been, the genuine princefs of
Antioch ; fhe was, by her father's right, the reprefentative of the
elder branch of Boemond III. which had been improperly
difpoffefled.

Proceeding on this fuppofition, I find the ground on which
the crown of Cyprus was entitled to the fucceffion of the Antio-
chean ftate ; and I detect another inaccuracy in the continuator
of William of Tyre, when ftating that the king who then reigned
in that ifland urbis imperium nefcio quo jure pofcchat. This king
was Henry I. by his father Hugues I. grandfon to'Amaury, and
confequently the coulm, and the neareft relation, of Efchive.
Admitting then that the principality of Antioch, on the death
of this princefs without lawful iflue, ought to have been conferred
on fome of her collaterals, Henry was better entitled to it than
any other pretender.

6 MY
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2,6z On the JHclffitudes of Antioch during tjie Criifades.

My conjectures acquire an additional force from the authority
of Sanutus and of Abulfeda, quoted by des Guignes. Thefe
writers relate, that in 1268, (Abulfeda incorrectly fays the
666th year of the Heg.) when fultan Bendocnar, or Bibars, took
Antioch, prince Boemond refided at Tripoli; a circumftance
which would be unaccountable, if -he be fuppofed to have kept
the pofleffion of the former place, then fo much in need of
defence.

I muft, however, not omit, that in the name of the patriarch
who governed the Latin church of Antioch, at the time of its
deftruCtion, there are fome equivocations which feem to impair
the ftatement of the continuator of William of Tyre. On the
authority of this hiftorian, I have already faid, that, when Conrad
pafled to Italy, the defence of his ftate was by him committed
to the patriarch Opizo de Fiefchi of Genoa. In the Art de Verifier
les Dates, on the contrary, I find that, according to Bollandus's
defcription, the ninth and laft patriarch of Antioch was a
Dominican friar of the name Chriftian, who, on the capture of
the city, was flaughtered by the Muffulmans, in a church
belonging to his order; and I do not fee any way to conciliate this
incidental contradiction, unlefs by fancying that, as the candidates
for monastic life, on taking the religious habit, generally changed
their fecular names, moft likely the fame prelate has been
promifcuoufly noticed by the name he bore in the world, and
that which he bore in the cloifter.

As long as my conjectures are not confirmed, the hiftory of
Antioch will evidently exhibit two great defiderata. Firft, to
afcertain who was that princefs Beatrix, fo much noticed by the
weftern, and fo much overlooked by the eaftern, hiftorians; and,
fecondly, who were the real pofleflbrs of that ftate, from J 233

3
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to 1268. I hope that fome others may be more fuccefsful than
I have been in this refearch, or that the two fafts in queftion may
be brought accidentally to light. I do not fee, in effect, how
any farther difquifitions could be regularly inftituted on this
fubje&, when all the works which I have direitly or indirectly
mentioned, and which indeed contain almoft the whole hiftorical
repofitory of the thirteenth century, have eluded my zeal towards
the difcovery.

F. D.AMIANL
London, March 19, 1804,

XXIII. Extra&s
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