The Deteriorating Image of the Templars:
A Paradox
There is no questions that the Templars initially enjoyed widespread support. However,In contrast with the early support of the Templars,  there is a wide broad consensus in historiography that in the thirteenth-century, Christendom became critical ofdeveloped a critical attitude toward the Military Orders in general, and the Kknights of the Temple in particular. The long list of supporters of tSeveral outstanding historians support this view, including Jonathan Riley Smith, Joshua Prawer, Alan Forey, and Sylvia Scheinhis view includes prestigious historians such as Jonathan Riley Smith, Joshua Prawer, Alan  Forey, and Sylvia Schein, inter alia. It is the thesis of this paperToday, I would like to propose  that the deteriorating status and image of the Templars in thirteenth-century Christendom was profoundly influenced by the changing attitudes to the crusades themselves and, as a consequence, to  at the time and, consequently, to the Holy Land, as well. In effectother words, the the deterioration of theloss of status and appeal of the Templar Knights occurred not only because of internal changes in the Order  knights’ status and image resulted not only from the changes that affected the Order and among its members, but also because of and perhaps primarily by  the developments in the Holy Land – the latter probably being of greater significance.. Additionally, we would prove thatI aim to show that the critical attitudes towards the Military Orders began had already begun to shiftalready by the second half of the twelfth century. 	Comment by Susan: It may draw listeners in more easily to open with a declarative sentence rather than what seems like a connecting clause.
Malcolm Barber had called attention to the fact that “the empathy between the Templars and the interests of lay aristocratic society which can be seen in the twelfth-century had its dangers, for when it began to be believed that the Templars fell short of the ideal, the reaction could be as hostile as the initial reception had been enthusiastic.” The qQuestions remain concernings with regard the values and beliefs of the twelfth-century aristocracy and, consequently, their corresponding expectations from the Templars, given that, many – perhaps even if not most of themwhom – came from its the ranks of the nobility. Notably,Furthermore those with,  most the most critical attitudes towards the Military Orders came notdid not come from the nobility but from from members of the the ecclesiastical orderClergy, who were the main losers in status and income to the Knights., the primary victims of the knights in both their status and income.
The traumatic defeat at the Horns of Hattin provides a plausible start – terminus a quo – for this shift against the Templarssuitable terminus a quo. Conrad of Montferrat – ruler of the Kingdom of Jerusalem as by virtue of being consort to Queen Isabella I – recountedported the tragic consequences of the Christian downfall about two years later in 1189 to Baldwin, the Archbishop of Canterbury, the tragic consequences of the Christian downfall about two years later (1189):: 
The holy city of Jerusalem, despoiled of its worshippers, is to be mourned and lamented. As a consequence of their sins, its inhabitants have been placed under tribute to Saladin, and, having paid the capitation tax, are driven far from the kingdom. The walls of Jerusalem are bereft of their hermit occupants. God has stood back as if from the defilement of our evil, and Mohammed has taken over; where Christ was prayed to day and night at the appointed hours, now Mohammed is praised with uplifted voice.

Letters of this kind, unfortunately, did not bring the much hoped-for assistance from Christendom in terms of manpower and supplies. The traditional justification of peccatis nostris exigentibus  – our sins demand it – could not, however, hardly begin to provide an answer forbalance Muhammad’s victory over Christ, and the merciless exploitation of the faithful by Saladin. Letters of this kind, however, did not bring the much hoped-for assistance from Christendom in terms of manpower and supplies. In fact,On the contrary, a growing sense of frustration and disillusionment characterized the changing attitudes to the Holy Land. The original expectations for of “a land flowing with milk and honey” (Ex. III: 8) – which engenderedbrought about the massive mobilization forto the First and Second Crusades -- – were gradually being replaced by the ominous Biblical warning of “a land that eateth up the inhabitants thereof” (Num. XIII: 32) –, a logical sequence consequence of the repeateding battlefield defeats in the battlefield.  Thomas Agni of Lentini, papal legate and Bishop of Bethlehem, could therefore sadly mournwas able thus to lament the negligence of Christendom towards its brothers in distress overseasneglect of the Holy Land by European Christendom: “We have turned a deaf ear to the tribulations suffered by the cities of the eastern regions from afar and from so near that they seemed to come from the other side of the wall. Fear and paralysis have blunted our sense and those of our children.” 	Comment by Christopher Fotheringham: Here the Latin is appropriate because historical.  
SD - Nonetheless, I’m not certain who the audience is – consider adding the English translation	Comment by Susan: Presumably you don’t need to verbalize the references?	Comment by Susan: If there’s any concern about how massive mobilization – which reads wonderfully on the page- will sound when spoken, consider changing massive to great, or mobilization to recruitment.
The reiteratingRecurring failures in on the battlefield coupled with a sense of frustration in lightat the impotence of the knights of Christ’sChrist’s Knights impotence vis-à-visin the face of Muhammed’s soldiers, further encouraged the pursuit of a defense mechanism while finding an available target to blameand the search for a scapegoat.    The Templars offered presented a most most convenient goaltarget, especially consideringbecause  the mythical wealth ascribed to them. The first and perhaps most important source for this critical view was comes from Bishop William of Tyre – an eyewitness and the most reliable historian in the Levant at the time,--  who was quoted almost verbatim by Matthew of Paris, one of thea leadingmost influential chronicler in thirteenth-century Christendom, as having said:	Comment by Christopher Fotheringham: It is not clear what is meant by this. 
SD - Consider deleting – search for a scapegoat seems inclusive.	Comment by Susan: Perhaps consider adding “and satisfying” target?	Comment by Susan: This changed to avoid the use of most twice in such close proximity.

[bookmark: _GoBack]They are said to have vast possessions, both on this side of the sea and beyond.  There is not a province in the Christian world today that does not bestow some part of its possessions upon these brethren, and their property is reported to be equal to the riches of kings....For...For a long time, they remained faithful to their noble purpose and carried out their profession wisely enough.  At length, however, they began to neglect humility, the guardian of all virtues....They...They withdrew from the patriarch of Jerusalem, from whom they had received the establishment of their Order and their first privileges, and refused him the obedience which their predecessors had shown him.  To the churches of God also they became very troublesome, for they drew away from them their tithes and first fruits and unjustly disturbed their possessions.

     John of Salisbury and Walter Map in the twelfth century and James of Vitry at in the thirteenth, shared similar claimsconcerns. C learly Rather clearly, tthe Templars’ exemption from clerical patronage and their release from the tithe did become  became a source of resentment in their dealings with the secular hierarchy, first and foremost the Patriarch of Jerusalem, who was, the sponsor and earliest supporter of the Order. The criticism of the Kknights’ greed and avarice, along with, their inclination to prefer their own financial and political interests over those of the Crusader kingdom, therefore, had already began begun already atin the twelfth century. John of Wurzburg, a German priest who came to the Holy Land around 1165, exemplifies the this critical approachstance. Notably, Already already by 1129,, furthermore, Guigo, prior of the Grande Chartreuse, found it necessary to emphasize the double battle, which the Templars took upon themselves and the spiritual duties it involvesthe spiritual failings of the Knights who were supposed to piously defend Christendom:	Comment by Susan: Consider adding a word here such as “undeniable,” “palpable” or even “clear”. It seems to need emphasis when spoken. If you choose to use the word “clear” change “Clearly” above to “ Certainly” or “Undoubtedly.”
It is pointless to wage war against external enemies without first overcoming internal ones. If we are unable first to subject our own bodies to our wills, then it is extremely shameful and unworthy to wish to put under our control any sort of military forces. Who could tolerate our desire to extend our domination abroad over vast tracts of land while we put up with the most ignominious servitude to vices in those minute lamps of earth that are our bodies?
The fact that the prior asked the first master of the Temple, Hugh of Payns, to read his letter before the whole congregation perhaps hints very fact that the prior asked the first master of the Temple, Hugh of Payns, to read his letter before the whole congregation, hints perhaps of at his doubts about the Templars’ actual success in their struggle against temporal vices in actual practice.  
	On the other hand, it is difficult, if not impossible, to find similar critical attitudes from the Holy See’sheir of Peter towards his spoiled prodigal sons. Indeed, Pope Innocent II addressed them as “beloved sons in the Lord…true Israelites and warriors most versed in holy battle…defenders of the Church and assailants of the enemies of Christ. When ordering the prelates of Sicily to protect Hospitallers and Templars, Pope Honorius III found it necessary to remind his flock of the Kknights’ meritorious role (24 November 1218):  
Indeed, we do not believe that you are all unaware of the fact that since the beloved sons of the Hospital and brothers of the knighthood of the Temple have up until now had a special status among other Christians throughout the world, and still are the defenders of the orthodox faith, their hearts are so fired with the flame of the Holy Spirit that not only do they continually fight the Lord’s battles for which they will receive the crown of martyrdom, but also they have been made the servants of the wretched in Christ and are occupied with the tasks of the Hospital where they unceasingly perform deeds of piety by which they will earn the grace of the King of Kings…
Papal appeals of this kind were not exceptional. On the contrary,: Alexander III issued a bull in 1160 restraining forbidding people from pulling Templars off their horses, treating them dishonestly, or abusing them. The papal message order thus hintssuggests  at the emerging aversion towardthat lay people throughout Christendom were also beginning to loathe the Kknights throughout Christendom, beyond the ecclesiastical order, which required papal intervention..
Indeed, On the other hand, the growing criticism towarddistrust of the Templars permeated the Holy See too, as well. Pope Innocent III, otherwise a friend of the Order, strongly criticized its abuse of ecclesiastical privileges (13 September 1207), a claim criticism shared by Honorius III, as well. Pope Nicholas III further threatened all three Military Orders with both spiritual and temporal penalties if they will failed to maintain the required complement of soldiers in the East (1278).  The Templars’ deteriorating image of the Templars further left its mark on popular expressionssayings, suchlike as “to drink like a Templar,” to swear like a Templar,” or worse still, the German appellation of Tempelhaus, for a brothel, hinting at the Kknights’ disregard of celibacy.	Comment by Susan: Adages? It’s a nice word – Need to consider whether it will go over well in speech.	Comment by Susan: Monicker perhaps?  Or perhaps even “the German calling them “tempelhaus,” Appellation may not work well when spoken.
The widespread criticism of the Templars’ greed and avariceaffinity for the pleasures of the material world did not, however, annul diminish the widespread admiration toward of their courage in on the battlefield, which was further confirmed by Muosliem sources. For example, their actions in the Damietta campaign (May 1218 – September 1220) The participation in the Damietta campaign (May 1218 - September 1220), for example, contributed to the emergence of draw a heroic, almost mythical image of the Kknights. Matthew of Paris used the occasion to confer on the Kknights both the mythic image of the biblical Biblical Samson and the aura of martyrdom reserved to for Christian champions. After seeing the orders at work in the Holy Land, Hugh, Llord of Berze, as wellalso declared that theexpressed admiration for the Temple and the Hospital, lauding the Knights for having “"[given]give up their bodies in martyrdom and [defended]defend the sweet land where the Lord died and lived (c. 1220)."  ).” These testimonies confirm the paradox that at the very same time that the Templars’ status and reputation were very same time when the Templars’ status and image deteriorated deteriorating in Christendom, their mysticlegendary, heroic auraimage persisted.
	Even so, the decline of the Crusader Kingdom The decline of the Crusader Kingdom, however, gradually weakendiminished the brightness of ed the Templars’ halo., while the m Accusations of treachery and cowardice replaced the fervor evoked by the Knights’ martyrdomartyrological fervor was replaced by contrasting denunciations, of treachery and cowardice.  As we find inAccording to Le Roman de Renart,
“And so you say that if the Templars
Would have helped us without be jealous of us,
We would have all Syria, Jerusalem and Egypt.”
Gervais du Bus, a Norman clerk at the French court, could therefore expressed the Church’s disappointment in light ofat the treason of his its spoiled dissolute sons. Indeed, He writes:
The Templars, whom I (the Church) love so much
And had so much privileged
Had despised and committed felony against me.
The allegations of lack of Templars' supposed lack of Christian zeal on the part of Templars acquired the weight of fact during their trial in France, when the Capetian lawyers looked for any scrap of evidence that might corroborate the accusation of heresy.  In a meeting in May of 1308 with Pope Clement V at Poitiers (May 1308), William of Plaisians argued that “because of their treason the Holy Land was lost, since it is well known that they made secret and various agreements with the Saracens.” While making a reductio ad unum, tThe Templars therefore became came to be blamed as the main and, perhaps, also the only cause of the Holy Land  falling into the hands of Saladin’s forcescollapse. 	Comment by Susan: Templars’, with the apostrophe following the s, may be awkward in speech.	Comment by Susan: Perhaps hunted for any scrap – for drama?
	In summaryTo sum up, prior to the Templars’  arrest of the Templars in France on 13 in  October of 1307, the support of for the Order was neither universal nor conclusiveabsolute. The cCriticism of the Templars extendedpanded beyond the limited world ofrestricted influence of learned ecclesiastical writerschurchmen, reaching far into and permeated not only some sectors in of contemporary society at large as well as but the to the apostolic Apostolic seeSee, as well. With this background in mind, the move of Philip the Fair against the Templars would therefore be met withe njoy wide broad support. However, cContemporary reports, however, conclusively show that “the most Christian King” did not enjoy the blessings of contemporary authors, who reacted with suspicion, even if not open antagonism, to the charges of heresy  levelled by the royal court against the Knights.  Chroniclers from the Holy Roman Empire and the Italian Peninsula were in at the forefront of the opposition to the suppression of the Templars, a movewhich they regarded as a blow to justice simply for the sake of  for satisfying the King of France. According to No less than Dante Alighieri feared that, furthermore, the dissolution of the Order was done the action of aby the new Pilate and would bring about the destruction of Christendom. In fact, over time, tIn the course of time, the suppression of the Templar Order was regwould even come to be blamed for the Black Death!arded  as one of the main causes of the Black Death. The paradox between conflicting images and expectations eventually gave rise tobrought about the beginning of the emergence of a new myth, and t. The heirs of Kknights’ heirs thus allegedly apparently continue their mission inin  Christendom up to these daysto this day. 	Comment by Susan: It’s unlikely a listener will catch the precise date.
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