*

.i » Crusader

Has been issued since 2015.
ISSN 2410-9126, E-ISSN 2413-7502
2016. Vol. 4. Is. (2). Issued 2 times a year

EDITORIAL BOARD

Editor-in-Chief
Dr. Cherkasov Aleksandr — International Network Center for Fundamental and Applied
Research, Sochi, Russian Federation (Editor-in-Chief)

Deputy Editor-in-Chief
PhD Gagua Ruslan — Polesski State University, Republic of Belarus

Editorial Board

Dr. Dudarev Sergey — Armavir State Pedagogical University, Armavir, Russian Federation

PhD Ivantsov Vladimir — Sochi State University, Sochi, Russian Federation

Dr. Maiorov Aleksandr — Saint Petersburg State University, St. Petersburg,
Russian Federation

Dr. Metreveli Roin — Georgian National Academy of Sciences, Tbilisi, Georgia

PhD Muderevych Viktor - Chernivtsi National University named after Yuriy
Fedkovych, Ukraine

PhD Sorokin Aleksandr — Tomsk State University, Tomsk, Russian Federation

Dr. Smigel’ Michal — Matej Bel University, Banské Bystrica, Slovakia

The journal is registered by Federal Service for Supervision of Mass Media,
Communications and Protection of Cultural Heritage (Russia).

Journal is indexed by: CrossRef (USA), DOAJ (Sweden), Journal Index (USA), OAJI
(Russian Federation), MIAR (Spain), Electronic scientific library (Russian Federation),
Research Bib (Japan), Sherpa Romeo (Spain)

All manuscripts are peer reviewed by experts in the respective field. Authors of
the manuscripts bear responsibility for their content, credibility and reliability.

Editorial board doesn’t expect the manuscripts’ authors to always agree with its
opinion.

Postal Address: 26/2 Konstitutcii, Office 6  Passed for printing 16.10.16.

354000 Sochi, Russian Federation Format 21 x 29,7/4.
Website: http://ejournal29.com/ Headset Georgia.
E-mail: sochioo3@rambler.ru Ych. Izd. 1. 4,5. Ysl. pech. 1. 4,2.

Founder and Editor: Academic Publishing  ,4er No Crus-4.
House Researcher

© Crusader, 2016

o
Y
=
3"
&
=
o
@




S
Y
=
S
®
=
-
@

@7 Crusader

H3paercs ¢ 2015 T.
ISSN 2410-9126, E-ISSN 2413-7502
2016. N2 2. BeIxozuT 2 pasa B r'O/J.

PEJAKIIMOHHBII COBET

T1aBHBIN peaKkTop
YepkacoB AJiekcaHApP — MexX/ayHapoAHBIN CceTeBOW IeHTP (QyH/IaMEHTaJIbHBIX U
MPUKJIaHBIX HeestenoBanuii, Coun, Poccuiickas ®enepanus (I71. perakrop)

3amMecTHUTeIb IVIABHOTO PeJaKkTopa
T'arya Pycsan — Ilosecckuii rocyjapCcTBeHHBIH YHUBepcuTeT, Benapych

YsieHbl peJaKIIMOHHOTO COBETa

JynapeB Cepreii — ApMaBHUPCKHI TI'OCYy/JapCTBEHHBIH I€JJaTOTMYECKUH YHHBEPCUTET,
Apwmasup, Poccuiickas @enepanus

NBannoB Buaguvup — CoumHCKHU rocyznapcrBeHHbIH yHuBepcurteT, Coun, Poccuiickas
Penepanusa

MaiiopoB Asnexcanap — Caukr-IleTepOyprckuil rocyjapcTBeHHbIH yHuBepcuter, CaHKT-
Ilerepbypr, Poccust

MertpeBesiu Poun — HanyonansHas akagemus Hayk I'pysuu, Tounucu, ['pysus

MynepeBuu Bukrop - UYepHOBUIKHH HAI[MOHAIBHBIH yHUBepcutTeT umeHu IOpus
®enprkoBUYa, YKpauHa

Copoxun Ausexcanap — ToMmckuil rocyznapcTBeHHbIH yHuBepcurteT, Tomck, Poccuiickas
Qenepanusa

IIImuress MuxaJu — YausepcuteT Martes basa, bancka Beicrpuna, CiioBakus

Kypuan 3apeructpupoBan denepasbHON CiIy:k00H 10 HaA30py B cdepe MacCOBBIX
KOMMYHHUKAIIUH, CBSI3U U OXPaHbI KyJIbTypHOTO Hacmeaus (Poccutickast Pemeparius).

Kypuan ungexcupyercs B: CrossRef (CIIIA), DOAJ (IlIsers), Journal Index (CIIIA), OAJT
(Poccuiickasi ®enepaumsi), MIAR (Mcnacuus), Electronic scientific library (Poccuiickas
®enepanus), Research Bib (Amonus), Sherpa Romeo (Mcnanwst)

CraTb¥, TIOCTYIIUBIIINE B PENAKI[UI0, PENIEH3UPYIOTCs. 3a JIOCTOBEPHOCTh CBEJIEHUH,
M3JI03KEHHBIX B CTAThSIX, OTBETCTBEHHOCTb HECYT aBTOPHI MyOIUKAIHH.
MHeHI/Ie pe,Z[aKI_II/II/I MOXKET He COBIIaJaTh C MHEHUEM aBTOPOB MaTepI/IaJ'[OB.

Anpec pemaknuu: 354000, Poccus, r. Coun, IToanucano B eyats 16.10.16.
yi1. Koncrutynun, 1. 26/2, od. 6 dopwmar 21 x 29,7/4.

Caiit xxypHasa: http://ejournal29.com/

E-mail: sochioog@rambler.ru

T'apuuTypa Georgia.
VYupenurens u wusgartenp: 000 «HaydHbId V4.-u3A. 1. 4,5. YOI Ied. IL. 4,2.
usgareqabckuii  gom  "Hcciemosarenp'» - Baxas Crus-4.

Academic Publishing House Researcher

© Crusader, 2016



Crusader, 2016, Vol. 4, Is. (2)

CONTENTS

Articles and Statements

The Crusades and the Kingdom of Georgia
ROIN MELTEVELL ....veeeeiieeeiieeeeeee ettt ee e e e e e e tee e e ae e e aeeeesseeesneeeesaseennssaesnns 63

Features of Coinage Tripoli
Timur M. KRUSYAINOV ...couiiiiiiirieeieiteeeeeeete ettt ettt ettt et st e s 81

The Knight of Teutonic Order Heinrich von Plotzke
RUSIAN B. GAZUA ...veeivieiiieieiiecteeteet ettt ettt sttt s it s aa e s aa e sbeesnseeaee 88

Some Words about the Collective Visions during the Crusades
AlekSandr A. CRETKASOV .......viiiiiiieiiiieieeieeeeteee et cerree e eeearee e e e eetreeeeeesbareeeeesannens 95

To the Issue of Domestic and Foreign Historiography of the Crusades
Sergel L. DUAATEYV ......ooiiiiiiiiiieeieetetet ettt ettt ettt sae et e b st e st e satesseens 101

62




Crusader, 2016, Vol. 4, Is. (2)

Copyright © 2016 by Academic Publishing House Researcher i £ i |

+* . . . .
LEE o Published in the Russian Federation Crusader
* +  Crusader
* * Has been issued since 2015.
ISSN: 2409-6288

E-ISSN: 2413-7502
Vol. 4, Is. 2, pp. 63-80, 2016

DOI: 10.13187/crus.2016.4.63 T
www.ejournal29.com

Articles and Statements
UDC 93
The Crusades and the Kingdom of Georgia
Roin Metreveli?: "
a Georgian National Academy of Sciences, Thbilisi, Georgia

Abstract

The Crusades had a significant impact upon the fate of the Georgian state. The Georgian royal
court used the Europeans’ undertakings to its own advantage. The Georgian king David IV the
Builder (ruled from 1089 to 1125) was well-aware of objectives pursued by the Crusade wars. The
ruler’s clever approach to laying out the nation’s policy, predicated upon the relevant
characteristics of the then-existing international situation, resulted in the Crusades overpowering
the might of the Seljuq Turks, which successfully facilitated the stepping-up of efforts to wage a war
of liberation on the part of the Georgians.

In the East, David IV the Builder was viewed as a protector of Christianity. He, concurrently,
was seen as a ruler with a tolerant policy toward Moslems and firm ties with the Moslem world,
which was due to a special state of affairs inside and outside Georgia. Thus, the link between the
Kingdom of Georgia and the Crusades hinged on certain political circumstances.

Among the rulers known to have had dealings with the Crusaders are George 111 (1156—-1187),
Tamar the Great (1181—1213), George IV Lasha (1213—1222), Rusudan (1223-1245), and some
others.

Some of the original sources, like letters from foreign kings, mention with great regard the
name of George V the Brilliant (1314—1346), considered a eulogist of Jerusalem’s holy places and a
mainstay of Christianity. His activities did not have a direct linkage with the Crusades but,
nonetheless, were a continuation of the struggle of their ideology. The solicitude of the Kingdom of
Georgia toward Christianity would, eventually, pay off by helping boost its prestige and ensure its
high standing internationally.

Keywords: Crusades, Kingdom of Georgia, protector of Christianity, Jerusalem’s holy
places.

1. Introduction

The Crusades are known to have had a significant impact upon the fate of the Georgian state.
Right from the First Crusade onwards, the Georgian royal court had used European policy to its
own advantage. David IV the Builder (1089—1125) was well-aware of objectives pursued by the
Crusade wars. The ruler’s clever approach to laying out the nation’s policy, predicated upon the
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relevant characteristics of the then-existing international situation, resulted in the Crusades
overpowering the might of the Seljuq Turks, which successfully facilitated the stepping-up of
efforts to wage a war of liberation on the part of the Georgians.

2. Materials and methods

The study explores some of the extant original sources on the Crusades in Georgian, Russian,
and other languages and draws extensively upon materials from ‘The Georgian Chronicles’
(Georgian: ‘Kartlis Tskhovreba’), the medieval Georgian historical monument which recounts the
relationships between the Kingdom of Georgia and the Crusaders.

The paper makes an extensive use of works on Crusades-related issues by authors from the
past and present. The study employs a historical-comparative method to establish the extent of
participation of the entire Caucasus region (i.e., the various peoples inhabiting the area at the time)
in the Crusades and the significance of the war’s effects across the region.

3. Results

At different stages of its development the Georgian state took a realistic account of the
international situation (Rondeli, 1998: 151-165). At the turn of the 11th-12th centuries Georgia’s
success was facilitated by the political situation obtaining in the Near East. Priority in the foreign
policy of David IV the Builder (1089-1125), as well as of the kings preceding him, was given to
relations with Byzantium. Almost throughout the 11t century Georgia was under the influence of
that empire (Metreveli, 2002: 50-80). The advent of the Seljuk Turks played a major role
(Shengelia, 1961). The Turks, who led a nomadic life in the Eurasian steppes, adopted Islam in the
11th century. The Seljuks were distinguished among them, making name with their successful fight
against Iran’s Muslim principalities. Their leader Toghrul-Beg was recognized as caliph.
He proclaimed himself sultan, through which he gained power and fought for the unity of the
caliphate and the predominance of Sunnism. The main objective of the Turks was to overthrow the
Fatimid caliphate. It should be noted that the Turkish sultans were not in full control of their
armies. The Turkoman tribe, serving in the army of the Seljuks, basically sought to take possession
of lands that would provide pasture for their flocks of sheep. From this standpoint neither Syria nor
Mesopotamia met their interests (Tat, 2003: 19). The Seljuks considered Byzantine Anatolia to be
ideal, and they began ravaging this region. This was followed by counterstrikes on the part of the
Byzantines. A major battle between the Seljuks, led by the Sultan Alp-Atsalan, and the Byzantines
took place at Manzikert in 1071. Owing to internal treason, the Byzantine Emperor Romanus
Diogenes IV was heavily defeated and taken prisoner. The Seljuks invaded the entire territory of
Anatolia reaching the Sea of Marmara. Among the causes of the defeat of the Byzantines important
was the civil war waged in the country. The Seljuks brought under their power the Abbasid
caliphate, but failed to do away with the Fatimids. Following the death of Malik Shah (who
replaced Alp-Arslan in 1072) in 1092 the sultanate broke up. Malik Shah’s brothers and children
fought each other for power. Syria and Northern Mesopotamia were nominally under the Persian
Sultanate, with its capital in Baghdad, and ruler Barkiaruk. Independent emirates sprung up in
major cities, led by atabags. In Northern Mesopotamia and Syria lands were considerably parceled.
Haleb (Aleppo) and Damascus came under Malik. Shah’s cousins, Tripoli was ruled by a Muslim
kadi, Shaizar was ruled by the Arab dynasty of the Munkids, Mosul by the dynasty of Kerbogha,
and Diarbekr by the Ortukids.

It is noteworthy that the Seljuks, who were the minority in the country, failed to assimilate
the Arabs. In the cited territories (the entire Near East) the proportion of Christians and Jews was
considerable. Believed to be the people of the Bible, they enjoyed special privileges. At that time the
Jews lived predominantly in Northern Syria. They had a major settlement in Jerusalem. Orthodox
Syrians were most numerous Christians (Monophysites). Orthodox Greeks (actually Syrians under
Greek influence) in conditions of the Byzantine empire lived only in the city. In Syria one came
across Georgian monks and Gregorian Armenians (Monophysites) (Tat, 2003: 24).

Notably enough, following Syrian expansion, the followers of Islam refused to wage war
there, though traditionally, Syria was considered to be a country of the Jihad.

In the first third of the 11th century, following the decease of the Emperor Basil II (1025), the
Byzantine empire was at its zenith. Its possessions embraced Asia Minor, Mesopotamia and the
north of Syria, Cyprus, Crete, the Balkans and part of Southern Italy. The empire had a professional

64




Crusader, 2016, Vol. 4, Is. (2)

army. It was ruled by the emperor basileus — direct successor of the Roman empire, the “chosen of
God”. Following the defeat in the battle of Manzikert in August 1071, the role and influence of the
Byzantine empire gradually declined. The Byzantine plan of entering the South Caucasus and
consolidating its supremacy remained unrealized (Metreveli, 2002: 329). The 1080s were marked
by inroads into Georgia of countless bands of Seljuk Turks. The historian of David the Builder
refers to this invasion by the name of Didi Turkoba (“Great Turkish conquests”), dating it 1080.
The incursions of the Seljuks put the Armenian people in dire circumstances (Eremyan, 1979: 8).
The Armenian commander and political figure Filaret Varazhnuni, who became the ruler of Cilicia
after the battle of Manzikert, deciding to save the country, went to Sultan Malik-Shah with ample
gifts, declaring his submission. This move proved unproductive — the Armenian principality passed
into the hands of the Seljuks. Azerbaijan also found itself in a difficult situation (The History of the
Armenian, 1951: 156-157)'. Malik-Shah took Gandza, capturing its ruler Fadlon (Fazlun) (The
History, 1958: 138-139; Kartlisa Matiane, 2002: 298). The Shrivan-Shah Fariburz was obliged to
come into Malik-Shah’s presence, with the outcome that he had to pay seventy thousand dinars as
a single tribute, and annually forty thousand dinars (The History, 1958: 139). A coin has survived,
struck in the name of the Shirvan-shah Fariburz, with the names of Malik-Shah and El. Mustazhir
Billaha (Pakhomov, 1923: 139) which point to the subordinate stale of Shirvan to the Seljuks.”

The Shirvan-shah Faribure arrived too in Ispahan to prove his submission (Minorsky, 1964:
06). Georgia also faced a grave threat. The inroads of the Seljuks (especially Didi Turkoba)
undermined the Georgian feudal economy, which threatened the country with eradication
(Berdzenishvili, 1971: 158). King Giorgi V (1072-1089) of Georgia sought to find a way out and save
the country from destruction. Visiting Malik-Shah, he undertook to pay an annual tribute.
The historian of David the Builder notes with satisfaction that the Georgian king was accepted by
the sultan “as a beloved son” (The Life of the King, 2008: 304), meeting “all his requests”; he
relieved the Georgian kingdom from of “plunderers”, and gave him Kakheti and Hereti. As we can
see, by paying tribute, which they took for many years” (The Life of the King, 2008: 304), Giorgi
obtained some peace.

In 1081 the Byzantine imperial throne was occupied by Alexius I Comnenus. His policy
differed essentially from that of his predecessors. He removed from power the stratum of financiers
and merchants who had entrenched themselves at high offices. His goal was to retrieve the lost
lands (by this time the Byzantine empire had shrunken, and the Islamic state too was split).
It should be noted that the Byzantines and Muslims understood each other well and they preserved
interrelations. As to the attitude of the Byzantines to Europeans, it was very involved.
The Byzantines felt resentment and mistrust for Europeans. In comparison with the East, Western
Europe in the 11th century had lesser population. The peasants lived in poverty and cultural life
was backward; urban life was at a low level. The inhabitants of Western Europe moved northward:
to Scandinavia, Central Europe, along the banks of the Danube. They exported diverse raw
materials, slaves, and imported items of luxury. The Europeans reached Constantinople and the
shores of Syria and Alexandria.

3.1. The Crusades

The Church Fathers conceived the idea of a Holy War — the Christian world was believed to
be a homeland that needed protection. Palestine and especially Jerusalem, where Chirst lived and
was crucified, came to occupy the foremost place in men’s minds. People thought that pilgrimage to
the Holy Land was a pledge for absolution. Journeys to Jerusalem became especially frequent in
the 11th century. Worship of the Holy Places turned into men’s demand (Michau, 2004: 9)".
They believed that death in the Holy Land would allow them to be beside Christ on Doomsday.
Thus, European public was ideologically prepared for the liberation of the Holy Sepulcher. In these
circumstances there emerged a simple anchorite Peter the Hermit of a distant monastery, who
practically headed the struggle between the East and the West. Viewing the Calvary and Christ’s
Sepulcher, the suffering of the Palestinian Christians inspired Peter with the necessity of liberating

* It should be noted that in the 1070s-1080s the Cilician population was largely comprised of Armenians
fleeing from the Seljuks.
" On the time of the Crusaders, see (The Crusades Era, 2003)
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Jerusalem from the Muslims. He arrived in Italy, fell at the feet of the Pope Urban II, begging his
support in this cause. The Pope promised the anchorite full support in the liberation of Jerusalem.

In 1195, a rally was held in the central square of the town of Clermont in France attended by a
countless crowd. A special throne was erected for the pope. Peter the Hermit was the first to
address the people. Urban II delivered a speech which presented Christ’s heritage as shamefully
enslaved and Christian Europe as an arena for the barbarians to prey upon. The pope called on the
people for a crusade and asked them to give aid to the Byzantine Emperor Alexius I Comnenus.
The crusaders, who received their name from the red cross drawn on their clothes, were assured by
Urban II that upon the end of the campaign they would be absolved of their sins. Urban II
personally visited the provinces of France, holding rallies at Rouen, Angers, Tours, Nimes.
The entire country was overwhelmed with warlike enthusiasm. The drive for pilgrimage was felt
everywhere. The enthusiasm of the French crusaders spread to other countries of Europe as well:
England, Germany, Italy and Spain. Men of all strata, rank and age rallied under the banner of the
cross. It is notable that thieves and brigands eagerly joined this movement (Michau, 2004: 14).
The point is that many crusaders dreamed of seizing lands and becoming rich. Urban II was well
aware of this, using this sentiment skillfully to entice the crusaders. In his speech at Clermont the
pope said: “Milk and honey flow from the land there. Jerusalem is a most fertile area. It is the hub
of the world and a second Paradise. The land invites you, awaiting to be freed and incessantly
entreating you to help it”.

Deus vult — “God wills it”, under this motto did the crusades argue the objective of their
campaign.

It should be borne in mind that Alexius Comnenus, beleaguered by the Seljuks and
Pechenegs, asked the leaders of West European states to rescue the Byzantine empire. In 1094 he
addressed the pope for aid. In 1095 a large wave of crusaders left for Jerusalem. The goal of at least
a large part of them was to set up independent principalities in the East, the conquest of
Byzantium, and finally, gaining superiority in trade with Byzantium and Muslim countries
(Uspenski, 1901: 2-3). The poverty-stricken masses of almost the entire Europe moved with their
families to liberate the Holy Sepulcher. The especially large number of the pilgrims (up to one
hundred thousand) had been overlooked. Lack of order and discipline, hunger (the crusaders
begged for alms on their way), the inhospitable encounter on the part of Hungarians® and
Bulgarians (their route lay through these countries, and a large part of the pilgrims were actually
annihilated) was the cause of the failure of the first wave.

The advent of the crusaders was the cause of disaster for the Byzantines. Alexius I Comnenus
granted the request of the crusaders and allowed them to move along the shores of the Bosphorus.
Here the attempt of the crusaders to cross into Turkey failed, with considerable losses. Those who
survived returned home.

In 1097 bands of the crusaders reached Constantinople. Alexius I Comnenus took caution
and dispersed them in the Empire, so that they might not unite and attack Byzantium. He obliged
the European knights to swear an oath of loyalty and to regain the lands seized by the Seljuks.
In addition, they were to recognize Alexius I as suzerain, themselves being content with vassalage.
In June 1097 the Byzantines retrieved Nicaea. The crusaders crossed Anatolia and, hungry and
thirsty, reached Cilicia. Here a split occurred between the leaders of the crusaders. Some thought of
setting up their own kingdoms, others remained loyal to the religious motive of the crusade.
They were less interested in Byzantium and its emperor, for they cared more for their own well-
being. In 1098 Baldwin of Bouillon®, declared himself count of Edessa2*, and brought the cities and
fortresses under control, actually setting up the first Latin State in the East. On 20 October 1097
the crusaders came up to Antioch. It was largely settled by Jacobite Syrians and Gregorian
Armenians. Antioch was a strongly fortified city, with a high stone wall surrounding it at the radius

* While crossing Hungary the pilgrims acted aggressively, slaying four thousand Hungarians, for which they
received retaliatory strikes, with high casualties. Then Belgrade was robbed, for which they were punished.
The ruler of Serbia stipulated that they should not stay in towns for more than three days.

* Baldwin was the brother of Godfrey of Bouillon; he was adopted by Taros, the ruler of Edessa. The latter
was killed during one of the revolts (in 1098)

* The county of Edessa was set up in Cilicia. Later the Principality of Antioch was founded here under the
Norman leader Bohemond of Taranto.
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of four miles. To the south four high hills abutted (with a stone wall inside); to the north the river
Orontes flowed past, playing the role of natural defense. Antioch was defended by 130 fortified
towers. The city had been seized from the Greeks by the Muslims who held it for 14 years. The head
of the city Baziam was locked in strongly with seven thousand cavalry and twenty thousand foot.
The crusaders besieged Antioch. Countless pilgrim tents were pitched around the city. The knights
were distinguished for patience and courage. After a seven-month siege Antioch was taken by the
crusaders (in 1098). The city fell through treason, being betrayed by an Armeniaan, Firuz, who was
in charge of defending three fortified towers. Following the capture of Antioch the Christian army
took the road to Jerusalem. At that time an epidemic broke out among the crusaders, claiming
50 thousand lives. Jerusalem — the city of Hebrew kings, prophets and Christ — was especially
attractive for the crusaders. They pitched their camp on the mounts of olives, to the north of the
city. Here were the tents of Godfrey of Bouillon, Robert of Normandy and Robert of Flanders.
The tents of Raymond of Toulouse and his entourage were pitched on the hill of St. Georgre. Part of
the soldiers of the Count of Toulouse were deployed on Mount Sion (Michau, 2004: 42, 43).

The offensive against Jerusalem, besieged by the crusaders, began at down, 14 July 1099.
Although the assault was heavy, the outcome was inconclusive. The assault was renewed on the
following day, 15 July. Following a stiff and bloody fight the crusaders entered Jerusalem.
Significantly enough, this happened precisely on the day and hour of the Crucifixion of the Lord.
The crusader who spilt blood, claiming the lives of seventy thousand persons, buoyantly went to the
temple of the Resurrection to worship the Holy Sepulcher. The kingdom of Jerusalem was founded,
comprising lands of Palestine and Syria. Later the crusaders took the town of Tripoli, setting up a
county here too. The eastern Mediterranean shores were in the hands of the crusaders.

The expedition inspired by the Pope Urban II proved useful for the barons and knights, who
seized great riches and lands. The Byzantine Emperor Alexius I Comnenus retrieved — through the
crusaders — the territories adjoining the Black sea, that had been seized by the Seljuks. Thousands
of the lower strata lost their lives in this struggle, and the survivors got nothing.

The kingdom of Jerusalem was predominant among the states set up by the crusaders.
The system of these states was analogous to that of West European countries. The local population
— be they Muslim or Christians — had not much liking for the crusaders, often rising against them.
It should be noted also that after the initial reverses the Seljuks began to rally gradually and were
preparing for revenge.

A significant role in the crusade movement was played by cities (especially Italian ones;
Genoa, Pisa, Venice, etc.), for the conquests of the Seljuks were tantamount to death — trade with
the East, came to a standstill. Therefore, they gave all-out support to arranging an expedition to the
East (History of the Middle Ages, 1952: 285-286).

3.2. Georgia’s attitude to the Crusades

What was the attitude of the Georgian state of the end of the 11t century to the crusades like?
To what extent did Georgian interests correspond to the European undertaking to liberate the Holy
Sepulcher?

The real objectives of the crusades must have been well known to David the Builder. At the
same time it was essential for the royal court to clarify the relations with the Byzantine Empire,
under whose influence Georgia was. One thing is clear: the administration of David the Builder
kept a close watch on the international situation: the routes of the crusaders, must have been
known to him as well as the outcomes of their battles. Furthermore, he timed the country’s policy
to the current state of affairs. It is noteworthy that David’s historian directly links the successes of
the Georgian kingdom against the Seljuks, the up building of Kartli and discontinuing the payment
of tribute to them to the capture of Antioch and Jerusalem by the crusaders. “The Franks came over
at that time and” took Jerusalem and Antioch, and with God’s help the land of Kartli was restored,
while David gained in power and enlarged his fighting forces. He paid no further Kharaj to the
sultan and the Turks were no longer able to winter in Kartli (The Life of the King, 2008: 309)".

To David’s historian the “Franks” were the crusaders. This was their appellation not only in
Georgia but in the entire Near East as well. The advent of the crusaders was per se a development

* The excerpt is borrowed from Katharine Vivian’s translation: The Georgian Chronicle, The Period of Giorgi -
Lasha, Adolf M. Hakkert, Amsterdam, 1991, p. 9.
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of world scale. Their each step “towards liberating Christ’s Sepulcher” was at the centre of
contemporary attention. In Zurab Avalishvili’s view, Georgia did not need aid from the crusaders,
nor did she expect such aid, or contemplate an alliance with them. In the scholar’s opinion, Georgia
was part of the East whose conquest the crusaders intended (Avalishvili, 1989: 27-44). This may
have been the case, and the crusaders did not aim to help Georgia, but it is clear that the
expeditions of the crusaders broke the power of the Seljuks. This, for its part facilitated the
implementation of David the Builder’s policy. The successful struggle of the Georgian king with the
Seljuks played into the hands of the crusaders. Hence the principalities set up by the crusaders
considered Georgia their friend. It should be emphasized that Georgia fought independently for her
freedom, without hoping for anybody’s help (obviously, nor did any other state intend to liberate
Georgia from the Seljuk violence). However it is clear that the wars waged by the crusaders had an
objectively positive impact on the liberation struggle of the Georgians. The action of the crusaders
and Georgia, though taken independently, was mutually beneficial.

Georgia’s gaining in power was largely the result of the internal development. In the opinion of
some scholars, among the foreign factors, the main was not the campaigns of the crusaders but the
disintegration of the state of the “Great Seljuks” (Gabashvili, 1957: 134). It cannot be denied that
following the break-up of the “Great Seljuk” state separate Turkish political units were strong from
the military viewpoint. Hence without the activity of the crusaders, the Seljuks might have inflicted
further damage to Georgia (Meskhia, 1965: 27; Kopaliani, 1968: 92, 93; Metreveli, 2002: 331).

One thing is clear, there was an essential difference between the goals of the Georgian
Kingdom and the leaders of the crusaders. The real, predatory intentions of the crusaders, draped
in the banner of liberating the Holy Sepulcher from infidels, soon became clear. The crusaders
annihilated the population of the East, carrying away enormous booty. Nor did they stop short of
shedding the blood of Christians. Neither could it be ruled out that when need arose and an
opportunity presented itself they might move against Georgia. In a word, under the slogan of
“liberating the Holy Land” the crusaders carried on a policy of conquests. Hence Georgia and the
crusaders could not have the same objectives. The Georgian people fought not against Islam but
against the Seljuks who were bent on conquering and uprooting Georgia. The people fought to
preserve their originality that was at stake.

David the Builder, who was called the defender of Christianiky in the East or the “sword of
the Messiah”, pursued a tolerant policy in relation to the Muslims, maintaining close contacts with
the Muslim world, as dictated by the home and foreign situation. Therefore, the alliance between
feudal Georgia and the crusaders was due to a temporary political situation (Meskhia, 1973: 72-81).

What was the situation with the crusaders following the taking of Jerusalem? Jerusalem, with
up to twenty adjoining towns and villages, constituted a kingdom with King Godfrey at its head.
The pilgrims were attracted by the charm of the Holy places and property. According to the laws of
the time, a person who lived for one year and one day in this or that house (that had earlier
belonged to a Muslim) and owned a certain plot of land became an owner of these (Michau, 2004:
60). Accordingly, a person who did not live in a home with a plot of land for the same period lost
the right of ownership.

On the eve of Christmas a large army of pilgrims flooded Jerusalem™.They were largely from
Pisa and Genoa, and were led by Bishop Duriano and Archbishop of Pisa Daimbert. The latter
arrived in Jerusalem as an apostolic legate and managed to misappropriate the patriarch’s throne
of Jerusalem. The new patriarch demanded from Godfrey, on behalf of the Church, to acknowledge
his supreme ownership of Jerusalem and Yafo. At the same time, the Holy city was visited by
Bohemond, an Antiochene prince, Baldwin, count of Edessa, and Raymond of Touluose, with
Italian pilgrims. Bohemond and Baldwin, as well as Godfrey, agreed to accept the investiture of the
conquered countries from the pope.

Disorder reigned in the kingdom of Jerusalem, set up following the victory of the Christians;
a deficit of legislation that could amend the situation was felt. King Godfrey convened a special
council in his palace on Zion hill and, together with the princes, adopted a legislation that he called
Jerusalem Assizes. Defined in the assizes were questions of interrelationship of the king and his

* At this time the kingdom of Jerusalem had an army of two to three hundred thousand knights. This was not
very large in comparison with outer forces, but the Christian arms instilled the enemy with fear, and for some
time the kingdom enjoyed peace.
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subordinates; the relationship of feudal lords and their vassals are ordered: the prerogative of royal
power is clarified. It should be noted that the Jerusalem assizes are important as the most refined
and well-formulated document of feudal law. Its shortcoming may be considered its focusing
attention mainly on armed persons (this is natural as war was important for this state). Ordinary
people (farmers, prisoners of war) were mentioned in passing (they were viewed as chattel). It is
significant that a hunting falcon and a slave had the same price, a war horse cost twice the price of
a commoner or prisoner”.

The affairs of the newly set up kingdom and principalities ware complicated. The Muslims
attacked them from different parts and inflicted heavy losses. The beginning of the second decade
of the 12t century was unsuccessful (1113, 1114, 1115). Muslim bands invading from the banks of the
Euphrates and the Tigris devastated Galilee. Other calamities came on top of this. Locusts
destroyed Palestinian plains, the county of Edessa and the Principality of Antioch were
overwhelmed with famine; earthquakes destroyed many settlements from Taurus to the Judean
deserts. After reigning for thirteen years, king Baldwin of Jerusalem died. He left behind Baldwin
of Le Bourg as his successor. The latter ascended the throne under the name of Baldwin II (1119).

Z. Avalishvili emphasized that “The principalities of the crusaders were set up abroad, on
others’ land... The religious zeal of West Europeans, the policy of the Roman Church, the quest of
the knights and gentry for “heroic exploits” and fame and spoils, the avarice prompting to capture
trade and sea ports” (Avalishvili, 1989: 32-33) left their imprint on the crusaders, campaign.
The scholar discusses the work of the French chronicler Gautier “The Antiochene Wars”, in which
he describes David the Builder’s victory in the Didgori battle. Gautier is elated with the success of
the Georgian king. It can be concluded from this work that, in the view of the crusaders, David’s
army was their ally, their real brothers in Christ. The crusaders viewed the Georgians as their
companions in arms and aiders (Avalishvili, 1989: 32-33).

The Georgia of the first quarter of the 12t century may be pictured as a crusading country
[One mays recall the appellations of David the Builder as “Christ’s slave” (“Abdulmesiani”) and the
“sword of the Messiah”]. We cannot overlook the fact that Georgia is a neighbor of Muslim
countries, sharing their culture to a certain extent. The Caucasus was widely populated with
Muslims. The Georgian state took all this into consideration, developing a broader national and
religions plan than “crusade proper” (Avalishvili, 1989: 32-33).

The crusades as a phenomenon did not constitute a firm alliance of the “Franks” and the
Georgians. Their relationship was due to a single religion (Christianity). They fought a common
enemy owing to different causes and aims.

3.3. The Georgian Kingdom and the Crusaders

David the Builder’s contacts with the crusaders is confirmed by Abul-Faraj; the author of a
Syrian chronicle. The participation of the Georgian army in the fight for Jerusalem (for the
liberation of Christ’s sepulcher) is pointed out by P. Ioseliani, V. Potto and N. Urbneli. There is a
report to the effect that David the builder often sent gifts to the Frank king Baldwin of Jerusalem
(Avalishvili, 1989: 48)". The report found in Prince Ioane’s “Kalmasoba” to the effect that Malik-
Shah’s son Tanghan Melik Sultan came secretly, disguised as a dervish, to visit Iberia and to see
king David, and in the same guise king Alexander... and among them was Baldwin (sik) king of
Jerusalem, who had won many victories over the Saracens or Arabs. And this Baldwin to Kartli
came secretly, as told by other histories ... and none of the Georgians learnt about their secret
coming, and they went back in the same year?” In this evidence interest attaches to the fact that
political figures of different countries came to David the Builder covertly. Contacts of Baldwin II
(1119-1131), king of Jerusalem, with David could really have taken place. It is significant that Prince
Ioane entered the story of Baldwin’s coming to Kartli “as told by other histories”. It is hard to say
specifically which “histories” (sources) Prince Ioane used. It is suggested in Georgian
historiography (Sh. Meshkhia, V. Kopaliani, Sh. Badridze) that at the end of the first two decades of
the 12t century, when the crusaders fought Il Ghazi and his allies during which Prince Roger of
Antioch and many European knights died, when king Baldwin II of Jerusalem vowed to fight

* “This legislation, surviving the Latin state itself, was a good deed for the Holy Land and a model institution
for the west that was still in barbarous condition” (Michau, 2004: 62).
" Quoted from Reinhold Rohricht. Gescht. Des Konigsreichs. Jerusalem (1110—1291, Innsbruck, 1898, p. 120.
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against the Seljuks and the government of Antioch (the retention of the latter city cost the
crusaders formidable losses), the aggravated situation induced the latter to look for an ally, and it
cannot be ruled out that Georgia seemed to them to be such an ally. Thus, in a definite situation the
contact between Georgia and the crusaders was mutually beneficial. Christian Georgia would help
the crusaders against the Seljuks, and the fight of the crusaders rendered easier for David to
triumph over the invaders and drive them out of the country. It may be an exaggeration, yet not
fortuitous, that the historian of David the Builder names “the king and sovereigns of the Franks”
among the kings that had “assembled under the shadow” of the Georgian king. Obviously, the
historian implies the crusaders under “Franks”. David the Builder appears to have been popular
among the crusaders.

A letter, sent by Anselus, the cantor of the Holy Sepulcher, to the congregation of the Paris
church of the Virgin, tells the story of the acquisition and disclosure of a cross made of the life-
giving pillar by Anselus (Anso). Z. Avalishvili paid attention to this event, devoting a special essay
to it (Avalishvili, 1989: 5-26)". Anselus’ letter was published at various times in Latin, French and
Georgian. Despite the fact that the letter is dated to 1108 (Z. Avalishvili), the view has been
expressed, which is probably not very far from the truth, that it was written after the death of David
the Builder. The content of the letter supports this view. “This cross was greatly revered and loved
in his lifetime by David, king of the Georgians”, that David who, like his ancestors, held and
guarded the Caspian Gate that keeps out the Gog and Magog, which his son has been doing to the
present day, whose land and kingdom is a bastion, so to speak, against the Medes and the
Persians”.

Following David’s decease and his son’s ascending the throne, his consort, to be revered for
her holiness rather than her noble descent, had her hair cut, attired herself in religious garments
and arrived in Jerusalem with a small retinue, bringing with her this cross and much gold, and it
was her desire not to return home but to end her life here in peace and tranquility".

It is clear from this quotation that David was already dead when the letter was being written.
It is said directly that after the death of David and the enthronement of his son his consort took the
cross and other valuables to Jerusalem. At the same time, the conduct of David’s widow is
considered to be praiseworthy not so much for her noble decent but holiness” This was probably
because Gurandukht, daughter of the Qipchaq Atraka Sharaghan’s son, was not considered to be of
high noble rank by Anselus, the “cantor and priest of the famed Holy Sepulcher.” He was charmed
rather by her holiness. Hence, reference in Anselus’ letter to David the Builder as deceased must
not be the result of an error (Metreveli, 2002: 335). Another view holds that David the Builder was
mentioned erroneously as deceased. “David’s widow” may as well have been the person whom
David had as wife before he married Gurandukht (Badridze, 1976: 16).

Anselus, letter is significant for its information on the Georgia of David the Builder’s time.
The Georgian state is considered a defender of the Caspian Gate and a “bastion of the crusaders” in
the fight against the Seljuks. The reference by the French psalm reader to Georgia as a “bastion”
clearly points to the existence of close relations between Georgia and the crusaders. Georgia
acquired special significance for the crusaders after David had driven the Seljuks out of the
country’s borders.

Anselus mentions David’s cross with special awe: “Of the gifts that God has given us, one gift
— great and inimitable — that is the cross made of the wood of the Holy Cross. I, yours
affectionately, for the honor of your church, yourself and for the enhancement and name of your
city, sent it with Anselm, your faithful... Now, the cross I sent you is made of two woods. There the
cross placed in the cross is the wood on which he hung; which is imbedded is of the wood that was
under the feet and supported the cross, both honorable, both Holy*.Donating the cross to the
church of the Virgin in Paris, Anselus entreated to be mentioned for his contribution in sending the
cross. He suggested the ready text: “Anselm, our priest, sent us this cross, made of the wood of the

* Z. Avalishvili. About one cross in the book “From the Time of the Crusaders”, Tbilisi, 1989.

* Letter of Anselm, the cantor of the Holy Sepulcher, to the congregation of the Paris Holy Virgin (see
Avalishvili, 1989: 17-18).

* Ibid. p. 17. According to tradition, Christ’s cross consisted of four woods. One was that on which Pipate
made the inscription; the other where the extended arms and legs were fixed, the third where the Lord’s body
was, the fourth the cross itself.
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Holy Cross, to our church, from Jerusalem”. He also asks to be mentioned in prayers after his
death. The conveyors of the cross from Jerusalem to Paris [this mission was headed by Fulk, son of
Anselm (Anselm was not alive then) informed bishop Galon from Fontain about their return and
the bringing of the cross. The bishop met the Holy Cross with the whole congregation. The cross
was taken into the Paris church of the Virgin solemnly. It was the first time when a cross was
brought to Paris from Jerusalem. To the French this cross seemed a symbol of the struggle of their
fraternal knights in Palestine, and there were many who wished to see it, worship it and receive
grace from it. To meet their wish, the wide field of St Denys was chosen and it was ordained that on
the second Wednesday of June of every year the cross brought from overseas (croix d’autre-mer)
would be raised here, the bishop would stand at a specially made pulpit and, following the prayers,
would bless the people with this cross — first facing east, from where it was brought, then south, to
Paris, where the cross was kept.

Anselus’ letter reports, incidentally, that David’s widow divided the treasure (gold) she had
brought with her and distributed it to the monasteries of the city. She also gave alms to the poor
and the travelers. Then she “took the monastic vows” at the Georgian nunnery in Jerusalem” .

Ancellus has his own version of the fate of the Lord’s cross. Christians cut the cross into
pieces and distributed them to churches of the believers'. Besides the emperor’s cross, there are
three crosses at Constantinople, two in Cyprus, one in Crete, one at Antioch, one at Edessa, one at
Alexandria, one at Ascalon, four at Jerusalem, the Syrians have one, the Greeks of St. Sabas one,
the monks of the Josaphat ravine, the Latins one, the king of the Georgians, and the Patriarch of
the Georgians one.

Avalishvili raises an interesting question: Is it believable that the king of Georgians (David
the Builder is implied) would not keep a treasure received by inheritance and more precious in the
eyes of all Christians in his home and not bequeath it to his son? Especially a king like David the
Builder whose seal bore the legend “Vanquisher of enemies with the cross, I, David, am invincible”?
Would this cross not be counted as a relic of the Bagrationis? Indeed, the cross acquired by
Ancellus may not have belonged to the Georgian king but one part of it, remade into a separate
cross and riveted.

It is clear from the foregoing that Ancellus®4, letter points to the extremely high popularity
and authority of Georgia in the first quarter of the 12t century and her king David the Builder in
the entire crusader world.

The Seljuks, weakened by the first strikes of the crusaders, tried to rally their forces; they
were uniting and getting ready for revenge. On separate occasions they did attain some successes.
In 1101 they defeated Europe’s army in Asia Minor. From time to time they attacked the crusaders.
From 1101 to 1105 the Fatimids organized land operations. The crusaders suffered substantial
losses. Georgia proved to be a serious support for the weakened political units of the crusaders®.
The Seljuks themselves considered Georgia to be an important force, ranking her higher than the
crusade political entities of Jerusalem, Tripoli and Antioch-Edessa (Kopaliani, 1968: 96).
The historian of David the Builder believes that the extreme harassment of the Seljuks by the
Georgian in the 1120s caused their irritation and marching out against Georgia.

“After several reverses of this kind the hard-pressed Turkomans, together with merchants of
Gandza, Thilisi and Dmanisi, went to approach the Sultan. Travelling through Persia, they dyed
themselves black — some their faces, some their hands and others their whole bodies: when they
related all the calamities that had befallen them people’s, sympathy was aroused and there was
great lamentation among the local inhabitants” (The Life of the King, 2008: 323-324; Vinsan’s
transl.: 23-24). Following this, a Turkish-Arab coalition army was mustered and it marched against

* The letter of Anselm, cantor of the Holy Sepulture

*Thil. p. 19.

* Special forces were created for the defence of the gains of the crusaders: the military-spiritual brotherbood
of the Templars was set up in 1118, the so-called “Temple” (order of Templars). The Teutons, spiritual order
was set up in 1119. Later it moved to the Baltic area, formally to convert the pagans to Christianity but
actually to conquer the Western Slavs. These orders constituted an important military force.
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Georgia to punish her. The army was commanded by Najm ad-Ain Il-Ghazi, the ruler of Bagdad,
and master of Mardin and Aleppo. He was most powerful among the Seljuk rulers.”

It is not accidental that in the Didgori battle (1120) David the Builder, apart from his own
troops (40 thousand Georgians, 13 thousand Qipchags, 500 Alans), availed himself of the service of
European knights as well (100 warriors). These were Europeans that had found their way to
Georgia during the crusades. The historians that made a special study of the participation of the
Franks in David’s army (T. Dadeshkeliani, I. Javakhishvili, S. Kakabadze, Sh. Meskhia and others)
consider the participation of the crusaders in David’s army quite possible, if we bear in mind that,
apart from Matheos Urhaetsi, the Frenchman Gautier, quite independently of him’, points to the
participation of the Franks in the Georgian army. I believe the view of “Franks” being the
“Varangians” (M. Brosset, S. Eremyan) is groundless. The evidence of the sources, observation of
historians and the than relations of the crusaders and the Georgians render the participation of the
crusaders in the battle of Didgori quite convincing (Meskhia, 1973: 106-107)* .

3.4. Georgia and Byzantium

Here I should like to touch upon David the Builder’s policy in relation to the Byzantine
empire “Throughout the 11t century Georgia was under the influence of Byzantium. It was at the
close of this century that David was the first among the kings of united Georgia to renounce the
Byzantine royal titles. It should be noted that in the 11t century all Georgian kings bore the titles of
Curopalates Nobilissimus, Sebastos or Caesar. David himself, prior to becoming king, bore the title
of Sebastos. In one document he is even referred to as “Panipersebastos” (Zhordania, 1893: 236).
The fact is that David renounced the Byzantine titles after he had achieved significant political and
economic success. That is why, beginning with the 1090s he is not referred to by any Byzantine
royal title in any source. In other words Georgia considered herself as a country on equal terms
with the Byzantine empire. David did his best to strengthen in all ways possible his relations with
Byzantium on terms of parity. This interest made the Georgian king take the step of dynastic
marriage by sending his daughter Kata in 1116 to Greece “as daughter- in law of the Greek king”.$
Following this dynastic marriage, David’s historian was right to say that the “king of the Greece”
was like “one of the household” of the Georgian king. The good-neighborly relations with the
Byzantine empire did not change to the last years of David the Builder’s reign (David preferred to
stay neutral and not to intervene in the split between his son-in-law (Isaak and the eldest son of
Alexius Comnenus Ioane), thereby ensuring the security of the south-western borders in the
Georgian kingdom (Metreveli, 2002: 329-330).

A very interesting piece of evidence is to be found with the First Historian of Tamar.
The author of “The Histories and Eulogies of the Sovereigns,” in narrating the battle of Shamkor,
recalls the courage of the Georgians, noting by the way that they remembered the courage and
triumphs of their forefathers and the thirty-seven heroes of old, who fought in the sight of David
and overcame a foreign force, and Vakhtang’s soldiers who fought with him:

“Now for the new David and for Giorgi, Tamar’s son, the eighty-first anointed descendant of
the Prophel David” (Zhordania, 1893: 439-440). The direct reference to “the troops of the new
David (the Builder — R.M.). ... in the battles of David (the Prophet — R.M.) joined at Jerusalem”
must imply the alliance netween the crusaders and the kingdom of Georgia. The crusaders are
allegorically considered to have been David the Prophet’s troops, whose goal was liberation of
Jerusalem, the capital of David the Prophet (Kekelidze, 1968: 78).

* II- Ghazi delivered a crushing defeat to the crusaders in 1119 on the bank of the Orontes, on the so-called
“bloody field”. He was pronounced immortal, and was since called Najm Ad-Din “star of the faith”.

* Gautier writes:.. “and the two hundred French warriors that he had he assigned to the front ranks, to deliver
the first strikes”. Ital. bella Antiochena, the Latin text with a Georgian translation and notes by Z.Avalishvili.
In the book “From the time of the Crusaders”, Thbilisi, 1989, p. 44.

* In the first half of the 12th century the term “Frank” became established in Georgia in reference to a West
European. A case is recorded when the term “Aleman” is used to refer to a German. “The Histories and
Eulogies of the Sovereigns”). This term must have been borrowed from the French.

§ As it transpires (Sh. Meskhia, V. Kopaliani, O. Lordkipanidze), Kata married Isaak, son of the Byzantine
emperor Alexius Comnenus.
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The Georgian king (especially David the Builder) were not oblivious to the dire straits
Armenia was in and they liberated Armenian lands conquered by the Seljuks. It was the effort of
the Georgians (jointly with the Armenians) that resulted in the “revival of Armenian state
formations ... within Georgian state hood” (Eremyan, 1979: 8)."

In 1144 the Seljuks besieged and took Edessa. This became the pretext for launching the
Second Crusade (1147-1149). Preaching commenced in Europe for starting the Second Crusade.
Unlike the first expedition, the second was supported not by the pope but by Abbot Bernard.
The expedition was led by kings Louis VII of France and Konrad III of Germany. The failure of the
Second Crusade was due to the aggravation of the opposition between the Byzantine empire and
the crusaders. Of the 24—thousand - strong army of the crusaders up to 5000 men reached Syria in
the spring of 1147. The German army was totally annihilated while crossing Asia Minor, while the
French suffered systematic attacks in their movement along the coastal zone. Louis VII was advised
to attack Halab (Aleppo) and to recover the lands lost across the Orontes river. Louis VII rejected
this counsel, taking the road to Jerusalem. In September 1148 Konrad had his troops embark on
ships, sending them to Europe. Six months later Louis VII did the same.

The Second Crusade ended in failure and the myth of the invincibility of the Europeans was
shattered. The monarchy of the Franks was weakening. Salah ad-Din (Saladin) came to lead the
fight against the Europeans. In 1183 he devastated Galilee, capturing many fortresses. The Muslims
delivered heavy strikes on the Europeans on land and sea. In 1185 Saladin concluded a peace with
the Latins. The power of the Muslims grew. In June 1187 Sultan Saladin crossed the river Jordan
with his main forces, besieging Tiberias; then the Europeans were actually routed at Hattin.
On 2 October 1187 Jerusalem fell, being triumphantly seized by Saladin.

Saladin’s victories outraged the peoples of Western Europe, leading to a third Crusade. The
expedition was headed by the German Emperor Frederick I Barbarossa, the French king Philip
Augustus and the English king Richard the Lion-Heart.

It should be noted that the Christian world of Western Europe was essentially altered almost
one hundred years after Urban II’s preaching. Crusades remained only in the interests of popes,
emperors and kings. The masses gave little support to the idea. In 1188 Frederick Barbarossa
defeated the sultan of Konya (Anatolia). The German army suffered great losses in Cilicia — in
crossing a river Frederick Barbarossa was drowned. Philip Augustus and Richard the Lion-heart
put to sea. The king of England captured Cyprus. In July 1191 the English and French took Acre.
Richard the Lion-Heart, who had a strong well-trained and well — armed army, won two important
victories: in September 1191 he triumphed at Arsuf and in August 1192 he took Yafo. For his part,
Saladin, who had no means of reinforcing his army, preferred to conclude a peace with the Franks
(2 September 1192). The Third Crusade prolonged to some extend the life of the Latin states (Tat,
2003: 117-118). At the same time it reduced the significance of Saladin’s victories. The crusade
showed that West-European Christianity was capable of mobilizing forces for an expedition in the
Holy Land. It should be said, however that on the historical scale victory remained with the
Muslims (Saladin). The attempt of the kingdom of Jerusalem and other Latin states to create a
powerful state ended in a fiasco (Tat, 2003: 118).

In general, the situation of the crusaders was becoming hopeless. The prospect of laying hold
of Jerusalem was practically nill. At this time, according to the historical sources, there was some
revival in the troops. The rise of a new hope was directly related to the name of the king-priest
Johannes, who lived in the East, appeared to be victorious and had the same goal of liberating the
Holy Sepulcher as the crusaders dreamed of. The German Chronicler Otto Frisingen (grandson of
the emperor Henry IV and uncle of Frederick Barbarossa (Kosminski, 1963: 23-26; Badridze, 1968:
363-400) narrates in his Chronicle (Ottonis Episcope, 1569: 146-147) that, in the words of a Syrian
bishop, “Johannes king-and-priest, who lives beyond Persia and Armenia, in the extreme east ... in
one of his battles defeated the kings of Persia and Media ... and took their capital city Ecbatana”.
After this, in the Chroniclers words, Johannes set out on a campaign to help the church of
Jerusalem. Otto stresses that this person, according to here say, “Is a descendant of the Magi
mentioned in the Gospel and that he held sway over many peoples” (Oppert, 1870: 13-14).
The information of the Syrian bishop boosted the morale of the crusaders. They believed that the

* According to “Kartlis Tskhovreba”, David the Builder was the seventy-eighth descendant of David the
Prophet, and Tamar was the eighty-first (after Demetre I and Giorgi III).
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king-priest would come to the aid of Jerusalem. The report of the Syrian bishop in 1145 was
embellished with new glory in the second half of the 12t century.

The evidence of Otto of Frisingen on Johannes the king-priest has been discussed in the
specialist literature. Added to this is the so-called letter of Johannes the high priest, composed in
the middle of the 12t century. The extant manuscript of the letter is dated to 1177. Johannes
declares that he is powerful and wealthy and owns vast lands. The letter speaks also of his goodness
and love of God. This is why the crusaders placed hope in him. However, in the time of decline of
the crusade movement, towards the close of the 12t century, Johannes the king-priest no longer
figured in the crusaders’ perception, which was due to the futile expectation of him. I have focused
on this legend because in the scholarly literature Johannes the king-priest has been identified with
David the Builder, for the majority of Christians called him “king David” (rex David) (Badridze,
1968: 369).

The tradition on Johannes the king-priest was apparently created in the first half of the 12t
century. It was based on the rumours afloat in Europe about David the Builder and his son
Demetre I, in particular about their fight against the Seljuks. It is noteworthy that one of the
remembrances of the order of the Knights Templars, found in a Georgian manuscript in Jerusalem,
contains agapes of the crusader Knights Templars compiled in the 12t century (Metreveli, 1962).
These agapes show clearly the close acquaintance of the Georgians and the Templars. It transpires
that the Knights Templars donated estates and money to the Georgian Monastery of the Cross.

From the early 13t century internal political strife took place in the Byzantine empire.
The country was weakened economically. In 1202 Isaak IT Ancelos was dethroned by conspirators.
His son Alexius visited the pope to ask for his assistance in regaining the throne. In return, he
promised participation in crusades and subordination of the Byzantine Church to Rome.
Then Alexius called on his brother-in law (husband of his sister) Philip of Swabia. Through the
latter, the crusaders promised to help Alexius. And indeed, in June 1203 the throne was restored to
Isaak and Alexius. But this act did not bring stability. In January 1204 the rebellious population of
Constantinople again ousted the emperor, bringing down the imperial power.

Under the conditions of turmoil the crusaders made another attack against the empire.
On April 13 they took Constantinople, wreaking havoc on the residents of the capital and
destroying architectural monuments.

The weakening of the Byzantine empire appears to have been used by the Georgian royal
court to its advantage. An incident was used as a pretext. According to Basil the Ezosmodzghuari,
the monks of the Black Mountain, Antioch, Cyprus and the Holy Mountain had arrived for
“charity”. Queen Tamar received them with great honor, treating them “as if they were Angels”
according to Bazil the Erosmodzghvari, “on one occasion according to their custom, monks of the
Black Mountain, Antioch, and the island of Cyprus came out to perform acts of charity, as well as
from the Holy Mountain. Tamar, as was her wont received them like angels and kept them for
several days, treating them generously and providing for all their needs. Finally she gave a large
sum of gold... to those who had travelled the furthest, to share between themselves and all the
monasteries” (Ezosmodzghvari, 2008: 307; Vivian: 86). The monks departed and, when they came
to Constantinople, men of the Byzantine emperor Alexius robbed them. The chronicler describes
Alexius as a greedy person, “who had his brother Isaac’s eyes put out and seized the throne. He was
in every way a villain, unfit to reign and abominated by every one, most especially for his greed
(Ezosmodzghvari, 2008: 507; Vivian: 86).

When Queen Tamar knew about this act committed by Alexius, in her anger she sent a sizable
army stationed beyond the Likhi mountain, actually declaring war on the Byzantine empire. As the
result of the active military operations along the south-eastern shore of the Black Sea, her army
took Lazia, Trebizond, Limon, Sinope, Kerasund, Kitiora, Amastris, Heraclea and every part of
Paphlagonis and Pontus”. This was a significant territory, and Queen Tamar set up a state of these
conquered regions, offering it to her kinsman Alexius Comnenus, son of Andronicus, who at that
time had taken refuge with Queen Tamar”. The Byzantine historian Michael Panaretos says:
“The great Comnenus master Alexius came, from the magnificent city of Constantinople, and he
marched out at the will and effort of Tamar. His father’s sister, and, aged 22, he took Trebizond in
April 1204. He reigned for 18 years and died at the age of forty, on the 15t of February 1222
(Panaretos Michael, 1960: 16).

This is how the kingdom of Trebzond was set up in 1204 (Karpov, 2006: 34, 134-142).
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According to Tamar’s historian Basil, this defeat of Byzantium in Asia Minor and the setting
up of a buffer state of Georgian orientation had a great response among the crusaders, serving as
an impetus for their future activity. “When the Franks came to know that the Greeks were deprived
of all support from the East, the Venetians set out and took the capital city from them, gaining also
royal power, and the wretched Alexius took refuge with her son-in-law in Bulgaria” (Histories and
Eulogies, 2008: 507; Vivian: 87). It is notable that the Bulgarian king (son-in-law of Alexius) had
knowledge of the greed of Alexius, “he took him to a fortress where a large amount of gold was
displayed to him, and said: "Ah Alexius, here is your heart’s desire, take this gold in place of any
other food, drink, since it is for this that you have brought down the royal house of the Christians
and dissipated the empire of the Greeks”. Alexius “deprived of God’s help died here”.

It should be noted that the above scheme of “Kartlis Tskhovreba” (confiscation of the gold
granted by Tamar by the Emperor of the Greeks — the Georgian campaign in retaliation and
capture of places in Asia Minor — the seizure of Constantinople by the Franks) was viewed critically
by Zurab Avalishvili (Avalishvili, 1989: 52-94). In the first place the scholar stressed the point that
the dethroning of Alexius Angelos and the setting up of the kingdom of Trebizond belong to the
period of the Fourth Crusade and that this fact should be taken into account. Avalishvili reviews the
literature available on the kingdom of Trebizond and considers that Georgia was attracted by the
“Chan” image of Trebizond. Indeed, the south-eastern shore of the Black Sea was inhabited by the
Chan and related Georgian tribes. It should be also borne in mind that the weakening of the
Byzantine empire was followed by the growth of the activity of the Turks settled in Asia Minor.
Naturally, the Georgian population residing there was also threatened. Thus, the founding of the
kingdom of Trebizond preceded the final fall of Constantinople.

Be that as it may, there is no doubt that the establishment of the kingdom of Trebizond was
the result of the active policy conducted by the Georgian royal court and “it was an instrument of
her foreign policy” (Uspenski, 1948: 601).

One more question. Why did the kingdom of Georgia take the road of raising the Comnenus
to the throne in the kingdom of Trebizond? Georgia’s patronage and active assistance of the
Comnenus should be accounted for by the fact that several generations of the latter had resided in
Georgia and were related to the Georgian royal dynasty, with special considerations of the state,
close neighborhood of Chaneti, and perhaps ethnic kinship with its dynasty. How did the
Comnenus find their way to the Georgian royal court? What was the dynastic link between them, in
particular between the Georgian Bagrationis and the younger branch of the Comnenus. In 1185 the
Byzantine emperor Andronicus Comnenus was dethroned and killed. The kingdom was taken over
by representatives of the house of Angelos. Isaac was enthroned. Of the Comnenus the emperor
Andronicus’ son Manoel was also slain. Manoel’s sons Alexius and David survived, finding refuge at
the court of the Georgian Queen Tamar.

As to kinship, here we should recall David the Builder’s daughter Kata who married in
Byzantium “In the same year king Demetre died, and Demetre’s sister Tamar, builder of Tighva,
she too passed away and her sister Queen Kata was marred in Greece (The Chronicler: 352). As is
known, Kata married Alexius I's son Isaak Comnenus. Kata and Isaak had a son Andronicus, who
visited Giorgi III, king of Georgia”, with his wife of radiant face and beautiful with children and
niece, the brother’s son of the father of the great emperor and king of the entire West and Greece”
(Histories and Eulogies, 2008: 392).

The first historian of Queen Tamar doubtless points to close kinship by noting: "And as was
befitting, he, thanking God, accepted and did appropriate honor to his nephew, and granting him
towns and fortresses to his satisfaction, he set seats for him close to his own throne...”, and so on.
The relationship of the Bagrations and the Comnenus is clear. Andronicus was Giorgi III’s cousin,
i.e. Demetre’s sister’s son and Demetre himself was sibling brother of Kata (this fact is confirmed
by the Byzantine historian Michael Panaretos too). The Alexius Comnenus, mentioned in the
source, was the grandson of Andronicus. It was he that became the first king of the Empire of
Trebizond.
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Let us look at the genealogy (naming only one of each generation):

Alexius I Comnenus David the Builder
Isaak Demetre V
(Kata’s husband) (brother of Kata)
Andronicus Manuel Alexius Giorgi I11
(king of Trebizond) Tamar

The Empire of Trebizond played an important role in Georgia’s economic, strategic and
political life. Its existence was especially essential for checking the attacks of the Byzantines from
the west and the Turkish sultanate of Rum from the south-west.

Alexius Comnenus was the mainstay of the Georgian royal court in the country’s foreign
policy, especially in the relations with Byzantium. A considerable part of the Greeks inhabiting the
Black Sea littoral looked hopefully to the Comnenus reigning in Trebizond. They doubtless enjoyed
a high reputation and the compatriots had not lost the illusion of regaining the throne of their
ancestors. Embarking on the political arena through the Georgian royal court, Alexius and David
Comnenious were forced to plunge into political turmoil in Asia Minor.

In the closing years of Alexius’ reign, the Georgian government was au courant of the internal
political life of Byzantium, occasionally actively intervening in the political developments in
Byzantium.

Throughout the existence of the Empire of Trebizond (1204-1461) two political orientations
and cultural tendencies took shape at its royal court — Georgian and Byzantine. The Comnenus
were loyal to Georgia, her royal court and the Georgian kings. This was clear in the period of
Georgia’s heyday. Following the invasions of the Mongols and the decline of Georgia, this situation
altered to some extent, the Georgian orientation acquiring a somewhat unstable character.

Thus, the setting up of a major empire populated mainly with Georgian peoples of Georgian
orientation in the neighbourhood of Georgia in the reign of Queen Tamar was beyond doubt a
significant event — a triumph of Georgian policy and diplomacy, based on Georgia’s power and
consideration of the international situation (the 4t Crusade, the weakening of the Byzantine
empire), occurring early in the 13t century.

The 5% Crusade (1217-1221) was directed against Egypt. The Franks sought to gain
Jerusalem in return for Ayyubid lands. Indeed, they won several major victories and the Ayyubids
offered the restoration of the boundaries of Jerusalem within the old limits. Here the pope’s legate,
who led the campaign, abstained from accepting the offer in the expectation of more — they tried to
set up a Frank state in Egypt.

Before setting out, Pope Honorius, sent a special letter to King Lasha-Giorgi (1213—1222),
calling on the Georgian king for a joint expedition which, in the pope’s view, would facilitate the
“destruction of the Muslim world”. Lasha-Giorgi agreed to the Georgian army’s participation in the
campaign. The noble feudal lords too assented. They believed that fight for Holy Sepulcher was
their duty too. The Georgian began preparations for the campaign, but they did not take part in this
campaign. It is hard to tell the cause. It is not ruled out that the route of this expedition — Egypt —
was not comprehensible to the Georgians. Whereas they were ready to fight for Jerusalem, the
conquest of Egyptian lands was hard to understand for them.

From the 1220s the entire international situation changed. The appearance of Mongol hordes
from Central Asia was the heaviest blow to the whole world, including Georgia. The Mongol army
led by Genghis-Khan took Khoresm. Twenty thousand warriors were sent under Jebe and Subudai
in pursuit of the fleeing Khwarazm-Shah. The army passed through Iran and Azerbaijan without
falling on the track of the Khwarazm-Shah. In 1220 the Mongols invaded Georgia’s frontiers. At the
first encounter the Georgian army was defeated. The Mongols retreated to Mughan where they
wintered and the next year (1221) they attacked Georgia again. This time the Georgians forced the
enemy to leave Georgia for the Northern Caucasus. In this battle Lasha-Giorgi was wounded and he
died in 1222.

Like his ancestors, Lasha-Giorgi was known in the countries of the West. Interest attaches to
the letter of the French crusader De Bois to the archbishop of Besancon (France) Amede de
Tremley. The French crusader informs the archbishop: “...I have learnt from reliable sources that
certain Christians called Georgians from Iberia, equipped with countless cavalry and foot soldiers,
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pleasing god, have risen in haste against the faithless infidels and taken 360 fortresses and 9 large
cities: they have conquered the strong ones, and turned to ashes the weak ones. Of the cities of the
pagans, one lying on the Euphrates, has proved to be the most distinguished and large”.

The French crusader hopes that the Georgian (Giorgians) ... will come to deliver the Holy
Land of Jerusalem and will bring pagandom low. Their noble king is sixteen years old, a peer to
Alexander in power and goodness, though not in faith. This youth carries with him the bones of his
mother, the mightiest Queen Tamar who, while still living, vowed to go to Jerusalem and she asked
her son, should she pass away, to take her bones to the Lord’s Sepulcher.

I shall not discuss De Bois’ letter here. I should note only that it shows clearly the high
(it may be said, exaggerated) view of the Georgians and hope for the aid.

The 1239s-1240s proved hard for Georgia. The Mongols put the country in a dire situation,
practically placing it under their rule. Obviously, Rusudan (1222-1245), the Queen of Georgia,
could offer no resistance to the invaders. She appealed for assistance to Pope Gregory IX. The pope
was full of his own problems to act on this request.

Queen Rusudan sent a special letter to pope Honorius III, telling him that the Georgians were
ready to take part in a campaign in Syria in liberating Holy places. She asked the pope to inform
her of the time when the emperor set out on his campaign, for the Commander Ivane might march
out at the same time to aid him. Ivane Mkhargredzeli too sent a letter to the pope in which he
informed him of his readiness to march out with his entire army to aid the Christians. At the same
time he wrote to the pope that many nobles had “accepted the Cross” (i.e. become crusader). In his
letter of reply to Rusudan the pope expressed his satisfaction, praised her intention and informed
her that “the brilliant and august Emperor, Frederick king of Sicily intended to start the campaign
one year after the festival of John the Baptist. Ivane Mkhargredzeli too sent an analogous letter.
Owing to the aggravation of the political situation the Georgians failed to carry out this mission.

Because of the impending Mongol threat, the crusade organized on the initiative of the
German Emperor Frederick II, which made a sensation, had some success. An agreement was
concluded with Sultan al-Kamil on 11 February 1229, according to which Jerusalem passed into the
possession of Frederick II. The agreement, concluded on condition of mutual recognition, pleased
the Muslims but not the papacy (Tat, 2003: 121). The settlement proved short-lived. The successors
of Sultan al-Kamil, jointly with the refugees from Khoresm, managed to capture Jerusalem. For its
part the loss of Jerusalem became the cause of the Seventh Crusade (1248-1249). The crusaders
were led by St. Lodovico. This time the German empire and England did not take part in the
expedition.

The campaign ended in a full fiasco for the crusaders. The king and his knights were taken
capture in the Egyptian city of Manstira on 6 April 1250. The crusaders paid a large ransom for
their liberty. At this time the guards of Turk sultans — Mamluks — seized power in Cairo,
establishing a military regime.

Upon establishing a state in Iran, Hulagu decided to capture Mesopotamia and Syria. He took
Bagdad (1258) and overthrew the Abbasid Caliphate. In the same period the Latin states were on
the verge of disintegration. The Genoese fought the Venetians, then the Pisans. On top of this there
started a split between the dynasties. For fear of an invasion of the Mongols the Franks took a
favorable attitude to the Mamluks, who actually cheeked the Mongol attack in 1260. The Mamluk
Sultan Baybars conquered Muslim Syria. The Eighth Crusade availed nothing against the Mamluks.
On 18 May 1291 Acre was taken, and on 28 May the stronghold defended by the Templars fell, the
Europeans were expelled. The only man who remained was the king of Jerusalem, but he resided in
Cyprus and his kingship was of somewhat formal nature. A two hundred year epopee of fierce fight
practically came to an end. Its outcome was deplorable: the confrontation of the peoples of the
West and East. This confrontation lasted for quite some time.

Beginning with the crusades Georgia was considered an active force in Europe and the Near
East. Towards the second half of the 12th century Georgia threw off the Mongol yoke, regaining her
old borders (“From Nikopsia to Daruband, from Ovseti to Aragats”). In the eyes of foreigners
Georgia was a powerful state that had a strong king and army defending Christianity. For example,
Giorgi the Brilliant (1314-1346) is represented in the letters of the Egyptian sultan as “well known
and famed best among kings” and, which is most important, glorifier of the Holy places, the
mainstay of Christians, helper of the pope ...” (Silagadze, 1989: 103-104; Tsereteli, 1949: 78-79).
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It is significant that in the first half of the 14% century Georgia had intensive relations with
the pope, the Empire of Trebzond, and the Mamluk Sultanate of Egypt.

After shaking off of the Mongol dominance, the strengthened Georgia began to care towards
bettering the status of Georgians and other Christian peoples hard pressed in Jerusalem. For a time
the Monastery of the Cross (belonging to the Georgians) had been transformed into a mosque of
the Egyptian Mamluks. In 1305 David VIII regained the monastery (Metreveli, 1962: 42-45).
The church of the Resurrection of Christ, the Calvary, the Holy Sepulcher remained under
Egyptians. They kept the “keys” and they administered the entry and exit of the monastic complex
(Metreveli, 1962: 46-47).

Giorgi the Brilliant sent special envoys to the sultan of Egypt in 1316 and 1320. The king
demanded the mitigation of the condition of each Christian, and in turn, obliged himself to give
military aid when needed. The sultan seems to have heeded this request and he abrogated the rule
introduced to humiliate Christians (in riding a horse (donkey) they had to have their legs on one
side. Giorgi the Brilliant demanded the return of the keys of the Holy Sepulcher. This request too
was granted by the sultan. (The yarlyq, brought back by the Georgian envoys (Pipa the eristavi of
Ksani and the dean Ioane Bandaidze), stresses the granting of “all the requests, for the keys were
given to the Georgians”. It is significant that several agapes were ordained for the services done to
Jerusalem by Giorgi the Brilliant (Metreveli, 1962: 26, 126, 149, 251).

The measures taken by Giorgi the Brilliant were obviously not directly linked to the crusades
(the movement was already waning), yet they were a continuation of the fight for their ideas.
The retrieval of the Monastery of the Cross, mastery of the keys of the Holy Sepulcher, care for the
rights not only of Georgians but of the Christian faith of other peoples again raised the authority of
the kingdom of Georgia, its political prestige acquiring international scale.

4. Conclusion

The Crusades had a certain relation with Georgia from the very beginning. David IV the
Builder connected the conquest of Antioch and Jerusalem by the Crusaders with the most
important event in the history of Georgia — the suspension of the payment of tribute (1099) to the
Seljuk Turks, and Georgia became truly independent. The Georgians and the Crusaders became
allies in the fight against the Seljuk Turks. According to the Georgian sources, the army of David
the Builder fought side by side with the Crusaders in Jerusalem. The Georgian King had a
relationship with the King of Jerusalem. It was not accidental that European knights (Crusaders)
fought in the ranks of the Georgian army in the Battle of Didgori (1121).

The relations with the Crusaders can be traced through the twelfth century and the first half
of the thirteenth one. This relations stood out during the reign of George III (1156—1184). Taking
into account the complex political situation that was in Byzantium before the conquest of
Constantinople (1204), Queen Tamar (1184—1213) inducted the army along the Georgian Black Sea
coast on the border of the Byzantine Empire, resulting in giving the grounding to Trabzon Empire.

Subsequent interrelations between the Kingdom of Georgia and the Crusaders [Georgians
were preparing to participate in the V Crusade (1217-1221)] interfered the invasion of the Mongols.

After leaving the dominance of the Mongols, George V the Brilliant held the activities, which
had no direct connection with the Crusades, however, they were the continuation of the struggle for
their ideology. The tendance about the rights of Christians (not only Georgians, but also Christians
of other nations) raised the political prestige of the Kingdom of Georgia and ensured the prestige in
the international arena.
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Kpecrosbie moxoasl u IllapcerBo I'py3uu

Poun MetpeBesu 2> "

a HanpoHasbHAsA akazeMus Hayk ['pysuu, Tounucu, I'py3us

AnHoTamua. KpecToBble MOX0Abl B 3HAUYUTEJBHOM CTENEHU IMOBIUSUIM Ha CyAbOy
IPY3UHCKOTO TocCy/apcTBa. I'py3WMHCKMII LAPCKUM JBOP MHCIOJIB30BAI B CBOMX HHTeEpecax
HaynHaHUA eBponeiines. lapuny IV Ctpourenio (1089—-1125) xopo1io 6pU1H U3BECTHBI HACTOSAIITE
I[eJI1 KPECTOBBIX BOWH. [PY3WMHCKMU Iaph paccuuTajd I[OJUTUKY CTPaHbl Ha OCHOBE
oOpaszoBaBIIeiicsa MeXAyHAapOAHON KOHBIOHKTYPHI, KPECTOBbIE IOXO/bI CJIOMUJIU MOIIb TYPKOB-
CEeJIB/KYKOB, UTO, B CBOIO OYepe/lb, CIOCOOCTBOBAJIO yCIleXy B aKTUBU3AIMU OCBOOOAUTETBHOU
BOUHBI IPY3UHAMU.

Ha Bocroke, /laBuzma IV Crpoutesns cuuTaqyd 3alUTHUKOM XPUCTUAHCTBA U, YTO OH
O/THOBPEMEHHO BEJI TOJIEPAHTHYIO IOJUTUKY IO OTHOILIEHWIO K MyCyJbMaHaM, y Hero ObLId
TBEp/ible CBA3U C MYCYJIbMaHCKUM MUpPOM. Bce 3T0 ObLIO 00yCJIOBJIEHO BHYTpEHHEH U BHeENIHeH
obcTaHOBKON rocyzmapcrBa. Takum o6pa3om, CBf3b MeEXKAy TPY3HHCKHM [IAPCTBOM U
KPEeCTOHOCIIaMH ObljIa BRI3BAHA OIPEEIEHHBIMU OJTUTUIECKUMHE 00CTOSATETbCTBAMU.

C kpecroHociiamu oTHoIeHuss umenu 1apu I'eopruii I (1156—1187), Tamap (1181-1213),
Jlama-T'eopruii (1213—1222), Pycynan (1223—-1245) u Apyrue.

B nmepBoncTOUHMKAX — MHUChbMaxX MHOCTPAHHBIX Iapeil BHICOKMMU MOYECTSMHU YIIOMUHAETCS
mapp [eopruii V Biucrarenbhbiii (1314—1346). Ero MMeHYIOT BOCXBaJIMTENIEM CBATBIX MECT B
Hepycanmme u omopoil xpucruanctsa. [IpoBenennbie MeporpusaTus ['eopruem bimcraTepHbIM
He MMeJIU HeIlOCPE/ICTBEHHYIO CBA3b ¢ KPECTOBBIMH ITOXO/IAaMU, HO IPEJICTABJIAIN IIPOJIOIKEHNE
60oprOBI UX uzAeosoTHH. 3a060Ta O XPUCTHAHCTBE NOJHsIA aBTOpUTeT I'pysmHckoro llapctBa u
obecrnieunsia aBTOPUTET HA MEXKAYHAPOIHON apeHe.

KiroueBble cjioBa: KpecToBble 1OX0/bl, I'py3uHckoe apcTBo, 3alIUTHUK XPHUCTHAHCTBA,
cBATBIe MecTa Mepycanuma.

* KoppecrmioHIMPYyIONHUi aBTOP
Asipeca 371eKTpOHHOH MOYTHI: roin@metreveli-co (P. MeTpeBesn)
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Features of Coinage Tripoli
Timur M. Khusyainov 2. *
a Higher School of Economics, Russian Federation

Abstract

This article deals with the problems of Tripoli County coinage, created during the First
Crusade. In particular, it considered the period from the beginning of the minting of the first coins,
which began in 1109 after the capture of the fortress of Tripoli until the fall of the city under the
onslaught of the army of the Egyptian Sultan al-Kilaun Alfie. The basis of this study was the
analysis of images of copper, silver and gold coins of Tripoli County. Also, in this paper, it was used
the studies of Russian and foreign authors — experts in the field of numismatics and history. As a
result of the study it was observed borrowing and imitation in this period coins of other countries,
especially France and Venice. Over time, the coin on the image underwent some changes.

Keywords: coinage, County of Tripoli, crusaders, crusade.

1. BBegenue

Paitmong,  Cen-Kwuibckuil  crasi  mepBeIM  0APOHOM,  NPHUCOEAWHUBINUMCA K
opranuzoBanHoMy [lamoit Pumckum ITepBomy KpecroBomy moxoza. B 1102 r. oH o6ocHOBasics B
Toproce u ocammn kpemnocTh Tpumosu. 37ech OH MPWIOKHI BCe YCHIHA JJIs 3axBaTa STOU
MECTHOCTH, KOTOpasi eMy IMOHPaBUJIaCh, KOT/Ia OH IPOXOMJI €Ill€ 10 Hell BrepBble. XpoHUCT VIOH
anb-Kasanucu omuchiBaer 3TOT rof Tak: «®Paxp amb-Mosibk MI6H AMMap, mpaBuresb Tpumosi,
HaIpaBWI HaM IIOCJIaHWEe, B HEM OH IIPOCHJI oMol B 60pbbe mpotuB rpada CeH-KUILIbCKOTO,
ocaxkzasiiero Tpurmosu ¢ ¢ppaHKCKOH apMuel, U o0palacsa ¢ HaCTOMYUBOH MPOChOOU MPUCIAThH
€My B IOJIZIEPIKKY U MTOAKPeIUIeHre BoricKka Jlamacka; cusi mpochba ObLia yI0BJIETBOPEHA, U apMUS
HampaBwiIach B ero 3emyid. OH oOpaTuiics ¢ IPU3bIBOM M K SMHUPY — IPABUTEII0 X0Mca, KOTOPhIXA
TOKe TTPUOBLIT CO CBOEN apMUel. ATU BeJIMKHEe YHUCIOM BOKMCKa COOpaICh BMECTE M HAIIPABIJINCH K
Toproce. ®panku Opocwinch Ha HUX, 00€e apMuUud NPUOJIUBWINCH, U COIUINCH B OWTBe.
MycysibMaHCKHEe BOMCKa ObLIN pa30UThI MHOTOOOKHUKAMHU U TIOTEPSUTH MHOKECTBO JIIOJIEN; Te, KTO
CMOTJIH CIIACTUCh, BepHYJIUCH B Jlamack 1 XoMc, TOTEPSB IIPU 3TOM CBOMX BOMHOB» (Buiimap, 2003).

I'paderBo Tpumosm — mocieaHee U3 YETBIPEX XPUCTHAHCKUX TOCY/IAPCTB KPECTOHOCIIEB,
CO37JaHHBIX TTocJie IIepBOTro KpecToBOro moxo/ia. JlaHHOe rocyZIapCcTBO IMIPOCYIIECTBOBAJIO B IEPUO/T
c 1105 mo 1289 roA W pacmoJiarajoch Ha TeppuTopuu coBpeMeHHoro JluBana. OcHoBareseM
rpadcrBa cuntaercsa rpad Panimynp Tyirysckuil, wianu n3BecTHBIH Kak Pavimonp CeH-KHIIbCKUH,
aKTUBHYIO IIOMOIINb KOTOPOMY OKasbIBau IoMmoinb Bu3aHTHUUILI (Collection, 1824), omHako
Paiimony ymep emié B xoze ocazibl Tpurosin, a y:Ke ero HacJeTHUKU B3SUIH KPEIOCTh U CO37ald
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CBOE rocyZlapCcTBO.

ITocne cmeptu Paiimonpa Tymysckoro, mpasButTesieM TpuUNoaM cTal ero IUIEMAHHUK —
I'mibom HopzaH, KOTOPBIM BOCHOJIB30BAJICA OTCYTCTBHEM CTapliero cblHa PalimyHzia u
MaJIoJIeTcTBOM Apyroro. OH IpaBUJI 10 TeX MOP MOKa He OBLI CBEPTHYT B 1109 ToJy, MPUOBIBIIUM
crapmiuM cblHOM PaiiMmyHzna — bepTpaHoM. 10 MIOHA 1109 roa NpH mnojjep:kke banmymHa I,
kopoJia Mepycanuma, u renyasckoro ¢uiora beprpan B3sa Tpunomnu. B Tom ke rogy ymep I'miabom
Woppaan, uto ykpenuiao HOBOro rpada Ha TPOHe.

2, MaTtepuaJjibl 1 METOAbI

2.1. OCHOBHBIMU HCTOYHHKAMHU IIPU HANHCAHUU JAHHOU PpabOThl CcTayi H300pa’keHus
MEJIHBIX, cepeOpsAHBIX U 30J0ThIXx MOHeT ['padcerBa Tpumosnu. Taxkxke, B paMKax JaHHOTO
VICCJIEZIOBAHUSA OBLIM WCIIOJIb30BAaHBI HCCJIEZIOBAHUS POCCHUHCKUX U 3apy0eKHBIX aBTOPOB —
CIEIUATIMCTOB B 00JIACTH HYMH3MATHUKU. [[OTOJHUTENIbHO OBLIHM HCIOJIH30BAaHBI PabOTHI IIO
uctropuu Tpunoiu, nabpl paccMaTpuBaeMoe sBJIeHUe ObLIO M3y4eHO 0e3 OTphIBa OT 00IIero
HCTOPHUYECKOIO0 KOHTEKCTA.

2.2. B xoze Hamiero ucciiefoBaHUsS OBUIM HCIIOJIB30BAaHBI OCHOBHBIE METO/BI ITO3HAHUSA:
aHAJIU3 W CHUHTe3, CHUCTEMHBI M CPaBHUTEJbHBIA. BHIOOD MeTOlOB OBLI c/ielaH HAa OCHOBE
IPUHINIIOB HAayYHONH OOBEKTUBHOCTH, CHUCTEMHOCTH ¥ HCTOPH3Ma, U OOYCJIOBJIEH OOBEKTOM,
IIpeAMeTOM, a TAKXKe LIeJIbI0 U 3a/la4aMu, IIOCTaBJIECHHBIMU B paMKax JAaHHOT'O UCCIIeJOBAHNUA.

3. Pe3yabTaTsl HCCIEeOBAHUA

Emé B 1980 romy C./I»x. CabuH oTMedasl HEeAOCTAaTOYHOCTh HCC/IENOBAHUU HCTOPUHA U
MoHeTHOro fAena I'padersa Tpumosm. OpHa u3 mpobseM coOCTOsia B HEOOJIBIIIOM KOJIHMYECTBE
HyMHU3MaTUYEeCKUX HCTOYHUKOB U IIJIOXOH IOKYMEHTAIINH Y2Ke HalIeHHbIX Ky1aoB (Sabine, 1980).

B roawer IlepBoro KpecroBoro moxoma (1096—-1099) B CeBepHoii Cupum OBLIH B
pacrpocTpaHeHbl MOHEThI BU3aHTHU — 30J10Thle HOMU3MBI (COJIU/IBI) U MeIHbIE (hOJUTHUCHI, OJTHAKO
B MeHBIIIEH CTelleHW OHU BCTPeUYaNCh Ha Iore. [[pyroil cocTaBiAoleid JAeHEeKHOU CHUCTEMBI
JIAHHOTO peruoHa ObLIM MOHETHl AWHAcTUM DATUMUJIOB — B30JIOThlE JUHAPHI U cepeOpsiHbIe
JIUpXeMbl. B ycioBUSIX JTaHHOTO MHOTOOOpasus MOHETHI OIEHUBAJIUCh HE [0 HOMHUHAIY, a IO
peayibHOMY Becy, II03TOMY Hepeiko pa3pe3asuch (Coinage of Frankish; Malloy et al., 1994).

Uekanka MOHET [Ii TOrO BpPeMEHM — BaXKHBIM IOKa3aTeJb CyBepeHUTeTa U
roCcy/IapCTBEeHHOCTH. MOHeTHas 4YeKaHKa Haudasjlach eljeé Ipu IIepBOM IpaBuTean rpadcrsa -
BepTpane, ojHaKO COXPaHUIOCH BCETO HECKOJIBKO PEJKUX 9K3eMIUIPOB MOHET 3TOTO IEPUO/A.

Uekanka rpadgcersa Tpunosnu cymecTBeHHO oTiandanach oT Mepycanumcekoro KoposeBcrsa,
5TO BBIPAXKAJIOCh B TOM, UTO B TPHUIIOJIHN BBIIMYCKAJIUCh MEJTKHE MeHbIE MOHETHI, KOTOpPbIE€ ObLIN B
oOpareHnu Hapsy ¢ MOHETaMH W3 OWIOHA W HOCWIM HazBaHWe “/leHbe” 1O aHAJIOTHU C
¢dpannysckumu moneramu. Cyada mo coxpaHuBmmuMcs MoHeraMm, B I'paderBe Tpumonu ObLIO
BBIIYIIIEHO JIOBOJIBHO OOJIBIIIOE YHCJI0O MOHET U3 MU, KOTOpbIe JIOMOJIHSINCH OMJIOHHBIMU, B TO
BpeMs KaK B MOHETHBIX cucteMax AHTHOxuU U Hepycamumckoro KoposeBcTBa MX 4YHCIIO OBLIO
cymiecTBeHHO HIKe (Sabine, 1980).

Mosets! Tpunosi uMesu pa3jindHble HOMHHAIBI ¥ BBIIYCKAIUCh KaK U3 OUJIOHA, TaK U U3
MeJId, a TaKyKe MOJAPaKaHWA 30JI0TBIM U cepeOpsSHBIM apabCKUM JUHApaM, Ha KOTOPBIX ObLIa
c/leJlaHA TIOTBITKA OTOOpa3uUTh apaOCKHWe HAJIHCH, B TOM 4YHCJIEe BOCXBaIAwinue IIpopoka
Myxammeza (Puc. 1). Yucsio Takux MoHeT ObL10 3HaUnTENIbHO. Kpome Toro, B I'paderBe Tpumnosw,
Tak ke Kak u Mepycamumckom KoposieBcTBe, ObLIN OTUEKAHEHBI pefKHe cepeOpsHHbIE MOHETHI
“Agnus Dei” ¢ nzobpakennem Araia boxbero.

OxoHuaresibHYI0 (OpMY MOHeTHas yekaHka Tpunosin npuobpesna mpu rpade Paiimonse 11,
MpaBUBIIEM C 1137 110 1152 roj (Puc. 2), a 3arem ero ceiae Paiimonge 111 (1152—-1187), uX MOHETBI
MMPaKTUYECKU UJIEHTUYHBI — HA aBepce U300paKEH KPEeCT, KOTOPBIM OKPYKEH UMEHEM H THTYJIOM
rpada, a Ha peBepce M300pakeHA BOCBMHUKOHEUHAas 3Be37ja HAJ TOJIyMECAEM U JIaTHHCKas
Haanuch “CIVITAS TRIPOLIS”, uro nepeBoauTcs kak “I'opox Tpumnonu” (Markowitz).

HapaBHe ¢ MOHeTaMU KPECTOHOCIEB Ha 3TOW TEPPUTOPUH OOpaIaICh U TPUHOCHUMbBIE U3
3anagHoii EBponbl MOHETBI, 0COOEHHO CHJIBHBIM ITPUTOK OB B TOJIBI MOC/IEAYIOMUX KpecToBbhIx
IIOXO/I0B.

Mouwertsl mocaeauux npasureseii 'padersa Tpumnosu Bosmynaa VI (1252—-1275) u Bosmynza
VII (1275-1287) oTinyarOTCs BHICOKUM KAauecTBOM cepeOpa, a X BeC COOTBETCTBYET CTaHAApTaM
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HoBoro Benenmanckoro rpocco (4,2 rpamma) (Puc. 3, 4). JIaTuHCKas jiereHia Ha MOHETE C OJTHOM
cTOpoHBI Hecsia uMsa rpada bosmynzma (+ BOEMVNDVS : COMES), a Ha 0600pOTHOH CTOpOHE -
o6oznauenue ropoaa Tpumnosu (+ CIVITAS TRIPOLI) (Metcalf, 1983).

B nociemHMe rozpl cymectBoBanus I'padersa Tpumosm, uMm npasuia cectpa boamysza VII
Jlrocust (1287-1289), omHaKo BJIacTh €€ ObLIa HE JOCTAaTOYHO Kpemka. B rojbl e€ mpapyieHUs
HapacTajIo MPOTUBOCTOSIHUE MeX/ly cTopoHHHKaMu beptpana se »KubJie u roposickoii KOMMYHOH,
KOTOpO€ 3aKOHYHJIOCH C ITaJIEHUEM TOpo/ia IOJT HATUCKOM apMUHM MaMJIIOKCKOTO cyiaTaHa Erumra
Anp-Makcyp Kanayna. MosneT faHHOTO ieproja ¢ uMeHeM JIrocun Hen3BeCTHO.

Mepnubie MoHeTHI rpaderBa Tpumnosu nepuoaa nmpasaenus Paitmonaa 11 (1137-1152) uMeror
PA3HOBHUIHOCTH, €CJIM C OJHOW CTOPOHBI OHU BCE HOCAT M300paKeHUEe KpecTa B OKPYKEHUU
4 TOUYEK, a TaKKe JIETeH/Iy, TO Ha 000pOTe MOKHO BCTPETHTH M300pa’KEHUE €Ié OJHA KpecTa Ha
onuoM tune (Puc. 6) wiu somamu Ha apyrom (Puc. 7).

Ha 6oJsiee mo3gHUM MeHBIX MOHETAaX MOXKHO BCTPETUTh N300paskeHre AH/IPeeBCKOTO KpecTa
C KpYroM B IIeHTpe, IoJIyMecsAIlaMH Ha aBepce, U U300paKeHUEeM KPEIOCTH C YeTHIPbMS PsIaMu
KJIQJIKM, TATHI0 3yOIlaMH W JIByCTBOPUYATHIMU BOpOTaMu. JlereHza paszieseHa Ha JBe YacTU: HA
OJHOII CTOpOHeE JlaTuHCKas Hajamuch “+ CIVITAS”, na npyrom “+ TRIPOLIS”.

PaccmarpuBas s7eMeHTbl MOHETHOTO TOJISI, CTOUT OTMETUTDh, UTO Ha MOHETaX, KOTOpbIE He
HalleJIeHbl Ha MOoApakaHre apabCcKUM, B MOKHO YBH/IETh KPECT, Ha cepeOpsIHBIX MOHETaX aKTUBHO
WCTIOJB3YIOTCSI TaKWe 3JIEMEHThl KaK 3Be3/la W IIOJYyMECHI, TaKUM 00pa3oM MPOSIBJISIOTCS
peuruo3Hele U reorpaduyeckre 0COOEHHOCTH. [[pyroil BaXKHBIH CIOXKeT, KOTOPBIM BCTpeuaeTcs Ha
MeAHBIX U cepeOpsAHBIX MOHeTax rpadcerBa Tpumosun — m3o0pakeHue KpemnocTH. JlereHaa Ha
MOHETax, KaK IIPaBUJIO, COZEPKAT Ha3BaHHE TOPO/Ia U UMs IIPaBSAIIero rpada.

CTtouT Tak)ke OTMETHUTH, YTO IPH OPOPMIIEHUH MOHET, a TaK)Ke BbIOOpPE BECOBON CHUCTEMBI
OB 3aMMCTBOBAHbBI CHAYasIa cucreMa (OpaHIy3CKOTO JIeHbe, a 3aTEM BEHEITHAHCKOTO I'POCCO.

4. 3akJaoueHue

3axpaueHHbIH beprpanHom Tysysckum B 1109 rojy, mopT Tpumosn Ha nobepexxbe JImBaHa
CTaJl pe3UJIeHIINEeH CTapeHIlero yIeJeBIINX TOCy/lapcTBa KpecToHocleB. Mcropus rpadcrsa
Tpunosu 3akoHUWIAaCh B 1289 Tofy, KOrJa OHO OBLJIO 3aXBaUe€HO €THIETCKUM cyJaTaHoM KuiayH
an-Andu. Ilocne nagenusa I'paderBa Tpumosn, ucuessno mocjielHue XpUCTUAHCKOE TOCY/IapCTBO,
coszztanHoe 1ocse ITepBoro KpecroBoro noxosa.

B kauecTBe pesysbraTa HCCIEIOBAaHUA OBLIIO OTMEUEHO 3aMMCTBOBAaHHE U TOJPAKAaHUE B
9TOT MEPHOJ] MOHETaM JPYTrux cTpaH, ocobeHHo Ppannuu u Benenuu. C TeueHHeM BpeMeHH,
n300paskeHre Ha MOHETE IPETEPIIEBAJIO0 HEKOTOPhIE U3MEHEHHUS.
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Puc. 1. 3os0Tas MoHeTa OTYeKaHeHHas B mnepuoja ¢ 1148 no 1187. MoHeTa HOCHUT UM
datumuackoro xanuda anb-Mycrancupa (Coinage of Frankish: 116).

Puc. 2. Cepebpsinas moHerta rpada Patimonaa II wiu I11 B mepuop ¢ 1149 o 1164 (Metcalf, 1983:
508-9).
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Puc. 3. Cepebpsinas MoHeta rpada boamynsia VI BeinyeHHast B mepuoy ¢ 1268 mo 1275 (Metcalf,
1983: 491).

Puc. 4. Cepebpsinast monera rpada bosmynza VII BeimyIieHHast B IEPUO/ € 1275 110 1287
(Markowitz: 497-9).

L i A

Puc. 5. CepebpsiHast MOHeTa repuo;ia npassienusi Paiimonza III (1150—1187) (Metcalf, 1983: 519).
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Puc. 6. Mennas moHeta nnepuojia mpasyenus Paiimonga 11 (1137—-1152) ¢ u3o0pakeHrueM JIoIaau
(Metcalf, 1983: 506)
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Puc. 8. Patimony 111 momoraet cBoeMy KOpoJtio B 6UTBe Ipu XaTTHHE
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YK 93

Oco0eHHOCTH MOHETHOH YyekaHKku rpadgcrea Tpumosan
Tumyp MapaTtoBud XycANHOB 2 "

a Bpicmmas mrkoJsia 3koHoMuKH, Poccuiickas ®eneparust

AnHoOTamuA. /[aHHas cTaThd MOCBAIIEHA NpobseMaThke 4dekaHku rpaderBa Tpumosn,
coszmanHoro B xoze Ilepsoro KpecroBoro moxoza. B yacTHOCTH, pacCMOTpEH NIEpUOZ OT Hadasla
YEeKaHKH! [ePBBIX MOHET, KOTOpasd Hadajach B 1109 I. IIOCJIEe 3axBaTa Kpenocru Tpumosau u 1o
IIaJileHus TopoJ Moj, HaTUCKOM apMHU erurierckoro cysaraHa Kuwiays an-Asndu. OCHOBY JaHHOTO
VICCJIEZIOBAHUS COCTABUJI aHAIN3 U300pasKeHU MeJHbIX, cepeOpsAHBIX U 30JI0TBIX MOHET rpadcra
Tpunosu. Takke, B paMKax JaHHOTO HCCJIeZOBaHUA OBLIM KCIIOJIB30BAHBI HCCIIEAOBAHUA
POCCUHCKNX U 3apyOeKHBIX aBTOPOB — CIIEIIHAJIMCTOB B O0JIACTM HYMU3MATHKH U HCTOPHUH.
B xauecTBe pesyspTaTa HCC/IeZJOBAaHUSA OBLIO OTMEUEHO 3aMMCTBOBAHHE U IOJApaKaHUE B 3TOT
Iepuoy; MOHETaM JIpYyTHUX CTpaH, ocobeHHO ®Ppanmuu u Benemuu. C TeueHMEM BpeMeEHH,
n3o0pakeHre Ha MOHeTe IIpeTepIleBajio HEKOTOPhle U3MeHEeHMU .

KiroueBble cj1oBa: yeKaHKa MOHeT, I'padcrBo Tpumosu, KpecToHOCHbI, KPECTOBBIN OXO/I.
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The Knight of Teutonic Order Heinrich von Plotzke
Ruslan B. Gagua -~
a Polesski State University, Republic of Belarus

Abstract

The present article is devoted to life path of Knight Heinrich von Plotzke — one of the highest
dignitaries of the Teutonic Order. According to the author, Heinrich von Plotzke played an
important role in increasing the power of the state of the Teutonic Order in Prussia and
distinguished himself as a manly warrior and a talented commander.

Heinrich von Plotzke made a brilliant career in the Teutonic Order, starting to serve as an
ordinary knight-brother and then at different times occupying the post of provincial commander,
lend master in Prussia, Grand Commander and Grand Marshal.

A significant part of his life Heinrich von Plotzke spent in battles and military campaigns.
In Prussia, he participated in 15 military expeditions and 4 battles.

He arrived to Prussia in the difficult times for the Crusader’s state and has achieved
outstanding results in the solution of military issues that arose in this region. Heinrich von Plotzke
managed to organize an effective system of a national defense.

Heinrich von Plotzke can be attributed to a number of those historical persons who made a
significant impact on the history of the Teutonic Order and the Baltic region.

Keywords: Teutonic knights, Grand Duchy of Lithuania, Heinrich von Plotzke, Prussia,
Middle Ages, Grand Commander, the battle of Woplawki.

1. Introduction

One of the key features of the historical science is its close connection with the specific
destinies of billions of people. An understanding of certain historical events is simply impossible
without understanding of life, actions, and individual aspirations. Attempts to reduce the historical
process to the impersonal objective laws were ineffective. This is not surprising. European
rationalism with its desire to arrange the world on a reasonable basis crashed like fragile crystal
vessel fallen to the stone floor against merciless and bloody events of revolutions, wars and other
social disasters which opened up the irrational dominant of human existence like surgical scalpel.

In this regard, the particular relevance has an appeal of the researches to such a huge layer of
the past, as an individual existence of historical personalities. The life of the actors of the historical
process requires a systematic, comprehensive and exhaustive research, followed by the publication
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of biographies as famous and colorful characters as "small" people, who also were the creators of
history.

A significant impact on the course of the history of a few nations of Eastern and Central
Europa had Heinrich von Plotzke. He didn’t only implement a series of reforms in the State of the
Teutonic Knights but also waged successful wars against Grand Duchy of Lithuania and Samogitia
and on Belarusian lands. Nevertheless, his biography was not enlighten sufficiently in historical
literature: the information about Heinrich von Plotzke is sporadic and discrete. Some data about
him, published by some researchers does not correspond the reality. For example, Theodore
Narbutt mistakenly thought that Heinrich was born in the Polish town Plock (Narbutt, 1838: 432).

Described above set of problems determines the main purpose of the present article — the
correction of this historiographical gap.

2. The sources

The main sources for writing the biographical sketch about Heinrich von Plotzke are
chronicles of Peter von Dusburg and Nikolaus von Jeroschin, written in Prussia in XIII century as
well as rhymed chronicle of Wigand von Marburg, who was the herald of Konrad von Valenrode,
one of the Grand Master of the Teutonic Order written in XIV century (Gagua, 2013: 110—113).

3. Results

3.1 The beginning of the service in the Teutonic Order

Heinrich von Plotzke was born in the Saxony’s settlement Plotzkau in ministerial family
Brandenburg’s Margraves house. He joined the Teutonic Order in about 1286, and initially served
in ballei Thuringia where he was acting as the provincial commander in Altenburg since 1286, and
the provincial commander in Halle since 1287.

He arrived to Prussia around 1300 and was known according to the sources as provincial
commander in the Order's castle Balga since 1304 (Dorna, 2004: 209; Petri de Dusburg, 1861: 173).

In 1306 Heinrich von Plotzke was elected by Chapter of Orders as a lend master of Prussia.
When Siegfried von Feuchtwangen relocated a residence of the grandmasters from Venice to
Marienburg, the position of the lend master of Prussia was eliminated, and Heinrich von Plotzke
was appointed to the position of the Grand Commander (Dorna, 2004: 209).

For the first time Heinrich von Plotzke managed to show his leadership talent in 1311, after
he defeated the army of Grand Duke of Lithuania Vytenis at the Battle of Woplawki (Gagua, 2015:

23-38).

3.2. The battle of Woplawki

February 23, 1311 the army of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania 4,000 warriors strong
devastated and robbed at first Natangia and then Sambia. Otto von Bergau in Natangia and
Friedrich von Lichtenberg in Sambia urgently began to collect the militia for «Landwehr» — the
country's defense. At the same time, the Grand Commander Heinrich von Plotzke, acting in
Marienburg on the position of dying Grand Master Siegfried von Feuchtwangen, sent couriers to
Insterburg and Ragnit with an appeal to take to arms (Gagua, 2015: 26—29).

After conquering a part of Prussia, Vytenis and his army with a huge loot and 500 captives
headed back to the country borders. Knights of the Order Friedrich von Lichtenberg and Otto von
Bergau headed the local militia, started to chase him but unsuccessfully. Sambian squad of
Friedrich von Lichtenberg turned to the north at the Masurian lakes and devastated the Pagraude
land. The squad from Natangii headed by Otto von Bergau came to Grodno suburbs and robbed
them. Then both troops successfully returned to Prussia (Gagua, 2015: 26—29).

Having learnt about the looting of Pograude and the Grodno’s castle surrounding area,
Vytenis, returned to Aukstaitija at that time and, making sacrifices to pagan gods in gratitude for a
successful campaign, got into a rage. He raised his army and entered into the land of the Teutonic
Order again.

April 3, 1311 Vytenis at the head of 4,000 people rushed into Warmia. According to the
Order’s chronicler Peter von Dusburg, there were nothing left undestroyed in the lands of the
Bishop of Warmi, except one castle and one town, after the invasion of the Grand Duchy of
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Lithuania warriors. All other villages were burned or destroyed. During a few days only, Warriors
of Vytenis managed to took a big spoil and take captive 1,200 people (Gagua, 2015: 29).

After the devastation of Warmia Vytenis was returning through Barta back to his lands.
On the 6t of April his troops camped in a field near the village Woplawki. The camp was placed on
the hill and fortified from all sides with the felled trees.

In the military camp Vytenis tried to turn captured Christians to paganism. He tried to show
the infirmity of the Christian God and to emphasize the power and might of the pagan deities.
The Lithuanian Duke gathered the Christians in front of him and forced captives to recognize his
domination over them and to fight against other Christians under his banners (Gagua, 2015: 29).

Finally, Heinrich von Plotzke managed to gather the army of about 2,500 people and in the
morning of April 7, they came up to the military camp of Vytenis.

The front squad of the Teutonic Knights, headed by Gunther von Arnstein, immediately
entered the battle and attacked the Lithuanian Duke camp, but were stopped by the guard squad.
Sheltered behind the felled trees, the Grand Duchy of Lithuania’s warriors killed several dozens of
Crusaders using bows and darts, and stopped the attack (Gagua, 2015: 31—-33).

Then Gunther von Arnstein changed his tactics: he ordered to shoot with bows into the
sheltered in the camp guards and not to attack until the arrival of the main forces of the Order.

When the main forces of the Crusader’s army approached Woplawki, Heinrich von Plotzke,
who headed the attack, broke through the defense of the camp entrance and burst inside with his
people. The defenders were embarrassed and fled away in panic (Gagua, 2015: 33—35).

Many runaways were forced by the chasers into a nearby lake where they were killed or
drown. It was a crushing defeat for the Lithuanian duke. However, Vytenis with several nobles
managed to escape, but according to the legend, duke was seriously wounded in the head (Gagua,
2015: 34-35).

The Grand Commander immediately went with the squad to Grodno. But when he learned
from spies about an ambush waiting for him, decided to return to Marienburg (Petri de Dusburg,
1861: 176—177).

3.3. The military campaign in Salsenikka

In the same year, Heinrich von Plotzke managed to carry out a successful military expedition
against the Grand Duchy of Lithuania. Having collected the considerable army of not less than
150 brothers of the Order, he went to Grodno.

On their way the Crusaders captured a few spies of the Lithuanian duke. They told that in
Salsenikka, a land to the north from Grodno, nobody expected the attack, and moreover
500 Vytenis’ hunters were getting ready for the Grand duke’s hunt on the left bank of the river
Neman. Then the army of Heinrich von Plotzke turned to the north, where killed the hunters and
on the 11th of April crossed Neman.

Twelve brothers of the Order with 2 thousand of people were left on the riverbank for the
protection of ships and provisions. The rest of the army devastated the suburbs, burned three castle
and on the next day, 12 April, returned to the land of the Order with prey and captives (Petri de
Dusburg, 1861: 178; Die Kronike, 1861: 580).

As we can see, Heinrich von Plotzke quickly reacted to the information received from spies
decisively changing his initial military plans. He was a brave, decisive and smart man.

3.4. The building of the castle Hristmemel and attempts to capture Bisena

The success of Heinrich von Plotzke in the war against the Grand Duchy of Lithuania allowed
the Teutonic Order to move further into the surroundings of river Neman. In 1313 the Grand
Master Karl von Trier disposed to build on the bank of Neman another Castle of Order, named
Hristmemel (Petri de Dusburg, 1861: 178—-179). It was built in April (Die Kronike, 1861: 581—582)
in front of the Lithuanian castle Bisena, which was one of the outposts in the struggle with the
Crusaders. The new castle was located not far from fortresses of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania
Yunigeda and Pista. Therefore, Hristmemel took an important strategic position and place in the
organization of the Crusades into the enemy's land (Batura, 1986: 185, 191).

In the same year Heinrich von Plotzke was appointed on the position of Grand Marshal with
residence in Konigsberg Castle. Having gathered the army in Konigsberg, he arrived in
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Hristmemel, and tried to take over Biesena castle. The Crusaders built a bridge of ships, which
connected one of the River Island with the right bank of Neman where the Lithuanian fortress was
located. Over the bridge to Biesena they delivered war machines and supplies for the troops.
However, despite the use by the Crusaders of the battering rams, the siege was unsuccessful and
was soon finished due to a big quantity of killed and wounded warriors on both sides (Petri de
Dusburg, 1861: 179).

Having returned to Konigsberg, Heinrich von Plotzke again recruited the militia in Natangia
and in Sambia and, having brought it into Hristmemel, repeatedly tried to capture Bisena. The
second expedition also did not satisfy the Crusaders: Bisena withstood the assault, although both
its outskirts were burned (Petri de Dusburg, 1861: 180).

3.5. Military expeditions in Medininkai

The new 1314 year Heinrich von Plotzke began with two military campaigns to Samogitia.

At the beginning of January, the Grand Marshal led the Crusaders to Medininkai. While the
Crusader squad stopped for overnight near the border before the invasion into the Grand Duchy of
Lithuania, several Samogitians penetrated into the tent of sleeping Heinrich von Plotzke. They
killed four people and stole two warhorses. Then they disappeared, remained unnoticed. Angry
with what happened at night the grand marshal crossed the border at dawn, devastated land
Samogitia for forty kilometers inland, killed and captured up to 700 people. After the devastation
of the land the squad of Heinrich von Plotzke returned to the possessions of Order with the big prey
(Petri de Dusburg, 1861: 180; Die Kronike, 1861: 583—584).

The second military expedition to Samogitia was undertaken by Grand Marshal less than in a
month after the January campaign.

February 2, the Crusaders entered into the land Medininkai and raided the castle Sisditen
where they incurred significant losses. Although the castle defenders had 19 persons killed, among
whom was a representative of the local nobility — Samogitian Nobile Masin’s brother, they
withstood a fierce storm of the fortress and did not surrender. The Crusaders lost in the assault of
Sisditen three brothers of the Order - Ulrich von Tetinger, Rebodon von Isenburg and Heinrich
Ruthen, and four Prussians mercenaries. Then Heinrich von Plotzke ordered to stop the assault
and quit a siege. After that, the Crusaders plundered the suburbs of Sisditen, and returned to their
lands (Petri de Dusburg, 1861: 180).

3.6. Crusade to Novogrudok

The first major shock for Heinrich von Plotzke, apparently, was autumn campaign to
Novogrudok, controversial by its results for the Crusaders. The second most important city in
Grodno region was located enough far away from the borders of Duchy. During a long time,
Novogrudok had not been subjected to any attacks. In this connection its residents felt relatively
safe, unlike inhabitants of border town Grodno, where the war became a part of everyday life for
the local population.

The crusade deep into the enemy territory had some difficulties: the Crusaders had to
overcome about 400 kilometers. Almost half of the way they had to move through the deserted and
rugged Galindian forest and enemies land. Heinrich von Plotzke by getting rid of everything that
slows the movement planned to achieve Novogrudok quickly, having left aside the Grodno Castle.
That is why on the way to the lands of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania the protected storage of food
supplies was created. It was supposed to be used after returning. The second storage with 30 armed
guards was built on the border with the Grand Duchy of Lithuania near Grodno. Also there were
1,500 horses left, which probably served as pack animals (Petri de Dusburg, 1861: 180—-181).

Having quickly approached to Novogrudok, the Crusaders captured the city and razed it to
the ground. The next day, Heinrich von Plotzke together with his warriors started the assault on
Novogrudok castle, well-fortified and located on a hill with steep slopes. During the attack, many
warriors on both sides were killed. Many of them were hardly wounded and later died.

Heinrich von Plotzke saw the futility of the attempted assault and clearly understood that the
siege of the castle could last for a long time. Grand Marshal did not dare to stay further on the
enemy territory, far from the borders of Prussia, and gave order to return (Die Kronike, 1861: 584—

585).
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But on the way back his soldiers met unforeseen and fatal difficulties: when approached to
the food storage near the border, the Crusaders found that guards were killed by a squad of Grodno
Castellan David. All supplies and horses were seized (Petri de Dusburg, 1861: 181).

David also found the second storage with supplies left by Heinrich von Plotzke in the forest
for its using on his way back. David’s people killed the guard, took the food and went back to the
well-fortified Grodno castle, not daring to fight against the crusaders in an open-field battle.

The situation did not promise anything good for the army of the Teutonic Order. In the army
of Heinrich von Plotzke people started to starve. The Knights were forced to eat their warhorses.
Some of the warriors died of malnutrition, and some were so weak that died just after returning
home (Petri de Dusburg, 1861: 181; Die Kronike, 1861: 585—586).

The consequence of the Novogrudok campaign, unsuccessful for the Teutonic Order, was the
temporary reduction of military activity of the Crusaders: during the next 1315 they had to defend
themselves, and Heinrich von Plotzke did not take any military expedition neither in the land of the
Great Duchy of Lithuania nor against Samogitians.

3.7. The resumption of military activity

Nevertheless, next year the Teutonic Order resumed its attacks: in winter 1316 Heinrich von
Plotzke with his army ravaged and plundered Pastovia where his army killed and captured
500 people (Petri de Dusburg, 1861: 182; Die Kronike, 1861: 587).

After Grand Marshal returned to his residence in Konigsberg Castle, he met a lot of pilgrims
from Western and Central Europe, which had arrived in Konigsberg to take part in a campaign
against the pagans. Heinrich von Plotzke led them to Samogitia and enter into the land Medininkai.
The guests lost many warriors in the battle at the castle Medevyage: pilgrim squad under the
command of the Count of Berg lost 50 people (Petri de Dusburg, 1861: 183; Die Kronike, 1861:
587-588).

In 1317, Heinrich von Plotzke headed three military expeditions to the lands of the Grand
Duchy of Lithuania.

The first campaign ended inefficient because his army had to go back to Prussia due to
unfavorable weather conditions, not taking part in military attacks (Petri de Dusburg, 1861: 183).

One of the squads, consisted of 60 warriors under the command of Albert von Hagen,
managed to kill 8o Lithuanians and captured the family of Samogitian noble Sudarg. However, for
the other two squads the Crusade was unsuccessful: Friedrich von Libentsal’s group, consisted of
150 warriors, unlucky stormed the castle of Gediminas — the brother of the Grand Duke of
Lithuania Vytenis. The main forces, headed by the Grand Marshal himself, together with troops
under the command of the brothers of the Order Hartmann and Friedrich Kvits which were joined
him, got lost and could not significantly damage the enemy (Petri de Dusburg, 1861: 183-184; Die
Kronike, 1861: 588—-591).

The third autumn campaign ended September 22, 1317 with the battle on field Kalsen.
September 21 Heinrich von Plotzke with army of 1,500 troopers crossed the Neman River and
dismounted. Trying to appear suddenly at Yunigeda they silently crept through the Vint forest and
at dawn attacked the castle walls. However, the castle garrison had been warned about the attack
and met the attackers fully armed. Moreover Yunigeda defenders warned all about attack by
making a fire on the one of the tower castle.

Having understood that they would not be able to capture the castle the Crusaders burned
the suburbs of Yunigeda and returned to Kalsen field, where they were met by ready to fight army
of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania. The bloody battle ended without results: neither of the parties
won. On both sides there were many wounded and several dead warriors (Petri de Dusburg, 1861:
184).

Thus, none of the military campaigns of 1317 of Heinrich von Plotzke was significantly
successful.

At the 1318 and 1319 Grand Marshal organized and headed some military campaigns to the
lands of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania to the castles Yunigeda and Pista. Both campaigns finished
with burning of the castles suburbs, but the castles were not captured (Petri de Dusburg, 1861:
184-185; Die Kronike, 1861: 593).
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3.8. The last battle of the Grand Marshal

The next year became fatal for Heinrich von Plotzke. July 27, 1320 the Grand Marshal at the
head of the army consisted of 40 brothers of the Order, cavalrymen of Sambian episcopate and
Commandry of Ragnit, invaded into the Medininkai. While the front troops of crusaders dispersed,
devastating and plundering the territory of Samogitia, the main forces with the Grand Marshal
faced the unexpected attack of the Samogitians. The enemies rapidly surrounded the Crusaders
into the deadly ring. In the combat 29 brothers of the Order fell dead, including Heinrich von
Plotzke, who in his last battle according to Nikolaus von Jeroschin "fought with the courage of a
lion" (Die Kronike, 1861: 591).

The rest of the Crusader’s army ran for safety. Many days they were wandering in the hairy
forest. Vogt of Sambia Gerhard Rude, captured by Samogitians had been sacrificed to pagan gods
in gratitude for the victory: he was burned alive on horse armed cap-a-pie (Petri de Dusburg, 1861:

185).

4. Conclusion

Heinrich von Plotzke made a brilliant career in the Teutonic Order, starting to serve as an
ordinary knight-brother and then at different times occupying the post of provincial commander,
lend master in Prussia, Grand Commander and Grand Marshal.

He arrived to Prussia in the difficult times for the Crusader’s state and has achieved
outstanding results in the solution of military issues that arose in this region. Heinrich von Plotzke
managed to organize an effective system of a national defense.

A significant part of his life Heinrich von Plotzke spent in battles and military campaigns.
Only in Prussia, he participated in 15 military expeditions and 4 battles.

Heinrich von Plotzke dead with the sword in his hand, like a warrior. The fortune of War was
not always on his side, but Heinrich von Plotzke showed himself as a brave and extraordinary
commander, using the latest achievements of a military art of the time.

Undoubtedly, Heinrich von Plotzke can be attributed to a number of those historical persons
who made a significant impact not only on the history of the Teutonic Order but also on many
surrounding lands, including the territory of modern Lithuania, Belarus, Russia and Poland.
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YK 94(476) + 94(430) + 94(438) + 355.4

Peimaps TeBTroHCKOTO OopaeHa 'eapux ¢oH ILtonke

Pycnan bopucosuu I'arya = *

a [Tonecckuii rocy/lapcTBeHHBIN YHUBEPCUTET, Pecry6nka benapych

AnHOTamuA. B mpezicTaBieHHOU CTaThe PacCMATPUBAETCA >KU3HEHHBIN IyTh OJIHOTO W3
BBICIIIUX CAaHOBHUKOB TeBTOHCKOro opjieHa poinapsa 'eapuxa ¢on Ilnonke. [Io MEHeHUIO aBTOpA,
Il'enpux ¢oH Ilno11Ke ChITpas 3HAUNTEIIBHYIO POJIb B IOBBIIIEHUH MOIIU rocyAapcrsa TeBTOHCKOTO
opzieHa B [Ipyccun v mposiBUII cebsl KaK MY>KeCTBEHHBIN BOMH U TaJIAHTIUBBIN TTOJIKOBOJIETI.

Tlenpux ¢ou Ilnonke caenan Giectsmyio kapbepy B TeBTOHCKOM opjieHe, HadyaB CIIy:KOy
PAOBBIM OpAaTOM-pBHIIIAPEM U B PA3JIMIHOE BPEMs 3aHUMAs JIO/DKHOCTH KOMTYPa, JITHTMaKUCTpa B
[Ipyccun, BeTMKOTO KOMTYpPA U BEJIMKOTO Mapliiaa.

3HAUUTEJIbHYIO YacTh cBoel *ku3Hu ['eHpux ¢oH [l1o1ike IpoOBE B CPAXKEHUSIX U BOEHHBIX
KaMIaHuAX. B IIpyccuu oH NpUHAI ydyacTHe B 15 BOEHHBIX SKCIIEIUITUAX U 4 OUTBaX.

On npubsn B IIpyccuio B TKEIbIE JUIS TOCYAAPCTBA KPECTOHOCIIEB BpeMeHa U J00MJICA
BBIJIAIOIIUXCA Pe3yJIbTaTOB B YBeJIMUEHUU BOEHHOTO BIMUAHUA B peruoHe. I'enpux ¢oH Ilnorke
cyMeJI OpraHu30BaTh 9¢G(PEeKTUBHYIO cHCTeMY 0O0POHBI Kpas.

lenpux ¢on Ilnomke MokeT OBITH OTHECEH K UMCIY TeX HUCTOPUYECKUX IIepCOHAIHH,
KOTOpPbIE OKA3aJIi 3HAYUTEJIbHOE BJIMSHUE HA UCTOPHIO TeBTOHCKOTrO opjieHa u I[IpubanTuiickoro
peruoHa.

KmoueBsbie ciaoBa: TeBTOHCKUI opjneH, Benmkoe kHskecTBO JImToBckoe, 'eHpux ¢oH
ITmorke, Ilpyceust, CpegHue BeKa, BEJIMKUI KOMTYP, OUTBa mpu BoriaBkax.

* KoppecrmioHIMPYyIONHUi aBTOP
Astpeca 371eKTpOHHOH mouThl: gagua@tut.by (P.B. I'arya)
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Some Words about the Collective Visions during the Crusades
Aleksandr A. Cherkasov 2>~

a Matej Bel University, Slovakia

Abstract

The material presents the evidence of collective visions in the period of the Crusades.
It should be mentioned that such visions were visited the crusaders on the eve or during the
momentous events, which include the active combat operations (battles, sieges). According to the
chroniclers such visions inspired the Christian soldiers and often led to their victories even under
the most adverse circumstances.

The author used the historical-situational method, which involves the study of historical facts
in the context of the period under review in conjunction with the "neighboring" events and facts.
This method was applied to create a complete picture which had predetermined the possibility of a
collective vision, for example in the battle of Antioch.

The author concludes that collective visions in the history of the Crusades were permanent.
The reason for this was a strong spiritual connection of the Crusader troops with the saints, thanks
to the numerous stories about collective visions that are reflected in the narratives of the
chroniclers.

Keywords: collective visions, the Crusades, the mental state.

1. BBegenue

KonnexTuBHBIE BUJIEHHS — 9TO IICHXOJIOTO-3MOIIMOHAJIBHOE COCTOSHUE, KOTOpOe
MPOSIBJISIETCSI B DKCTPEMAJIBHBIX YCJIOBHUAX, HAIPUMep, BOEHHOTO BpeMeHH. [IpHYUHBI 3TOMY
SIBJICHUIO — TsDKeJIble TICUXOJIOTHUYECKUe YCJIOBHSA, pa3jiyKa C CeMbed M MOCTOSIHHas TpeBora 3a
coOCTBEHHYIO >KU3HB. EIe 0Oosiee 000CTpseTCA TICUXOJIOTHUYECKOE COCTOSHHE KomOaTaHTa" B
YCJIOBHSIX HaKaHyHe 60s1. Bce 3T0 B COBOKYITHOCTH JieJIaeT BO3MOXKHBIM KOJUIEKTUBHbIE BUJIEHHUA.

2. MaTepuaJjbl 1 METOAbI
2.1. B xauectBe MaTEpHaJI0oB OBLJIM MCIOJIB30BaHbI CTAaTbU U MOHOI‘pa(bI/II/I, B KOTOPBIX T€MaA
HCCJIEAOBAHUS HAIIJIA 3IIU30/INYECKOe OCBEIllEeHUeE.

* Corresponding author
E-mail addresses: alexandr.cerkasov@umb.sk (A.A. Cherkasov)

* KombaTaHT — y4acTHUK OO€BBIX JIEHCTBUH.
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2.2. [Ipu peleHNH HCCIEI0BATEIBCKUX 33/1a4 NMPUMEHSUINCH KaK OOIeHAyIHbIE MeTOJbI
(amanmsa ¥ CUHTE3a, KOHKPeTU3aluu, 00001eHNs:), TaK U TPAJUIIMOHHbIE METO/bI HCTOPUYECKOTO
aHaiiu3a. B paboTe HCIOJIB30BAaH HCTOPUKO-CUTYAIMOHHBIM METOJ, KOTOPBIN HpeAIoJiaraer
U3ydeHHe HCTOpUYEeCKUX (AKTOB B KOHTEKCTe M3y4yaeMOM 3IO0XH B COBOKYIIHOCTH C
«COCEJICTBYIOIIMMU» COOBITUAMH U ¢akTaMu. ITOT MeToJ ObLJI IPUMEHEH IpPU CO3AaHUHU
11eJIOCTHOU KapTHUHBI NIpeJIONpeieTUBIIEN BO3MOKHOCTh KOJIJIEKTUBHOTO BUJIEHUsI, HAIIpUMep B
CpakKeHUU pU AHTHOXUH .

3. O0cy:xeHue U pe3yabTaThl

JlaBaliTe pacCMOTPUM HECKOJIbKO IIPUMEPOB U3 HUCTOPUM HAaKaHyHE U B IEPHOJT KPECTOBBIX
IIOXO/IOB.

JloCTaTOYHO INMMPOKO W3BECTEH IPUMED OJHOM U3 KOJUIEKTUBHBIX TaJUTIOIUHAIMHN 0
KpPeCcTOBOTO Ilepuojia, KoTopylo uMesn KoHctaHTuH Benukuii® BMecTe co CBOeN CBUTOU Ilepen
pematomeii 6UTBOI. DTO BUAEHHE 3aKI0YATIOCh B JIMIE3PEHUM KpecTa ¢ HaAmHChio: «Cum
nobexman! ».

-.’. h_. .I B .")

Puc. 1. Koacrautun Benukuit Puc. 2. ®pecka Ixxynuo Pomano
— PUMCKUH UMIIepaTop. «BuzneHnue kpecra»

UToObI MOHATH TMOSBJIEHHE KOJUIEKTUBHOTO BH/IEHUS HEOOXOAMMO HMETh B BHUAY, YTO B
Boiickax KoHCTaHTHHA HAXOAWJIOCH YK€ MHOTO XpPUCTHAH, KOTOPBIX BOOJIYIIIEBUTH HA OUTBY MOTJIA
TOJIPKO WX CBSIIIEHHAs 3MOJieMa — CBATOU KPECT, OYEBHUIHO, UTO KOHCTAaHTHH C €ro CBUTOU He
MOTIJI He OBITh 03a00U€HBI 3TUM OOCTOATEIBCTBOM, IEPEKUBAA B TO BpeMs, HApAAY C JIPYTUMH,
MYYUTETbHbBIE PEJIUTHO3HbIe coMHeHUs (bexTepes, 1915: 509).

[TosnHee B epuo/i KPECTOBBIX MOXO/0B, HAOIIOAATNCh KOJUIEKTUBHbBIE BU/IEHUS B BOMCKAaxX B
CBSI3H C COOBITHSIMH BOEHHOTO BPEMEHH, B 0COOEHHOCTH K€ Iepe/] PENIalouMU OUTBAMH.

C Toro Bpemenu, korga Ilerp IlycThIHHUK® Hayas CBOIO IIPOIIOBeNb, IIPU3BIBAsA HAPOJ, K
KPECTOBBIM II0X0/IaM, HAUUHAIOTCSA BUAEHUSA TO TaM, TO 37eCh, COOTBETCTBYIOI[HUE COOBITHAM

“ AHTHOXUA — TOPO/] B AipeBHel Cupuu (coBp. AHTaKbs, HA TEPPUTOPHUH COBpeMeHHOH TypIiun).

¥ dnasnit Banépuii Aspénuit Koncrantin, Koucrantin I, Koncranritn Bemixuii (272337 rr. ot P.X.) — puMcKuii
HUMIIEPaTop.

* Ilerp AmbeHckuii (1at. Petrus Ambianensis, on ke Iletp IlycThIHHUK, jaT. Petrus Heremita), — acker,
KOTOPOMY TIPUIINCHIBAJIach opraHusanus IlepBoro kpecroBoro moxozaa. IleTp poamsics OKoso 1050 roja
B AMbeHe, ObUI BOEHHBIM, IIOTOM YAAJWJCA OT CBeTa U CTaJl MOHAXOM, IIYCTBIHHHUKOM. B TOo Bpems
XPUCTHAHCKUU MUP OBLT O/IEp>KUM H/leell KPeCTOBBIX II0XOJIOB.
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BpeMeHU. HampuMmep, Ipy BCTYIUIEHUU KPECTOHOCIIEB B TIpeziesibl [1ajiecTHHbI ", BUZIEHUS HAYMHAIO
IPUHUMATH KOJUIEKTUBHBIA XapakTep. Tak, y»kKe yIaCTHUKHU IIEPBOTO KPECTOBOTO ITOXO0/[a, BO BPEMSI
outebl npu opunee, BuasaT CB. 'eoprus m CB. IUMUTpHS, CpPaKAOIIHUMHUCSI B CBOUX PsJAX.
B 6utBe mpu AnTHoxum npotuB Kepbora’, B camblii pasrap CpakeHHs, XPUCTUAHCKHE BOUHBI
BUJIAT CIyCKAWOIIHMICA C Heba BOOPYKEHHBIH OTpPsAJA BOWCK, 3aKOBAHHBIX B JIAThl, IIOJ
npeasoautenbcTBoM CB. 'eoprust®, C. Jumurpus® u CB. Teomopa™ (bexrtepes, 1915: 600). Bor
KakK 9T0 coObITHE OTOOpa’KEHO aHOHUMHBIM DBIIIapeM B ero XpoHuke «/legHus ¢pankoB»': «B
pasrap cpakeHus, IuIIeT AHOHUM, «C TOPHBIX CKJIOHOB CTQJIN CITyCKaTbcsA OecyrciieHHble BOHCKA
Ha 0eJIbIX KOHAX U ¢ OeJIbIMU 3HaMeHaMU. YBUJIEB WX, HAIIU [criepBa] BOBce He pa300pauch, 4YTO
9TO OBLIO TAKOE U KTO OBLIM [3TH BOWHBI], ITOKa, HAKOHEI], HEe Ypa3yMeJIt, 9YTO TO ObLIa IToAMOora OT
Xpucra (adjutorium Christi), Boxasmu kotopoil saBisnch (cujus ductores fuerunt) cBsThie
Feopruii, Mepkypuii u Jumurpuii», 1 xpoHucrt nobasiser: «BceMy ckazaHHOMY HEOOXOIMMO
BepUThb, MO0 MHOTHE W3 HAIIUX CAaMOJIMYHO BHUENH [Bce 3TO]»» (3abopos, 1966: 79). Crour
MOSICHUTh, YTO B CaMOM HayaJle aTaKd KPECTOHOCIEB, MYyCyJbMaHe Ha HAIpaBJI€HUM aTaKU
KPECTOHOCIIEB TIOJIOKIJIM CyXyl0 TpaBy. OTOHb U JIbIM C(POPMHUPOBAIM BO3ZAYIIHbIE 3aBUXPEHUS,
KOTOpBIE CO3/IAJIN HEOOXOAUMYIO TOYBY JJI1 BO3MOXKHOCTH KOJUIEKTUBHOTO BHIEHUS, a ITbLI
CTPEMUTEJIPHOW aTakW 3aBepliwa (GopMUpOBaHME BooOpakaeMbix 00pas3oB. Heobxomumo
OTMETHUTDh, UTO UYHCJIEHHBIN IiepeBec B OUTBe NMpU AHTHOXWH OBLJI HA CTOPOHE MYCYJIbMaH, HO
BOOJIyIIIEBJIEHHbIE BHUJEHUEM KPECTOHOCI[BI TaK CTPEMUTENBPHO aTaKOBAJIM, YTO CyMEJIH
pasrpoMuTh BOHCKO MycysibMaH (Asbridge, 2010: 80-81). Hauasach smoxa KpeCTOHOCHBIX
3aBOEBAHUM.

Taxkxke u B3sitne lepycaimMa O3HaAaMEHOBAJIOCh W3BECTHBHIM KOJUIEKTUBHBIM BHJIEHUEM.
Koria mocste HesiesIbHOM Oca/ibl TOPO/IA, MITYPM HA HEro ObLI OTOUT, OTPS/] POBaHCAJIbIIEB ™, ellle
OKUJIABIINI CBOEN OYepeH BBICTYIIUTh IIPOTUB Bpara XpUCTHAH, YBUE/ Ha BepluHe EjeoHCKOM
TOpBI JIy4e3apHOTO aHTesia B PBHIIJAPCKOM OJIeSTHUH, KOTOPBIM Maxasl IIUTOM II0 HAIPaBJIEHUIO K
Hepycanumy, kak 661 TOOYK/Ia0 BCTYIIUTH B TOPO/I,.

* IMaysectnHa — wcropuueckas obsacty Ha bimkHem Boctoke. 'paHuIbl 06/1aCTH IPUMEPHO OXBATHIBAIOT
TeppuTopuio coBpeMeHHbIX Cektopa I'aza, Vzpawmss, l'omanckux BbIcOT, 3anagHoro Oepera pexu Hoppaad,
Woppanuu, yactu kak JluBana, rak u Cupuu, ot CuyioHa Ha nobepexbe CpearzeMHOT0 Mops 710 /lamacka B
ceBepHOU e€ yacTH, 1 oT Padmaxa /1o 3asmmBa Akaba — Ha 1ore.
* Kepbora (apab. &J,w¢l, Typ. Kiirboga; ymep B 1102) — atabek Mocysia B 1096—1102 IT. BblJI M3BECTEH KaK
TAJIAHTJIUBBIA IOJIKOBOZEI], HO IOTEPIIeJ COKPYIIUTEIFHOE MOpaKeHre IPU AHTHOXHUY BO BpeMs IlepBoro
KpPeCTOBOTO IIOXO0/1A.
! Tedpruit obenonocen (Ceamdii Tedpeuii, Tedpeuti Kannaookiickuti, Tedpeuti JIidockutr; Tped. Ayoc
l'e®py10G) — XPUCTUAHCKUH CBATOM, BEIMKOMYYCHUK, HAWOOJee TIOYUTACMbI CBSTOW 3TOTO UMCHH.
[TocTpanan Bo Bpems Benukoro ronenus npu ummnepaTtope JuokieTuaHne, mociae BOCBMUIHEBHBIX TSKKHUX
mydernii B 303 (304) roxy ObuT 00€3TIIaBICH.
¥ Jumrarpuit Comyrekuit (rped. Aylog AnuiTplog — cB. JIMMUTPHUi, H3BECTCH TAKXKe, KAk CB. JJMMHTpHIL
Mupotouer (Tped. Aytog Anufitpog o  pupoPrvtng) u umurpuii Deccamonukwmiickuii  (rped. Aylog
Anutprog g ®eoccorovikng);  T306 rTOm) —  XPUCTHAHCKUM CBATOW, IMOYMTACMBIH B JIMKE
BEITMKOMY4eHHKOB. [locTpagan Bo BpeMs mpaBieHus uMIiepaTropa J{noxknernana.

deonop Tupon (rpeu. O@cddwpoc o THpwv, Peodop Amaceiickuii; T 17 (18) despans 306 romga) —
XPUCTHAHCKUN CBATOM, TIOYMTAEMBIN B JIMKE BeIUKOMYy4eHUKOB. Ilamare B IIpaBocinaBHOM 11epkBU
cosepiiraercs 17 derpains (1 MapTa) B BUCOKOCHBIH IO,
* XpoHuka «/lesHusa GpaHKOB» ABJISAETCS BaXKHBIM HCTOYHUKOM II0 UCTOPHH IIEPBOTO KPECTOBOTO MOXO0/1A,
Y, BEPOATHO, OblJIa HANTMCAHA OJHUM U3 €T0 YUaCTHUKOB, UM KOTOPOTO OCTAeTCsA Hen3BeCTHbIM. COUMHEHNE
OXBaThIBAET IMepuoy] oT cobopa B Kiepmone 70 6UTBBI mpu AckasioHe B aBrycre 1099 r. (ITopTHBIX, 2008:
112).
# TMposauc (¢pp. Provence, okc. Provenca, OyKB. «IIPOBUHIMsI») — UCTOpUYECKasi 00JIaCTh HA FOTO-BOCTOKE
®paHIMy, HBIHE COCTABJIAIONIAA YacTh perruoHa IIpoBanc — Anbibl — JlasypHbIi Geper.
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i T

Ton

Puc. 3. Cearoit [Jumutpuii CoyHCKUN

Puc. 4. Cearoii Teomop (Peosiop)

Touno Takke oOpaTHOe B3aBoeBaHUe IepycasimMa O3HAMEHOBAJIIOCh KOJIJIEKTUBHBIMU
BUZleHuAMHU. B ieHb aToro B3ATuA CaslaluHOM " MHOTHE M3 MOHAXOB BHUJIEJIH, KaK JIyHA CITyCTHJIaCh
Ha 3eMJII0 U 3aTEM BHOBbB IIOJIHSJIACH HA CBOE MecTO. TOUHO TaksKe TOJIIIbI MOJISIINXCS BUEIH B
9TH JIHU, KaK B IIEPKBAX U3 OUEH PaCIsITUN U UKOH COYMJIMCh KpoBaBble cyie3bl (bexrepes, 1915:
600).

" Canagns — Anb-Manuk an-Hacnp Canax ax-Jlynniia Ba-1-Jun A6yan-My3addap KOcyd uén Aiio6, B pycckoii
n 3amagaoil tpagunuu Canamin (1138, Tukpur — 4 mapra 1193, Jlamack) — cysnran Erunta u Cupuu u fap.,
TQJIAHTJIUBBIA IOJIKOBOJIEN, MycyibMaHcKkuil suzep X1 Beka. Kypamo mpoucxoxzaenuio. OcHoOBaresb
AuHacTHU ARIOOH/IOB, KOTOPas B IIEPUOJI CBOETO paciBera npasuia Erunrom, Cupuelt, pakom, Xuprasom
u lMemeHoM.
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4. 3akJaoueHue

Takum 00pa3oM, KOJUIEKTHBHBIE BHJIEHWS B HCTOPUU KPECTOBBIX IIOXOJIOB HE SIBJISJINCH
HCKJIIOUUTEJIbHBIM sBJIeHHEeM. [IpuuuHON 3TOMYy ObLIa TeCHas JyXOBHAs CBA3b KPECTOHOCHOTO
BOMCKAa CO CBOMMH CBATBHIMHU, Ojlarojiapsg 5TOMYy MHOTOUYHCJIEHHBIE PACCKa3bl O KOJUIEKTHBHBIX
BUJIEHUSIX HAIIUTU CBOE OTPa’KeHMeE B MOBECTBOBAHUSX XPOHHUCTOB.

5. baarogaprocTu
PaboTa BbITIOSTHEHA B paMKax IIpoeKTa «Masible Hapo/ibl B 9KCTPEMAJIBHBIX YCIOBUAX BOUHBI
U Mupa (MCTOPUKO-CpaBHUTEIbHOE UcciiefioBanue)». [Iludp: 100.01.
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YK 93

HecKoJbKO CJI0B O KO/UIEKTUBHBIX BU/IEHUAX B IEPUO/, KPECTOBBIX IIOXOA0B
Astekcanzp ApeesozoBud YepkacoB 2

a2 YausepcureT Mares bena, CiioBakus

AnHOTanuA. B maTepuase mpeJiCTaBiIeHbl CBUAETEIBCTBA O KOJUIEKTUBHBIX BH/IEHHUAX B
[IepHO/i KDPECTOBBIX IMOX0J0B. Heob6XoauMo OTMETUTh, YTO TaKHe BHJEHHA IOcelann
KPECTOHOCIIEB HaKaHyHe WM BO BpeMs CyAbOOHOCHBIX COOBITHH, K KOTOPBIM MOXKHO OTHECTHU
aKTUBHBIE OoeBble JelicTBHUA (OUTBBI, ocaabl). COIVIACHO AAHHBIM XPOHHCTOB HWMEHHO TaKHe
BUJIEHUsI BOO/IYIIIEBJISUIM XPUCTOBO BOMHCTBO M YaCTO IIPUBOJIMIIM K UX IMOOEIaM Jla’ke IIPH CaMbIX
HeOJIarONPUATHBIX 00CTOATEIHCTBAX.

B pabore wuCHOJB30BAaH HWCTOPUKO-CUTYAIMOHHBIA METO/, KOTOPBIA IIPE/I0JiaraeT
U3ydYeHUe HCTOPUYECKUX (AKTOB B KOHTEKCTE U3y4aeMOH OJIOXHM B COBOKYIHOCTH C

* KoppecrnoHIupyIONUi aBTOp
Anpeca 37eKTpoHHOM mouThl: alexandr.cerkasov@umb.sk (A.A. Yepkacos)
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«COCEICTBYIOIIIUMU» COOBITUAMH U (daKTaMu. DTOT MeTojA ObLI IPUMEHEH IPHU CO3JAaHUHU
1[eJIOCTHOU KapTHHBI MPEJIOIPE/IeTUBIIEN BO3MOXKHOCTh KOJIJIEKTUBHOTO BUEHUsI, HAIDUMeED B
Cpa’keHUH TP AHTHOXUH.

B BakoueHMH aBTOpP OTMeEYaeT, UYTO KOJUIEKTHBHBbIE BUJIEHHUS B HCTOPUU KPECTOBBIX
IIOXOZI0B HOCHJIM IIOCTOSIHHBIM Xapakrep. IIpyudyuHOW »TOMYy OBLIa TecHas JAyXOBHAs CBS3b
KPEeCTOHOCHOTO BOHICKA CO CBOMMHU CBSTHIMH, OJlarogaps 3TOMY MHOTOYHCJIEHHBIE paccKas3bl O
KOJUIEKTUBHBIX BUJIEHUSX HAIILUTA CBOE OTPa’KEHUE B IIOBECTBOBAHUSX XPOHHUCTOB.

KiaioueBble cJIOBa: KOJUIEKTUBHBIE BHUJIEHUS, KPECTOBBIE IIOXOJbI, IICUXHYECKOE

COCTOAHHUE.
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To the Issue of Domestic and Foreign Historiography of the Crusades
Sergei L. Dudarev 2-*
a Armavir State Pedagogical University, Russian Federation

Abstract

The aim of the article is a representation of the main approaches to the study of the Crusades
phenomenon in the Russian and foreign scientific thought of modern times. The author shows the
reasons for the transformation of the views on the Crusades, aims to find their components.
Attention is drawn to the way the Crusades are gradually beginning to be seen from an increasing
number of angles, including the point of view of gender. At the same time, the article points out
that the authors of a number of very voluminous and valuable works on the Crusades often avoid
writing historiographical essays on the topic. In this sense, this article is a desire to fill this gap.
The description of Crusades by European authors (including Russian ones) is usually one-sided,
this movement is described by "the point of view of Europeans", while it’s time to fully take into
account the views of the Muslim world on the Crusades. The author seeks to demonstrate that the
study of the Crusades is increasingly losing "accusatory" or hypercritic color in modern times,
which, however, still makes itself felt. The most promising is the approach, which considers the
Crusades as an integration tool, an important means of getting to know East and West, although, of
course, not without a number of negative circumstances.

Keywords: Crusades, providentialism, humanist, Enlightenment, Romanticism, gender,
hypercriticism, Orientalism.

1. BBenenue

V3yuyeHre WCTODHM KPECTOHOCHOTO /JBIPKEHHs Ha BocTok uMeer GoraTeHmiyio
rcTopuorpaduUIecKyio TPAAUIHI0. DTO TeMe MOCBAINeHb MHOTHE H MHOTHE COTHH paboT (ecu He
Oospllie), HaNMCAHHBIE YYEeHBIMU pasHbIX crpaH (cM., Hanpumep: The Crusades: Bibliography).
Pazymeercs, B cTaThe OTPAHHYEHHOTO 0O0'beMa HEBO3MOXKHO PACCMOTPETh BECH 3TOT KOJIOCCATIbHBIN
MacCUB JINTepaTypbl. B cuwiay »3Toro pmaHHbId 0030p, 0e3ycjIOBHO, He IIpeTeHAyeT Ha
BCeOoOBEMITIONIYIO TTOJTHOTY. HO OH HE0OX0/IMM yiKe B CHJLy TOTO, UTO IIPY HATIMCAHUH II€JIOTO PsJia
BeCcbMa OObEMHBIX U IIEHHBIX TPYZOB II0 KPECTOBBIM ITOX0/IaM, BBIIIEIINX B PA3HOE BPEMS, B TOM
YHCie ¥ COBCEM HENABHO, UX ABTOPHI Yallle BCEro M30EerarmT HAMKMCAHUSA HUCTOPUOTPAPUUIECKUX
OUYEpKOB IO JJAHHOU TeMe (BO3MOKHO, OCO3HABAsA €€ MPAKTUUYECKYIO TPYAHO0O03pUMOCTh). B aTOM
CMBICJIE, HACTOSIIAS CTaThs SBJIAETCA CTPEMJIEHUEM B HEKOTOPOH CTEIEHH BOCIIOJHUTH JAaHHBIN
pooeJ.

* Corresponding author
E-mail addresses: dudarevsi@mail.ru (C.JI. lyzmapes)
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Hameli 1esnpio sBjsieTcsi penpe3eHTalus HEKOTOPBIX OCHOBHBIX IOAXOJIOB K H3YYEHHIO
(peHOMEHA KPECTOBBIX MIOXO/I0B B HAYYHOU MBICJIM HOBEUIIIETO BPEMEHU, ITOCKOJIBKY 3TOT IIEPUO/,
0ocobeHHO TocenHsAsT Tperb XX — Havyamo XXI B., fABIAerca MeHee H3YYEHHBIM B
rcropuorpagpuueckoM OTHOIIIEHUM, HeXeJIW TIepUoJi CPeAHEBEKOBbs M HOBOTO BpEMEHU.
Ocob6eHHO 3TO MMOYYBCTBOBAJIOCH MOCIE YX0a U3 ku3Hu M.A. 3ab6opoBa (1987), KOTOPBIH ABJISIETCSA
aBTOpOM IeJIOl cepuM ucTOopHorpauueckmx TPyAOB 1O JaHHOM TeMme. Hawubosee
MpEeICTAaBUTETLHOUN U3 HUX SIBJIAETCSA KHUTA, BBINIEAIIAs ellle B Havase 1970-x IT. (3abopos, 1971).
Baxxuple ucropuorpaduueckue wucciaefoBaHusa, nospuBmvecs B Havarge XXI B. (Myp3eHKOB,
2005), HE HCUEPIAJIN BCETO CIIEKTPA BOIPOCOB, BO3HUKAIIIUX CBSI3U C OIEHKOU (eHOMeHa
KPECTOHOCHOTO JIBUKEHUS.

2. Marepuajbl U METOABbI

2.1. B xauecTBe MaTepuasioB U MCTOYHHUKOB /IJISI HAIIIETO HMCCIEAOBAHUSA MOCTY>KAT PabOThI
psAna 3apyOeXHBIX W OTEUYECTBEHHBIX HCTOPHUKOB, YBHJIEBIIHE CBET B KOHIIE CPEIHEBEKOBBS —
HayaJie HOBEMIIIero BpeMeH!, a Takke VIHTepHeT-pecypChl.

2.2. Meroapl, IpUMEHSAEMBbIA B Halled paboOTe — HCTOPUKO-TEHETHYECKUH, HCTOPUKO-
CPaBHUTEIbHBIMN.

3.06cyxxaeHue U pe3yIbTaThl

3.1. VI3 ompITa OT€YECTBEHHOM HcTOprOrpaduu .

Poccuiickue aBTOpBI OOpaIaIMCh K TEME KPECTOBBIX ITOXO/IOB ellle B IEPBOM ITOJIOBHUHE
XIX B. (EptoB, 1835). B xoH1e XIX B. — mmepBo#i ueTBepTH XX B. ITOXO/bI YIJIyOJIEHHO U3yYaJIUCh
TaKUM H3BECTHBIM OTEUYECTBEHHBIM ydeHbIM, Kak O.A. JloOuarn-PokmecTBeHCKas, HaIHMCcaBIIasi
UK paboT 1Mo TemMe B 1918—1925 IT., B TOM YHCJIe, HHTEPECHYIO IIEPCOHAINIO, KHUTY « KpecToMm u
meuoM. IIpuximouenusa Puuapna I JleBunoe Cepare», 4To ObLIO HOBO i HcTOpHorpaduu
KPEeCTOBBIX IOXOJIOB, HE CTOJIb BHUMATEIbHON paHee K OCHOBHBIM «(HUTYpaHTaM» KPECTOHOCHOU
snoneu. Paborer O.A [loOuam-PorkecTBEHCKOW Iepeu3fiaBajiich B IOCTAEAHUE 20 JIET
HEOJTHOKPAaTHO, B TOM YHCJIe, HE TOJIbKO MoHorpadus o Puuapnae JIpBunoe Cepane (/Jobmari-
PoxkyiecTBeHcKasi, 1991), HO M OUYEPK «II0Xa KPECTOBBIX IIOXO0B. 3allafi B KPECTOHOCHOM
JIBIDKEHUH». B 5TOM oOdYepke Ipo3Bydasia OUYeHb BaKHAA MBICJIb O TOM, UTO «HET HCTOPUH
KpecroBeix IloxomoB, a ecTh ucropus 3amajHOH, a Takyke BocrtouHou, EBpombi» (/[oOuari-
PoxkyiectBeHcKasi, 2009: 113), T.e. MOXO/IbI OBLIN OTPa’keHUEM BHYTPEHHEN JKHU3HH €BPOIIEHCKOTO
CPEeTHEBEKOBbSI, UTO MPEACTABJIsIETCS IIyOOKO BepHBIM. CIEIHaIMCTOM IO KPECTOBBIM II0XO/JaM
OBLT KPYIHBIA BU3AaHTUHHUCT akazeMuk @.V. YcmeHckuit, pabotaBimuii B moceauei tpetu XIX —
repBoil Tpetu XX B., HamHMcaBIIUN «VICTOPUIO KPECTOBBIX IMOXO/OB», IEPEU3JIAHHYI0 B 2005 T.
(YcrieHckuii, 2005). B Hell COOBITHA IIOXOJOB pacCMaTpUBAJIUCh B CBSI3H C KCTOPUEH
BuszanTuiickoil MMIlepUM U CTAaBWINCh, BO MHOTOM, B 3aBHUCHMOCTh OT OTHOIIEHUU C STOH
uminepuei. IlpumeuaresneH ciaeAyOMUA BBIBOJ Yy4yeHOro: «OTCyTCTBHEM TYMaHHOCTH U
MMOJIUTUYECKON TaJIbHOBU/THOCTH II0 OTHOIIEHUI0 K BH3aHTHM KPECTOHOCIHI JIMIIHINA Cebst
CEphE3HOTO COIO3HHMKA» (YCIEHCKUH, 2005: 346). OOImas oIeHKa MMOXOI0B SIPKO OTPayKaeTcs B
Takou (OpPMYyJIUPOBKe yueHOro: «He JOCTUTHYB IIeJIM KPECTOBBIX IOXOOB, 3aIlaIHOEBPOIIEHIIHI
HECYT TsDKKYI0 OTBETCTBEHHOCTD Iepes] CyZIoM uctopun» (YcmeHcKui, 2005: 348). Ob6pamanuch K
9TOU TeMe U MeHee U3BeCTHbIE aBTOPHI Hauata XX B. (AHzapeeB (Hukosbckuit, 1908).

B 1oBOeHHBIN ITepHO/ TeMa KPeCTOBBIX MOXOJO0B He ObLa IMOIYJISAPHOU B OTEUECTBEHHOU
ucropuorpadun, B KOTOPOUA B TO BpeMs U3BECTHBI HEMHOTHE PabOThI IO JIAHHOUN MpoOJieMaTHKe
(Apxanrenbckuid, 1936). B cepeaune — BTOpoil mosioBuHe XX B. BEAYIIUM U3 OTE€YECTBEHHBIX
CITEITUAJTCTOB B JIAHHOU obOJsiacTu ObLI, HecoMHEHHO, M.A. 3a60poB. Brnieuatsisiomas cepusi ero
pabot (3abopos, 1956; 1977; 1980; U Ap.) OJIUILETBOPsIa cOO0M KPECTOHOCHYIO TEMATHUKY B 1950—
1970-e IT. B COBeTCKOU MeaueBHcTuKe. OHHU OTpaKad JOCTUTHYTHIN €0 BBICOKHH HAyIHO-
TEeOpPeTUYECKU YPOBEHb, B TOM YHCJIEe, T€ METOJIOJIOTUYECKHUE ITOAXOJIbI, C KOTOPHIX CJIe0BAJIO
paccMaTpUBaTh UCTOPUUYECKHE SBJIEHUS U IIPOIIECCHI, a TAKXKE COOTBETCTBYIOIITE HAEOJTOTUUYECKHE
oreHKku. AHaiu3 M.A. 3a00pOBBIM KPECTOBBIX ITOXO/IOB, IIPOJEIAHHBIH HA OCHOBE MapKCHCTCKOU
METOJIOJIOTHM, BeChbMa Pa3HOCTOPOHEH U 00CTOoATeJeH. ABTOP CTPEMUJICS OCBETHTb UX

®
B I/ICTOpI/IOI‘pa(l)I/I‘leCKOM O4YCpKE NpeACTABJIICHBI TOJIBKO MOHOI‘pa(l)I/I‘IeCKI/IG pa60TI>I.
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MIOCJIEJICTBUS JIJII CaMbIX Pa3JIMYHBIX O00JIACTeH: TOJIMTHKH, SKOHOMUKHU, KYJIbTYPhL. Bruian
y4eHOTOo B u3ydyeHHe (eHOMeHa II0XO0B, HECOMHEHHO, BeJuK. OJIHOBpEeMEHHO, KaK OTMeYal
HCTOPUK, «BO BCEMHUPHO-UCTOPUYECKOM IIJIAHE KPECTOBbIE IIOXOAbI B II€JIOM CBHITpaIu
OTPHUIIATEIBbHYIO, 2 HUKAK HE MOJIOXKUTEIBbHYIO Posib» (3a00poB, 1980: 308).

N Bce ke BpeMs TpeOOBaAJIO HOBBIX ITOAXOZ0B U PaKypCOB B OCBEIIEHHU MPOOJIEMATHKH,
0TXO0/Ia OT «TOJIAPHBIX» OIEHOK (peHOMeHA. YKe ObLIO HEJOCTATOUYHO COCPENOTOYUTH OCHOBHOE
BHUMAaHUE Ha TeX IMOTEPSX: JIIOJCKUX, MAaTEPUAIbHBIX, KyJIbTYPHBIX, KOTOPbIe ObLIN ITIOHECEHBI B
XI-XIII BB., njId KpUTHYECKU OTHECTUCH K NIPOABJIEHUAM (PaHATU3MA, }KECTOKOCTH, HETEPIIUMOCTH
K WHAKOMBICJIHIO, BBISIBUTh IOJUTHYECKYID M MATEPUAJIBHYI0D MOTUBUPOBAHHOCTH YYAaCTHUKOB
IOXO0JI0B, 0c0OeHHO (eomaoB, KaTOJIUIECKOU IEPKBU U TAaICcTBa, U T.M. Heobxoammo ObLIO U
OoJibIlle BHUMAHUS K IMEPCOHAJIUAM IEPUOZa KPECTOBBIX ITOXOZ0B. B 3TOM cMmbIciie B KOHIIE
COBETCKOU BIIOXU IOSBJIAIOTCA PabOThI, B KOTOPHIX OBLIN JIaHBI MHTEPECHBIE OUEPKHU OTAETbHBIX
STMU30/I0B MOXO/0B, HAIIMCAHHBIE C TOYKUA 3PEHUS] JJUUHOCTHBIX XapaKTEPUCTUK IpeACTaBUTEIeN
oboux smarepeii: Camax-an-/{una, Puuapma JIsBunoe Cepane, @puapuxa bapbapoccs:, basmmana
m’Vbenena, Peno (Peitnanppa) nme IllatmiioHa, u Jip., a TakyKe OCHOBATess CEKThl aCCACHHOB
JIETEHIaPHOTO U CTOJIb 3Ke o/ino3Horo Xacana M6oH ac Cabbaxa (Moskeliko, 1989: 152-179, 219-250,
461-482, 499-521).

B camoM Hauajsile TIOCTCOBETCKOUM SIIOXHM B CBET BBIIIA KOJUIEKTHBHAs MOHorpadus, B
KOTOPOU MpO3ByYasia MHTEPECHAs OIleHKAa KPECTOBBIX ITOXO/IOB, SIBHO BHIOMBABIIASCS U3 IPEKHUX
MOJIXOZIOB U CBUJIETEILCTBOBABINIAsA O HayaBIelcs cMeHe mapagurM. OlneHuBaeMble B KOHTEKCTE
Pa3BUTHSA MEXAYHAPOAHBIX OTHOIIEHUN TOTO BPEMEHU, ITOXOBI, C OJHOU CTOPOHBI, OI€HNBAJIUChH
OTpHIAaTEJIFHO, KaK CIIOCOOCTBOBABIIIME POCTY IEHTPOOEKHBIX TeHAeHIIni. Ho ¢ Ipyroi CTOpOHBI,
KPECTOHOCHOE JIBUKEHUE OMUCHIBATIOCH B IJIaHE U3BECTHOTO CIJIAUMBAHUSA €BPOIIEUCKUX HAPO/IOB.
Y4uacTHUKM «CBSAIIEHHBIX BOMH» U3 PA3HBIX CTPaH, KaK OTMeYaJId aBTOPbl MOHOTpadUHU, CChLIASICH
Ha OAHOTO M3 XpoHHUCTOB IlepBoro kpecroBoro moxoma @. IIlapTpckoro, ocodHaBaM cebs Kak
MpUHA/JIeKaIue K Hekoed obmrHocTu: «Kasamoch, OHAKO, UTO MBI SIBJseMCs OpaThbAMH U
OJTU3KUMH pOAUYAMH, EAUHOAYIITHBIMU B JII0OBH K bory». Ilo 3TOMy mOBOAY yYeHBIMU
OTMEYasIoCh, UTO «B IMOAOOHBIX BHICKA3bIBAHUAX OTPA3HJINCH MIPU3HAKU 3aPOK/IAIOIIETOCS 00IIEero
3aMa{HOEBPOIIEUCKOTO CaMOCO3HAHUS, ITPEBO3MOTAIOIIET0 SI3BIKOBBIE, STHHUYECKUE U JPYTHUe
pasmuunsa (Mcropus EBpombi, T.2. 1992: 532). IHBIMH €J1I0BaAaMU, KPECTOBBIE TTOXO/BI II0 CBOEMY
MIOCJTY?KUJIH ellle OAHOM cTylleHbKoU (1mocsie umnepuu Kapsa Besnukoro) Ha myTu BO3HUKHOBEHUS
coBpeMeHHOU eiuHOU EBpOIIBI.

B manbHereM B POCCUUCKOU HayKe MOSBUINCH PaOOTHI, CPEAU KOTOPBIX HY:KHO OCOOEHHO
BbIZIesIUTh MOHOTpaduio C.U. JIyunnkon (Jlyaunkas, 2001). B aToii pabore yaensercs BHUMaHUeE
OYeHb Ba)KHOH MpPoOJieMe BOCIPUATHS MYyCYJIbMAaHCKOTO MHUpa IJIa3aMU KPECTOHOCIIEB C TOYKHU
3pEHHs] CTEPEOTUIIOB, CYIIIECTBOBABIIINX B KaTOJIMYECKOU CpeTHEBEKOBOU EBpoIle 10 OTHOIIIEHUIO K
HaceJIEHUI0 BOCTOYHBIX CTPaH, MPEXJIEe BCEro, MyCyJbMaH. ABTOp, IIO CYIIECTBY, ITO3BOJIAET IIO
WUHOMY OIIEHUBAaTh KPECTOBbIe TIOXOJbl He TOJbKO KAaK HEKyI0 KOHKDETHYIO TOJUTHUKO-
PEJIUTHO3HYI0 aKIMI0 U T.I., a KaK BaXMCHblll aman 8 3Haxomcmee 08YX MUpos8, TO3HAHUH
eBpOIeNIlaMi OKPY’KaIoIIeEro IMPOCTPaHCTBa HA IYTH K HJlee PABHOIIEHHOCTH, PaBEHCTBA BCEX
HapPOJIOB U KYJIBTYP, YTO TaK BAJKHO B YCJIOBUSX pa3BUBAIOIIEHCS IT100TH3aIAH.

Takum 00pa3oM, KpecTOBbIe ITOXOJbl HAYMHAKT HIPATh BAXKHYK) pOJIb B OCO3HAHUU
WHTEerpanuoHHbIX mporeccoB XI-XIII BB., B KOHTEKCTe OOIIEHd HCTOPUYECKON IaHOPaMBbI,
MOCTENEHHO BHIXO/IAIIEH 32 pamku CTaporo cBera.

[IpakTyecKd OJIHOBPEMEHHO BBINIES OYEPK OCHOBHBIX COOBITHI KDPECTOBBIX ITIOXOJ/IOB B
akaymemuueckou «Meropun Bocroka» (BimkHUM BOCTOK B 310Xy KPECTOBBIX IMOX0/IOB, 2004: 239-
250), KOTOPBIH B TPAfUIIMOHHOM /I OTE€YECTBEHHOUW HCTOpHUOrpaduul KJ0Ye, B IIPHUHITHUIIE,
MpescTaBsieT cOOOUM «B3IJIsAA C 3amaza». XOTSA AaBTOPHI Y/ENWIA BHHUMAHHE ITOJIOKEHUIO
MYCyJIbMAaHCKOTO HaceJeHUsl 1107 BJIACTbI0 KPECTOHOCIIEB, OTMETHB €ro OTHOCHUTEJIbHYIO
TepIuMOCTh (C OIOpo¥ Ha coobmenus M6H /Ixybaiipa), TeM He MeHee, UMU IIOUTH He 3aTPOHYT
MpOIlecC BOSHUKHOBEHUS U PA3BUTHSA JKHUXaZa IPOTUB (PPAaHKOB, €ET0 OCOOEHHOCTH, PEJTUTHO3HAS
U TIOJIUTUYECKasl IOJIOIUIeKa, YeM BBITOAHO OTJIMYAeTCsA, KaK Mbl YBUJUM BIepeau, pabora
K. Xunnenb6pana. Bupouem, cripaBe/iyIMBOCTH Pajid, TpPeOOBATh BCETO ATOTO OT HEOOJIBIIIOTO OUEPKa
U He TIPUXOJIUTCA.

Hemasoe 3HaueHUe UMEIOT TPY/Abl TEX POCCUUCKUX YUE€HBIX, KOTOPble N3YYal0T SKOHOMUKY U
MOJIUTUKY OTZEJIbHBIX KPECTOHOCHBIX TOCYZApCTB, B TOM UHCJIE H caMble IIOCJEIHUE,
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MpEAIPUHATHIE UMH KPECTOBBIE ITOXOZbI, BBIXOZAIINE 32 PAMKHU OOIEN3BECTHOW XPOHOJIOTHUH
TakoBbIX (B/IHM3HIOK, 1994).

B 2000-x — Hagaze 2010-X IT. OJHO 3a JPYI'HM IOABJAIOTCA HOBBIE POCCHICKUE
HCCJIEIOBAHMS 110 MHTEPECYIOIed Hac TeMaTHKe, HAllPUMep, OUYEPKH MO0 HCTOPHH KPECTOBBIX
IOX0/10B, HamucaHHble A. ®enopoBbsiM-/laBbeiioBbIM (PemopoB-/laBbiioB, 2002: 118-284). OHu
HACBIIIIEHbI WHTEPECHOW WH@OpMAIMeldl W HaMMCAaHbl XOPOIIUM S3BIKOM, S3MOIIMOHAJIBHO, C
NOAbEMOM, HO, OJHAKO JIWIIEHBI CTPOT0 aHAJIUTHUYECKOro mnoaxona. Kuura A.A. JlomaHumHa
Mpe/ICTAaBJIsIET, B MIPUHITUAIIE, XOPOIIIO YK€ U3BECTHBIM, HO aBTOPCKU OCMBICJIEHHBIH MaTepuasl 1o
UCTOPUM KPECTOHOCHOTO J[BHMXKEHUsS, C BJIEMEHTAMH HOBBIX PAKYPCOB B €ro PacCMOTPEHUHU,
Halpumep, ¢ IIpUMEHEHHEM IIOAXOJ0B Teopuu naccruoHapHocru JI.H. I'ymusiesa npu aHanuse
3HaueHus I kpecroBoro moxona (/lomanuH, 2010). OrmeTum pab6otel E. MonycoBoi (MoHycoBa,
2010a; MoHycoBa, 2010a), HO 0cOOEHHO ABYXTOMHHK 2013 T. A.B. '(paHOBCKOT0, B KOTOPOM JIa€TCs
BecbMa OOIIMpHAs W JeTajdbHasA ¢dakrosorus moxozoB (I'paHoBCKUM, 2013). ABTOpP CTPEMHUTCS
aKTyaJIU3UPOBATh IIPOOJIEMATHKY KPECTOBBIX IIOXO/IOB B CBET€ COBPEMEHHBIX COOBITHH Ha
Bamxaem Boctoke, HO T1Opoli mpuberaer NHPH OSTOM K HEKOPPEKTHHIM CPaBHEHUAM
(BOMHCTBYIOIIUHA HCJIAMH3M = JIEHUHCKO-CTaJMHCKas JOKTPWHA; W T.I.). IIlpu 3TOM aBTOp B
MMPEAUCJIOBUU K THEPBOMY TOMY YKas3blBaeT, UTO 5Ta KHHUTA — «IIONBITKA JIaTh IPECTaBJIEHUE
POCCHIICKOMY YHUTATEJI0 O COCTOSHUH CETOAHSIIHEN 3alaJiHON ncTopuorpaduu Mo 3TOU Teme».
HuckospKo He COMHEBAaeMCsl B TOM, YTO JIAHHBIA aBTOP HCIIOJIH30Bajl pabOTHI 3alaIHBIX YUYEHBIX,
HO 00 ucropuorpadpuu Kak TAaKOBOU B JIBYXTOMHUKE HET HH cjoBa! M Takoe ke HEBHUMATEIbHOE
OTHOIIIEHNE K UCTOpUOrpaduu, KaK yke ObLJI0 OTMEUYEHO BBIIIE, MBI BUIUM BO MHOTHX U3JAHHIX
COBPEMEHHBIX POCCUHCKHX HCCIe0BaTeeN KPECTOBBIX IIOXO/OB, KaK HAa3BAHHBIX BBIIIE, TaK U
UHBIX. MeXy TeM, B POCCUUCKONM HayKe B CepeiiHe 2000-X IT. MOSIBUJINCH JANCCEPTAIMIOHHBIE
paboThl, KOTOpble (UKCHUPYIOT CEPhE3HYI aHAJUTHYECKYI0 paboTy mo wucropuorpadpuu
KPECTOHOCHOTO JIBMKEHHS, IPUYEM B pAMKaX OTAEIbHBIX T0X0A0B (Myp3eHKOB, 2005).

Ocoboe MecTO B3aHsIN KPECTOBBIE IIOXO/BI B IIEPHOAM3AIMA BCEMUPHOW HCTOPUH,
MpeIoKEeHHON Kadeipoi Bceobinel (HbiHe — Kadeapoi BceoOIeld U 0TeYeCTBEHHOU) UCTOPUH
AT'TIY, KOTOpYyIO Ipe/CTaBjsAeT aBTOP JAHHOM cTaThbu, B Hayase 1990-x IT. (BuHorpazos u ap.,
1995: 132; OCHOBHBIE 3Tallbl BCEMUPHOW HWCTOPHUH, 2009: 132-142). ITO OBLIO BpeMs, Kak
OTMEYaJIOCh BBIIIE, KOTZA HMCTOPUKAMU BEJIMCh TOUCKU HOBBIX HCCJIEN0BATETHCKUX MOJEJIEH,
KOTOpbIE TIPEJCTABIISIIA COOOU TOMBITKH CO3/1aTh aJIbTEPHATHBY IMPEKHEMY MAapPKCHCTCKOMY
MMOHUMAHUI0 HWCTOPUHM. KpecToBble IIOXO/BI pacCMaTpPUBAIOTCS aBTOpPaMU  yKa3aHHOU
MEPUOIN3AINY KaK «HHTETPAaTHUBHASA BKCIAHCHUS» W OIEHHBAIOTCA Kak IPeIIeCTBEeHHUKU
Besmmkux reorpaduueckux OTKPHITHH €BPOIIEHIIEB — KadyeCTBEHHO HOBOTO 3Tala 3HAKOMCTBA
JKuTesied EBPOIBI C OKPYKAIOIIUM MUPOM, HPUBEJIIIETO0 K BOZHUKHOBEHUIO YVKE JAEUCTBUTEIIHHO
71002 TbHOM MCTOPUY, 03HAMEHOBABIIIEr0 HauaIi0 MHTErPald HapoJA0B BO BCEMHUPHOM MacIiTaoe.
Kak BuzuM, BBIBOJIBI YUEHBIX ApMaBUpa JIOTUYHO COEIUHSIOTCS C PACCY’KAEHUSMU CTOJTMUYHBIX
CIIENNAIICTOB 00 MHTETPATUBHBIX UHTEHITUAX KPECTOHOCHOTO JIBHKEHUS.

V3yyeHnio KpecToBbIX IOX0/I0B Ha Kadeape BuOUW AI'TIY 6bUIO OTBEAEHO HEMAaso
BHUMaHUA. B okTsAOpe 1996 r. Kadeapoi Oblla OpraHU30BaHa €/IBa JIM He eJUHCTBEHHAS B By3ax
Poccuu HayyHo-mpakTHuyecKass KOH(EpPEHIHs, IIOCBAIIeHHAsA QOO0-JIETUI0 JAHHBIX I10XOJI0B,
Te3UChl KOTOPOU ObLIH OmyOuKoBaHbI (CTy/IeHUeCcKO-TIpeno/iaBaTeibcKas HayqHO-TIPaKTHIECKas
koHDepeHIUs, 1996). [To yKazaHHOU TeMaTHKe Ha Kadepe BCeoOInel U 0TeYeCTBEHHOU UCTOPUH
3alMINAINCh U JUIUIOMHBIE HccienoBaHus (Iytaronbko, 2008; CaeHko, 2010; CKPHUITYEHKOB,
2011; u Ap.). OcobeHHO TIIyOOKO pa3pabaThiBajiach BBIMYCKHUKAMU Kadeapbl MpobieMaThKa
JIYXOBHO-PHITIAPCKUX OP/IEHOB.

B «oppeHCKOII» TeMaTHKe B OTEUECTBEHHOU HCTOPHOTPAdUU B IOCIIETHEE BPEMS TTOJTYIHIT
npeo0JialaHie WHTEPEC K HCTOPUHM TaMIUIMEPOB W TOCHUTaIbepoB (AHzpeeB, 2003, 2009;
3axapoB, AKyHOB, 2002: 286-384; 3axapoB, 2003; 3axapoB, YubucoB, 2009; VBaHOB, 2009;
BoeHHO-1yXOBHBIE OpJieHa, 2010; AKyHOB, 2012; U JIp.). ATOT UHTEPEC OTPA3UIICA U B TOM, YTO /IO
OTEUYEeCTBEHHON  ayJUTOPUHM Bce OOJIbIlle  JIOXOAAT  3apyOelkHble  HCCIeIOBaHUS IO
COOTBETCTBYIOIINM OpZieHaM (CM. HUIKE).

BosBpamiasce ke K TeMaTHKe JyXOBHO-PBIIAPCKUX OPAEHOB B paboTre Kadeapsl BceoOIner u
oteuectBeHHOU ucropun AI'TIY, oTMeTMM, YTO B KOHIIE 1990-X — cCepeAuHe 2000-X IT. €0
W3/IaBaJIUCh METOJIMYECKHe pa3pabOTKM W IOCOOMsA IO yKasaHHOUW Temarwke (JI€EcwHa, 1997;
Nynapes, JIécuna, 2002). B 2005 1. B 1. Mockse moz srugoii MITMIMO u AT'TIY BhIlIIa KHUTA
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T.H. HlangynoBoii (JlecuHoir) o B3amMooTHomIeHHsAX Maspruiickoro OpgeHa c¢ Peubio
[Tocnosmroit u Poccuiickoit ummepueit (IllanmyHoBa, 2005). Haubosiee BaXKHBIM pe3yJIbTATOM
mpodecCHOHaILHOTO HHTEpPeca K «OPAEHCKOW» TeMaTHKe Ha Kade/ipe BceoOllel 1 0Te4eCTBEHHOU
ucropun AI'TIY crama samura kaggumatckod auccepramum T.H. IllajayHOBOH HO HCTOPHUH
Masptuiickoro Opgena (IIlangyHoBa, 2006) B PocToBckoM-Ha-/[oHy rocyaapCcTBEHHOM
yHuBepcurete. IIpescTaBjeHHBIA OMBIT OTHOTO M3 PETHOHAJIBHBIX BY30B Poccuu 1o M3ydeHUI0
HMCTOPUM KPECTOBBIX MOXOJI0B M T€X OPraHU3aINii, KOTOPble BOSHUKJIM B BIIOXY STHX 3HAMEHHUTBIX
aKIW{, yKa3blBaeT Ha 3HAYMMOCTh HHTEPECYIOIed Hac TEMAaTHUKU JJI BOCIHUTATEJIbHOU U
IIPOCBETUTEIBLCKOM, a TaK:Ke HAyYHOU pabOThl B OT€UEeCTBEHHOH BBICIIIEH IITKOJIE.

3.2. 3apybexxHas ucropuorpadus: HEKOTOpble YePThI

CoBpemeHHasA 3apybekHas HCTOPUOTpadusA MO TEMATHKE KPECTOBBIX IOXOJ0B IOUCTHHE
BEJINKA, /Ja’ke orpoMHa. B lHTEepHEeTe pa3meleHbl OOMIUPHBIE CITUCKU ITyOJTUKAIIMI TI0 KPECTOBBIM
moxosaM. TOJIbKO Ha aHTJIMHCKOM SI3bIKE OHU COCTaBJISAIOT couiubiii nmepedeHb (The Crusades:
Bibliography). OGpatuMcsi k HauboJsiee BaKHBIM paboTaM II0 KPECTOHOCHOMY JBHUKEHUIO,
MOSIBUBIINMCS B HAIlIEH CTpaHE B 1990—2000-€ IT., HO BBINIEIINM 32 PyOEKOM Ha €BPOIMEUCKUX
sI3bIKAX eIe BO BTOPOU moJsioBuHe XX B. U Zla’ke TOpas/io paHbliine. MOXXHO cKa3aTh, YTO UMEHHO
BOJIHA OJTUX IE€PEeU3/IAaHUU HA PYCCKUA U BBI3BAJIA OTBETHYIO BOJIHY OTEYECTBEHHBIM BEPCUM
KpecToBbIX 1moxon0B (Murro, 1995; Mukens, [1nanten, 1999; Kecciep, 1997; IlepHy, 2001, 20009;
Jroxa KPeCcTOBBIX MOX0JI0B, 2003; Buiimap, 2003; Mopucon, 2003; Hyrnac, 2003; Ilamzmop,
2004; Jle Todd, 1992; Xutenbpana, 2008; u ap.). PeryisipHo nepeusnarores B Poccun v paboThI
II0 UCTOPUM JIyXOBHO-PBIIIADCKUX OpJIEHOB, B TOM YMCJeE, Kacamolluecs TOro IIepuojia UX
JeATEJIbHOCTH, KOTOPBIA OTHOCHUTCA KO BpPEMEHH KpPECTOBBIX I0X0/0B (MeabBUib, 2004;
Bopmonos, 2004; lemyp:ke, 2007; HptomaH, 2008; Hukosb, 2010; u Ap.).

VYkaxeM Ha HEKOTOpble 0COOEHHOCTHU ITO/IX0/I0B B OCBEIIEHUH 3apy0eKHBIMU KPECTOHOCHOTO
denomena. OueHb BOKHBIM IIPEZICTABIISAETCA TO, UYTO 3apyOeKHbIE ydeHble (B 3TOM OTHOIIEHUU
HanboJsiee sIpKUUA TpuMep IpezcraBiseT kHura P. IlepHy «KpecToHOCIBI») CTpEMSTCS BechbMa
Pa3sHOOOPA3HO OCBETUTDH COCTABJIAIOIINE KPECTOBBIX MOX0/0B. CIenuaIucThl yAeIAI0T BHUMaHNe
HX COIIMAJIBHOMY COCTaBY, BOEHHOW M MaTepHaJIbHO-OPTAaHU3AIMOHHON CTOPOHE KPECTOHOCHOTO
JIBIDKEHHS, POJM B HEM TAllCTBA M KOPOJIEBCKOM BJIACTH, MEHTAJIbHOU COCTABJISIOIIEH,
regiepHoMy akTopy (HampuMep, y4acTHUIO M POJIU B TIOXO/IaX U JKU3HHU JIATHHCKUX TOCYZIapCTB HA
Bocroke :xeHIIUH), HamboJiee SAPKUM IEPCOHAINAM B XpHUCTHAHCKOM (TOT ke Puuapn I) u
mycysibMaHckoM (Camax an-/lun) jarepsax, u T.7. C Apyroil CTOPOHBI, HeJb3S HE yKa3aTbh Ha
MIPOTUBOPEYUBOCTh OIIEHOK KPECTOBBIX ITOXO/IOB HEKOTOPBIMH HcciefoBarenaMu. OZHU aBTOPBI
CKJIOHHBI W/IEUIN3HUPOBATh 5TO JIBIMKEHHE, Ha3bIBasl KPECTOHOCIEB «ITHMOHEPAMU XPHUCTHAHCKOU
nuBmwInsanuu» (Muxkesnb, [lianTeH, 1999: 38-39; Omoxa KpPeCcTOBBIX IIOXO0JIOB, 2003), U T.II.,
JIpyTHe OTHOCATCA K IToxo/iaM ¢ nmo3unuil runepkputuku. I1o K. Jle T'oddy, Hanmpumep, KpecToBbIe
MIOXO/Ibl HE JIAJI HUYEro KpoMe abpHUKOCa, KOTOPBIN €BPOIEHIIbI, BO3MOXKHO, Y3HIH Oyiarogaps
nBkeHuio Ha Bocrok (JIe T'odd, 1992: 67). CTpaHHO, YTO, B TAKOM CJIydae, ObLIN 3a0bITHI KOIIIKH,
BbIBe3eHHble KpecToHOocmamMu u3 Erunra u 3amosioHuBmre mnoroM EBpomy. Od4eBHIHO, YTO
KPECTOBbIE TIOXO/Ibl HYXKJIAIOTCS B 0OOJiee B3BEIIEHHOHN OIleHKE M UMEHHO COaJIlaHCHUPOBAHHBIN
MTO/IXO/T K UX aHAIU3Y I0JPKEH CTaTh OOIIUM U JIJIsI OTE€UEeCTBEHHOU U 3apy0eKHOU HCTOprorpaduu.

Be3ycs0BHO, HEOOXO/IMMO 3HAHHE CYIIECTBYIOIINX B3IJIA/0B HA 5TO SBJIEHHUE CO CTOPOHBI
MYCyJIbBMaHCKOTO MHpa, UYTO IIOMOXET IIPeojioJieTh OJHOCTOPOHHHE, IIPeNuMYyIleCTBEHHO
«eBpONeNCKre» BO33peHHsA Ha NpobseMy. BaKHBIM IIaromMm B 3TOM HAIpPaBJIEHUU CIIYKUT
dynnamenTanbaaa moHorpadusa Kapos Xumnen6pauny (XuwuieHOpanz, 2008), 3HaueHne KOTOPOH,
KaK IUIOZIOTBOPHOM IOMBITKU IPEJICTABUTh B3IVIAJBI U IPEACTABJIEHUSA MCJIAMCKOTO MHpa Ha
KPECTOHOCHYIO S5IIOIEI0 U er0 PeakIUIo Ha JIEHUCTBUSA KPEeCTOHOCLEB YKe paccMaTpUBAIOCh HAMU
coBceM HemaBHO (Dudarev, 2016: 56-57).

OTHollleHNe COBPEMEHHBIX BOCTOYHBIX aBTOPOB K TeMe KpEeCTOBBIX IIOXOJ0OB TaKiKe
3aTparuBajiOCh HAMU B CBSA3U C aKTyaTM3allel JAHHON TeMbl U HCII0JIb30BAaHUEM €€ B KOHTEKCTE
CETOHSAINIHEN MEXKyHAPOJHOHN CUTYaIllH, B TOM YHUCJIE, B IEJIAX COBPEMEHHOHN MOJUTUYECKOU U
ujieostoruyeckoii 6opronl (Dudarev, 2016: 56-57). OAHUM U3 TPUMEPOB MOJAO0HOTO MHTEpEeca K
TeMe sIBJIsieTcA KHUTA A. Maamyda, B KOTOpOU aBTOP Pa3MbIIUIsAeT 00 UTOTaxX U YPOKaX KPECTOBBIX
MIOXO0/IOB /151 cyAieh COBpeMEHHOTro apabCKoOro MHUpa B CBETe €ro OTHOIIIeHUH ¢ 3anazom. Henb3sa He
yKa3aTh Ha TO, YTO B HAIlEH CTpaHE JaBHO CYyIIECTByeT WHTEpeC K MHEHHIO MYCYJIbMAaHCKHX
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HMCTOPUKOB O KPECTOBBIX IMOX0/IaX, 0COOEHHO nX BoeHHOMY acnekty (CaziaBu, 1960). B poccuiickux
BOEHHBIX By3aX 3alllHIIAJIUCh JUCCEPTAIIUH, B KOTOPBIX PACCMAaTPUBAJIIOCh BOEHHOE JIeJI0 apaboB B
epuo/ KpectoHocHo arornen (Moparum Mycrada anb Maxmyn, 1994).

4. 3akJaoueHue

Takum 00pa3oM, B KOHIIE HOBOTO BpeMeHU, HO TIJIaBHBIM 00pa3oM, B HOBellllee BpeMsd
U3y4eHHe KPECTOBBIX IIOXO/IOB CTAHOBUTCS TPEAMETOM BHHMAHUSA KaK 3alaJiHbIX, TaK W
OJIM>KHEBOCTOYHBIX MCTOPUKOB. OTHOBPEMEHHO, B IIEJIOM PsJIE COBPEMEHHBIX U 3apPYOE€KHBIX U
OTEYECTBEHHBIX MOHOTpPapUUECKHX U3AaHUN W KHUT HaAOJIO/IA€TCA OTCYTCTBHE IOIBITOK
uctopuorpaduIecKoro OCMbICJIEHUS U3yYeHUs JJaHHOTO (peHOMeHA. B TO ke BpeMsi, OH BCe 4Jallle
paccMaTpUBaEeTCs ¢ Bce OOJIBIIEro KOJIMYECTBA PA3/IMYHBIX PAKyPCOB, B TOM YHUCJIE, C TOUYKHU 3PEHUS
reHZiepHoOTO (aKTOpa, B YeM HAM BUJIUTCSA BJIUSHHE «aHHAINCTOB», HANIPABJIEHUS «TOTAJIHHOU
ucropun». OFHAKO 70 CHX MOP HA KPECTOBBbIE IMOXO/ABI IO-TIPEKHEMY IIPeo0J1aflaeT «B3IJISAZ, C
3amaza», co cropoubl EBpombl. Tem He MeHee, MHeHUe >xuTejieli bimkHero Boctoka,
COBPEMEHHUKOB 3THUX COOBITHH, O KPECTOHOCHOH OJIIOllee, a TaKKe ee OIleHKa B HOBeHIen
ncropuorpaduy STOTO PErHOHA BCE 4Yallle CTAHOBATCS IPEJIMETOM BHHUMAHUS HAYIHOTO
coobmiecTBa. lV3ydyeHme KpECTOBBIX IIOXOJIOB TIIOCTENEHHO TepseT B HOBeHIee BpeMs
«OOBUHUTEJIbHYIO» TN THIEPKPUTHUECKYI0 OKPAacKy, KOTOpas, BIPOUYEM, IO-IIPEKHEMY JAET O
cebe 3HaTh. Hanbosiee mepCeKTUBHBIM BUUTCSA TOT IIO/IXO0/T, KOTOPBIH pacCMaTPUBAET KPECTOBBIE
IOXO/bl KaK WHCTPYMEHT WHTETPAINU, CPEJCTBO 3HAKOMCTBA MHPOB MEXKJy COOOH, XOTS H,
pasymMeeTcsi, He JIMIIIEHHOE I1eJIOTO PsiJia HEraTUBHBIX O0CTOSITETHCTB.
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YK 93/94(100)

K oTreuecTBeHHOM U 3apy0ekHOM ncTopuorpa¢duu KpecToBbIX IIOX0I0B
Cepreii Jleonuzmosuu Jlymapes 2>
a ApMaBUPCKUU TOCY/IapCTBEHHBIH IIeIarOrMYecKUil yHUBEpCUTET, Poccuiickas enepanus

AnHoTamuA. llenpio cTaTbu ABJIAETCS penpe3eHTalldsl OCHOBHBIX MOAXOJ0B K H3YYEHUIO
(eHOMEHA KpECTOBBIX IOXOZOB B POCCHUHCKOW M 3apy0eXKHONW HAYYHON MBICJIM HOBEUIIIEro
BpeMeHHU. ABTOp IIOKA3bIBaeT IPUYHUHBI TpaHcGOpManUU B3IVIAZOB HA KPECTOBBIE IIOXOZBI,
CTPEMUTCA BBIACHUTH UX cocTaBisdmonue. OOpalaercds BHHMaHHE HAa TO, KakK IIOCTEIIEHHO
KpECTOBbIE ITOXO/Ibl HAUMHAIOT PAcCMaTPUBAThCA C Bce OOJIBIIEr0 KOJIMYECTBA PAKypCOB, B TOM
4yucse, ¢ TOYKU 3peHus TeHzepHoro ¢akropa. B To ke Bpems, ykasplBaeTcs Ha TO, YTO IIpU
HaIMCAHUU I1eJIOT0 PAZa BechbMa 00BEMHBIX U IIEHHBIX TPYZOB 110 KPECTOBBIM ITOX0/]aM UX aBTOPBHI,
yaie Bcero, u30eraroT HaNHCAHUA HCTOPHOrpadHUYecKUX OUYEepKOB IO JaHHOH Teme. B sToM
CMBICJIE, HACTOAIIAA CTaThs ABJIAETCA CTPEMJIEHHEM, B ONIPeieJIEHHON Mepe, BOCIIOJTHUTD JaHHBIN
po6est. OcBellleHNEe KPECTOBBIX II0X0/I0B €BPOIeHCKIUMU (B TOM YHCJIEe, POCCUICKUME) aBTOpaMU
HOCHUT, KaK MPaBWIO, OJHOCTOPOHHHH XapakTep, 5TO JIBHKEHHE OITHUCHIBAETCS «CO CTOPOHBI
€BpOIIEUIIEB», B TO BpeMs, KaK IOpa BCEMEPHO YYUTHIBATh B3IJIAJIBI HA KPECTOHOCHYIO 3TIOTEI0 CO
CTOPOHBI MYCYJIbMAaHCKOTO MHpA. ABTOP CTPEMUTCA IPOJEMOHCTPUPOBATh TO, UTO HU3YYEHUE
KPECTOBBIX IIOXOJIOB Bce OoJibllle TepsieT B HOBellllee BpeMs «OOBUHHUTEJIBHYIO» WU
TUIIEPKPUTUYECKYI0 OKPACKy, KOTOpas, OJ[HAKO, IO-IpeXHeMy aaeT o cebe 3HaTh. Haubosee
MIepCIIeKTUBHBIM IIPEJ/ICTaBJIAETCA IOJXO/l, KOTOPBIM paccMaTpHBaeT KpPeCcTOBblE IIOXO/bl Kak
WHCTPYMEHT UHTETpalii, BAXKHOE CPEJICTBO 3HAKOMCTBA MexX/1y coboit 3amazia u Bocroka, XoT4 H,
pasyMeeTtcs, He JIUIIIEHHOE I[eJIOTO Ps/Ia HETATUBHBIX 0OCTOSATEIHCTB.

KiroueBsbie ciaoBa: KpectoBble mOX0/bl, TPOBUAEHIINATIN3M, TYMAHUCTHI, IPOCBETUTEIIH,
POMAaHTHU3M, TeH/IEPHBIH (PaKTOP, TUIIEPKPUTHKA, OPUEHTATU3M.
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