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9 Ajoutons que tres joliment les unites qui composent AS selon un parallelisme 
(XZ' //. XZ.) respectent eritre elles des chiasmes assez perceptibles (s + v / v + s 
deux fois de x· a X, puis· I + v / v + I (en Sd) de 4c a Sd), tandis que les unites 
qui· _composent 8 et 8 selon un chiasme. respectent entre elles des paralleles (v + s // 
v + s deux fois.de X a X, puis v + I (en Sd) de Sd a 6ab). 

1° Comment ne pas penser ici au Cantigue .de frere Soleil ou des creatures de 
Franc;.ois d ' Assis e, ou se succedent dans I.a louan9e··1e frere Soleil (puis soeur 
lune et les Etoiles), frere Vent, soeur Eau et notre mere la Terre (apres frere Feu) 
dans un climat de contemplation pour ainsi dire 'a !'oppose de celui de Qo1 ou, si 
les elements sont freres en quelque sorte avec I' humanite (son "histoire") :-Z, est sur 
un fond de de~illusion. •• 

11 Cette correspondance (avec effet d'inclusion) de 4 a 11 nous dissuade de nous 
ecarter de • I' interpretation classique de dwr en 1, 4 comme nous y invite G. S. 
0 g den, The interpretation of dwr in E~siastes 1.4, JSOT 34(1986), pp. 91-92, 
qui veut elargir le sens de dwr et l'entendre.des cycles de la nature. Qu'il s'agisse 
d'ailleurs de cycles. dans noTr;" texte n'est pas si clair (voir notamment Ly s, pp. 
114 et 117, a propos du vent est .des fleuves). 

1•4 Tout comme, en ordre inverse, dwr ... wdwr en 4. D'ailleurs cwlm et dwr 
wdwr constituent une de ces pa ires de mots stereotypes relevees par Y. -ti:"7i s h ~ 
~tic Studies of Word-Pairs in Biblical and Ancient Semitic literatures,. AOA T 2101. 

Neukirchen 1984 (voir a !'index p. 764). L 'or<:fre habituel est celui donne ci-dessus: 
cwlm // .dwr wdwr. En 4 Qo casse pour ainsi dire -le parallelisme de deux.fac;.ons, 
d'abord e-;:;-Tnversant 1 'ordre des termes, puis en opposant ce qui habituelJement est 
de m[me sens: knes §ges s·•eri vont et s'en vierinent mals la 'terre se (mainlti~nt. 
Ainsi les ~ges peuvent bien sombrer dans le passe ou surgir pour I' avenir·, cela ne 
change rien a la terre: elle est aussi constante, pourrait-on dire, que les evenements. 
qui donnent une fausse impresion de· nouvea4te selon 10. Ces oppositions entre les 
divers. emplois de cwlm et de dwr sont d'un type voisin de celles que nous avons 
releve dans notre ~?au sujet d~erbes bw' et hlk en 4-7. A propos de bw', L y s 
trouve paradoxal cet emploi du meme verbe en deux sens opposes (p. 110J°, mais 
precisement n'est-ce pas dans la mani~re de Qohelet, et plus precis.ement encore· 
dans celle de, notre passage? 

13 
A. Mai 11 o t, Freres, ii faut mourir: la contestation, commentaire de 

l'Ecclesiaste, Lyon 1971, p. 11. 
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THE POLISH CONTRIBUTION TO THE EXP!;:DITIONS 

TO THE HOLY LAND IN THE CRUSADES' ERA 

So far, there has been a lack of analitic approach to the question of the partici­

pation of Polish society in the expeditions to the Holy Land both in Polish and foreign 

historiography 
1

. Thus, there is a. heccessity of discussing the problem. The cyde of 

war campaigns, united with a common name of the first Crusade, was like a bolt 

from the blue for the contemporary societies .• The enthusiasm of the so-calied first 

Crusade passed by the countrie~ of East. Europe and Poland the -more2 . According to_ 

some testimony,· Urban II was to summon also Poles, Czechs and Hungarians to parti­

cipate in that Crusade. As it is known, his general council speech has _not been pre­

served but the Pope's question was included in the reconstruction of the speech: "sed 

nunquid vos Germani, ·saxones, Po_lqni, • Bohemi, Hungari etsi Turcas et Saracenos 

intra viscera saevire vestra riondum sentitis, quam a vobis. distent, vel fretis vel 

flu minibus ignoratis?" 3 As • it appears from it, Urban II indicated the thread of even 

such distant countries by the expansive Islam. shall explain it later on, that only 

the appeals of organizers 
0

of the so-called second. Crusade met a response on tf)e part 

of East Europe and Poland also. However, it was the inhirnal situation of Poland 
. I 

that was to decide about the character and the scale of ·Polish) participation in those 

escapades at that time. 

During the reign of two kings of Jerusalem kings Baldwin I (1100-1118) and 

Baldwin tl (1118-1131) Crusaders' dominions in. the Middle East became firmly esta­

blished. At the same time some social stabilization within ·different ethnical ele­

ments ·of the Kingdom of Jerusalem was achieved. Such a state -was not to be for 

long, unfortunately·, because after 1127 Crusaders met such a serious enemy like 

the ruler of Mosul, I mad ad-Din Zangi 4 . He managed to stop the offehsive of Francs 

coming from Europe and, what was more·, he even started sc,me aggressive· activi'­

ties. In December. 1144 the oldest dominion of Crusaders in the Middle East, Edessa 

col lapsed which, as P. K. Hitti wr.ites -'- "Because of its proximity to Baghdad and -its 

control of· the main routes between Mesopotamia and the Mediterranean, this city 
... ---
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half a century had ·been the outer rampart of all Latin states in Syria" 5 . For Europe, 

it was a signal that was· to mobilize the feudal West to a new effort of a Crusade. 

S~on also the Papacy undertook some action of propaganda expressing its approval 
t • . . 

for the agitation of the founder of the Cistercian Order, Bernard of Clairvaux. 

As it is well known, Polish magnates did not take p_art in the first Crusade, 

although some pilgrims .from Polahd came to the oecumenical council to Clermont 

because Poland . was among countries mentioned in the apostolic benedicio of Ur­

ban 116. Even_ts, taking place on the territory of the Holy Land, did not call forth 

a response on· the part of the country of Piasts. However, this country was conside­

rably weakened as a· result of the succession act by Boleslaw the Wrymouth. Some 

' investigations of T-. Grudzinski, recent_ly supported by J. Hauziriski 's settlements 

show that as a consequence of mutual Polish-German agreement, concluded in ·Mer­

seburg on 15 August 1135, the _Polish country acknowledged feudal dependance from 

the Empire 7 The succession act, establishing/ W/_adyslaw II the ·Grand Duke of Po­

lish dukes had to reconcile this with the· dependance from ·Germany while, at the 

same time, the Roman Emperor (German) acted most probably as a guarantor of the 

establishments; of the Wrymouth's last will. Such a st_ate of affairs· was not accepted 

by the dukes who were also against the centralizing policy of the oldest one in the 

family. In 1142-1146 a serious political crisis started in Poland which ended with 

the exile of • Wladyslaw II and his wife Agnes, a relative to the imperial German 

line 8 As it is known, in spring 1146 exil~d W/adyslaw appeared at a courtial 

assembly in Kain, hoping- that the German king Conrad Ill would come to his assi-

stance and guarantee him the position of the Grand Duke, threate~ed by his haif-

-brothers. In consequence, Conrad 111 decided on an intervention against Poland in 

summer 1146. Falling in August, the inter·vention action did not manage to achieve 

its aim when stopped at the Polish fortifications. With the coming fall Conrad 

abandoned overcoming them, ·obeying advice of Eastern margraves, demanding only 

the younger of brothers as a hostage and _ satisfying himself with paying him a consi­

derable ransom of Pomerania. Thanks to these establishments both brothers, and 

Wladyslaw's II antagonists at the same time, Boleslaw the Curly and Mieszko the Old 

got Conrad':;- agreement to possess the country. A momentary compromise with the 

opo;ition in Poland suited the German ruler who was being drawn to a great oversea 

expedition by the Papacy. In return for this, Conrad Ill expected the Apostolic ·see 

to recognize the coronation of his juvenile son Henry for the king of Germany, and· 

sought the support of Eugene Ill in the quarrels with German dukes who were not 

pleased with his centralizing polici. He also cared for the friendly attitude of Ro­

man Curia about his Polish "brother-in-law" Wladyslaw 11, excommunicated by the 

archbishop of Gniezno, Jakub of 2nin. Having mobilized the French, while making 

preparations to the .se
1
cond Crusade, Bernard of Clairvaux came to Germany in the 
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second half of 1146
10

. On 27 December 1146, a meeting of the Roman king and the 

founder of the Cistercian Order took pi.ace in Spir. ·Conrad Ill took an oath to parti­

cipate in the Crusade'. In mid-May 1147 Conrad, together with· his nephew Frederick 

of Swabia left Regensburg a~d arriv.ed at Constantinople. In September, he left the 

capital of Byzantium and crossed to the territorie-s of Asia Minor. Nicaea was the 

first city he reached up 11 From there,· conducted by Greek guides, German Crusa­

ders wended their way to Dory'iaeum soon however, ·Conrad's troops were .running 

out of food. Turkish troops appeared in the ·rear of the Crusaders' army, pressing 

the enemy hard; In ·such a situ~tion, on October 26, 1146, ·the king of Germany 

ordered a retreat, coming back to Nicaea 
12 

.: Connected with the progress of this 

expedition mo~~nts were in.vestigated by a Byzantine author John Kinnamos (Kynna-. 

mos), born· in 1143. He was ~ personal .secretary ·(basilicos grammaticos) to the 

Emperor Manuel I (1143-'-1180) and he ·wrote his work soon after the death of the 

r~ler 13. Due to his function K innanios got an access to the most top-secret materials 

of the -Syzantine Imperial Chancelle~y. With a great ease he could go through confi­

dencial daily re.ports coming to the capital, Constantinople from different sides of 

the Empire, as well as from lands situated beyond its borders but still being an 

object of Constantinople autocrats' interests. Kinnamos' relations about the situation 

in the Empire are the most reliable then. Describing. the moment of Conrad's army 

retreat from the vicinity of Dorylaeum, in October 114 7,. the Byzantine historiogra­

pher rel~tes: "As stated, the· Germans had been frequently defeated by the Turks and 

Jost many of their men, once they abandoned passage through Philomilion they 

hastened back. Coming to Nikosia (lznik), they niet there the French, who were 

marching on the road and other kings who were bringing with them large forces, one 

of these ruled the Czechs' nation and had seemingly been appointed king by Conrad, 

the other that of the Poles who are a Scytic' people_ and dwell beside the Western 
. ,.14 

Hungarians 

M. Mendys, who as the first· one in Polish literature payed attention to this 

report, assumed correctly, fhat the term "_the,_ruler of Poles" meant a Polish duke 

because the Byzantine historiographer precisely described the location of "Poland" as 

a country bordering upon West Hungary 15. • It was ·not a description of Czech country 

because it was mentioned separately. The term "ruler", "king" gave evidence that 

a member of a rulling family· was meant there. It could be none of Wladyslaw's 

brothers i;>ecause, at that time, Mi!c)szko and Boleslaw were active in the North of 

their country, in Pomerania and Prussia, and the 'youngest one, Henry was still 

juvenile then. According to Mendys, this duke could be only Wladyslaw the Exile. 

As the mentioned above evidence states, Wladyslaw II accompanied Conrad Ill in the 

fights on territories of Asia Minor, together with the Czech ruler, Wladys/aw as 

weII 16. Also, similarily to the Czech duke, the ruling "Pole" was in the van of 
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a considerable detachment of knights. It ca12, be assumed -that the Polish vassal of the 

Roman king, just like his Czech counterpart, took part in further oversea ups and 

downs of Conrad Ill. We know, tha~ in spring 1148 the· last one ·left Constantinople 

again and was transferred to Acea aboard Byzantine Ships 
17 

In Acea, Conrad met­

the French· king, Louis VII with whom he planned details of the expedition against 
18 • 

Damascus . Baldwin 111, the_ king of Jerusalem and the Templars, most probably 

bribed by the Muslim party, persuaded him to stop the fights for Damascus, though. 

After five days they raised the siege and the army of Crusaders, chased by mobile 

troops of Turkish cavalry, withdrew· _to Galilee
19

. Soon ·afterwards, Conrad sailed to 

Constantinople to start the reh.rning journey to Germany in spring 1149. There are 

not serious obstacles to assume that Wladyslaw II did not desert his German seignior 

(feudal lord). Undoubtedly, he took part in the fights for Damascus ,vhat showed him 

dissimilar custo_ms and so ·different -in character art of war. of the Saracens. It would 

have bee17 a valuable lesson, especially for a later· founder of a separate branch of 

Silesian Piasts, a gro~ing-up duke Bolesfaw called the Tall. According to--B. Zi"entar 

his peregrinations in the suite of -W/adyslaw II are very likel/O H is sti.1I a matter 

of future, _t_hough, ·to show __ the partidpation of W/adyslaw 11 in particular stages of 

Conrad's' ·11 expedition· in mor_e probable light." The: concealmerit of Wladyslav;'s 11 

participation in the second Crusade _ is also significant. Jan • D/ugosz did not mention 
. . . 

the Exile neither and his information about Polish contribution to Crusades ends with 

the following sentence: "Also _some· lords and Polish knights, to deserve the promised 

reward, voluntarily took the cross, .went together. with the_- Emperor and were 

fighting in his army until his return" 21 . Tt:ie fourth ·so-~ of Boleslaw the Wrymouth, 

Henry of_ Sandomierz is the second Polish liege lord that c_an be connected with 

expeditions to the Holy Land. A precise or rq.ther sure date' of his pilgrimage is not 

known. Polish ·annuals state it usually -for 115422 . Henry stayed in Palestine for about 

one year, fighting under the leadership· of the king of Jerusalem, Baldwin Ill and, 

after that, he -came back in glory to his country: Jari Dlugosz was writing that the 

only aim and p~rpose cif Henry of Sandomierz was to:""contribute to God's sake"23 . 

However, it seems certain that a decision about the younger brother's participance 

in .the expedition :to the Holy Land was made by his elder brothers who, in this way, 

wanted to gain the Pope's favour in the conflict o/ith Wladyslaw II and, perhaps on 

a larger scale, the support· for the policy of Poland- independent from Germany. It is 

also assumed quite rightly, that Henry's -expedition was to be a counterbalance to the 

Exile's Crusade. Henry did not take part in the ·conflict with the seignior of Polish 

dukes but it can be expected that he was on the side of his own brothers. After 

his return, the duke of Sandomierz devoted al I his • wealth for St. John's hospital 

and building of a ~onastic church in Zagost o~ Nida, objects destined for the Knights 

of St. John of Jer.usalem; brought from Palestine 24 . That· endowment w·as also affirmed 
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by Casimir the Just. Not being able to affort another ·oversea expedition, ·Henry of 

Sandomierz took part iri a big "Crusa_de" against ·the Prussians organised by Boleslaw 

the Curly during which he most probably died 2J. laica 'of Miech6w (died 1176), an 

offspring of the clan of the Little·-Poland Gryfs, belonged to the same generation of 

Polish crusaders as Henry of Sandomierz. According to some tradition, written down 

In the Great Polan_d chr·onicle, laxa was to.· be a Serbian duk_e. Thus in the former 

literature he was identified With the Wes:t Slav duke, la)Sa_ so-called from Kopalnica, 

the duk~ of· the $prews. However, most probably they were two different persons, 

·though.. 

laxa ~f Miech6w belonged to the most outstanding representatives of the Little 

Poland lords. Together with ariother lord of ·the Little Poland, ~wi~toslaw, laxa was 

in _the van of a rebel· against Boleslaw-•tl:;e_ Curly, in the last period of his reign. 

P-~lish annals report that this - liege ford set -for- the Holy Land· to fight against the 

M0slims i~ 116i 6 . ·It h assumed, that he also stayed in Palestine for about a year. 

Afterwards, he. came-bq.ck to Poland together with one of canons of St. Augustine 

• - Rule 'belonging to the Order of Regular Canon~ of the Holy Grave 27 ·Having come to 

the country laxa establfshed _a number" of foundations for the Ch_urch. Among others, . . 
he founded the ,monastery _ of _the ·order :of the Holy Grave in Miech6w Which he 

granted with three v·il I ages: Miechow·, Zagorzyce and Komor6w. He - also founded 

a convent of Pr.e_monstratensians in z;.,,-ierzyniec (a suburb of Cracow today) granting 

it with several villages. His· endo_wments' were affirmed by Polish dukes later on. The 

territorial disintegration,, getting deeper •in the second half of_ XII cent., - did not 

favour org~nising common ·pertormances of Piast dynasts on the international forum. 

They' and what ~Isa se~ms quite right' their. clergy were interest~d exclusively only 

in their own matters. Thµs, till 1217 there_ is lack of any mention about anybody's 

participation in the Crusade action on _the territory of the Holy Land. Interests in 

the fate -of ov~rsea Crusade; passed to the organization of ea mpaigns against less 

distant· and easier foe, whom were non-Christian nations of the Baltic Sea. 

A short while before 1924- K; ~aleczyriskL :turned B. W/odarski's attention to 

a document inserted in_ The Diplomatic. Code of the Ar·pads bearing a date of 1246, 

in form of a transumpt of Wladyslaw IV from 127428. This document, primarily 

issued by the Hungarian king Bela IV for some "fideli Leustah", a son of some Bohm, 

was a confirmation of feudal .rights of the mentioned to the land of "T uruch 1129. It 

was reminded because some right_ of one ·of the· offsprings of the said "Leustah" to 

the feud was questioned. In the· original docu_ment king Bela IV says among others: 

"pater nester in Christo, ka~issimus Andreas C. J cum suis proximis expulerat, dum 

pro defensione Terre Sande et Sacri Sepulcri Do mini cum ceteris regibus et ducibus 

christianis, eorum pro ·Christi cruore affectantes effundere sanguinem, mare transi­

vissent, Bohma filit.im Gyurk in• acie et sub vexillo ducis Polonie, per sua acta virtu-
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osa et ser-vitia fidelia:. navantem, suos progenitores cine eorum excessibus et culpis 

de regno Hungarie expulsos extitisse, veri more pastoris lrecognoscenc, velud ovem er­

rantem in Regnum suum reduxisset G .. ]"
30

. 

For us, the value of this report lies in the mention that during the Crusade of 

Andrew II, the king· of Hungary, a Polish !<:night '"Bohma,. a son of C,yurk" covered 

himself with glory while fighting "under. the flag and in the troop of a duke of Po­

land" (in acie• et sub vexi,llo ducis• Polonie) .. It should be mentioned that before the 

appearance of B. Wlodarski's contribution in 1924. the fact of·participation of any Po­

lish duke together with some knights in the Hungarian king's .expedition had ·not been 
31 • • • · ·• · · 

known . In 1213 Innocent Ill gave a signal for a _new Crusade and thEl oecumenical 

council of. Lateran (.121.5)' stated its beginning for 1217. By forc,e of the council re­

solutions a tax was· imposed on ·the Pope and the cardinals (1/10th. of their income) 

and on the clergy (1/20t.h of their annuai • income). 32 . • That Crusade, • generally known 

as the fifth one, w~s ·re~li;ed .already after the death of lnnoce~t Ill (died on July 15, 

1216), at the time. of his· successor, Honorius Ill {1215-1227). French; Italian and 

Frisian knighthood under 'the leadership of the king of· Hungary, Andrew II and the 
• 33 

prince of Austria, Leopold VI took part in it •· Andrew 11, who is more interesting 

to us here, .got ·engaged ·in the Crusade b.ecause of his. second marriage with sister 

of Henry of Flanders, Lafin .Emperor of Byzantium 34 . Setting out for such a distant 

and expansive expedition the king o_f Hungary hoped .that, when coming back from Pa­

lestine, he would ascend the. Constantinopoli,tah throne, as after Henry's death, the 

throne was vacant. The ·Hungarian king's. army, which the said "dux Polonie" accom­

panied, reached Spalato (Split) in Dalmatia in August 1217 and joined the troops of 

the prince of Austr,ia. that had ~rri'ved a bit earlier 35 i The Crusaders reached Pale­

stine but did .not bring· .about any ·serious influence to change the situation. Some 

of them, coming from the Hungarian knighthood, under· the lea<;:lership of the titular 

king of Jerusalem, John de· Brienne and the Pope's legate,· Pelagius attacked Egypt 

already/ in 1217 ·and,· after a long siege, captured Oamietta, the key-position in the 

delta of the Nile. However,. this· succ~s • was overpayed with an· unlucky expedition 

to Cairo during whi~h the ·crusaders, surrounded by the· Muslims, avoided an ultimate. 

defeat for the price of returning Damietta and withdrawir,g from Egypt. The Hunga­

rian king contented himself with the arrival at Acea and a short stay in Palestine. 

At· the beginning of 1218, in spite of insistences of ·the cardinal-legate Pelagius of 

Albano, he wen,ded his way home., to Europe
36

. He was coming back by land through 

Antioch, Bithynia, Nicaea arid territories of the Latin Empire. On the way, he 

started new family relations ·engaging his eldest son Bela with a daughter of the Ni­

caean Emperor, and __ his second son Andrew wi.th a daughter of the Armenian kini
7 

Having crossed the Bulgarian· border he was stopped-by the. ts.ar Ivan Asen II, 

who in 1218 mounted the Bulgarian throne after defeating and blinding of his prede-
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Bugenhafen and Kantzow, some tradition of him was ·preserved that he participated 

in an expedition to Palestine during which he diei 5 . What is true, his person does 

appear in a document from the last months of 1219, but already in the diploma of 

the next year lngarda, Casimir's II wife is related to as a widow 46 . 

B. ·wIodarski quite rightly exp-essed his doubts that the news about her hus­

band's death in Palestine could not have reached Pomerania in a few months. Vlhat 

is· more, he noticed that lngarda did not mention her husband.' s death during any Cru­

sade in any documents
47

. ·M. K~lecki's doubt is even more important when he points 

out that the Hungarian document would not have described Casimir of Szczecin as 

a Polish duke 
48

. 

It shouid be considered then, who of Polish dukes would have sojourned in Hun­

gary in 1217. Despite the fact, that already in 1921 R. Grodecki questioned ·odonic's 

exile .to· Hungary in 1218 alluding to· an uncertain chronology of events on. the Polish 

po! itical scene, the eyidence of the Annal of Gniezno supports such an epilogue of the 

conflict between Wladyslaw Odonic and his opponents in Polani 9 

.As B .• Kurbis6~n'a indicates·, this source, covering up a period of 1192-1247 and 

being cort'ial in character, is linked. ~P with subsequent dukes ruling in th·e Great Po­

land, that js. with Mjeszko the Old. and Wladyslaw Odonic (interestin~ to ~s here), 
• 50 ' 

Przemyslaw I and Boleslaw ... Included in the· Annal of Gniezno chapter information 

• about dukes of the Gr~a·t , Poland is ~f a great i mportanc,;, ·then, so the mention of 

. 1217,. that Wladyslavv Odonic .0fugavit in_ Ung.atian" 51 cannot be. shaken. The same 

news, repeated 'ir, the _Chronicle of. the. Great Poland in the context of events of 

1217 limited to a phrase: "his uncle, having gathered the army, drew the fleeing orie 
· 52 · · · •• 

from the city of Calisia, al I tht;! way_ d.own • to Hungary'.' undergoes the . fol lowing 

reconstructio,.; in Anna Ii um of Dlugosz: "Wladyslaw Plwacz (the Spittins;i) ,. not trusting 

h.is. ·uncle· and fearing that he would thr~w him into dunge~n, flees from th~ Calisia 

~astle at 
0

nigh.t, and.·together • wi.th only seven camerades • makes his way' to Cracow, to 

Leszek the. White. Having ·come to the Hungarian king, Andrew he explained the 

reasons of his roaming and met with a kind rece1ption and .support on his part 053 

And really, Wladyslaw Spindleshanks managed tci draw out Odonic from .. the Great 

Poland. As Rev. J. Uminski proved the protective bulla of Honorius Ill ·of Feb. 9, 

1217 was to take care of his dominions against. some po'ssible aggressors at the time 

of his absence in. the country 54 . Where did he turn to then? Most probably, unlike 

D!ugosz wants, not to Leszek the White dwelling _in the Wawel castle,· whom he 

approached niuch later, but for sure, he made his w'ay to Hungary, through the do­

minions of Casimir, the duke of Oswiecim and Racib6rz who was at war terms with 

both Henry the Bearded and Wladyslaw Spindleshanks at that time. This points of the 

assumed hypothesis brings two possibilities: either both cousines sef out to survive 

the Crus.ade adventure together or Odonic, equipped ·by the· duke of. Opole, went down 
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cessor Boril. The .Bulgarian tsar forced the Hungarian king to give him h_is daughter 

for. a wife- then 38 .. The princes was to get Belgrade. and Branicz regions as a dowry, 

which lan_ds previously had belonged t_o .Bulgaria but· had been conquered by the Hun­

garians later. on.· The· Latin _Empire- was especially· inferested in coming this mariage 

into lif; because at that time it was itself threatened by the ruler of Epirus, a des­

cenqant of the Greek dynasty that had rul_ed • in Byzantium ~ome time_ ago 
39 

These details are so important because the duchess of Opole Viola; the wife 

of Casimir, the.duke of Opole and Raciborz came from the Balkan·circ.le
40

. 

• in the scientific literature,· four candidates were chosen out of contemporary 

·Polish dukes who·· might be the anonym mentioned in the Arpads' diploma, that is 

Wladyslaw Odonic·, Henry the Pious,· Casimir of Opole and Casimir of Szciecin. Wla­

dyslaw Odonic, a son of the duke Odon (Otto) and a grandson of Mieszko the Old, 

had .a long-lasting quarrel with: Henry the Bearded about Calisia, although previously, 

it was just the Bearded who had helped Odonic tci regain his pabimony. In later 

years ·a quarrel started between them that even ·came on for a. trial to the R'oman 

Curia. During the cour~e of cannonical proceedings some fights started be_tween Odo­

nic and hi_s uncle from. the Great Poland, Wladyslaw Spindleshanks( They interrupted 

the investigation~. At the beginning of 1217, Spin.dleshanks forced out W/adyslaw 

Odonic from Calisia and negotiated some treaty with Henry the Bearded, which was 

affirmed by. the Pope on May 9, • 121841. There is little to say about the second 

candidate Casimir, the duke of Opole and Raciborz, the elder son of Mieszko the 

Stumbling. Gaps ·in diplomatic ma_terial and records are not a useful indication in his 

case. Still, some document exist_s in which there is a mention about Casimir's depu­

tation to Leszek the White in 1217. The castellan of Oswie;cim, Falislaw appears as 

an envoy here. W. Dziewulski suggests that Falis/aw.'s mission to ·Cracow might have 

had some connection with a Crusade
42

. Nevertheless, the most important trace is, as 

K. Jasinski wants, the fact that within years 1212-1220 Casimir married a Bulgarian 

princess,· Viola 
43

. W: Dziewulski suspects that the agreement on that marriage took 

r;,lace during Andrew's II return journey from the Crusade when the Hungarian king 

was stopped by the tsar Ivan Asen 11 in the Bulgarian country 44 

The· third of the dukes, that can be considered here, is Henry the Pious, a son 

of Henry the Bearded. His mother was SL Jadwiga (Hedwig), the own sister of the 

Hungarian queen Gertrude, the . first wife of Andrew 11. Some warm relationships 

existed between the court of Wroclaw and the ·Hungarian court. In 1217 Henry was 

26 so he_ was mature enough to set out· for such a risky escapade. He was also 

wealthy enough. However, in the light of diplomatic material his person cannot be 

taken into consideration so much. 

The fourth and the last potential Crusader of Andrew's 11 expedition might be 

the duke of Szczecin, Casimir II. Until the times of two Pomeranian chroniclers 
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alone obligating himself to support the ruler of Opole in future and to bring Casimir 

an attractive bride from tl)e expedition as well. The second one of these eventualities 

seems more probable. Casimir could fear some lust of· conquesting his .dominions on 

_the part of his uncle Henry .the Bearded during Casimir' s absence from .: Wroclaw. 

Furthermore, -the Hungaria·n record explorers the term "dux Polonie" which Casimir 

never usec;J satysfying himself with a. modest title .of "the duke of Opole" (dux de 
55 · · • · 

Opel) • So as to me, t~e duke of the Great Polanc:1, Wladys/aw. Odonic would be 

the companion of Andre·w•·s II Crusade. His, somehow accidental, participation in the 

Crusade adventure of the Hungarian king remained I anonymous tci rio.n-Polish sources. 

Whereas, -the appearance of the Bulgarian princess Viola on the Polish political scene 

was a permanent reminiscence of that Crusade;·. 

Some· attention should be paid to two, .contemporary to the fifth- Crusade cru­

saders-would-be, that is the archbishop of Gniezno, Henry Ki_e±licz and the duke of 

Cracow_c1nd Sandomierz, Leszek the White, son of Casimir the Just. 

Thanks to the discovery of the list of. bishops participating in the Fourth Oecume- 1 

nical_ Council of Lateran in. November 1215, made by Achilles Luchaire in a canton 

library in Zurich, the· mentions of Poiish sources about delegates from -Poland, to­

gether with Henry Kietlicz (died on March 22, 1219) as a leader, taking part in the 

council .were confirmed
56

. Leading the Polish Church from . 1198,• Kietlicz distinguished 

himself as a constant realizer of reforms in the Roman Catholic Church and .a devo­

ted executor of Innocent 's Ill instructions. As a result of temporary ·steps .on ·the part 

of the archbishop of Gniezn"o "the greatest among medieval popes Emperor" (L-. Ran­

keJ
57 ,· addressed several dozen. letters. to Polish • dioces,es that were to judge contro­

versial problems of political nature and regulate the mafter of· religious life. Henry 

Kietlicz stayed in Rome, twice: for the -first time, for a few· months on the turn 

of 1206, and for the second time during_ the oecumenical council in 1215.· Rev. J. 

Uminski pointed out already the close j relationships among Henry Kletlicz and some 

Roman cardinals, like for example the cardinal-pr_esbyter Santa Maria Maggiore, 

Cencio Savelli, as the Pope - Honorius Ill (1216~1211)58 . Going through the diploma­

tic material of church -circles we learn about Kietlicz's Crusade obligations. A mbno­

grapher ·of Gniezno metropolitans,. Re~. J .. Korytkowski writes about it like that: 

"A venerable. shepheard, out o.f _personal reverence and earnest participation in the 

fate of the Holy Lar:d, on his own account, having gathe~ed a .tropp of pious 

knights, intended .to make his way to Palestine as a leader of them·. He would have 

-reached his aim without fail if his poor health and sad events in Mazowia (a ravaging 

. raid of Jacwiezans arid Prussians as far' as Plock) had not stopped him 1159 

It is hard to say when and_ where the_ archbishop of Gniezno took a Crusade vow. 

It could have already .happenec::( during •. the gener_al oecumenical council. in Rome, 

although quite probably also _in· Poland, .in the archsee of Gniezno, From some later 
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Honorius' 111 letter, releasing the archbishop and other Polish. volunteers from the vow 

to pilgrimize to the Holy Land, it results that some group of Polish Crusaders joined 

the Crusade promises of the .-metropolitan of Gniezno. The -intended expedition was 

not realized because of hoary Kietlicz's bad health and destructive invasion of the 

Jacwiei:ans and Prussians in. Mazovia. As it was already° mentioned, Kietlicz obtained 

a release from the taken ·v'?w in exchange for taking part· in an expedition against 

pagans of the _North. The Pope promised al I participants of fights against Northern 

pagans _parallel favours and privileges to those which belonged to Crusaders fighting 

in the Holy Lani 0 .• In this way, the ·pro.gramme of holy war in defence of the 

Cross - the ·Crusade broadened to pagan nations of the Baltic 'sea, what created 

a danger~us 'precedent for. later Crusa,de action of the Teutonic Order
61

. 

It may be, that Leszek the White took the Crusade vow together with the metro­

politan of Gniezno. But most ·certainly the duke of Cracow and princeps of Polish 

dukes did that under the pressure .of the imperious metropolitan ·of Gniezno. When 

insisted by Honorius Ill, who made the matter of- Crusades the main aim of his 'pon­

tificate, Leszek • explained that he could not fulfill the given promise because he had 

to defend Polish borders threate~ed by the pagans; he was also lacking in suitable 

people with whom he could set out for such a distant ·expedition. He also confessed, 

which is an accent of some not-hidden irony, that he was used to drink beer and 

honey· and such drinks were out of questior-i in the Holy Land
62

. On his part be sug­

gested to organize a Crusade against pagans of the Baltic Sea and promised to pay 

d f• 't • 63 a e 1n1 e sum of money for the purposes ·of the war in the·· Holy Land . Being 

a man of quiet nature Honorius Ill treated those explanations seriousl,y and in his 

bulla of April 17, 1221 he dispensed Leszek the White
64

. It is worth to quote the 

basic text of the Papal document here: "Having heard once·, that our beloved son, 

a noble man Ueszko), the_ duke of Poland, solemly took an oath that he would sail 

to help the Holy Land or set out with reinforcements for freshly converted Prussians, 

because he was postponing the fulfillment of his oath, we reprimanded him with our 

letter with paternal love, w~rried about his salvation and we sent him a rebuke 

through others to fulfill truly what he had already promised. 

While not long ago, we were informed as a sure thing that yonder duke,- heavy 

with the corpulence of his body, could sail to support the Holy Land with great 

difficulties only or hardly at al I, especially when having changed habit into nature, 

neither wine nor plain water can he drink, having 9ot used to drink only beer or 

honey, or should he even ·arrive, he could not lead the way for a squad of warriors 

from such far-away lands and, because of different un·conveniences, he would be able 

to spend the· time fruitfully there - but being a neighbour of Prussians, he can easily 

override the land with numerous knighthood, not only to defend the newi'y. converted 

b~t, with the grace of the Lord, also to convert other pagans with his I)3bour and 

,n 

devotion. In order to attain this - as I am informed - he intends to found a new city 

in the middle of their land and to make a market of salf and iron there, of which 

they are in severe need, so that coming there to satisfy the need, they will easier 

listen to and more ef
1
ficiently he~ out the .words of the (eternal) life from the 

mouths of preachers, and ~ill be getting used to other habits of the faithful in this 

way. Whereas we, called out from two sides, when one land or another needs the 

promptest help, knowing neither the exterior appearance of this duke nor conditions 

for the success of this intention • in the said land, with al I our trust, turn to you, 

who by reason of neighbourhood can more easily .examine this, to -act in our name. 

So, recommending you with this apostolic brief, we persistently lay claim on you to 

consider scrupulously prospects for a success -of the intention of this kind and to 

order the mentioned duke one of fwo things, what • will suit his salvati~n and the 

advantage ot' the Christian belief better, according to our opinion" 65 . 

With this, all traces connecting· Polish dukes with the Papal programme of Cru­

sades to the Holy Land end up. In, Polish lands -the tendency that· started already 

in 1147 with the participation of· some Polish magnates in the Crusade of Saxon 

counts against the ·Poiabian Slavs became predominant
66

. Afterwards,. this tendency, 

aimed at the pagan nations of the Baltic Sea and approved by the Papacy, was a per­

manent element of Polish Crusade ideology. It cannot be said yef, that Polish feudal 

circles totaly lost enthusiasm for distant, oversea Crusades after 1217. And sti'll, 

in 1232 the voivode of. Cracow, Pakoslaw makes his way to the Holy· Land on his own 

account_ toge_ther with a troop of men in arms. He wins glory there, fighting against 

the believers· of Isla~ 
67 

.. 

Pilgri mizing to the Hoiy Land in 1346 Wojciech of Pakosc, the voivode of ·srzesc 

and Kujawy was dreaming about fights against "the Saracens" for sure when, as the 

great Romanian historian N. lorga ·showed
68

, he came close to the arden propagator 

of an .oversea Crusade in XIV cent., the chancellor of the Kingdom of Cyprus, Filip 

de Meziers. 

The fellowship of Polish Crusaders beloriging to the magnate circle and fighting 

in the -Holy Land is small. It consists of such persons like: Wladyslaw II the Exile, 

Henry of Sandomierz, laxa of Miechow, Wladyslaw Odonic, perhaps ·also Casimir I of 

Opole and Raciborz, the voivode Pakoslaw. Including the Gryf Casimir II of Szczecin 

among them will not enrich the list much. Most· of these figures· participated in the 

Crusading adventurE! quite accidentaly and, for sure, without any special enthusiasm. 

This was the result .of internal political relationships 'of contemporary Poland, under­

going the culminating point of its, provincial division. Early, already in the second 

part 'of XII cent.,.Polish feudal environment begins· to avoid the participation in the 

expeditior-is. to the Holy Land,. replacing it with engaging itself in fights against tl-]e • 

Baltic Sea pagans. Still one cannot make little the· account of those relationships 
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which the contemporary political and· religious ideology created. between Polish feudal . . ; 

circle· and a 'programme of some broader unders.tood Crusade. As medieval written 
• . ' . --, ~ . 
testimoni.es contain little mention about the direct participation of Polish knights in 

the .Crusades to the Holy land, which· I pointed out above, the more decidedly they 

say about their general interest in the· Crusading ldeolog~. This interest will find 

expression especially in the gre<1t number of foundati_ons for the orders of knighthood, 

including the Teutonic Order also. The dissemination of Crusading elements of the 

Catho'lic Cult is connected with it as well·. However, I. leave these plots to be 

subjects of ·separate studies. 
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64 lbide~, pp. 18-20 (full text). 
65 Also in A. Theiner, Monumenta Poloniae Vaticana, I, Romae 1862, 

n° 26. 
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66 Cf. K. M y s I i risk i, Sprawa udzia/u Polski w nlemieckie j wyprawie na 
Slowian Polabskich ITnJ Ars Historica. Prace z dziejc5w powszechnych i Polski, Poz­
nari 1976, pp. 357-376. 

67 Kodeks Dyplomatyczny Malopolski, II: 1153-1333, ed. F. Piekos iris k i, 
Krakow 1886, n° 404, p. 50. 

68 Cf. N. J or g a, Philippe de Meii~res (1327-1405) et la croisade au XIVe 
siecle, Sibliotheque de !'Ecole des Hautes Etudes CX, Paris 1896, p. 76; cf. J. 
~z iris k i, Polska w •11Le Songe du vieil pelerin" Filipa de Mezieres, Roczniki 
Historyczne XXXIX, 1973, pp. 105-119. • 
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SUPPLEMENT 

Bellarmino Bagatti (born 11. XI 1905).is the prominent contemporary ?alestinologist. 

His w.orks in the field of the arcbaeology, the history of art and the biblical sciences 

concern Palestine from the beginning of our era, the monuments of culture connected 

with the genesis and the history-. of the Christianity. We connect his name with the 

archaeologici;il investigations· led in Jerusalem (at the basilica of the Holy Sepulchre, 

at the church "Dominus Flevit", on the Mount of Olives), Bethlehem, C:mmaus - Qu­

beibeh, Ain Karem and indubitably the most i-mportant - led under his direction by 

Studium Biblicum Franciscanum -. in Nazareth. He contributed to the discovering of 

the remnants of the material culture of Palestine. The results of his works show the 

new aspects of the histo~y of the Christianity, first of all its connections with the 

Judaism and· are deeply connected with the history of the dogmas (the christology, 

the mariol9.gy and the ecclesiology}. 

Most of his works Bagatti published in the journals founded in the time of his 

activity in Jerusalem, at the Custody of the Holy° Land. This were: Studii Biblici 

Franciscani Uber Annuus (7949..:) and in two series of publications Studium Biblicum 

Frc1nciscanum - Collectio Maier (1941-) and Collectio Minor (1961-). 

The fir.st proof of preparing the bibliography of Bagatti 's works was undertook 

by dr, A. Storme, who published -the results of that in Studia Hierosolymitana: in 

onore del P .. Bellarmino Bagatti (1. Studi Archeologici. Jerusalem 1976. Studium. 

Biblicum Franciscanum: collectio maior; n. 22) for the 70 jubilee of B. Bagatti. 

The Bibi iography contains the register cif B.. Bagatti 's publications from 1929 to 

1975. 

Collecting this bibliography· I used Storme's work·, which I supplemented comple­

ting that. of Storme, . with. tbe · data from period 1975-1985·. It was possible thanks to 

my quest made in the library of Studium Biblicum Franciscanum in Jerusalem. 

The abbreviations, except one - LA SBF (= Uber • Annuus Studium • Biblicum Fran­

ciscanum), I took from the annuals Elenchus Bibliographicus Siblicus (Rome). 


