
scribes as a binding model (pp. –). Instead, they were probably copied grad-
ually into a personal reference book by someone, probably at Tours, who had
worked in the chancery and who wanted models or examples for his own use.

This is not a book for a wide readership. It is a sober, careful and thoroughly
documented research tool for people with an interest not only in the specifics of
Patt’s subject, but also in the history of documentary culture in the Carolingian
period. Nevertheless, I enjoyed reading it; the arguments are strong and well-sup-
ported, and Patt’s prose is clear and engaging. My critiques mostly concern details
about the early medieval formula collections in general. I would disagree with Patt,
for example, when she distinguishes between formula collections that show a heavy
late Roman influence and ‘true early medieval formula collections’ (p. ); late
Roman legal language remained part of the process of drafting authoritative docu-
ments deep into the early Middle Ages. As for her main project, while Patt discusses
the other contents of Paris, MS lat.  briefly, I would have liked to see her do so
in more depth, to place the Formulae imperialesmore firmly against the backdrop of
the other things in which the manuscript’s compiler was interested.

These, however, are very minor complaints. This is a model study showing how a
Carolingian-era collection of documentary formulas was used. It echoes, reinforces
and carries forward what has emerged from recent research on other Carolingian
formula collections and illuminates the practices of Louis’s imperial chancery. It
must rank for the foreseeable future as the definitive study of the Formulae imper-
iales; it is also an excellent resource for the state of the art on early medieval formu-
las and Carolingian documentary practices in general.

WARREN C. BROWNCALIFORNIA INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY

Papal protection and the crusader. Flanders, Champagne, and the kingdom of France,
–. By Danielle E. A. Park. Pp. x + . Woodbridge–Rochester, NY:
Boydell Press, . £.     
JEH () ; doi:./S

In this illuminating study Danielle Park analyses two interrelated subjects: the
papal protection of crusaders, initially granted to the crusaders themselves, then
extended to their families and lands; and what she terms the ‘crusade regencies’
of wives and guardians who ruled in the absence of the crusaders. By viewing
papal encyclicals through their impact on the ground, as it were, through chroni-
cles, letters and charters, Park is able to relate the theoretical character of papal
protection to the actual families and lands under protection. Her case studies
deal primarily with French royal domain and the neighbouring counties of
Flanders and Champagne, which supplied large numbers of crusaders in the
twelfth century and for which relatively abundant sources survive. Her close
reading of the primary sources within the context of recent historical scholarship
makes this careful study required reading for anyone interested in the conse-
quences of the crusades at home, a still understudied subject, and medieval regen-
cies in general.

It was Urban II who first extended the papal protection of crusaders and their
personal possessions to their families and properties left at home during the
First Crusade. That protection, Park argues, was as important to the recruitment
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of combatants as the promised remission of sins. She credits Eugenius III and his
Quantum praedecessores encyclical announcing the Second Crusade for formalising
that protection of the ‘wives and children, goods and possessions’ of crusaders, and
for making prelates responsible for its enforcement. By this reading, Alexander III

and Innocent III did not so much innovate as continue what Urban and Eugenius
had formulated.

Parks’s case studies begin with Countesses Clemence of Flanders and Adela of
Blois, who ruled their husbands’ lands during the First Crusade, although it is
not clear how papal protection actually affected their rule. Better documentation
is available for the royal regency during the Second Crusade, in the absence of
both Louis VII and Queen Eleanor. Park speculates that Louis appointed Suger
of Saint-Denis as his primary regent because he distrusted his mother Adela of
Savoy, andmakes a strong case for Suger acting only to preserve specific royal inter-
ests, not as the king’s alter ego. More typical was Countess Sybil, who ruled Flanders
twice during Count Thierry’s absence overseas, on pilgrimage in – and
during the Second Crusade. In both cases Sybil was an active ruler, taking
counsel with her husband’s advisers but acting without formal constraint. Most
striking was her appearance at the Council of Reims (), where Eugenius
himself made an example of papal protection by deciding for her against the
count of Hainaut, who had invaded her husband’s lands.

Countess Marie of Champagne was another vigorous ruler of her husband’s
lands during his pilgrimage to Jerusalem in –. Although she solicited
Alexander III’s letter of protection – which he granted, he said, for the land of
her husband ‘and for you and all that pertains to you’ – she is not known to
have cited his protection in any of her acts. When her unmarried son, Count
Henry II, went on the Third Crusade, Marie returned to rule for him and contin-
ued for the next seven years in what might be called a co-lordship while he
remained overseas. Her sister Alice, countess of Blois, also ruled for her
husband and, after his death in Acre, for the next five years for her under-age
son. Their half-brother King Philip II, widowed shortly before the crusade, estab-
lished a limited regency consisting of his mother, the dowager queen Adele, and
his uncle Archbishop William of Reims. Park ends her case studies with the
longest regency of all, by Countess Blanche of Champagne (–) for her
son, born days after the death of Count Thibaut III as he was preparing for the
Fourth Crusade. Although Blanche’s regency was not strictly speaking a crusade
regency, since papal protection ended with the death or return of a crusader, it
makes a nice book-end to the regencies of the long twelfth century.

Park makes two major contributions to our understanding of the crusades. The
first is in mapping the evolution of papal protection over the course of the twelfth
century and demonstrating the critical role of Eugenius III in its ultimate formula-
tion. The second is showing how an important consequence of the crusades was
the emergence of well-born women as active rulers in the absence of their hus-
bands. That was possible, she argues, because women were already experienced
in governing, and therefore amply qualified to serve as regents. Here she raises
an issue of terminology. We ordinarily think of regents as royal officers or distin-
guished personages acting for under-age royal heirs, whereas ‘crusade regency’
shifts the meaning to rule for an absent husband. Since in most cases the
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regents or guardians were wives (occasionally a mother, brother or even a minor
son), one might well conclude that a wife assumed her husband’s rule as a
matter of course, as a spousal right and responsibility, while continuing to
control her dowry and dower property. That speaks to the nature of elite families
in the twelfth century, which recent studies have shown to have been inherently
conjugal. When a count of Blois, Champagne or Flanders accepted the risks of a
crusade, he naturally would leave his lands and office in the hands of his closest
relative, in most cases his wife. Park has made an important contribution in pre-
senting regency, for a crusade or otherwise, as an integral part of the aristocratic
family’s experience, one that deserves far greater attention in all studies of medi-
eval families.

THEODORE EVERGATESWESTMINSTER,
MARYLAND

Codex Udalrici.  vols. Edited by Klaus Nass. (Monumenta Germaniae Historica, x.)
Pp. cxxvi + , v + . Wiesbaden: Harrassowitz Verlag, . €.  
  
JEH () ; doi:./S

‘All in all, perhaps the most important [source] for German history in the time of
the investiture contest.’ This is Carl Erdmann (quoted here at p. vii), one of the
greatest scholars of the period, on the so-called Codex Udalrici, a large early
twelfth-century compilation of Latin letters, charters, poems and other short
texts, which has now appeared in its first (virtually) complete modern edition, a
splendid effort by Klaus Nass. Johann Georg Eccard first printed the Codex
Udalrici in , with numerous errors. Plans were first made for a scholarly
edition in the Monumenta Germaniae Historica in . In  Philipp Jaffé,
driven out of theMonumenta after years of suffering at the hands of the increasingly
authoritarian president Georg Heinrich Pertz, published a reordered and abbre-
viated version in his own Bibliotheca Rerum Germanicarum series. Researchers with
no access to the manuscripts have, until now, been forced to rely on a combination
of Jaffé and Eccard. A series of eminent Germanophone medievalists have com-
mented extensively on the Codex Udalrici and its making, but, for the uninitiated,
the discussion has often been inaccessible. Now, however, thanks to Nass and
theMonumenta, we have no excuse for not engaging seriously with this most fascin-
ating witness to the intellectual, political and religious upheavals of the late elev-
enth and early twelfth centuries.

The Codex Udalrici was, manifestly, compiled at Bamberg Cathedral. The com-
piler named himself in a dedicatory poem to Bishop Gebhard of Würzburg (no.
), dated to . Udalrics abounded in twelfth-century Germany, but Nass is
confident in his identification of the compiler with Udalric, custos of Bamberg
(pp. xiv–xx). According to Nass’s reconstruction (pp. xxi–xxv), the Codex Udalrici
was compiled in phases, beginning no later than  (or, probably, ),
with a final Bamberg version, represented in this edition, completed in ,
which included revisions postdating Udalric the custos’s death in . There is
no direct manuscript witness to this process, but two complete and five incomplete
copies survive, all from the twelfth century.
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