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THE remarkable literary flowering of twelfth-century France grew from the fruit- 
ful meeting of representatives of different intellectual traditions, the collaboration 
of the laynlen of the feudal courts and of those trained iii inonastic and cathedral 
schools.' This mixing occurred most ofteii a t  the courts of great lords, either be- 
cause authors met personally iii that varied aiid changiiig society or beeause they 
\vrote for an audience whicli tliey knew had sophisticated and eclectic tastes. 
Amoiig these Centers the court of Henry the Liberal and Marie of Champagne was 
one of the most important, notable for tlie educatioii and patronage of its count 
aiid countcss, for the prominence of the many schotars and authors associated 
with it in one way or another, and for the cluality of its literary remains. 

Ever since 1883, mhen Gaston Paris declared that it was a iiorthern Center for 
the dissemination of the doctrines of l'amour ~ourtois,~ the court of Champagne 
has interested literary aiid social historians alike. I t  is therefore surprising that 
there is no historical study of the court of Cliampagne more recent or inore con- 
cerried with literary matters than that which Henri d'hrbois de Jubainville in- 

* This artide was originally prepared as part of my doetarnl dissertation, "Tlie Court of Clinm- 
pngne under Henry the Liberal aiid Couiitess Marie," submitted to the Department of History 
a t  Princeton University in Xay  1959 and reproduced photographically by University Microfilms, 
Ann Arbor, Iilieliigan. My grztitude to Professor Joseph R. Strnyer for his supenvision, to  the 
Fulbiiglit Escliange Program for rnaking possible a yenr's ivork in France, aiid to many atliers is 
acknoirledged in tlie dissertation itself. For tliis rcwodring I gratcfully acknovledge tlie kiiid as- 
sistance of Hlle Jeaiiiie Vielliard and the staff of tlie Institut de Recherche et d'IIistoke des Textes 
for contiiiuiiig to send me rnierofilmr, transcriptions, 2nd points of inforrnation, and of Professors 
Bertlie M. Xarti nnd T'iilliam J. Roaeh, wlio read my nrtiele ili rnsnuaeript and improved it greatly, 
witliout hniing sny rcspon~sibiiity for its eoiitents. The financial aid oi a Special I'aculty ltesearch 
Grant from tlie Uiiiversity of Pennsyliiznia was most ii.elcome. 
' Sec the suiiimary stntement of Reto R. Bezzola, Les Oligines et la Fmmation de la litterßkue 

courtoise en oecident, %: La SondlP JEo<lole et la tronqfomation de la l i t t h l u z  de cour (Paris, 1960). 
p. 190. Tlie tliird part oi tliis grcit mork will eorer the Courts of tlie later tmclith eentury. Cf. the 
opinion sumina~iied by Urban T. I%olmes, Jr, "The Idea of n Twelftli-Century Renaissance," 
S ~ x c c ~ u n ,  sxvr (19J1), 641. 

"Etudessur les rornaiis de In tahle ronde. Lancclot du Lne: 11. IR Contede In Cliarrette," Romairia 
Sir, 523. 
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cluded in his Histoire des ducs et des comtes de Champagne a century ago.%iterary 
historians have had to work with an insuflicient kiio~i~ledge of the court personncl, 
its administrative practice, and even of basic chronological data. The geater 
attractions of French studies over 1,atin and of romances over pious tracts and 
commentaries have led modern scholars to concentrate on special interests, ieav- 
ing us without a survey of the literature of the court of Champagne as a  hole.^ 
EIistorians of mediaeval society have meanwhile often accepted witliout critical 
review tlie conclusions of tlieir colleagues in literiiture abotit tlie relationship 
between life and imaginative X%-riting at this particular court. In tlie absence of a 
historical treatment of questions of literary importance, a number of unfounded 
assuinptions and loose generalizatiolis Iiave become a part of modern discussions 
of the court of Champagne.5 d studq vhich stays close to the available evidence 
may help to establish more firmly our knowledge about courtlg literature and the 
society for mhich it was written. 

The ways in which a court i~ifluenced literary activity can not always be easily 
established, but close attention to the anthors thcrnselves provides some iiseful 
clues. The major portion of this paper will be devoted to individual authors, 
classified in four groups according to their relationship to the court. Some few 
authors and scholars can be found among those who were in regular attendance a l  
the court; a much largei number dedicated their works to the count or coiiiitess, 
wrote letters to the count, or mentioned thc court and its rulers in their writing. A 
fifth section is reserved for those whose connection with tlie court is doubtful or 
mistaken. Such a classification is useful in showing that a11 thc authors associated 
with the court were not uniformly intimate with its rulers. Dr Johnson's experi- 
ence with Lord ChesterGcld and his definition of a patron as "commonly a irrretch 
who Supports with insolente and is paid with flattery" are reminders that a dedi- 
cation may be direct evidence only of the hopes of the author aiid not of the incli- 
nations of the dedicatee; more evidence than a simple dedication is needed to 
prove a close relationship between a patron and an author. Probably an author 
who dedicated a xork to the count or counless appesred a t  court to present his 
eompositiou and to receive mhatwer reward was offered, but this does not meaii 
that he was regnlarly a member of the court. The author of a letter, of Course, may 
never have met the person to ivhom Iie mrote. Finally, it should be remeinbcred 
that an author might mention the rulers of Champagne without being in any way 
connected with them. 

The question of whether or not an author regularly attcnded the court is of 

J 6 vols. in 7 (Paris, 1859-67). Tliis R ~ S  a pioneering work by a distiiiguislied arcliivist s t  Sroyes, 
but mucli more archival material has since bccome systematically arailctble. I have been ublc to add 
oier 150eharteri. to hiscatalogueior tlie period 1152-9s. 
' Reeent studies coiicentmting oii Marie src provided by Rita Lejeune, "Rblc litteraire de la 

fnmillc d'Ali8nor d'Aquitailie," Cohicrs de Civilimiion H6di60ale. I (105S), 321-32S, aiid Franyoise 
Bibolet, "Marie, eomtesse de Clrompugne," in A1nrnnac.h 1957 <Ee l'lnd6pendant de Z'Aulie (Troges, 
1957). pp. 64-73. I owe my tlianh to hoth tUese seholnrs for tlieir persoiinl nssistaiicc. 

6 A representative tbougli not exliaustive numher of the opinions liere eliallenged are cited in the 
footnotes in order to  show tlie reason for considering some of tliese mutters so fiilly. 
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great importance for this study, and only a fortunate combination of circum- 
stances provides satisfactory evidence for an answer. Throughout most of the 
twelfth century the clerks of the court of Champagne concluded their Charters 
with a list of the witnesses to the legal act described. Over four hundred such 
witness lists from this court in the sccond half of the twelfth century have sur- 
vived in its well-preserved records. At places with different notarial practiccs, 
such as the royal court, witnesses were not commonly nained, and as the eviden- 
tial value of sealed documents became more generally accepted, even chanceries 
ivhich had listed witnesses abandoned the practice. 111 Champagne, a t  the count's 
court, witness lists were usually omitted after 1187, so that, in spite of richer docu- 
mentation, me know less of the administrative personnel of the court in the thir- 
teenth century than in the twelfth. 

The witness lists permit a thorough study of the nature of the court of I-Ienry 
and Marie and of the persons who composed their entourage. Over six hundred 
people witnessed a t  least one court Charter which did not apparently pertain to 
them personally, and some names recur over one hundred times. The frequency 
and circumstances of these listings allow us to know the names of a relativcly 
small group of men who were often a t  court, and to differentiate those who 
traveled with the itinerant ruler, those who attended the Court when it was resi- 
dent near their homes, and those who traveled from a distance to attend its 
sessions. While men of importance and high social standing were those most likely 
to be named as mitncsses, simply knights and clcrics appear frequently, and even 
serfs, court menials, and burghers are listed occasionally. If, during the time in 
which witness lists are abundant, the name of a man of any importance is never 
recorded, we cannot conclude that he never visited the court, but we may be rea- 
sonably Sure he was not a regular member of the court circle. It should be noted 
that the documentation of court personnel is rich for the period before 1181, fair 
from 1181 to 1187, and poor after 1187.6 

A chronological outline introduced a t  this point will provide some biographical 
data about the rnters and clarify the following discussion of the court authors. 
Henry the Liberal, eldest son of Thibaut the Great of Blois, was born in 1127 and 
became count of Champagne a t  his father's death in 1152. Marie, eldest daughter 
of Louis V11 and Eleanor of Aquitaine, was boru in 1145.' Newly recovered evi- 
dence shows that their engagement was contracted in 1153 and not before, so that 

The validity of Nitness lists as evidente, ehancery praetice at the eourt of Champagne, and tlie 
loentions and editions of the court eharten are diseussed iii appendices of my dissertation. Tlie 
number of charteis r i th  witness lists analyzed time i s  as folloivs: from IIenry I (1152-60, about 
370; from Countess Narie in the Same period, 7; fram Marie's h s t  rcgeney (1181-67), 3%; from 
Henry I1 &ile in Champagnc, 5; from Marie after the accession of her son (1187-OS), 13. The figures 
are affected by the regrettnble tendcncy of mediaevnl and early modern eopyists to omit witness lists, 
and by their spparent prefermiee for recording the acts of men ratlier tllnii women. 

" Edmond-Rene Lrbande, "Pour une image veridique d'Alienor d'Aquitaine," Bulbtin <ie la 
So&& des Antiqvaires de Z'Ouesl, 4th ser., rr (1952), 180. This tl~oughtful Summary is the best a~a i l -  
able presentation oi the personality and career of 41arie's motlier. Unsnnotnted material in this para- 
graph may be found in H. d'.hbois de Jubairiville's IIistave. 
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one of Henry's first independent acts as count was to form an alliance with the 
Capetian monarchy mhich his father had generally oppo~ed.~ That the marriage 
had taken place by 1159 seems to me established by a charter of that year in 
which Henry referred to Xarie as "comitissa sponsa mea" and "Trecensis comi- 
tissa." "Sponsa" could mean eithcr bride or fiancee, but the title of Countess 
indicates that the marriage had beeu solemnized. &Iarie's youth and the Eise of 
" sponss" ratlier tlian "usor" suggest that the marriage was celebrated not long 
before the charter was i ~ s u c d . ~  The later datc, 1164, commonly cited for tliis 
marriage was proposed by EIcnri d' Arbois de Jubainville on the basis of tlie 
chronicle of Robert de Torigny, who said under 1164 that Count Henry "iterum 
assumpsit filiam Ludovici regis, quam prius dimiserat."10 Since me know now that 
this Passage is not a garbled account of the marriage, it may be evidence of an 
actual separation of the spouses, perhaps brought about by the count's temporary 
estrangement from Louis VII after the failure of the meeting betmeen the king 
and Frederick ~arbarossa a t  Saint-Jean-de-Losne in 1165. 

After returning from a pilgrimage to Jerusalem, Henry died oii 16 March 1181, 
leaving Marie a thirty-six-year-old midow with four children: Henry (born 29 
July 1166), Tliibaiit (born in the spring of 1179), and Marie and Scholastique, 
whose birth dates are uncertain. From 1181 iintil Henry 1I's majority in 1187 
Marie had direct control of the affairs of the county; for soine years she sided with 
her relatives in opposition to young Philip-Augustus, and a t  one point Count 
Philip of Flanders, anotlier rebel, ncgotiated with the Pope for a dispensütion to 
marry her." Marie acted again as regent after Henry I1 departed for the Third 
Crusade in 1190. When her elder son died a t  Acre in September 1197, his brother 
Thibaut bad not yet reached his majority and Marie continued to govern tlie 
county until her death eürly in March 1198. 

H. d':\iboic de .Tubainvilie, ffisloire, rii, 12-13. placcs tlie eiigag-ment a t  the time d tllc Seeond 
Crusade and diseounts tlie statement of tlie learned editors of tlie A7t de cki$er les datcs (4th ed., 
iii 19 vols. JParis, 1818-191, sr, 370) giviiig the date as 1153. Tlie Benedictiiie scliolars used charters 
wliicb Arbois dc Jubniiirille did not consult, so that he biized i~ i s  statemcnt oii n gammatical tech- 
nieality in a late nnd unrcliable cliroiiicle. The tivo elusive chnrters of Count Benry, iii wliicli he 
notes that 1133 was ''aiino illo quo filiam ipsius rcgis affidueiaui," appear in B. N. ms. fr. 100I1, fd. 
15 r" nnd 15 P. 

Professor Url~aii T. Holmes aecepted tlie analysis of the implicstioiis of tlie chnrter of 1159 wliicli 
I sent Iiim pcrsonally, and conveiiiently reprintcd tlie document in ltis Chretien, T r o p ~ ,  and fhs Crail 
(Chapcl Hill, l959), p. 18. Although the eharter is known only in n late eopy, the date is supported 
by a reference to iIrclibisliop Samson of Reims, wlio died in 1161. It is gratifying to sce hon, quickly 
and tliorouglily Jean Misralii developed the implicntioiis of tlie revised dating for Arthurinn seholir- 
sbip iii "Jlore Light on tlie Chronology of Cliretieii de Troycs?," 3~11. ä61. de la Soe. Int. A7thurienne, 
XI (1959), 109-113. 5l'orking independently, Professor Misralii reaelied the same eonelusions nbout 
Arhois de Jubainville's date of I164 ns I did in my disrertztion, pp. 30-31. 

'0 Arbois dc Jubainville, Histoi~c,  in, 96. 
' 1  Bot11 tlic negotiatian of the marriage and its terminatiori sere surely politically determined. A 

eontemporary explsnatioii of tlie ehange of plans, tlint Marie granted her favors to t l a  count too 
soon and hsd iiotliing left to tempt him into marriage, soundc like idle gosnip and did not eonvince 
the cllronicler wlio reported it. See William of Ardres in JICIf SS, xxr~,, 715. 
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I. AUTEIORS W110 BPPESRED OFTEN AT COURT 

hlthough nmny ai~thors may have attended the court ~ccasionally,'~ the witness 
lists sliow that only a few were reylarly in the entourage of tlie couiit or coantess. 
\rre know for certain of only t'ivo authors ivho were often in the coinpany of Count 
Henry, and hoth of these men were more closelg attaclied to tlieir ecclesiastical 
posts than they were to the court. Andreas Capellanus, mho is discussed in the 
fifth section, may have been Couiiiess Marie's cliaplaiii, aiid I-Ienry's chancellor 
may have beeil a literary man. An author might, of Course, have talents which 
woiild recommend him as a court official; we need not conclude from these less 
ccrtain cases that an author was given a court position hecause he 'ivas an author. 
The conclusioii tliat authors I\-erc seldom regular attendauts a t  the court of 
Champagne is not surprising; this was the normal situation a t  mediaeval c~urts.'~ 
If Henry or Marie wanted to reward aii author witli a living, the graut of a quiet 
prebend as a canon ~ o i i l d  encouragc more future writing than a post a t  the busy 
court. 

Martre Nicolas de Clairvaux (also kno~vn as Nicolas de 3Xoiitii.ramey) received 
his early education at the Beiiedictine monsstery of IbIoiitieramey ten miles from 
Troyes.'" IIis subsequent career reveals an ambitious inan mith a taleiit for in- 
gratiating himself witli iiifiucntial patrons. In liis youth he was cliaplaiii to Bishop 
&tto of Troyes aiid conducted business a t  Rome for both Petcr tlie Venerable of 
Cluny and Bernard of Clairvaux. In 1145 he ahandoned his black robe and 
entered Clairvaux, where he hecarne Sairit Bernard's secretary. Tliere he dealt 
with part of the moiiastery's voluminous correspoiidence, became adept a t  writing 
in the style of liis rnaster, and prohably also composed ixiany of his extant sermons 
and liturgical pieces. Shis productive period a t  Clairvaux erided in 1151, when 
Xicolas was expelled from the inonastery for theft and the iinproper possession 
and use of the seals of Beniard aiid tlie prior. Beriiard wrote to Pope Eugene 111 
about Xicolas, de~iouiicing liim iii ihe strongest terms.15 Witli tliis letter a matter 
of public knowledge, it 'ix:ould seem that only unusual personal charm could have 
allomed Nicolas to advance his career. 

After Bernard's death Nicolas received the favor of hdriaii I V  a t  Rome, by 
1158 Iie was back a t  his old monastery of Montieramey, and by 1160 he had be- 
come the prior of Saint-Jean-en-Ch2te1, a dependency of Nontii.ramey a t  Sroyes. 
From then until his death some time bet'iveen 1175 and 1178 he lived a t  Troyes, 

'? Tq'alter Mnp, ior insbnce, stopped at the court in 1179, witliout ever lcaving aiiy record oi his 
visit in the iocal docuaiciits. See below, p. 576. 

l3 See Samuel Moore, "General Aspects of Literay Patronage in the Middle Ages," T l ~ e  Librarg, 
3rd ser., rv (1913). 369-392. 
,,' On Xicolüs see the summary of Augustin Steiger, "Nikolaus, Möiieli in Clairvaux. Sekret.ir des 

hl. Bemhard,'' Studien und Mitteilungen zur Ce>ciriekt~. deu Benedil<tinw-ordzns, xxxvrrr (1917), 41-50 
aiid tlie coiitributions of Jenii Lcclereq, "Etudes sur Snint Bernard," Ardeeta Seen Ordinis Ci*- 
&n'e>wis, IX (1953), 6 2 6 7  and "1fi ~ollecti~ns de sermons de Sicolas de Clairvaux," Ile~ue Bbnhdic- 
l iße,  LIVI (1956). $69-30% Dom hclercq very kindly sent me the proofs of this latter article b e b e  
it was publihed. 

"Tlie letter is in Migne, P.L., c~xxxir, 500-501. 
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where he appeared an occasion a t  the court of the count. As prior of SaintJean, 
Nicolas witnessed six Charters of the count, all apparently enacted a t  Troyes. 
Count Henry made several siibstantial donations to Nicolas directly or to Mon- 
tieramey "pro ainore carissimi mei magistri Nicolai." In 1160 IIenry gave Nicolas 
the income from a house in the market place a t  Troyes, and in the next year he 
granted an income to &Ionti&ramey from two houses a t  Bar-sur-Aube an condi- 
tion that during his life Nicolas should have the income "ad facienda negocia 
süa." In 1170 the count recorded a grant to Nicolas of an annual income of one 
hundred soiis a t  Saint-Etienne-de-Troyes; this probably had some connection 
with Nicolas' position as canon of that church. Henry made other grants to Saint- 
Jean-en-Cliatel, which the prior naturally received, but the presents mentioned 
here stand out because they were of personal benefit to Nicolas." 

Nicolas dedicated two collections of his literary endeavors to Henry, each 
prefaced by a letter of eulogy. One, of mhich only the introductory letter is known, 
was a collection of Ietters which Xicolas probably presented to the count about 
1161 and which he had recently written to the Pope and other great people." The 
other work dedicated to Henry was a manuscript which contained a group of nine- 
teen sermons, some other sermons, a collection of commentaries on Verses of the 
Psalms, and some liturgical pieees, including ten sequences. Nicolas' works show 
an author well read in the Bible and the classics, not an original thinker but a man 
abreast of the thought of his time, whose passion for style and rhetorical devices 
led to the repetition of diches and commonplace quotation. They also show a man 
whose pretentious lahors nsere not impeded by intellectual integrity. Xicolas men- 
tioned casually in the letter introducing this second collection to Count I-Ienry 
that it was his own work except for the contribution of others "paucis in locis." In 
fact, a number of the sermons were written by Saint Bernard and the commen- 
taries on the Psalter were the werk of Hugh of Saint-Victor, in mhich Nicolas 
changed only the mords "frater carjssime" to "comes dul~issime.'"~ 

In this instance we can see quite clearly the relationship between author and 

' 6  Arbok de Jubainville, Hisioire, Irr, 146-147,457-458; his "Recueil des chartes d'Henri le Liberal," 
in Tdsm des pi2ces~are.s et m r i m e s  de la Champagm et de la B&, ed. J. Carnandet (Chaumont, 1863), 
E, 98%-289; nnd Cliarles I,alore, CoZlec1ion des p-imipw carlvlaires du diodse de Trojss, 7 "01s. 
(Paris, 1875-90), vir, 79-76. Maitre Nieolas witnessed a charter of 1158 iiivolving the abbot of 
Montikamey, Auhe 6 I1 705. As eanon, Nieolas established masses for himself a t  St-Etienne with 
aii endomment of sisty limcs. See R e d  des historiens de la F~anee: Ofituairs3, ed. Auguste hfolinier, 
Ofitußires de la pu ince  de Sem, iv: Diociscs de JJeleaw et de T~mjes (Paris, 19!23), p. 5Z9 B. 
" Migiie, P.L., ccrcvr, 1651-59. Tor the dating of the letter see Arbois de Jubaiiiville, FIistoi~e, in, 

199, n. 3. Nicolas' owii estirnntioii of liis caieer is siimiiied up in tllis lettcr by the Statement, "ab 
iiieunte aetate mea placui m a p k  et suiniiiis prii~cipihus bujus mundi." Nicolas compared IIcnry to 
Plato's philosopher-Eng, beginniiig hiu letter witli this rephmsing, "Philosophus dicit: 'Ego tune 
Iiumanarum rerum statum arhitror esse felicem cum aut philosoplius prineipari aut principes philo- 
sophari contigerit.' " William of Malmesbury also quoted Plato (Ttepdlic, V, 473), in a form closer 
to  the original, when he praised the leariiiiig oi  King IIenry I iri Da Ce& Repn,  ed. William Stubbs, 
(London, 1887-89), rr, 467. Nieolas' alterstion of kings to princes was presumably intentional. 

' 8  An analysis of tbis second rnanuscript witti identificatioii of tlie borrowing is piovided by Dom 
Leclereq, Reu. B&., lxvr (1956), 970479, 300-309. I lisve prepiired au edition of the sequences in 
this manuseript. 
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Patron. Xicolas dedicated some of his morks to tlic count and praised him ful- 
somely; Henry renzarded Xicolas liberally and addressed h i n  as "dearest." Since 
Nicolas lived in Troyes he could attend the court easily when i t  vas  in town, and 
tlie two inen may have conversed frequently aiid a t  length. But Nicolas did not 
travel with the court or take any significant part in its administration. One ctiri- 
ous reference shows that a t  least once Xicolas acted as private seeretary to the 
count. TVe have thc reply to a letter wliich Nicolas wrote to Bishop Arnulf of 
Lisieux complaining aboiit a young canoli of Saint-Etienne-de-Troges whoin hc 
charged with forging the seal of the couiit of Champagne to obtain a loan. I n  his 
reply Arnulf referred to a letter wliich he had received from Count IIenry and 
thought Xicolas had writteii. i n  Arnnlf's idcntification of the style and hand- 
writing of the lctter we may suspect a touch of sarcasm: "Porro littere ille stilum 
vestre peritie redolebant, apicesque his, quos noviter a vestra sanctitate recepi, 
identitatem manus rnichi certis indiciis penitus expresserunt."'9 

Rene de CelIe, oiie of the imest spiritual miters of the twelfth century, was 
another literary churchinan xvho might sometimes he found a t  IIenry's court. 
Pierre's iife was olle of contempiation, writing, and ecclesiasticai administration. 
I-Ie was born iiito a noble family of Champagne aboiit 1118, and in bis yonth 
entered tlie Cluniac priory of Saint-Martin-des-Champs near Paris. By 1145 he 
had been cliosen abbot of the Benedictine monaster of Celle on the outskirts of 
Troyes, and in 116% 11e became &bot of the important church of Saint-Remi-de- 
Reims. Iri 1181 lie was named bishop of Cbartres, succeeding bis friend John of 
Salisbnry; he died sooii after 1183. He has gained the attention of posterity, not 
for his administrative activities, but because of his spiritual writings. I-Iis educa- 
tion was similar to tliat of Nicolas de Clairvaux, and he knew the classics, the 
Fatliers, and (first and always foremost) Scripture. Both Pierre and Kicolas 
wrote monastic Sermons and spiritual letters, arid in fact the two men had an 
extensive and friendly correspondenee over doctrinal and exegetical matters. 
Their writings, however, are in strilcing contrast. Pierre liad little concern for 
rhetoric, and thougli 11e could achieve the heights of poetry, it is not likely that he 
took much care to polish his writing. His letters are direct and forcefnl, with no 
trace of hypocrisy. Pierre does not parade his knowledge of the classics. His self- 
effacing stylistic goal was to write like the Bible, and his text is often a eento of 
scriptural words and phrases. Ahovc all, he was a symholist in the moiiastic 
tradition; Dom Leclercq has called him the Claudel of his tirne.?O 

Pierre dedicated a treatise an monastic discipline to Count EIenry. The praise 
iisual in dedications is of Course present, bnt it is not effusive, and restraint lends 
it dignity. The siibject of the treatise was of no particular concern to Henry, and 
it was actually written for a canon reylar who liad requested it from the author. 
Pierre made no claim that this work was writteii for Renry, and said that he 

Thc Leiters of Arnulf of Lisieuz, ed. Frank Bsrlow, Camden Society, 3rd series, ~ s t  (London, 
1939). Lettcr 66, p. 117. 

'O On Pierre see Jean Leclereq, La Spin'tulit6 & Pierre de Celle (Paris, 1946). Por his style see iii 
particular pp. 17, 53, 03, and 101. The correspondenee with Nicolas is diseussed by M. D. Chenu, 
"Platon A Citeaux," Arehium d'hist. doetr. et litt. du moyen ige,'," rri (1954). 99-106. 
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dedicated i t  to  the count in order to add lustcr and make i t  publicly acceptable. 
I-Ie did not er7en say that he expected the book to interest Ilenry, but advised him 
to put i t  down as soon as i t  began to drag.2' 

Pierre's name as rvitness to six of Henry's charters between 1152 and 1178 is 
evidence of continuing coiitact between the two men.'? Since ecclesiastical affairs 
could easily bring the abbot of Celle or of Saint-Rkiiii into the count's presence, 
these charters are not in themselves indicative of personal friendship. Dom 
Leclercq, who does not consider Pierre's restrained dedicatioii an evidence of 
intimacy, says that bis words "semble~t ici cmpreints de deference plut6t yue de 
vhritable a f f e~ t ion . "~~  I-Ienry made a few grants which favored Pierre as abbot of 
Celle, but thcy did not Iiave the personal character of his donatioiis to Yicolas. 
The one surviving letter from Pierre to Benry is a rather curt note dealing with 
finances, but in Pierrc's correspondence with others the two inen appear on good 
terms. Soon after Henry becaine count, Pierre wrote to the pope to support Wil- 
liam of Champagne's candidature to the oBce of provost of Soissons, empliasizing 
how well he would be protected and supported by his brotliers IIenry and Thi- 
baut. The abbot also acted as Henry's agent in writing to the Carthusians to 
support the connt's attempt to get an ontpost of that order to settle in his estates. 
In one of these letters Pierre stated that he was irsriting for IIenry because the 
count was a t  the time too much occupied with his own and the king's business.% 

The count of Champagne and tlie abbot of Celle were naturally brought to- 
gether by their affairs, but we cannot sec that  the personal or literary relation- 
ships between Henry and Pierre were particularly close. It is iioteworthy that 
Henry was the only layman to whom Pierre addressed a dedicatioii, and probably 
Henry's education and interests mere to some degree responsible for this. Henry 
may wetl have rewarded Pierre for the dedication, but literary patronage is not 
as clearly established here as i t  was in the case of Nicolas de Clairvaux. 

Maitre Etienne lLde Alinerra." When writing about the controversy S t  Bernard 
had ivith Gilbert de la Porree in 1148, the Cistercian monk IIelinand de Froid- 
mont reported tliat certain overzealous disciples of Gilbert and Peter Abelard 
later began to denigrate Bernard and the whole Cistercian order. 
Quorum unus magister Stephanus, cognomento de Alinerra, dirit mihi, seipsum inter- 
fuisse illi Remensi concilio, et Bernardum nostrum nihil adversus Giclebertum suum 
praevaluisse; sed econtrario ipsum Gislebertum opinionem suam rationibus et auctori- 
tatibiis per omnia con6rmasse: quosdam ver0 episcopos et abbates Galliae piivata gratia 
Bernardi nostri somnium illius seiitentiae praetulisse, et papam Eugenium ad ejus dam- 
nationeru indusisse. Adjiciebat etiam ßernardnm nostnim eo tempore magnam eon- 
fusionem passum fuisse apud Antissiodorurn: ubi quemdam mortuum, quem coram omni 
populo suseitandum praedirerat, post multas oi-ationes incassum fusas suseitare non prae- 
valuit. Erat autem iste Stephsnus de clericis Henrici comitis Campanise, canonicus Bel- 

*' Tho dedieation is in P.L., ccn, 1097-1100. 
To the four acts cited in Arbois dc Jubainville, IZistoire, 111, 147 (in \vlsiell, for no. 6 read no. 2) 

ndd Lalore, Cwtulai~es, i?, 4041 and Cart. de St. Thierry, ReimsDibl. mun. ms. 160%. iol. 71 P-71 ro 
(1169 at Mirnimm). 

?3 hclercq, Spiritualite, P. 4%. 
?' These letters are in P.Z., ccit, 488459,408,472475. 
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vacensis, et Sancti Quiriaci apud Prevignum, et exercitatissimus in omni genere faceti- 
arurn utrilisque linguae, Latinae et üallicae; avarissimus tarnen; velut qui semper secutus 
fuerat otiuin, et cibum alienum: qui eodem anno quo mihi haec narravit, mortuus est, 
credo in ultioiiem sancti Bernardi, cui detraxerat.?' 

Tlie search for &tattre Etienne "de Alinerra," clerk of Count Henry and canon 
of Beauvais and of Saint-Quiriace-de-Provins, is incoiiclusive. The only 3IaEtre 
Etienne known to have been closely associated with Count Henry is a man usually 
ideiitified in our charters as Maitre Etienne de Provins, who was elected provost 
of Saint-Quiriace in 1169, replacing the count's brother William.'6 This Etienne 
was named as a xvitiiess in iiiiie of Couiit Henry's cliarters between 1164 and 1174, 
almost all enacted a t  Provins." ?Ie was also a canon of Saint-Etienne-de- 
Troyes, and it is possible that such a collector of prebends may also have been a 
canon of Beauvais. 3Iaitre Etieiiiie became Count IIeury's r ep l a r  chancellor in 
1176, and as chancellor he travelled about Champagne with tlie Count, in con- 
trast to his earlier stationary witnessing a t  Provins and Troyes. I-Ie accompanied 
Henry an his pilgriinage in 1179 and reached the Roly Land, but he is not 
known to have r e t ~ r n e d . ~ ~  

Since a man might easily be kiiown by more tlian one cogiiomen, a naine asso- 
ciating the chancellor with Provins is no bar to his identiiicatioii as the subject of 
IIelinand's account. The riame of "Magister Stephanus de Aliorra" appears in oiie 
of 'Ienry's charters of 1161 as a carion of Saint-Etienne, and since Chancellor 
Etienne was also a canon of that church, a variant spelling of the cogiiomen giveri 
by Helinand would seem to have been found. Iii a Charter of 1186, however, 
"Stephanus de Aliotra" is listed as a priest and canon of Saint-Etienne.2s Possibly 
the variation of one letter here distinpishes two ineii; perhaps we have to da with 
a coincidence or  a pair of relatives with the sarne name. But if Etieiine "de Alio- 
tra," alive in 1186, was the iiiaii narned by IXelinand, then that man was prcsum- 

?5 P.L., cixir, 1038. IIeliiiand's aliusioii to the story of Beriiard's enlbnriassment at rluxerre sug- 
gests a niueli more scurrilous versioii oi aliat ig apparently tlie same anecdote, reported by Walter 
Map, De Nvgiv Curialium, cd. 51. R. James (Oxford, 1911), p. 39. W~l te r  visited the eourt of Cliarn- 
pagne in 1179, tlie Same year in n.liieli biaitre Etieime de Provixis presumably diod nnd therefore 
tlie year in mliieh lie told his story to Ilelinind, if he ivas the one vi4io did so. See below, p. 576. 
" Jolin R. Williams, "William of the White Hands and Ken of Letters," in /Iaait<m .4m&wary 

Essap. ed. Cliarlcs H. Taylor and Jolin L. 1.8 Monte (Bostoii, 10.29), pp. 380-381. I see no reason 
why this Etieiiiie de Propins ~!iould not Iiiive been a mitness to tlie clinrtor Willinms cites in i i .  104. 

?' :ldd to thc reicrences iioted iii Arbois, Ifittoi7e. 3x1, 131: Elizabeth CSapiii, Les Villes defoires de 
Chmpogne (Paris, 1937), p p  282-284; Lalore, Cavlulailes, v, 33; origiiial eiiarter of 1114 iii Yoiiue H 
198 (liasse); bfarne G 1508 (orig.); and AN K 19% #2l% (copy). 

2Wrbois de Jubainville, Ilistoi~e, Irr, 133. Doubts tlint Maitre Etienne tlie Chancellor might not 
hnve been tlie provost of St-Quiriaee ire allayed by references in the eliarters in Fblix Bourquelot, 

in Lnlore, ~ariulai&s, vrr, 73-74; tliat of 1186 is in Bube 6 G 7 (carton 2). In 11eliknd's ~hmniele 
tlie spelliug "Alinerra" is that given by Xfigne and his printed source. Tlie autogrnph rnaiiuseript of 
the Chmnicle, ouce kept at the serniiinry of Beauvais, can no longer be located, in spite of a diligent 
search by the Institut de lkcherche et d'Histoire des Tester. Cf. Comples-~endus des sdanees de la 
Sondte acodemigue de l'oise, .April 19PO. 
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ably not the chancellor, ~vho appears not to have come back froin the cruüade in 
1179. One solid link of identification could resolve these doubts, but at present our 
knowledge is unsatisfactory. 

In the chance that the chancellor was the learned clerk of IIelinaiid's story, 
soine other information about him may be usefiil. Before he became cliancellor 
Etienne de Provins appeared as often at court as other importaiit churchmen xvho 
were not court officers but wlio were frequent attenders. Re acted occasionally as 
chancellor before he took rcgular ofiice, and siiice the count controlled appoint- 
ments to prebends a t  Saint-Etienne and Saint-Quiriace, his positions thexe are 
signs tlint he enjoyed i-Ienry's favor. Diiriiig his life he amasscd a certair. amouiit 
of property includiiig an oven, a mill and a field whicli Iie owned outright, a house 
a t  Provins, and a stoiie house iiear the count's palace at Troyes; this may support 
IIelinaiid's charge of avarice.30 

IVhatevcr "clerk" IIeliiiünd had in inind, this studeiit of Abelard and Gilbert de 
la Porree, skilled in both Latiii and French, is the most scholarly individual 
identified as a meiriber of the court. J. 11. Williams has suggested that lie ~vas the 
Master Steplieii of liciins, caiion of Beauvais, under 7.1-lioin the poet Gauticr de 
ChHtillon studied, aiid thinks it probable that he was a grammarian cited as 
Stephen OE Beauvais and Stephen of Reims in tlie notes of a t~veIft11-century 
student of P~ isc ian .~~  Unfortunately he was a scholar whose works, if there mere 
any, liave not survived, aiid all tliat we can say is that Coiiiit Xenry had as a Clerk 
a man with a reputation for learning. 

Geoffroi de Viiehardouin took the o5ce of marshal a t  the court of Countess 
Marie in 1185. In the succeeding years his official dnties must have brougbt him 
often to the court of Cliampagne, but he can in no ~vay Oe coiisidered a court 
author, for Villehardouin dictated his celebrated history of tlie Foiirth Crusade 
long after lie had left Chainpagne. It would be pleasant to thiiik that the influence 
of a cultured court affected his later werk, but there is no xvay to demonstrate this 
thesis.32 

11. dUTIIORS WIIO WROTI', FOR THE COURT 

A sure indication of the importance of s court as a litcrary ceiiter is the list of 
authors who wrote for its patronage. Besides Xicolas de Clairvaux and Pierre de 
Celle, we know of a number of authors who addressed works (other thaii letters) 
to the count or countess, or who wrote a t  their command. Three of the pieces 
discussed in this section, the E~uctavit, the Venjance illixandre, and the Song of 
Richard the Lion-I-Iearted, havc dedications which do not claim that the pcrsoii 
addressed encourzged their composition. Tlie most effective deinoiistration of the 
literary influence of Henry and Marie is that Chretien de Troyes, Evrat, Gace 
Brule, Gautier d'Arras, and Simon Chevre d'Or all acknowledged their personal 

So For Etienne's property seo Arbois de Jubsinville, fIiaistoire, In, 194; Victor Carrihre, EIist0U.e et 
eartulai7e des Temyliers de Provins (Paris, 1919). pp. 4647;  Obiiuaires de Sens, iv, 157 C; and an 
undated aet of William, arclibishop of Sens, Yonne H 935. 

j' 'Thhe Quest for the Author of the A1O7nliun~ D q m a  Philosophmum.>> SPEW-L~I,  XXSII (1957). 
740-741. 

52 For details on tiic marslial aiid author sec Jesn I,ong~ion, Recherehes suv la aie de Gwffio?, de 
Villehardouin (Paris, 19%). 
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iriterveiitiois. This influence should not be cxaggerated, however, since Gace 
Brulb \wate only one of his many songs specificially for Marie, and she was not the 
principal patron of Gautier d'Arras. 

Chretien de Troyes. After years of investigation all attempts to identify the 
author Chretien with Chretiens named in contemporary documents have failcd to 
provide more than iiiteresting speculation. A man named Chretieii appeared as a 
canon of Saint-Loup-de-Troyes in 1173 and another (or possibly the same man) 
was a canon of Count Henry's church of Saint-bfaclou a t  Bar-sur-Aube. If i t  
could be shown that either of these men was an author, or even that he was con- 
nected in some special way with the court of Champagne, sorne Support would 
esist for an ideiitification. Professor Holmes has constructed an ingenious argu- 
ment based an handwriting to show that the canon of Saint-Maclon was the 
father of Countess Marie's cha~icellor Gautier.33 Unfortunately this link of identi- 
fication is not possible, for clear evidence estabtishes that the chancellor Gautier 
was a youisger son of Clarembaud I11 de Chappes, viscount of T r 0 y e s . ~ 9 e  are 
left with no secure knowledge of the author Chretien outside of that  provided by 
his writing. 

Two passages in his own works connect the author Chrktien mith Champagne. 
Tlie first is his use of the cognomen "de Troies" in Erec (1. 9); the secoisd is tlie 
introduction to Lancelot in which he stätes: 

Puis que ma dame de Clianpaigne 
vialt que romans a feire anpraigne, 
je i'anprendrai malt volentiers 
come cil qui est suens antiers 

* * * *  
Mes tant dirai ge que mialz oevre 
ses comandemanz an ceste oevre 
que sans ne painne que g'i mete. 
Del CHEV.~LIER DE LA CHARRETE 
comance Crectiens son livre; 
matiere et san li aone et livre 
la eontesse, et il s'antremet 
de panser, que gueres n'i met 
fors sa paime et s'antancion? 

'Professor Holmes discusses previous suggestions (icluding that of I,. A. Vigneras) and his oivn 
research in Ck%ien. Troges, ond the Grad, pp. 59-61. Wliile I agree witli him tliat Clirktien was a 
rare name (no witness of that  name appears in the court cliarters of Champape), I do not share nll 
his conclusions ahout the identifieation of the author. Tilien I mote to  Km about tlie Chretien, canon 
of St-Maclou, whose name I found in two eharters (not from the court), I suggested that tlie pioblem 
of ideutity must remain uncertain until futiler evidenee is found. Sucli evidenee has not yet been 
praduced. I ean see no justifiration for Philipp A. Beeker's assumption that a kniglit named Chrktien 
mentioned in the Feoda Campnie was the author. See hii "Neues über Ckestien de Troyes," 
Rmnnnische Folsehungm, m, (1947), 596-545. 

On Gautier de Cha~~es see Lalore. Cartdaiies. I. 117-116: F. 57-58. 117-118: and Obiluaires de . . . . 
Sem, W, 038 F and 458 A. 

Le Cheoolier de la ehaneh. ed. Mario Roaues. (Paris. 1958). 11. 1-99. On the literaiv sienificanec . . ,  . ,. . 
of this Passage see D. W. Robertson, Jr, "Some Medieval 1,iterary Terminology, mith Special Ref- 
erence to Chrhtien de Troyes," Studie in Phiiology, xrinir (1951), 669-699. On the interpretation of 
Laneelot note p. 691. But see also Faith Lyons, "'Enteneion in Cketien's Lancelot," StdißB in 
Philolory, LI (1954). 4!25450. 
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tliat Chriitien's roniaiice sliows that tlie author or Marie idealized adultery. 
Rathcr than use a wo& of imaginative literatnre as a key to the social staiidards 
of a court, tlie inore secure procedure is to investigate the historical evidence to 
See what light it sheds oii literature. I n  any case, we sliould avoid hypotheses 
based on assumptions about the personal life of an author nnknorvn to us. Jean 
Frappier has appropriately warned us against imaginiiig that Chriitien left 
Lancelot uiifinislied because he was ordered to write a mork unsuited to his tastes.*" 

Evrat. In 1192 a man named Evrat began to write a verse translation of Genesis 
a t  Marie's r eq~es t .~ 'She  poern, which contziiis niuch coinmentary and incidental 
material, runs to over 20,000 liiies aiid was not completed uiitil after Marie's 
dcatli in 1198. Of its author, active in a tinie wlicn ~vitiiess lists were no loriger 
common, we know iiotliing escept bis nanie and the little which can be drawn 
from the poem itself. Tlie learniiig displayed proves him a mell-read cleric, and 
liis fnlsome pmise of Henry thc Liberal, Narie, and young I-Ienry shows that he 
aspired to favor froin the Court. Evrat refers to hiiiiself oftcn in the poem, but he 
gives almost no personal informatioii in the proces~.'~ 

Jean Bonnard, tlie only scliolar to puhlish an analysis arid criticism of this uii- 
edited work, concluded that i t  was not poetry but vcrsificatiori an& dis~nissed 
Evrat with the judgmcnt that Marie was not fortunate iii lier choice of an au- 
thor.43 Bonnard's evaluation of the literary quality of the work was accurate, for 
Evrat's style is banal and monotoiious and he selciom acliicves tlie rhetoricial 
effects for mhich he strives. But, as Bonnard recogriized, syiiibolic exegesis and 
moral applications were of greuter iiiterest to the author than the surface qualities 
of his presentation; i t  is therefore only fair to judge Erra t  an& by esteiisioii, the 
taste of his patroness, principally in terms of his omn intention. IIis aiiiiounced 
goal is to lead liis audience, both clergy and Iaity, to uiidersiarnd the significance 
of liis Biblical material. Following the usual niediaeval practice, the text is pre- 
sented with a gloss which esplains tlie difiicnlt words and concepts, explicates the 
symbolic levels of the text, and points out both hidden arid obvious morals. In so 
doing, Evrat dra~vs on previous coinmentators, and frequently cites by name 
Euscbins, Joseplius, Bede, :Zupstine, and ahove a11, Jerome. Other authorities 

Chrilien ds Troyes (Paris, 1057), p. 1%-125. 
"De 1.i geiitk eontesse elieor / Ki l'estoire en romnns fist faire. . . - " Tuere is sir aiinlysis of this 

u~i~ul~l ished Poem iii ,Jean Bonnard, Les T~odect ions de la Bi618 en ams jvancais au mqpn 6p (Paris, 
I$%), pp. 103-119; tlie lines quoted liere are on p. 107. 

"?Tliere is some reason to eonned Evrat with Le Mans, and possibly i%,itIitli tlie catlxedral churcli 
tliere. The only persoiinl refereiice I Iisve found beyond the iiame is: "Se cil le peut metrc en romani 
/ Ja par Saint Julicii dcl Mans / C'anrme ne sera mais perduo / n'espoentee, n'esperdue." Paris, 
B. X. ms. fran. 12456, fol. 2 vD. Saint Julicn nas the Patron saint oi tiie cathedral of Le Mans. 

.I3 Bonnard, T7adw:tio,~, pp. 118-119. The reader can judge tlie style from tliese opening lines: 

Cil ki tos biens iait commancier 
Soit a cest livre enromaiicier. 
Le prologes ici commaiice 
Del romaiiz q'Evraz ciiromance. 
Comment donc senz enromaricicr 
X e  peut romsns encommniicier? 



and traditions appear in his n~ork, and much of Evrat's lahor of over six years 
must have gone into weighing the different glosses available to him."" 

For ~ & a t  audience did Evrat intend his translation? His references to clergy 
and laity and to his auditors suggest that he espected the poem would be read 
aloud to a group. But besides stating that Xarie reqiiested the translation, 
Evrat says that the countess, who would h o w  how to understand and read liis 
work, could read it in her library? Presumably the author wrote with both the 
countess and her court in mind. 

Evrat's commentary provides a slight but illuminating clue to tlie views about 
women which might he found a t  Marie's court. Xot surpi.ising!y, Evrat gives iio 
approval to anything like "courtly love." God ordained marriage and created 
love between man and woman so that they miglit keep faith mith one anothcr, 
Evrat states, and 110 one, not even a nlonk or a hermit, shonld separate what God 
has joined togetherj6 Whcii telling the story of the Fall, Evrat compares the 
y i l t  of Adam and Eve. In a couplet he snms up his sense of a man's responsibility 
for the direction of family affairs: 

Hom doit avoir e t  Sens et force; 
West pas hom cant femme i'ecfoi-ce. (9 1,") 

ßut  though ildaiii foolishly allowed himself to be dcceived, Evc's y i l t  was 
greater, for she had suggested the sin to which Adam assented. The author ac- 
cepts Adam's excuse and reveals something of the influence espected from a wife 
by saying that Adam acted reasonably in believing Eve. Evrat's condemnation of 
Eve led him to make a few unchivalrous remarks ahout woinen in general. Tliey 
are unable to hold hack from doing something a man has forhiddcii; they extract 
secrets from a man and tlien quickly pass them On; if a man says anything which 
displeases a woman, never will he have any peace. It is true that Evrut inay weil 
have found tliese criticisins in whatever source he was using, that his coinments 
are less bitter than much mediaeval anti-feminism, and that he hails the role of 
the Virgin in bringing into the world the remedy for Eve's siii. Xevertheless, that 
a flattering poet included any critical remarks in a compositioii intended for a 
powerfiil woman suggests that siicli comments mere commonplace and could be 
made without cxcitiiig any particular attention, even at tlie court of the countess 
of Chaii~pagne.~' 

"LId-id., pp. 105, 110-115. On Biblical esegesis sec B ~ r y l  Smalley, Tlie Skidg of tbe Bi6lc i n  llre 
itiiddle .4ges, 9,id ed. (Ncs York, 195?), and Henri de Lubac, EzkgCse mkdi&cnle, 3 vols. (Paris, 1959). 

iS ''Quant la colitcsse de Champaigiie / Ki bien lo sout entendre et lire / Lo peut en son armaire 
eslire . . . " (fol. 2 9 ) .  Boniiard quotes a passage referriiig to an audieiice of clergy aiid lsity on p. 110. 
Beiore citing a passage directed to auditors, Boiiiiard (p. 117) denied its signifieance by saying, "Une 
assernblee dc barons n'aurait pris que fort peu de gout aux glose3 iiiterminables qui retardeiit la 
niarelie de son recit." One suspects tlint ßonnard has ertended to  tlie mediaeval audience his o~v i i  
dislike of allegorical esplieation. fIe does not take account of tlie tastes eillier oi a learned laymaii 
likc Count Henry or of iiis eontcmporary, the illiterate count of Guines, n.ho listened to Seripture 
and understood both literal and mgstical rneanings. See tlie Chronicle of Lambert of Ardres in 
J f G H  SS, xxir, 598. 
' The Passage is quoted by Bonnard, Tradwtions, P. 114. 
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Evrat's future editor will need to be widely read in Biblical exegesis, since the 
poem includes glosses, apocryphal material, and variations from the text of the 
Vulgate wliose sources cannot be easily identified. Moses Gaster attempted to ex- 
plain these puzzles by arguing that Evrat was a heretic and that his Genesis was 
clerived from the inediaeval Slavonic Palaea, in which the Old Testament story 
was embellished with many legends and apocrypha which are part of the liter- 
ature of Bogomilisn~.("f this hypothesis could be proved it mould be of great im- 
portance, since it would point to a litcrary and scholsrly link betweeii iiorthern 
France aiid tlic Eastern lieretics and woul<l call into questioii the orthodoxy of 
Countess Marie and tlie court of Champagne. But Gaster worked only froin Bon- 
nard's swnty aiialysis, and if Iie had read tlie test itself he prcsumably would not 
have made his suggesiion. Iii addiiion, he rvas riot sufficiently familiar ~ i t h  the 
Biblical commentaries of Western Christendoin. FIe considered it a sigu of the in- 
fluence of the P1ilaea that Evrat iiicludes Cain's murder by I,amecli, the legend 
of Antichrist, tlie denunciation of arrogant clergy, the Change of Joseph's sale 
price from trventy pieccs of silver to thirty, and other esplanations of Old Testa- 
ment passages by refereiice to the Neiv Testament. All of tliese matters are com- 
inoiily found in ivesterii litcrature of iindoubted orthodoxy, however, and we do 
not need tlie Palaea to esplain their appearance. In one significant dekail Evrat 
dcparts from tlie ortliodos tradition: he places the crcation of the beasts on the 
fifth day, so tliat Man does not share his day of creation with any other aiiimal. 
Although tliis variant also occurs in the Palaea, the rest of Evrat's text shows that 
he was not following tliat version of Creatioii, since the Palaea differs widely from 
Ge~iesis, and in all other respects Evrat follolvs the \'ulgate faithfully and almost 
literally.eg ii fuller reading of Evrat's tests, moreover, demonstrates the author's 
orthodory. IIis continual references to Holy Church, his belief that confession 
in the Chnrch ivards off tlie Devil, and his views on marriage are enougli to show 
that Evrat was not a Bogomil or even a Waldensian. TIie translatioii of the Bible 
into the vernacular was coiideinned by tlie hierarchy a t  this tinie because un- 

G' TIie eonimentary on tlie fall is on Fots. 9 V'-10 ra. Evrat hsses his grcnter condemnntion of Eve 
oii 3. liaiisplitting distinction mliich is only iiiade elear by the eoiitcrt of the cornparisoii. Tlie voman, 
he says, "coiiseiiti / la mal ou li Iiom s'asent?' (9 vo). N r  Richard O'Gormsn kindly aided me with a 
transeription of this paicagc. 

Zlchester Leclums on Cfreeko-Sloconic Literaiure (London, 1S87), pp. 164-171. 
" Evrat's dccisioii to plaee the creatioii of tlie lieaits of tlie field oii the fifth day was deliberate arid 

not i matter of confusion: "Tot ce 6st Deus sei= devinailhc / nl quint joor, ce sacliies scns fsiihe" 
(fol. 5 V"). I n  tlris poiiit Ewat  differs from tUo text of Genesis aiid from all the Western Cliristian 
eommentarics 1Iiar-e read. But no otiier aspect of tlie cosmogony of tlie Polriea ss analyzed by Gaster 
(pp. I8 aiid i54), iiiciudiris tlrc creation of Snr;ltiacl aild the otlier itilgels on the first day 3;nd of 
paradise oii tlio tliird, appcars iii Ewat. Gaster nevcr puhiiilied liis plaiined Englisli translation of 
tlie Pdaee. Father Franeis Dvoriiik of Duiiibnrtoii Onks aiid Mr Ivan Korowytytsky of Temple Uni- 
versity kindly iiitroduced me to tlle literature aii the Polace. Possibly tlie creation oi the beasts oii 
tlie fiftli day eame to Evrirt tliroiigh Jeiaish Biblical studies going hack to  the IIebrew sources oi 
the Palaea. Cf. "Tlie Book of tile Secrek of Enocli," sxx, 7-8, in R. EI. Cliarlcs, Apot,ypha ond Pseudo- 
epipapha, n (Oxford, 1013). There are suggestions in tlie Zohor tliat tlie beasts of the field rvere 
ereated a t  the same time as tlie flying and cieepiiig snimals. See Zohe?, 34 nud 17a, trau,. I>y Harry 
Sperliiig and Mauriee Simon, 5 vols. (London, 1951-1934), r, 199-150, 147. 



instructed people might be led iiito error. Evrat's traiislatiori, oii tlie otlier Band, 
presented a full cominentary to insure that Genesis would be read mith the lielp 
of the traditional and orthodox glosse~."~ 

Zructavit. A tliird literary work written for Marie is a poeticsl paraphrase of 
the psalm Eructavit ew meum, iiuinber forty-four of the Vulgate test. Eructavit, as 
tlie poem is knomn, was written after l'hilip iiugustus becaine king, and since the 
author makes no mention of tlie fall of Jerusaleni when speaking of the Turks, i t  
nras probably concliided before the catustrophe of 1187. This woiild place the 
probable time of its compositioii in tlie years of Marie's early widowhood and 
regency. There is no claim that 3Xarie requested the poem, biit in the dedication 
and conclusion the poet addresses the countess directly and presents the work to 
her. He presuuled to give thc coiintess personal and spiritual advice, includiiig the 
comment, rare in inediaeval works addressed to ivealthy Patrons, that she should 
avoid escessive geiierosity. This suggests that the author was familiar mith the 
countess and was in a position of soine religious responsibility, but there is nothing 
in the poem to indicate a positive ideiitification of tliis spiritual adviser, ~ h o  eer- 
tainly iieed not have beeil a regnlar meinher of the c o ~ r t . ~ '  

Eructavit is artisticslly superior to Evrat's Genesis. The verse is clear aiid flows 
sniootiily, and the inetaphors, often estciided, are picturesque and sharply drawii. 
Iii approach, hon,ever, tlie two poenis arc similar. Like Evrat, the aiionymous au- 
thor of Emctauit presented a Riblical text witli an esteiided allegorieal and inoral 
gloss. His method vas  tliat of an esegete, qiioting a Latin verse arid then adding a 
paraphrase aiid cominentary in Freiich. Like Evrat, he took Xis material froin a 
iiuinber of different coniinentators, and his iiiost impressive talent lay in the skill 
with which he combined what might have been random cominents into a unified 
pre~entat ion.~~ 

The Forty-fourth psalm was held to symbolize the marriage of Christ aiid the 
Church. Saint Jerorne used it as a test for a letter to the noble Iady Pri~icipia, and 
tlie Freiich pocin with its cominents oii earthly marriage was probably considered 
especially suitsblc for a woinan. It is a joyful psi~lni, part of the liturgy of Christ- 
mas iiioriiing, and the Fiencli paraphrase was built ori a tlieme of divine love and 
joy. This emphasis on love and joy brings the vocabulary and phrasing of the 
poein close to that of secular love litcrature, reminding us of tlie iriterplay to be 
found het~veen secular and religious material.j3 

Gace Brule. One lyric poet belongs oii the list of those ivlio wrote somethiiig 
a t  Marie's coriimaiid. The bnight Gace IirulC: begr~n oiie of Iiis poems with the 
stateinent tliat the countess of Brie hacl commaiided liiiri to siirg. 

Evrat's preseniation oi tlie story of Tamar (fols. 116 vo-129 P) illustrates tliese points about his 
outlook aiid his use of allegory to exp16laiii tlie text of Seripture. 

Eruclczvit, ed. T .  dtkinsoii Jenkins, Gesellschaft für romanische Literatur, 90 (Dresden, 1909). 
On largessc see 11. 7-14. For dnting and discussion oi the poem, see Jenkiiis' introductioii. Ais attri- 
butioii of tlie poem to Adam de I'erseigiie is discussed below, pp. 58%-564. 
' The sources hsve bccri s t~died by George F. McKibben, The Eruclacit; The Au2ho7's EnnCron- 

ment, his Argument ard :lln%m'd* (Baltiinore, 1907). 
"J Particularly joyful is tlie coinmeiitarg oii "AEerentur in laetitia ct eniltatiane" in 11. 1753 B. 

Tlie phrase "joie de la cort," so important in Clirbtien's E& et Enidc, accurs in 1. 34. 
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Bien cuidai toiite ma vie 
Joie et chaiiqons obEeer, 
Mais la contesse de Brie, 
Cui comant je n'os veer, 
Wa  commande a chanter, 
Si est bien drois que je die, 
Cant li plaist a co:>mander.S4 

In official (iocuments Marie was always callcd couiitess oi Troyes, but sirice she 
held part of Brie as her dower, tlie title countess of Brie coiild be nsed in a poem 
(when i t  belped thc rhynie and meter) as properly as coiintcss of Champügne. Tlie 
argument which dates the poem and idciitiiies the countess as 32arie and not 
Blanche of Navarre secms to me reasonable but not entircly conclusive.55 

Gace Brule was oiie of tlie inost prolific poets active a t  the end of tlie twelhtli 
and beginning of thc thirteenth century in northerii fiance. Eis pocins, almost 
all about love, are usually addressed to a male audience of "companioiis" or 
"lords" or dedicated to a circle of noble ineii. They do not coiivey a feeling of 
personal passion, aiid, in eiidlessly celebrating tlie love of his lady, Gace gives the 
impression of writing to please his courtly audieiice. IIis great popularity in his 
own day is 6ard to understand critically ri:hcn one reads through a boolc of his 
lyrics, but the same could be suid for most modern song writers. Ilis coininonplace 
thought and expressiori are not so obvious, of coiirse, when the lyrics are sung. 

The fact that he wrote one sang a t  tlie command of the countess of Brie does 
not müke Gace Brnlk Xarie's conrt poct, or eveii indicatc tliat he ever visited her 
Court. The poem itself is a piece of polite aiid conventional fiatter,y; its coinplaint 
that the countcss did not return or even recognize his lovc was the sort of praise 
whieh a writcr coiild tactfully oEer to üiiy lady. Gace's poerns mere usually not 
very witty, bitt the oiie line attribuied to the countess turns the Song into a piece 
supporting the crusa<iing movemeiit, i r i  which Marie's soii became one of tlie 
leaders. Part of the author's complaint is that when he mislies to plead his case 
with his lad?;, she stops him by asliiiig when he is going overseas, "Cant ireis vos 
outre mer?" 

This song is atlributed to Gace by the maiiuscript usually kiiown as C and by 
the autlior of tlie Roman de la Rose ou de Guillaume de Dole. I n  opposition to this 
strong claim, münuscript T attributes i t  to the poet -4ubouin de Skzanne, who is 
considered in a later section. 

Richard the Lion-Hearted, when he was held in captivity by Henry V1 in 
1193, wrote a soiig iri  which he com1)Iained of the slowiiess with which his ransoni 
was beiiig collected. i'he soiig, whicli up to that point had concerncd his v;~ssals 

61 Holgar Petersoii I>yggve, Gace Brul6, Xhoires de la Soci(.t& N6opiiilologiqt~e de IIelciiiki, xrr 
(Ifelsinki, 1951). Song LSV, 11. 1-7, p. 396. 

Ilrid., pp. 18-23. Esccpt for tlie matter of 4larie's doiver, noted by 35me Lejeune (Col~iers de 
Civilisalion Merlihale, r, [1958], 315, n. 51), this model editioii provides all tlic Enctual information 
given Iiere on Gace Bruli. It is only fair, Iioivever, to warn tiie reader tliat Petersou Uyggve's statc- 
ments about dating and ideiitificatioiu are sometimes surmises placcd on top of probsbilities. Robert 
Fawtier's opposing argument that Gace and Thibaut I V  of Champag~ie xvere eontemporaries Iias not 
yet been effectively refuted. See his "Thibaut de Clinmpagnc et Gnce Brule," Romania, six (1933), 
85-92. 
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and subjects, closes with an address which modern editors givc as folloms: 
Contesse suer, vostre pris souverain 

vos saut et gart cil a cui je me clain 
ct par nii je sui pris. 

Je ne di pas de celi de Chartain, 
La mere Looys." 

This may be translated as "Sister countess, may he to whom I appeal, and 
through whom I am made prisoner, save and y a r d  for you your sovereign worth. 
I do not speak of her of Chsrtres, the mother of Louis." Marie of Champagne and 
Alis of Blois and Chartres wvcre Richard's half-sisters, and were a t  that time the 
only sisters who were countesses. The iiual two lines are clear enongh in deoying 
any concern for Alix, who Tvas the mother of Louis of Blois, but tlie address to 
Marie is less easily understood. As it stands the text asks that someone to whon~ 
Richard appealed and through nrhose actions he had been captured might proteet 
Marie. The poem as a whole is addressed to Richard's barons, and it is hard to 
see hoxv these lines eould apply to them or to such men as 'Ieiiry V1 or Philip 
Augdstus. The editors might, howcver, have adopted another version of the text 
in which the third line is given as "por ce que je siii pris."jT This cliange permits 
one to translate the Passage as, 'Way he to whom I appeal because I am captive 
save and ward for you your sovereign worth," suggesting that the appeal is ad- 
dressed not to any earthly potentate, but to God. In either case, we do not knom 
why Riehard should favor Marie over Alix, but tlie implications of the poem 
seem to be political rather than literary. 

Gautier d'Arras was the author of two romances, Eraele and Ille et GGaron. 
Eraele, which concerns us here, is the entertaining and edifying story of a youug 
man divinely eudowed with a talent for judging the value of stones, women, and 
Iiorses, who eventually became emperor and recovered the Cross from pagan 
hands. A sub-plot is devoted to the amorous adventures of an empress who, 
against the advice of Eracle, was too closely guarded by her jealous husband. The 
clear moral of this episode is that jealous confinement will drive even the virtuous 
wife astray. Gautier began his romsnce witli praise of Count Henry's brother, 
Thibaut of Blois. He aekno~vledged broader patronage before he reached the end, 
where he stated that he had put liis work into rhyme for Thibaut and also for 
Countess Marie and then praised Baudouin of I-Iainaut, who had led him to com- 
plete the ~ o r k . ~ ~  The composition is often dated about 1165, but tliere is not 
erioug-li evidcucc to justify such precision. 

Frederick Cowper has devoted miich of liis scliolarly life to the study of Gautier 
d'r1rr:is i~nd his worlcs, and has poiiited out the likclihood thst the poet was s nrell- 
liiiown officer of the stme name at  the eourt of Flanders. Tliis Gautier d'hrras, 

* aarl Bartscli, Ci~icstomatlrie de l'aneien f~ancais, lZtli ed. hy Leo Wiese (repriiited New York. 
19513, song 43.11. 5741.  More wriant readingls are given in Hans Spanke, Eine olt/ranzösiscl~eLieder- 
sammlung, Ramani.niscl~e Bibliothek, 0% (Ralle, 1905), klx, pp. 001-003. 

Spanke, op. cit., p. 203. 
Oev~res  de Gautin d'Awas, I :  Eracle, ed. E. L'üseth, Bihliotli&que frnncaise du moyen age, vr 

(Paris, 1890), 11. 1-91. and 651.8-93. 
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a member of the family of the castellans of brras, appeared in over one hundred 
documents beginning in 1160; he probably died or retired aftcr 11%. Eis fiefs, bis 
wife and children, and his Court offices are known and shom that he was an im- 
portant and trustcd member of the higher nobility of Flanders. This identifica- 
tion seems to me solidly based and entirety ~onvincing.~~ 

Professor Camper's attempt to date the composition and associate it with 
Provins is neither so judicious nor so convincirig as bis identification of the au- 
thor." It is his thesis that Gautier's description of Rome as the setting of the 
story is really a liglitly veiled picture of I'rovins and its May Fair. It is quite pos- 
sible, of Course, that Gautier's description of Rome was based on the urban life of 
his homeland, but the particular links which Dr Cowper cites with respect to 
Provins are not sound. Xis argument begins with F& Bourquelot's deseription 
of the way the dome of Saint-Quiriace dominates Provins and reminds travellers 
of Rome, but he passes over the information that the present monstrous dome 
was built to replace the original tower which burned in 1662.6' It is difficult to 
understand what connection Dr Cowper Sees between Gautier's twelfth-century 
poem and the piece of tlie Cross and tlie Rose of Sharon which Thibaut I V  
brought back from Jerusalem in 1240. A round tower is prominent in Eracle and 
Dr C o n ~ e r  says that the great square and octagonal fortified tower a t  Prorrins 
"presents substantially the appearance of being round." It is easy to disagree 
with this judgment. Dr Cowper's suggestion that the two feast days of tlie poem 
were Peutecost and Trinity Sunday is reasonable, but he is not justfied in saying 
that they occurred "just before Saint John's Day" (italics mine). This statement 
is derived fram the lines: 

Un cerisier ot fait planter, 
Dont ele souloit presenter 
Ze dame un present chascun an, 
Devant le feste saint Jehan. (11. 42364%) 

Such a general comment, which applies to every year as well as to the one in ques- 
tion and which does not say how close to the feast the present was made, provides 
no reason for searching for years in vhich Trinity Sunday fell on the Sunday be- 
fore Saint John's Day, and the suggestion of 1166 or 1177 as likely dates of eom- 
position therefore has no basis. 

Z/Ioreover, Dr Cowper's most important source of information about Provins, 
Bourquelot's IIistoire de Provim (1839), is imprecise in its dating, and it is un- 
likely that many of the practices identified by local historians as mediaeval oc- 
curred in the twelfth centurg. And if Gautier was really "a good publicity man," 
as Dr Corvper suggests, would he have failed to make specific reference to the 
churcli of Saint-Quiriace-de-Provins wheii he referred to its patron saint? 

" There are reeent summaries of information about Gauticr in tlie introduction to Corvper's edition 
of Illc d Galron (Paris, 1956). and William C. Calin, "On tlie Chronology of Gautier d'hras," 
Modern Language QuaWly ,  xx (1959), 181-196. 

"Gautier d'hmas and Provins," Romanic R e i m ,  x x ~ i  (1931), 091-300. 
Lucien Morel-Payen, T7aycs ef Pro& (Paris, 1910), p. 130. There is a picture of the great 

tower at Provins on p. 105. 
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Neither the witness lists of charters nor Gantier's poem provide any evidence for 
associating the author with Provins. The date of the poem has not yet been prc- 
cisely established. Countess Marie was only meritioned in passing, ivliile Gautier 
praised his two other Patrons extensivelg. The sigiiificance of tlie two lines re- 
lating to tlie Countess should not be esaggerated. 

Maitre Simon C h h e  d'Or. The only author 1;nown to have written a t  Count 
13enry's reqiiest is Simon Chevre d'Or (Capra Aurea), a cirnoii of Saint-Victor of 
Paris. Simon composed a series of short poetic epitaplis for S t  Bernard (d. 1153), 
H u y e s  de 3lacon, bishop of =iuserre and formerly abbot of Pontigny (d. 1151), 
Siigcr of Saint-Denis (d. ll5!2), Count Thibaut of Ulois (d. 1150), and Pope 
Eugene I11 (d. 1153). According to the heading giveii in the manuscript, these 
poems were wvritteii a t  tlie command or request of a certaiii Count Henry." The 
Count EIeriry who nroiild commission epitaphs for Shibt~ut  the Great and the 
friends of Iiis fainily was ohvious!y TIeriry tlie Liberal. Presuinably the poeins 
were written sliortly aftcr the dcaths they comincnrorate and in the esrly years of 
IIenry's rule. The establislirnent of the identity of Sinion's Patron also allows us 
to concliide that the count oi' Champag~ie was the Count Henry wlio commis- 
sioned one of Simoii's longer and more signiiicant works. 

Simon wrote three Latiii poems treating the Trojau War. The shortest was 
probably the first arid related only the adveiitures of Paris and tlie siege of Troy. 
The second was a inore cstended mork of 430 lines which amplified tlie first and 
added a Summary of the Aeneid. It was tliis second poem wliicli Count &nry 
commissioned. It is probable that Siinon wvrotc this pocin for Count Henry before 
1163, tliat is, within a decade of the composition of tlre e p i t a p h ~ . ~ ~  The third poein 
doubled tlie lengtli of tlie second by adding a few episodes aiid some rhetorical 
embellishrnents. A note a t  the end of this manuscript states thst  Simori wrote an 
Iliad whcn he was not yet a canoii, aiid tlist after he became a canoii be ~oi ider -  
fully corrected arid ampliiied it.M Tlie maiiuscripts identify 3Xaitre Siinon only 
as a canoii of Saint-J'ictor, 2nd no trace of hirn has beeil found in the records of 
that distingpished c~ngregation.~j Possibly a t  one time Count Henry appointed 
Simon to one of the prebends a t  his disposal, but there is no evidence of it. 

Jehan le X'evelon or Jehan le Venelaic. Among the most popular OE the classical 
adveiitures was tlie story of :llexaiider, told in varioris versioiis iii Laliri aiid tlie 

" Tlie epitaphs are printed in hfigiie, IJ.L., c~xxxv, 1081-1954, from n manuscript irom tlie abbcy 
of La Cllarite (1Ite-Saune). Tlie headiii:: tlierc reods: "Veiersus mnnistri Symoiiis, cogiiomento Cnpra 
aurea, eaiioniei Saiicti Vietoris ILkrisieiisis suniini ct celerrimi rersi(icatoris, qoos composuit piecibus 
comitis Henriei." An eieliteeiitli-centurs a ~ i t i q u a r ~  saw aiiotlier mnnuscript \vliieh gare tlie snme ~. 
inforuiatioii in its similar liendirig, but ivliich stated thnt tlie epitapli for Hugues de Mticoii mas 
written a t  tlie request of tlie moiil;s of Poiitigny. See hbbe Jean I.cbeuf, Dissmtutions sur 2'bistoii.e 
ecdEa<oslirpe et eiiile de I'aris, ii, (Paris, 17GI), 062-%6S. Seitlier of tliese maiiuscripts Iias been 
identified. 

W "Espiicit hurea C a p a  super Yliade rogatu coznitis Henr[ici]." Tlie ds t t  is establidied from ex- 
ternal evideriee. See Andre Boutemy, "IJa Geste d'En6e pni Simon Clievre d'Or," Xoyerr Age, ~ r i  
(1916), 254. 

M Boutemy, "La version parisienne du p o h e  de Simon Chevre d'Or sur la Guerre de Troie," 
Smiplonum, I (194647), 086. 

66 Fourier Bonnard, IIistoire de l'oblage r o ~ o l e  de . . . St. Vietor de Pans, i (Paris, 1901.). 139, n. 1. 
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vernacular. A cycle of adventures was created, includiiig two tales about the 
vengeance taken on blexander's murderers. One of these, the Venjanee Alixade, 
was iiitroduced with this praise of a certain Count Henry: 

Encor Sera il bien du Conte Heni loiez. 
Ci1 est sus tot le mont de doner enforciez, 
Sages est et cortois, preus et bien afetiez, 
E t  aime les eglises et honore clergiez. 
Les povres gentils homes n'a il pas ahessie~, 
Ancois les a trestouz et levez et hauciez, 
E t  donnees les rentes, les terres et lec fiez; 
En euer de si liaiit Iiome n'ot ains si grant pitiez, 
da ses perc de doner n'ert mes apareilliez, 
Des le temps Alirandre ne fu tel, ce sachiez; 
Quanque Diex a el monde li fust bien emploie~ .~~ 

This praise is vcry similar to  a number of eulogies of Henry tlie Liberal, leading 
various editors and commentators to conclude that the poem was presented to the 
count of Champagne.87 The problem of attribution and dating is complicated by a 
double reading OE the name of the author, editors having the choice of Jehan le 
I\'eveloii or Jehan le TTenelais. A number of meii with the former name have been 
recorded, incliiding the archdeacon of the cathedral chapter of Arras between 
1181 and 1193. The namc of Jehan le Veiielais is ~ n k n o w n . ~ ~  Seither iiame ap- 
pears in the witness tists of the Court of Champagnc. Count Henry's interest iu 
Simon Chevre d'0r's Iliad supports the suggestion that the Venjanee, an adven- 
ture story of antiquity, was also presentcd to him. I t  is likely that the author was 
not a familiar of the conrt of Champagne, and hc inay never havc had any per- 
sonal contact witli Henry, if indecd the poem was xvritten for hin1 and iiot for 
soine other count. 

Count Ifenry of Cliainpagne was the riiost renowiied count of tliat name in his 
geiicration, but care inust be exerciscd to  avoid attributing to  Iiiin inore thaii his 
due. Among his contcrnporaries arid ncighbors ivcre Count IIenry of Bar, Count 
IIenry of GrandprC-, and Couiit Henry of Xaniur and Lusernburg. The recipient 
of tlie praise 04 the Venjance illixand~e mas identified a t  oiie time as that Count 
Henry of Luxemburg xvlio bccame Emperor lIenry VII.6P Thc Venjanee was prob- 
ably writteii toxvard the end of the txvelftli century, and if this is correct Henry of 
Champagne is the most likely cundidate. Proper caution must always be observed 
in making attributions, as J. R. \VilIiains did \vhheii he noted that "ad coinitein 

"Jelinn le Nevelon, La Venjanea .4lizandve, ed. Edbvard B. EIam (Princetoii and Paris, 1031), 
11. 46-55. 

6' Edward C. Armstrong, T b  Aiithorship oj  the Vengsrnerrt Aliznndio ond o j  llre Venjanee Alizßndre 
(Princetoii and Paris, 19?6), pp. 4535. 

68 OLL tlle disputed rcndiiig, sec IIam, Teztual CntiLism and .Jehan le Vsnelais (Ann Arbor, 1946). 
IIc discusses tlie case for Jelian Ic Nevelon iii tlre iiitraductiaii to tlie editioii cited abovc izi n. 66. 
George Cilry, 7'13s Jiedioual Blezcndo-r, ed. D. J .  4. Ross (Cambridge, England, 1956), p. 31, sliows 
tlie relationship of tlie Vmijanee to the otlier Alexander material of tlie period. 
" lcor eriticism of tliis viem sce Bitteman Edwards, 4 Clas&ficolion qf tiie :llnni<scripts of Gwi de 

Cumbrai's Venyement Alizandre (Princeton and Paris, 1906). pp. 2-5. 
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I-Ienricum" is found in the margin of one of the poems of Gautier de Chatillon, 
who dedicated his Latin -4lernr~dras to Archbishop J3'iiiiain of Xeim~.'~ 

111. AUTHORS OF LETTER2 ADDRESSED T 0  COUiiT HENRY 

Most mediaeval letters have survived in collections rnade for later referencc, 
instruction, or edification and enjoyment. The selectivity of time has been most 
harsh to that highly personal or ephemeral correspondence which was never re- 
copied. The letters we have today show us that their writers looked upon their 
compositions as destined to have a large audience: the autliors, \irlio often kept 
drafts for future publication, probablg espected letters sent to a court or religious 
congregation to be read aloud and perhaps preserved. This espectation of a large 
audieuce may explain why those letters diseussed in this section often sound like 
contributions to the editorial pages of a newspaper. Simple business letters 
written without literary pretentioiis are not considered here; the dedicatory letters 
of Nicolas de Clairvaux and Pierre de Celle have already been considered. 

Guido de Bazoches, one of the foremost Latin authors of Charnpagne, pro- 
duced a collection of Verse, a collection of letters, a personal apology or defense 
against his detractors, a tract an geography, and a worid history which included 
his own esperieiices on the Third Crusade and was used by the later historian of 
Champagne, Alberic dc 'rrois Fontaines. Most of the poetry and extracts of other 
works have been publislied, but Guido still awaits tbe full-scale treatment whicli 
will establish him as he deserves in the history of mediaeval Latin literature.7' He 
came from the noble family of Bazoches, who were major vassals of the Counts of 
Champagne and held the Office of vidame of Ch81ons-sur-Narne. Guido was one of 
the canons prominent in the adrninistration of the cliurch of Chalons. EIe ac- 
companied the expedition of IIenry I1 of Champagne in 1190 and gave a place of 
honor to Henry I in his world hist~ry. '~ The fullcst Statement of his respect and 
admiration for Henry the Liberal, however, is to be found in his letters. 

From the state of the unique manuscript it is difficult to determine whether 
portions of more than two letters to Henry hüve survived." Letter XV of Guido's 
collection is a eulogy which compares Henry to tlie suri in an extended and in- 
volved metaphor. The burden of the letter is to thank Henry for some unspecified 
but important favor whicli the count had publicly given to the author. Guido 
concludes most of his letters with a poem for his corrcspondent, aiid this letter 
ends with a gracious little poem of gratit~de. '~ 

'O See I~is nrtiele cited a b o x  (n. SI), SPECELU~, ssxir (1957). 741 and n. 50. 
" Carter G. Jefferis, in Iiis "Guido de Bazoches," Uiiisenity of Californin. (Berkley) dactoial dis- 

sertation deposited Febebruary 1943, nras unfortunately uiiable to make use of unpublished materinli. 
For a conveiiieiit suüimary on Guido see :?lax Xanitius, Ceschiehle &r !iaceiliisch.hen Literaiui dcs 
Etlelalters, 3 vols. (Municli, 1911-31), 111, 914-900. 

'2 "Palatiiilis Ciimpanie eomes Hcnricus florebat in Francia, quin potius ills pcr illurn . . . " Paris, 
B. N. ms. lat. 4998, fol. G3 vs. Tliis pasrage n n s  quoted aimost e?tactly by Alb& de Ti.oisfoiitaines, 
.tIGII SS, xwrr, &17. 

73 The maiiuscript of tliese letters, possibly eorrected by the autlior Iiimselb is in the National 
Library of Luxemburg. The two letters to Count Henry are on the folios now numbered 4549. 
Portions of the seeoiid letter are printed by W. n'attenbach, "Aus den Briefen des Guido von 
Bazoches." Neues Archiv, x v ~  (1891), 79-61. 
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The next entry, laheled number XVI, is also addressed to Count IIenry. It is 
interrupted a t  the end of the first folio, leaving a break where a t  least one leai is 
missing. The continuation has been copied in a different hand and also hreaks OE 
at  the end of a leaf. The content shows that the continuation is addressed to 
Henry the Liberal, hut there is no way to determine if it truly continues tlie first 
part or is a section of another letter. The first part is largely occupied with a de- 
nunciation of one of Colint Henry's knights who had attackcd and devastated ü 

religious house of the Parisian monastery of Saint--Martin-des-Champs whose care 
had been committed to Guido. If a letter of hlcsander 111 refers to the samt 
event, tliis passage sliolis that the letter was conrposed abont 1171.75 The secoil<l 
section is devoted to geiiealogy. With a great show of learning, Guido traced 
Henry's ancestry aloiig different liiies to Clovis, Cbarlemagiie, I-Ienry I of Ger- 
mang, Robert of France, and IVilliam the Conqueror. One monders if Guido hnd 
been commissioned to produce this genealogy or if the idea was his ovin. The 
gei~ealogy of the lioiise of Chainpagne had its political importance, for by the 
marriage of Henry's sister hdhle to Louis VII the blood line of the Caroling.iaiis 
was iiniled with that of I-Iugh Capet. 310st of the genealogy stands the test of 
modern criticism aiid demonstrates considerable historical knowledge, though the 
relatiorisbip with Henry of Germany n7as based on an erroneous identificati~n.'~ 

John of Salisbury's letter toI-Ienry provides our surest evidence of the count's 
own thcological and literary interests. Fortunately, John's lengthy epistle con- 
tains a rcview of the circumstances which led to bis writing. In 1165-66 tbe noted 
English scholar and supporter of Thomas Becket was esiled from England and 
was staying a t  Reims with his old friend Pierre de Celle. I-Ie was there sought out 
by a certain AlbCric de Reims, also called Alheric de la Porte de Venus, who came 
accompanied by several leariied inen to pose some questions ori divine letters and 

2.3 Quo candore nivem, quo munere floris aprilem, 
Qua potero tumen luce iuvare diem? 

Set iuvat ois tuk miclii laudibus esse minora, 
Yilque tuis laudes addero posse rneas. 

IIoe tamen, hoc uniun, si quid valet amplius nddi, 
Addi posse nicliil laudibus addc tuis. 

Te tua poscenti semper msnus obvia talern 
Esse i.el a tsli reddit abesse parum. 

Talem te probitas morum probat esse ttuorum 
E t  genus et genere mens gencrosa magis. 

Talis es et talis dici eredique mereris. 
Talem to vatum multa talia eniiit. (iol. 473) 

a Ictttter of 11 July 1171 or 117% the pope nrote to Archliishop Ilenry of Reims: "Conquerente 
nobij G. Cntalauncnsi caiionico accepirnus quod \Tre'ermuiidus rniles, nepos arcliidiacoui, ipsum et 
Iiomines villne de Alneto, irrntionsbiliter depraedntus, eis damna gravin irrogavit." See Migiie, P.L., 
cc, 888-889). One plnce ~vliicli box  the name Al?letum is Annet-sur-%furnc, near hfeaui, wliieh was 
s priory of St-Xartin-da-Cliamps. See L. XI. Cottincau, R+pwtoire topo-liblioyrapl~ipe des ebbayes 
et p<ew&, 9 ~013. (&fLon, 1939). s.8. 

'&Tho genealogy is priited vitli notes by TVsttenbach, loe. cit., pp. 79-81. I t  is an open qucstion 
tvliether Guillsume le Breton had tlie lineage of Adele de Champagne in mind d ien  Iie called her 
son "Karolide" in his Philippi&, ed. H. Franpis Delaborde (Paris, 1855), prologne, 1. 28. 



philosophical matters oii Henry's behalf. John stated that he was astounded aiid 
had refused to believe in the sincerity of the inission until Pierre de Celle, then 
abbot of Saint-Remi-de-Reims, had toId him that Henry was not given to joking 
in these matters and had testified to the grcat pleasure wvhicli the couiit took iii 
discussing literary subjects with learned men. Johii added that Pierre, whom he 
called most faitliful and devotcd friend, had mhispered in his ear that  
Henry took such pleasure in his studies that he often displeascd those whom 
afl'airs had brought to his court, "vos inde caepissime imperitae iniiltitudinis 
offensam contrahere, quia vos a studeiidi exercitio nequeunt revocare, e t  pro 
arbitrio suo ncgotioruin et tumultuum procellis irnmergere."" 

The queries wvhicli Henry directed to this learned visitor show soriiething of the 
iiitellectual and literary matters which interested tbe coiint. These are his ques- 
tions, of which John answered only tlie first three: 

1. What do you believe to be the number of books in the Old and New Tests- 
ments? 

2.  Who were their authors? 
3. What is the Tahle of the Sun Seen in the saiid by the philosopher Apolloiiius, 

mentioned by Jerome iii Iiis letter on IIoly Scriptiire to the priest Paulinus? 
4. What are the Centos of Vergil and EIomer inentioned ir i  the saine letter? 
5. What is tlie source and meaning of the oft-quoted statement, "Those things 

which do iiot esist are more God-like than those tliings which da exist" (Dei- 
fomiora sunt ea quae non sunt, quam ea quae sunt)? 

The tliird and fourth qiiestions arose from a wcll-known letter on Scripture by 
Saint Jerome, arid the first two may also have been suggested by this letter, which 
comments on each of the books of the Bible and tlieir a~t l iors . '~  As far as he went 
Jolin answvered clearly and simply, treating tlie questions as those of U novice and 
not of an intellectual equal. TIie third and fourtli questions clo indeed shom that 
I~Ienry's knowledge of classical literature was not cleel). Tlie first two questions 
may also hare beeii a request for simple inforinatioii &ich should have been 
easily available to but on the other hand they may have been asking for 
Johii's personal opiiiion about a matter on \vhich patristic authors did not agree. 
The fifth qucstion, liomever, shows that Henry's queries were not all superficial. 
Tlie stateinent aboiit whieli the count manted rnore inforrnatioii is philosophically 
sophisticated arid may have beeii derivecl from the writing of John the Scot 
(Eriugciia).'Vhat such a doctriiic was a siibject of discussion a t  the court of 

7' P.L., cic, V24. Tlie full letter is oii cols. 1-3-31, 
'BSaiiit J&ri>rne, Lettirs, ed. .Jiri>uie Lahourt, 6 ~ o l s .  (l'aric, 1949-l95S), ii!, letter LTII, pp. 8-25, 

esp. 9 aiid 16. 
' V h e  \vord <l&fomis  and its derivatives are rare. Jolin the Seot used i t  to  translate lluiciä$n 

and 6-,aOacrä$r in Ue coelcsti I~iiiro~clra of Denis the pseudo-Arcopagite; see P. G. Tlibry, "Scot Erigene 
trirdueteur dcDeiiys," ßzrllelind?~ Cmge, vi (1931). 246. :Iltliough 11iave not found the pliiase quoted 
bg Count 1Ieiiry iii .Toliii tlie Scot's work, i t  uiny well Iiaw hecn derived froiii his tlicology. De caelesti 
kinnrcl~a, ii-liicli grcntly ir;fiueiiced Joliii, is ordered I>y tlie degree to  ivliicli its subjects aie "deiiormis" 
or "in Dei similitiidii~em;" iri Iiis owi De <li&G+orlt. ?i<iiur<i6 .Taliri distiriguishes Iletn-een tlie classes of 
"ea qune suiit ct qiiae non sunt" and says tliat insofar is iriferior beiiigs are unaMe to  know tliern, 
God ~ n d  tlie cclestial ordcrs aie in tlie dass of non-being. See Xigne, P.L., cssrr, 1049-50 nnd 413- 
114. I am indebted for the cuggestion tliat the quotation in question rnight be in tlie mork of John 
the Scot to  Prof. P. 0. Kristellcr. 
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Chünipügiie iiidicates that Henry was a serions student of affairs not usually 
cultivated by iaymen. Tlie letter givcs no sign of personal or literary familiarity 
between the two men. John did not know Renry's iiiterests from personal ex- 
perience aiid coiitrolled liis amazemeiit only after Pierrc de Celle's cxplanation. 

Herbert of Boscham. Further evidence of Count I-Ieiiry's interest in Biblical 
and doctrinal matters is provided by a lctter from aiiothcr English scholar, 
Ilerbert of Boschaiii, wlio serred for a time as personal secretary to tlrchbishop 
Thomas of Canterbury. The tcst of Herbert's letter has bcen preserved in a laie 
copy wliich omits any address or exylanation of the circurnstaiices of its composi- 
t i o i ~ . ~ ~  l'lie letter discusses a coniplicated qucstioii of Biblical criticisru whicli 
arises from diRerent lists of tlie women who were preseiit a t  tlie CruciSxion, since 
the Gospel of John naines three Marys and that of Mark has tlie name of Salonie 
in place of one of tlie Marys. These tcxts have been the subjccl of heated discus- 
sion siiice thcy werc used in tlic fourth ccntury by Helvidius to qucstion tlie 
virginity of tlie motlier of tlie Lord. Saint Jerorne replicd to Ifelvidius in ari es- 
tended tract which dealt with these passages, and they have iiüturally received 
many other commentaries." Herbert's own discussion of tlie identity of Salonie 
and the tliree Marys begiiis with Jerome, cites among uthcrs Bcdc, Origeii, and 
John Chrysostom, and coiicliides with the traditioii relatecl by a certain brother 
named ANaster William who kiiew a church dedicated to the Threc >Karos. 

Althougli me do not know mliy IIerbert of Boscham wrote this letter to Coiiilt 
IIenry, it is reasonable io assume that he, like John of Salisbury, was answering a 
question posed by thc count. IIerbert was an able Biblical commeiitator who had 
a coinmand of 'Iebrew.= His Service to the exiled archbishop of Canterbury 
brought hiin to tlie iieighborhood of Henry's doinains and to the count's atten- 
tion. In 1166-67 IIerbert wrote a number of letters pleading Bccket's case which 
were to be seilt in the iiaine of various French dignitaries. This activity explains 
why a letter supporting Archbisliop Thomas, written in the iiaine of Count Henry 
of Troyes to Pope Slexaiider, was included in a collection of Herbert's corre- 
sponden~e .~~  Perhaps the little Biblical commentary was a gracious return by 
Herbert for the help which the count had rendered his patron. 

Phiüppe de Harveng, first prior aiid then abbot of tlie Premonstratensian 
monastery of Bonne-EspC-rance near Cambrai, was the author of a handbook oii 
the training of tlie clergy, a commentary on the Song of Songs, some Verse, saints' 
lives, aiid othcr pieces. Oue letter in his collected corresponclence is directed to a 

80 Britisli Museum, Royal 11s. 6 E 111, folr. 25OL25l. GeraldI. Boimr, Assistant Keeper of Uanu- 
scripts at tlie British Museum, kindly sent me photostats and a description oi tlie manuscript. The 
letter does not appear in Herbert's Opera Omnia, ed. J .  A. Giles, % vols. (Oxford, 1645-46). 

Jerome, De Perpetuo Virginitnta D. JIaric ndeerrvs Hel~Zdifinl, P.L., xsirr, 103616. Helvidius 
was also ehallenged by Augustine and Isidoie. 

Smalley, Study of lbe Bible, pp. 166-195. 
83 IIerbert also =rote letters in the iiame of Bishop Etienne of h%c\leaus and of Xatliieu, precentor of 

Sens, who appeared ofteii at Ilenry's court. See J. C. Robertsoii, ed., 3latwials for the IIistmy of 
Thomas Deckst, (Londoii, 1875-SS), vr, 98-14. 140-139. About tliis time Pope Allexaiider 111 reeom- 
mended Herbert to tlie bishop of Troyes to 611 tlie office of provost left Open by the resiguation of 
Willum of Champagne. See Jules hfathorez, "Guillaume sux Blsnehes-Maiiis," Revue d a  ;Lre11i~,er 
Hiatonques du Dwckse de Chartieu, 1919, p. 197. 
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Paris, Adele of Champagne, Count Henry's sister, borc a sori to Louis V11 arid 
thereby assurcd succession to the throne. B poein on tlie birth of this child has 
been attributed to Yierre Riga, who had previously mitten a collection of verse 
for the archbishop of Reims. This poem concludes with aii acconnt of the way in 
which gifts were presented wvhen the joyful news was annouiiced, and pays special 
attention to the pre-eminent geiierosity of a Count Henry. Everything accords 
with the reputation and position of Henry the Liberal, and the assnmption that 
the audiencc would understand this as a reference to the count of Champagne is 
~afe .~ '  

Guiot de Provins. Both Heiiry the Liberal and his eldest son are mentioned in 
passing in an extended poem by Guiot de Provins. Guiot was a successful poet 
who traveled videly in courtly circles. He eventiially left tlie world and entered 
monastic life, first a t  Clairvaux and then a t  Cluny. Around 1206 he wrote a long 
composition, lrnown as his Bible, which contains a list of great lords whom he liad 
knowvn and wlio were theii dead. Over eighty lords are mentioned, iucluding 
Count Henry of Champagne, "li plus larges hom dou mont," and young Count 
Henry, who went o v e r s e a ~ . ~ ~  l t  should be noted again in passiug that these refer- 
ences do not show that the counts of Champagne wvere particular patroiis of the 
poet. 

Kuon 111 d90isy, castellan of Cambrai and viscount OE Meaus, was one of 
the great vassals of the county of Champagne. Around 1189 Huon wrote two 
poetic compositions, one clearly a crusading Song and the other a Strange piece 
called the Tournoiement des dames. This poem recounts the events of an imagined 
tournament held near Lagny in Western Champagne at which 811 the contestaiits 
were noble ladies of the north of France. The theme of the poem is apparently 
political satire on behalf of the crusade. The countess of Cliampagne, identified 
by the date of composition as Narie, appears briefly in the tournament and per- 
forms in an honorable f a s h i ~ n . ~ ~  Huon's two major oftices show tlie close feudal 
ties between Champagne and Flanders and liis poetry illusträtes some of tlie 
literary talents and interests tobe fonnd among highly placed laymen. 

Conon de Bethune, a pupil in song-rvriting of Huon d'oisy, wrote vernacular 
verse for courtly audiences. In one well-known song Conon wrote of the criticism 
he had received from Queen .kiele and her son King Philip becanse his language 
was that of Artois. The poet n;as particularly sensitive to this reproach, lie said, 
because people from Champagne, including the Countess, were present. At one 
time or another Conon could be found a t  a number of nortliern courts arid he is 
listed as a vassal of Champagne in one of the registers of the fiefs of the coirnty. 
The poem cited here does not show that 3Xarie was a patroness of the autlior; her 

" H. Francois Delaboide, "Un p o h e  de Pierre Riga sur la naissance de Philipp&uguste," in 
No& et Domments publihs pour La Son'dte de 1'Histoive de Frence (Paris, ISS.$), pp. 191-197. On 
Pierre see Manitius, G-ckiehte, iir, 820-831. 

88 Bible, 11. SQG5'25 a d  549-350 in Les Ommes de Guiot dc ProGm, ed. Jdiii Orr (Manchester, 1915). 
8' ALfred Jeaiiroy, "Sotes sur lo Tounwimeat des dames," Rornm~ia, XXVIII (1899), 11. 83-89, 

p. 94%. On the idcntification of Lfarie see H. Petersen Dyggve, "Ies dames du 'Tournoiement' de 
IIuon #Obi," N e u p I ~ & b ~ ~ ~ c l w  Mitfnbrngen, sxvv (1935). 79. 
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Since we know so little of hiarie's cliaplain, his possible ideritification as the 
author of De rlmore would not matcrially advance our undersianding of the book. 
If correct, i t  ~vould show that Iie n-as a priest withoiit telling us anything of liis 
personal standards. It would support the author's claim of personal knoivledge 
about Karie. ß u t  since the book was probably written about 1186 whcii the 
chaplain Andre iio longer appears in court records, Tve could riot assume tliat thc 
auihor n7rote for Marie. Such an opinion as "it is clear that  Andrcas, lilce Chre- 
tien, virote liis book hy direction of the coi:ntess," goes beyond wliat is justiiied by 
our ~ v i ~ i e n c e . ~ ~  

Ueca~ise :lndreas rcieried to certaix noble Iadies lig riamc, Oe iimore has beeil 
used as liislorical evidencc, ~articularly to sliow tlint Elcanor of Aquitaine 
:~sseinblcd a court OE noble ladies a t  Poitiers and tliat Marie visited her tl~ere.!'~ 
r7 i h i s  conchision is based on a series of judgnerits about amatory affairs which 
Andreas records under tlic naines of such ladies as Marie, Eleanor, the countess of 
Flanders, and Ermingarde of Xarbonne. But tlie form of prescntation is that of a 
legal case book, \vliich may include decisions made a t  varioiis times and places. 
Xothing in tlie text indicates that Marie and tlic other indies visited Eleanor in 
Poitiers or csme togetlicr anywhere elsc. Even if tliese "jnclgments" werc actually 
delivcred, thcy are not evidence of continuing coritact betwcen Eleanor and 
31arie.9"n addition, tllere is the distinct possibility that Andrcas was not re- 
cording anqthing mhieh actually happeiied. 

Literary historiaiis have not bcen able to agree about ttie iiie:miiig of De Amme. 
One school of thought accepts i t  as a serious book, an "esposition of courtly 
love;'' another coiisiclers that  A~idrcas nTrote "tongue-in-clieekr" descriptions of 
actual coiirtly piactices without any intention of condemning thcm; a third school 
sees Oe iimoie as a humorous and ironic condemnation of concupiscence not con- 
cerncd miih "courtly love" a t  ali.'OO As long as tliis disagreeme~it is unresolved, 

~ ~ ~ ~ 

Aiidreas Gap-ilanus Ile-emmincd Again." T l ~ e  ssuggestion that t I~e  ieauthor was a eertain Andre de 
i,uy¿rcs (niade I>y Joliii P. hluhoiiey in the samc journrl, rs [195S!, 1-6) is tliere considered critically. 

I'arry, A1.t of Cour!ls, Lew, p. 17. 
'"Amy ICeIly, Elcnnor o j  Aqvitaino and lhe Fau? Kings (Cambiidge, ?ilessacliusetts, 1950), pp. 160 

aiid cli. 15, e. 5: "Tbc cluc to tlie presence of Marie in the court of Paitiers is the fact tliat Andre 
tlie Clinplain meiitions her speeifienlly as taking part ii-itli Eleanor iii 1174 iii judgments uiider tlic 
rules of tlie Tractatus." TIiis is simply not so; tim letter oi 1174 (ed. Trojel, pp. 152-155) gives no 
ixidicutiaxi of plaee or tliat Marie snd Elennor were there together. Charters of 1173, 1174, aiid 1175 
show Xarie in Cliampngne ai th  lier husbntid. Cf. her "Eleanor of hquitaine niid Iier Courts 01 Love," 
S ~ ~ e c u ~ c i ~ ,  sii (1937), 5: "Nothing tliat ive know oi Jlarie's life precludes the assumption tliat slie 
was in Poitiers in tlie period of question." Miss Kelly made very little use of chnrter evideiice. 

Tlie tliree approaclies in thii order are expresscd by Parry, .4r1 of Cowtlg Lore, esp. p. 19; W.T.H. 
Jacksoii, "Tlie De Amom of Andreas Capcllanus and the Practice of Love at Court," Romanic 
,%tim, XLIS (195S), 043-951; and D. \V. Robertson, Jr, "The Subject of the Da Amme of hridreas 
Cipcllanus," f l o d s n  P I ~ i l o l a ~ ~ ,  L (1933). 145-161, niid "The Doetrine of Chnrity in Mediaeval 
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3 e  ;lmore, like Chr6tien's Lancelot, will be an unsure y i d e  to the literary atti- 
tzdes or practiccs of feudal courts. Sndrcas' bauk is not a source of unanlbiyous 
I:.. .L~aroi~cal .' cvidencc, bxt is itsclf to be iiiterpreted in the light of what we kiiow 
ahout mediaeval sociely arid literature. 

Kith good renson a number of modern Iiistorians have been uiiivilling to be- 
!ieve in tlie existeiice of actual "courts of love" as described by Andreas.'o' Tf 
;tndreas' account contaiiis imaginative elements, it is possiblc that he did not iii- 
tcnd to give a serious present~tion of the views of the womcn iii qucstion. 31edi- 
acval chroniclers arid collectors of gossip provide littlc eviderice mith which to test 
this bypotliesis, but iri the case of Eleanor of Acpitaine uie sre well enongh in- 
foriiled to sec that some of the decisions attributed to lier may be ironic coniinents 
i'pon her own behacior. When Eleanor judged thc problc~n of the woman wlio has 
to ciioose betmeen a young inan devoid of wortli aiid an adult knight of complete 
~xoliity, shc dccidcd, according to Sndreas, that a mornan would act lcss wisely 
(minus prouide) if she chose thc less worthy one.'C2 Thc mediaevsl audience ~vould 
iinve hcen perfeclly aware t lx t  Eleanor had actually rejeeted the lovc of her Iiiis- 
band Louis T'II, ivhorn she comparcd to a inonk, and hed quickly married Henry 
Plantagenet ivhen Iie was just nincteen and slie was near tthirty. In De Amme 
Eleanor also gives a judicial decision which condemns consniig«ineous marriag~.'~~ 
Again, it was ~vcll known t6at Elcarior's separatioii froni Louis was pronounced 
for coiisangainity after tlie marriage liad been blessed by the pope, and tliat 
IIciiry was almost as closeiy relaied to Elearior as Loiiis. These two cases inay 
lead us to cuspcct tliüt there is inore humor or satire than fsithful quotation in 
the dccisioiis of women about mhom we are less well informed. 

Ii is very di5cult to know what effect Andrcas expected to crente through the 
~~uotations he attributes to Countess Xarie. Take11 out of thcir strange coiitext, 
sorne of the statcments he puts in her mon:b inske good sense in terms of con- 
ventioiiül nioralitp, such as tlic judginent that it is improper for a momaii to seek 
to be lob-ed and yet to refuse to love.'" Most crucial to an understandiiig of 
Andreas' treatment of the moman who mag, possibly have becn liis employer is 
the lettcr he attrihutcs to her on ihe subjcct of love 2nd marriage. Tliis letter, 
supposedly wrilten in 1174, says in part that love csn have no poteney betmeen 
two spouses: "Dicimus enim et stabilito tenore Grmamus, amorem non posse suas 
inter duos iugales estendere vircs. S a m  aruantcs sibi invicem gratis ouliiia 
lergiuntur nullius necessitatis ratione cogente. Iugüles vero mutuis tenentur ex 

Iiterary Gardens," SPECULCM, LXX? (195l), 36-89. A baok which surveys these eontradictory 
opiiiians and suggests tliat "eoiirtly love" "CO-csisted" witli mediaeval Christisnity is Felix Sclilössei, 
d d r e a s  Cupdßnus  (Bonii, 1960). 
"' Ci. Pnul Remy, "Les 'cours d'amour': legende et r&dit&," Revue de 1'UnioersitE de Brurellm, vrr 

(1955). 179-197. 
'"' De Avzorc, ed. Trojel, pp. 079-079. 
"' Zbid., p. 079: "Satis iilauiulier Contra fas et licitum eertare videtur, quae sub erroris cuiuseunque 

velawiiic inccstuosum studet tueri amorem. Omni enim tompore iiicestuosis et dnmnnbilibus tenemur 
zctibus iniidere, quibus etiam ipsa humana poenis noviwus grnvissimis obviare." 

' 0 :  Ih'd., p. s77. 





She atitlior of &udnz.it set out to \vrite a worli of spiritual ediiimtion for a iioble 
lady mhich she could understand in tlie vernaciilar. But mheu Couiitess Blanche of 
Champagne, Xarie's siiccessor, nrrote to Adam de Perseigne to ask him for a copy 
of his sermoiis, he replied tliat the request would he praisemorthy if Blanche could 
understand Latiii or if tlie Sermons could be iiiterpreted for her, but he warned 
her agairist translations by asserting that any expression of thought may lose its 
savor or structure in pnssing frorn one laiiguagc to another.'" In aiiother letter 
Adam expresscd Iiis pleasure to 34arie's sister, hlix of Chartres, a t  bcing able to 
\\.rite to her in Latin."2 There is a large Corpus of edifying works surely attributed 
to Adam aiid all of it is in Latin prose. I t  ~vould be Strange if aii aututhor with such 
an opir:ioii of translation wrote one of the Erst Freiich translations of a part of 
Scripture, and oiic wliicli was particularly gracefui and well-composed. 

Jeiikins iioted tliat Marie had a chaplain iiamed Adam, but avoided assertirig 
that this man was Adam de Perseigne. Canon Jean Bouvet has been less hesitant 
and has based his rccent biographical sketch of ildarn de Perseigne an the as- 
suinptions tliat be was both the author of Emetavit and the chaplain of the 
~ountess."~ For this reason we may coiisider wiiat can be known of the life of 
Marie's chaplain. He xas the son of a serf, hceliiie, ~vhoiri IIe~iry I1 of Champagrie 
gave to thc lepers' colony of Deux-eaux near Troyes iri 1188. IIe witnessed char- 
ters for Marie iii 1188, 1189, and 1191;"" since after 1187 witriess lists xvere rarely 
noted, therc is no significance to the sniall iiuinher of references. IIe became a 
canon of Saint-Etienne-de-Troyes and retained that positioii after Marie's death. 
A charter of 24 February 1201 (N.S.) recorded that one of the canons of Saint- 
Etienne wlio arbitnrted a dispute was "dominus Adam Capellanus quondam 
Comitisse Treceiisis.""5 The title "dominus" shows thvt he was a priest, and it is 
thercfore likcly that he was the priest and canon of Saint-Etienne named Adam 
mho issued a. cliarter in 1220."6 Canon Bouvet feels that the word ~ustieus which 
Adam de Perseigne applied to bimself is more than simple self-deprecatioii and is 
eviderice tliat the abhat was born a serf. Otlier elenients of biography are more 
surcly coiitrtdictory. Adam de Perseigne became abbot of the important Cister- 
cian abliey iii 1188 a t  the latest, and iii one of his letters he says that before he be- 
came a Cisterciari lie Iiad been a caiiori rcgnlar and then a Benedictine inoiik. On 
the other Iiund, Marie's chaplain was presumably a member of the secular clergy 

P.L., ccsr, 691-GWL. 
Ibul., eol. 036. 

"'Tlie biogrnpliy introduces Iiis editio~i and translatioii of :Zdaln de Perseigne, Lettres, Sourecs 
Clir&tieiines, 66, to be pul>lislied in three vols., i (Paris, 1960), 7-$9. This sketcli eontains the infor- 
matioii on tlie abbot given lierc. 
"" To tlie ehartcrs cited in hrliois de Jub~inville, IIistoire, ru, 544, add one of 1191 printed by 

Clwrles Lalore, Doeunients s u ~  I'obboye ab Not~e-Donieauz-h'onnaim de Troyes (Troyes, 1S76), j9, 
p. IS, aiid a cliarter of the bisliop of 3learux oi 1139 mhich re im to aiiactionof Countess Maric, Seine- 
et->Iarne E 492 (Cart. de Foiitaiiies), iol. 4. 

Paris, B.X. ms. lat. 17098 (Cart. dc St-Etienne), fol. 116 rD-ro. When Csnoii Bouvet iurote to 
nie in 1057 for iiiiarrnation about tlic dt:tplaiii, tliis a.as not arnong tlie rcierriees I was able to seiid 
liim. Cf. Iiis iiitroduction, p. 7, n. 1. 

''O Cart. de St-Etienne. fol. 150 P. 
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and was a =non as late as 1201. At that time Adam de Perscigne was one of the 
most infiuential churchmen in Western Christendom. Though an abbot coold also 
be a canon of Saint-Etienne, it  is inconceivable that a scribe mould not have 
identiiied the abbot of Perseigne by his well-hown title if he had occasion to name 
him in a charter. 

Thc identification of Adam de Perseigne as the author of Emctavit and as 
klarie's chapiain is nnconvincing. Tlie forrncr is based oii a few similarities com- 
monly found aniong clerical authors of tlie day, and the latter is in tnrn based on 
ihe Erst and supported by a common first name. Neither argxment seems likely 
when all the aivailable evicience is weighed in the balance. 

Rigaut de Barbezieux. Because they have been more \vidcspread and autlioliori- 
tative, the scliolarly pronouncernents on the troubador Iligaut de Barbezieux 
Iiave had more sirious efi'ects than those on Adam de Perseigne. Rigaut's poems 
provide almost no biographical informatioii and tlie mediseval biogaphies and 
commentaries are v a g x  in thcir chronology. Modern scholars tlierefore have liad 
little material for dating or describing the poet's lifc, but thcir Consensus has been 
to place his activity bctween 1175 and 1215."' In large Part these dates were 
influenced by the tornade of one songmhose test mas establislicd by Anglade as: 

Pros comtessa e gaia, ab pretz valen 
Que tot avetz Campanii' enluminat, 
Volgra saupseta l'amor e l'amistat 
Qiie'us port car lais m'arm'e mon cors dolen."8 

The countess who illnmined Champagne and was honored by Rigaut could only 
be Narie, it  was thought, and Gaston Paris even stretched the meaning of this 
Passage to  the point of asserting tlXlt Rigaut actually attencled Xarie's court, 
wliich was thus a link between the poetry of tlie north and ~outh ."~ 

TTre are fortunate thnt at  last a meticuloiis article by 3lme Eita Lejeuiie has 
placed the study of Rigaut de Barbezieux on a sound f~oting."~ \T1orkiiig on the 
basis of all availtible infor~iiation, 3Ime I,ejeune has identificd the poet as a h i g h t  
of that name n.io was viyuiers (viea~ius) of the stronghold oE Barbezieus in 
Charente, who appeared in charters between i140 and 1157, and who had ap- 
pareiitly died or retired from tlie morld by 1163. Stich a biography docs not accord 
with a Poem addrcssed to Countess Marie, and 39me Lejenne meets the problcm 
Iiead-on witli the followiiig arg~~ment. The t w n d e  in question is found only in a 
fen~latemanuscripts and is thereforeof doubtfiilauthorship; thereading Carnpcnl~' 
is itself siispect, being only one of a nuinber of variants; and even if Cliampagne 
is the proper reading, it  is more likely that tue poet was rcferring to the Chain- 
pagne de Cognac, which is nest door to Barbezieux, rather than to the nortl~ern 
County. 

"7 J. Anglade aiid C. Chbeiieau, "Les eliansons du troubadour Rigmt de Barbezieux," Revue &s 
Inngiies 7omnilcs, LX (1820), S27-998. 

"8 Ibid., Song X, 11. . f . l44,  p. 284. I have not yet sceii R i~aut  de Behezilh, Liliclw, ed. hlberto 
Varvnro (Bnri, 1960). 

I* In his introduction to Le Bornen de la Rose, oli da Giiillau~i~a <le Dolo, ed. Gusinm Servois (Paris, 
189S), p. CU. 

"0  "Le Troubadour Rigaut de Barbcuieus," J.f6kngcs Isltide Frank, published is -41~n~Zes Uni- 
owsitatis Samoieniis, m (1957), 969-295. 
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Rigaut de Barbezieus must therefore be dropped from the list of the court 
authors of Champagiie, and with liim disappears the only personal contact be- 
tween 3Iarie and the poets of the soutli. 

Aubouin de Sezanne. Although the Song "Bien cuidai toute ma vie" is at- 
tributed to Gace Bruli: in txvo ~ u a l l y  reliable collections, it is ascribed to Aubouin 
de SeIanne in aiiother manuscript. Almost notliing is kuoxvn of the life of tliis 
poet, but two cliarters of Tliibaut IV of Charnpagne shom that Biibouin dicd 
beiweeri 1221 and 1229. If lie xvrote the poem, xvhich is unliliely, the couiitess OE 
Brie addressed in it was morc probably Blanehe OE Cliainpagiie tliau Marie. Tr i  
any case x ~ e  are left with one song and t~vo attributions, so that if Aubouin de 
S k m c  should be addcd to a list of court authors theii Gace Brulii should be 
reiuoved.'?' 

VI. COKCLUSIOKS: THE LITERkRY ROI.ES OF IIESRY, 
MARIE, .IKD TIIEIR COURT 

By tlic middle of the twelftli century many riilers read and underetood Latiii, 
or a t  least saw to it that Lheir sons did. The contemporary monarchs Louis VII, 
Frederick I, IIenry 11, and William I1 of Sicily were all educated men who coul<l 
makc use of Latin. In Fraiice some of the families nrliich ruled tlic great priii- 
cipalities had a tradition of learning. The dukes of Aquitaine and the Counts of 
Anjou valued education; Pliilip of Alsace, count of Flandcrs, was prnised for liis 
literacy. Education was therefore Part of the equipment of a man who too!i a 
positioii of great pomcr seriously, and it is in this contcxt that mc are to under- 
stand the references to tlie learning of Count I-Ienry of Champagne.122 

Count Thibaut tlie Grcat provided his son mith a tutor in his boyhood, aiid 
IIcnry showed himself to be an apt püpil. Wlicn Pliilippc de Ilarveng mrote to 
iiim as an adult, he congrahlated the count oii the solicitude of his fatlier and on 
liis oxvn diligence as a student, mhich had becn combincd to produce his reinark- 
üble education: "Horum concursu scholarum disciplinam per aiinos aliquot 
prosecutus sub magistrali ferula, liberalem es scientiam asscciitus, ct juxta 
nioduin teinporis et Personae, tantis, ut sinnt, literis es iinI~ntus, ut quamplures 
clericos transccndas in eorum nequaquam numero constitutus."'" 30th Pnilippe 
and Jolin of Salisburj- pictured Henry turniiigfrom the cares of admiuistration to 
thc solaces of serious literature, and there is m11cli evidence of Iiis readiog in thc 
classics and religious writing. A codcx of Valerius &Iaximus copied at Count 
Henry's ordcr is still iii existcnce, and the literary correspondence whicli he rc- 
ceivcd shoms liis intcrest in religious literature.12The count also cori~missioncd 

'*' Thesong is eitedahore, ri. 54. For tliefew establislied faetsabout AubouiusceAugusteI,ongnon, 
"Cliartes relatives aux trouv6res Buhouin de Sezaiine, Gilles de Tieus->Iaisoia, et illibaut de 
Blaison," drin.-Bull. de la So&¿ld Oe i'llistoirc de Francc, 1MO-71, pp. 85-90. 

'"On tliis subject see James Westfall Thompson, Thc Lileroej of tbe Laitg i n  ths dfiddle Agas 
(Uekeley, 1930), V. 11. Gaibraitli, "Tlie 1,iteraey of tlie 4Iedic~a1 E~i$lish Kings,>> iii Proecedings qf 
tlie Britisl~ Acadnßy, rxr (1936), ind s receiit Iiiglily uiluable nrticle whicli cilcs Hcnry of Cliampagne 
specificnlly, Herbert Grundinann, "Litteratus-iIlitteratus>jl Arelris für Z~ullurgcsclzieiite. XI. (1958), 52. 
'?'P.L., ccrx, 150. On Hcnrg.'s tutor see Arbois de Jubainoille, IZi.~toiie, irr, 10. 
*"X ms. lat. 9688: "Descriptm Pruuini, jussu illustris eomitis Hcnrici. Willelmus Anglicus. 

Anno incarnati Verbi b'iCLXTiI1. indictione SV." See 1.6opold Deiisle, Cohmt des nanvsnits de l<r 





Latinity hears on thc iiiteiided audieiice of Andreas' De Bmore, for if 3Iarie coiild 
not understand De ilmore mithoüt tlie help of trarislation, there is little reason to 
think that i t  was written for her delectation. The obvioiis audience for a Latin 
treatise ~vould be clerics and a few ii.ell-ed~icated laymen, wlio miglit have found 
the first two books oi De A m e  ariiusing rather than instructive. 

The statements of various aiitliors sliom that Marie was oiie of the outstanding 
literary patrons of her day. Chretien's Lancelot, Evrat's Genesis, and one Song 
by Gace Brnle were written a t  her direct request; Gautier d'Arras was en- 
couraged iii mriting his Eracle by tkic couritess; aiid Eructavit was writieii spe- 
cifically for her. Presiimably these authors received suitable rewards for their 
labors, though there is nothing to show that aiiy of thein regularly atteiideci 
Marie's court, aiid f o i  the period before 1187 mhen witness lists arc abundant 
negative cvidericc has soine value. Aiidreas Capellanus may havc becn Jlcrie's 
chaplain a t  olle time, thougli the identificatioii is für from surc. Enlike her liiis- 
band's, Naric's kiiown literary lastes merc avant-gwde. üace Brnl6 was one oC :he 
first lyric poeis ivriting iii the vernacular in the nortli of Praiice; ClirCtieil ~ i e  
Troyes was one of the grcat iniiovators in tlie creiitioii of Brlhurian rommce; 
Gautier d'Arras, though a lesser light, ivas also a pioiieer; arid even the idea of 
translating Scrij~tiiral material into Frcnch was new aiid exciting iii thc twelflh 
century. 

Can we iiiove from the coiiculsion that  Xarie encouragcd a~ithors oi tiic neiv 
genres in both secular and rcligious literature to the assertion that sEe was the 
propagzitor of doctriiies mliieh, to use ihe words of rimy Iiclly, "underiiiiiie al! 
the priinary sanctions and are subversive of the social ~rdcr"?~~%astoii I'aris 
thoiight so, arid credited Marie ivith introducing iiito northerii France the ideals 
of l'amour courtois, to  which he called attenti~n.'~%u& an assertion lias a double 
basis: that Narie cnconraged Chretien to write a mork mhicli seemingly praised 
Lancelot, a knight who committed adultery with his soverigii's mife, and that 
Andreas Capellaniis, ivhetlier or not lie wrote in Marie's servicc, quoted her as 
~nakiiig pronouiicemerits on love whicli seemed to advocate adultery aiid to ele- 
vate women to tlie rank of higli priestesses of a eult of love. Slie reader wlio takes 
Chrktien and ~iiidrczs seriously aiid secs no ironp or satire in ilicir mork inay 
reasoiiably coiicli~de thst  &wie was a great social innovator. Enough scrious 
questions have been raised about the nature of the vork of tliese two authors, 
however, tbat it is iinportaiit to know if Marie's coiiteiiiporaries carrie to the same 
coriclnsioiis ilbout her social role as do soine iriodern liierarj- specialists. 

If Marie's viexvs oii lovc ivere coinplaceiit about inan's part iri adultery, shc 
mould have been accepting the double standard of her society und ivould have 
attracted no particular atteiitioii. A nian's fidelity was a matter to note, not his 
lapses, and the chroiiic!er Gislebert de Mons reporteci with surprise that a r i e ' s  
son-in-law, Baldwiii of IIaiiiaut, disdaiiiing all other women, loved his wife alone, 
"altlioiigli i t  is rarely found i r i  any inan that lie sliould cleave so much to one 
\voinaii and be conteiit mith her a10ne."'~' But if 311irie actually favored and 

Eleamr qi Ayuiiaine, p. 166. 
'j0 Cm above, n. %. 
13' Lo Chroaiguc dr Gislebert de Jlons, ed. L6on Vanderkindere (Brussels, 1001), pp. 191-19% 
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defended the adultery of women of respectabie station, she was affronting the 
lords and cliurchmeii with whom she was in daily coiitact. The known or suspected 
infidclity of a noblewoman called forth the stroiigest reactions. Count Thibaut 
tlie Great was üble to join thc county of Troyes to his other domains because liis 
uncle I-Iugues suspected liis wife of adultery, repudiated her, and disinlierited the 
son ww~hom she b0re.13~ When Count Pliilip of Flanders, mho a t  one time negotiated 
for Marie's hand, suspected that his wife had committed adultery wvith Gmticr de 
Fontaines, he put the young nobleman to death in a most uiiplcasant f a~h i0n . l~~  
In  Emctavit a bride, after being advised to rise when her husband approaclies, to 
forget her father aiid motlier, and above all to love her husband with a pure love 
(fin amors), is reminded of the custom of the world about infidelity. When a wom- 
aii deserts the lore of her hiisband for another, the poet states, either through 
sii: or through a mistake, even though she rcpents fully, her husband has no 
obligatioii to tüke hcr back, and in fact, she would he better off in the g r a v ~ . ' ~ ~  
The very charge of immorality against a married woman was considered a serious 
zffront to her husbaiid's honor. The custumal of Champagiie provided that if 
anyone made the baseless charge that an unmarried woman was a whore, he 
should pay the moderate fine of five sous, but if the same charge was made aboiit 
a married wvomair iii lier husband's presence, the fine might be as high as sixty 
~ 0 u s . i ~ ~  

If thc doctriries implied by the "courtly love" interpretation of ChrCtien and 
Andreas were openly proclaimed a t  the court of Champagne and disseminated in 
its literature, writers who did not accept them would not hace passed them over in 
silcnce. It is tlierefore of considerüble interest that Xarie received iio comment or 
criticisin oii this matter from any of her contemporaries. Pierre de Celle kriem her 
pcrsonally, but all v e  learn from him about the countess is that she once so 
s2irewv~llly flattered a. cisiting abbot a t  her dinner table that lie forgot tlle biisiness 
mhieli brought hiin to c~urt.'~"he Cistercian abbot Adam de Perseigne held 
clearly statcd views on a married woman's proper subservience, but wfien he 
preached a sermon a t  lilarie's deathbed, he spoke in conventional terms of human 
vanity znd of the worldly pride of thc great lady wvho fmnd no pomp or honor in 
death.'aT The pious autlior of Eructavit himsclf praised Marie's piety and re- 
pro;lcl;ed lier only ior escessive gci~erosity.'"~ Tiie list of orthodox authors who 
praised Marie could be exieiided, and thc number of tliose mlio failed to comnient 
upon her alleged seandalous ihcories is cven greatcr. What impressed coiitempo- 

'" Arboic de ,Jubniiiville, IIistoire, n, 135-136. 
133 J. Johnen, "Piiilipp von Elsuss, Graf von Flaiiderii," Bull. de la Co'onzmission mwle d'l~istare 

!de Bclpiijuc], LSSIX (IDlC), 418-@La. Tbis article nimvers tlie probleii~s raised iii Rcuue des Lu?igucs 
Ronrams, xxxir (ISSS), OSGISS, aud Romania, xvri (ISSS:, 50!-595. 

'3: EmtoUit, 11. 11.2650, 1577-9"r. 
I" Paulette I'oitejoie, ed., L'mrrieic eouiz<mie1- </C C h u n ~ ~ e p m  (E'oiticrs, 1.956), section xi.ir, 

pp. 19s-199. 
P.;., ~ ~ 1 1 ,  5P2. 

IS7 Cited nbove, ii. 108. 
'35 ETiietanit, 11. 1-14. 
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raries about M%e was the vigor and ability with whieh she exereised the power of 
her feudal position; chroniclers reported admiringly that she d e d  Champagne 
virüiter."s Here we have her tme inheritance from Eleanor of Aquitaine. 

During Henry's life Countess Marie regularly traveled about the county with 
her husband, moviug from one administrative center to another. Since only wom- 
en of high rank were named as witnesses, we know almost nothing of her female 
retainers. Thi-ee men were attached to her personal service; a chapiain Dreux, a 
clerk Laureut, and a certain Nevelon, miles cmitis8e. Other men who witnessed 
her Charters usudy appeared also in those of her husband. AU available informa- 
tion indicates that Marie played no important iudependent role in court life while 
Henry was alive. Many reguiar mernbers of the court failed to retmm with Henry 
from his final expedition in the Levant, where he was defeated in battle, captured 
by the Tuchs, and ransomed by the Emperor Mannel. I t  is therefore not sur- 
prising that many new names appear in the witness lists of his widow's acts. The 
names showing continuity of court personnel are ako frequent, and there is no 
evidence to show that Marie ehanged the nature of the court significantly while 
she was in &arge of its ad~uinistratiou.~~~ 

Besides revising and classifying the list of hown court authors, thii study of 
the available evidence from the court of Champagne suggests a reconsideration 
of two currently accepted views about the literary signSeance of the court. First 
of d ,  it questions the belief that the court of Champagne in particular senred as 
a point of literary interchange between north and ~ o u t h ? ~  The tmubadour Rigaut 
de Barbezieux, we now know, had nothing to do with the court of Champagne or 
Countess Marie. There is no evidence to show that Marie ever saw her mother or 
comrnuxiimted with her after Eleanor left the court of France when Marie was 
seven, and it is quite possible that a t  the royal court &rie was brought up to 
despise her mother. I have found no indication that there were southerners among 
the court personnel of Champagne. It is tme that ideas and literary styles which 
have been labeiled "southern" are found in Champagne, but they are also found 
in other northern courts, like those of the Eng or the count of Flanders. The 
travels of thousands of pilgrims, merchants, and lmights were surely more effec- 
tive than any activities of the countess of Champagne in bringing knowledge ot 
the culture of southern France to the north. The literary comections of the court 
of Champagne were not with the south but with northeni France and Fla11ders.'4~ 

Secondly, the evidence assembled in this paper does not Support the opinion 

Cbronicle of Tours. Renuil des hisfonks des Ga& st da la Fvam, ed. Dom Bouquet, xwr. 
5233, and Aiinsles de Rouee, YGE SS, m, MH). 
" See m y  dissertatioe, 'The Court of Champagne," pp. 173-175 md nda59-960. 
'U Cf. Allred Jemmy, In P& 1- des &&WS. 2 vols. (Toulouse m d  Paris, 19%). L 

e w 7 4 .  
' Cwtien de Troyes mote for both Marie and Philip of Fianders. Huou d'Oisy was s d o f  

both k d e r s  and Chpagne. Gautier d'Arrss wa<l also a wsal of Flanders. The abbot of Bonoe- 
Espbance near Cambrsi wroie to Couot Henry. The autbor of the Venjance Alizandre may have been 
an archdeacon of Arrap. These instances show tbat the titerary intermme. Wre the potitieal aad tbe 
economie, was largeiy to the north. 



590 The Court of Chnmpagne as a Literary Center 

that Marie's court was a center for "courtly lovc" as eitlier 3 social or i~ literary 
phenoiiienoii. "Coiirtly love" was sufficiently rcvolutioiiary to attract atteniioii 
if it were aadoocted in any serioiis fashion. If Chrbtieii de Troyes aiid zindreas 
Capellanus trnly arid seriously reflect Marie's beliefs, then it must have heen 
coniinon knowledge that she was openly subversive of the position upheld by the 
men of her day. Yet noiie of tlie abniidant letters, chronicles, laudatory songs, 
and pious dedications suggests that Marie or her court was in any ~vay unusnal or 
unorthodox. hIodcrii theorists of "courtly love" olve us an explanation of these 
contradictions. My own inclination is to accept the suggestiori of a few critics 
that the intentions of Anclreas and Chretieii when they wrote about worldly love 
were conveiitionally mors1 and huinorous or ironic.'" Problems of ses and Iove 
were clearly common topics a t  a court such as that of Champügne, intcresting 
both the worldly-wisc and the inorally sensitive. If Chretien and Andrcas were 
indeed ironic inoralists, they used this intcrcst to hold the attention of their 
audience. B sophisticated audience may mell have enjoyed and iinderstood such 
an apporach. This is not tlie pbce to raise a11 the cluestions connected with 
" courtly love," but the questioiis which are considered clo liave broader iinplica- 
tions, for if "courtly love" is not io be fouud a t  the court of Champagne, where 
then did it exist? 

It is important to know if a courtly audience was able to understand a sophisti- 
cated literary approach. Bt the court of Champaye about a tliird of the witnesses 
to court charters were clerics, and there was a small nucleus of churchmen, maiiily 
canons, who traveled with the count and countess and attended thern regnlarly. 
A somewhat larger body of laymen was reylarly a t  the court andin the company 
of these churchmeii. A courtly audience was therefore partly composed of clerics, 
who may to some degree have shared the literary interests and attitudes which 
they had leariied in monastic and cathedral schools. The lcarnirig of the count 
and countess was probably even rnore irnportant. We know that Count Henry 
read estensively in religious and classical literature. Marie's training was pre- 
sumably not as deep, but her coinmissioning of Evrat's Genesis shows that she 
found allegorical exposition congenial. Ohviously, few laymen had tlie educa- 
tional advantages of tlie count and couiitess, but there is iio reasoii to tliink that 
all courtly literature was written for anunlettered and unsophisticated audience. 

Our evideiice provides soine slight indication of the ways in which one author 
who wrote for the court iiifiuenced another. Since a great court was a center where 
people came togetlier, it would have been cluite possible for authors to meet tliere 
to exchange stories and to discuss literary techiiiques. But if, as this study sug- 
gests, most authors spent coinparatively little time at court, then thc importance 
of dircct personal contact uras probably slight. An author who attended the court 
of Cliaixipagne and otliers like it would have had an opportunity to liear the 
recitation of ivorks written by his contemporaries. Iii tliis way, for instarice, 
Chrktien de Troyes may have heard the Eracle without necessarily meeting 

CI. tlie articles of D. W. Robcrtsoii, Jr, cited above in notes 37 and 100 
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Gautier d"4rras himself."' Less direct as an infiuence and yet still of importance 
was the knowledge which one author writing for the court would have of other 
courtly literature. iVhen an author thinks of his audience, he thinks of the liter- 
ary background and understanding which will be brought to his own work. The 
varieiy and complexity of the literature written for a court gave the mediaeval 
author, as it gives us, an indication of the literary sophistication of the audience. 
In this respect the court of Champagne was indeed outstanding. There one could 
find the classical reconstruction of Simon Chevre-d'Or and the scriptural allegory 
of Evrat, the fin amms of Eruetavit and (perhaps) the amor mixtm of Andreas 
Capellanus, the letters of Hebraic scholar Iferbert of Boscham and of rhetorician 
I\'icolas de Clairvaux, the fanciful adventnres of Lancelot and of Eracle, the 
French lyrics of Gace Brule and the Latin Verse of Guido de Bazoches. By con- 
sidering this courtly literature as a whole we may be hetter prepared to under- 
stand its individual Parts. 
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