A SHORT NOTE ON THE LEAD SEALS OF A BALDWIN, COUNT
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This article deals with three Byzantine lead seals belonging to a Baldwin, count. Two of them come
from the collection of George Zacos, while one was found in the vicinity of Tarsus in Cilicia. Scholars have
attributed these seals to Baldwin of Boulogne, the first count of Edessa, who ruled between 1098 and 1100.
The author shows that there are no sufficient grounds for such attributions. These lead seals were struck in
Edessa during the reign of the two first counts, Baldwin of Boulogne (1098-1100) and Baldwin of Bourcq
(1100-1119), but one cannot with certainty attribute one of them to Baldwin of Boulogne and the other to
Baldwin of Bourcqg.
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KAPOTKASI HATATKA Ab CBIHHOBBIX ITAYATKAX I'PA®A BA/ITYDHA

5. T'ypbinay

®oHA MaATPHIMKI 1 pa3BilId apMeHa3HaYusIX nacienaBanasay “AHIB”, bemapycs,
gurinoveugene@gmail.com

VY apThIKyie pasrisiiarolia TPhl Bi3aHTHIICKIS CBIHIIOBBIS ISYaTKi, sKis Hanexbul rpady bamysny.
JI3Be 3 ix maxozazsup 3 kanekusli ['eopris 3akaca, a agHa Obuta 3HOin3eHa Y HaBakoiuti Tapca ¥ Kimikii.
HaBykoyupl aTpbiOyTaBaii raTeis nsiuatki bagysny Bysnonckamy, nepiiamy rpady Dmdckamy, siki KipaBay
namix 1098 i 1100 rogam. Aytap nakassae, IITO JJIsl TITai arpblOyLbli HAMA Cyp’€3HBIX MajacTay. ['aThis
CBIHIIOBBISI TsYaTKi ObUTI amIliCHYTBI ¥ Dmdce mamdac KipaBaHHS IBYX mepuisix rpaday — bamgysna
Bynonckara (1098-1100) i baxysna 13 bypka (1100-1119), annaka Henbra ymdyHeHa aTphlOyTaBailb agHy
3 ix Bamysny Bynonckamy, a npyryto — bagysua 13 Bypky.

Kmiouasviss cnoswi:  cirinarpadis; CBIHIOBBIA TsYaTki; Jmdca; TpadcerBa Dadckae; I3sApiKaBBI
KpbeDkaHocuay; Bizanteist; banysn bynoncki; baxysn 13 Bypk.

KPATKASA 3AMETKA O CBUHHOBBIX IIEYATAX 'PA®A BOAYJ3HA

E. I'ypunos

DoHJ TOAEPKKU U Pa3BUTHSI apMeHOBenuecKkuX uccienoBanuit “AHMB”, benapycs,
gurinoveugene@gmail.com

B cratbe paccmarpuBaloTCS TPH BU3AHTHICKHE CBHHLOBBIE II€YATH, NPHHAAIEKABIIME rpady
Bonysny. /IBa u3 HUX npoucxo T U3 Kojutekun Jxopmka 3akoca, a ojiHa ObUIa Hali/leHa B OKPECTHOCTAX
Tapcyca B Kunukun. Yuensle arpubyrupoBainu 3TH nedatd bonysny bynoHckomy, nepBomy rpady
Opeccel, npasuBmeMy Mexay 1098 u 1100 rogamMu. ABTOp MOKa3bIBaeT, YTO CEPbE3HBIX OCHOBAHMM ISt
TaKoW aTpuOyIK HeT. DTH CBHHIIOBBIE MeyaTy ObUIM OTYEKAHEHBI B DJiecce BO BpeMs IPaBJICHUS IEPBBIX
IByx rpagos, bonysna Bynonckoro (1098—1100) n Boxysna ne Bypka (1100-1119), Ho oxHy Henb3s c
YBEPEHHOCTHIO OTHeCTH K bonysny bynonckomy, a apyryto — x bonysny ne Bypky.

Kniouesvie cnosa. curmiuiorpadus; CTadbHBIE IeYaTH, Jaecca; DJecckoe TrpadcTBo; rocymapcraa
KpectoHocleB; Buzantus;, bonysn bynonckuii; boaysn e bypk
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Lead seals are one of important sources for studying the administrative and social
system of the Byzantine Empire as well as for reconstructing the biographies and career
paths of Byzantine individuals. Among many thousands of surviving seals, there are three
ones belonging to a certain Baldwin, count (see Appendix). These seals are of much
interest due to the fact that, although they are struck after the Byzantine manner and bear
Greek inscriptions, their owner (or owners) bore the Latin name Baldwin (Gr.
BaAdovivog, Lat. Balduinus) and had the title of count (Gr. koung, Lat. comes). The
present article is aimed at reconsidering the previously proposed attributions of the seals.

Seals nos. 1 and 2 had been prepared for publication by George Zacos but were
published in 1984, after his death [24, nos. 368a and 368b, p. 213 and Plate 39]. Zakos
did not specifically attribute them but concluded that, although the seals were struck by
different boulloteria, they look similar to each other.

The first attempt to attribute the two specimens from the Zacos collection was
made by Valeriy Stepanenko who, however, uncritically accepted Zacos’ conclusion
about the similarity between the two seals. Stepanenko concludes that both the seals were
struck during the rule of Baldwin of Boulogne in Edessa, “between March and November
of 1098”. He also stresses that, “taking into account the fact that the count’s reign in
Edessa was short (from March 1098 to November 1100), the chronological framework for
the molybdobullae may be somewhat broader. But they can be dated to the period of the
count’s stay in Edessa” [4, p. 116].

In 1994 Jean-Claude Cheynet published a new seal of Baldwin, count (no. 3) [8,
p. 428-429 and Plate VI1]. He has shown that it is similar to seal no. 1, but was struck by
different boulloterion. Since seal no. 3 was found in the vicinity of Tarsus in Cilicia,
Cheynet believes that it was struck in the autumn of 1097, when Baldwin of Boulogne
established his authority over the city. Krijna Nelly Ciggaar considers all the three seals
as those of Baldwin of Boulogne [9, p. 273 note 32].

As can be seen, scholars attribute the seals of Baldwin, count, to Baldwin of
Boulogne, the first count of Edessa (1098-1100) and then king of Jerusalem (1100—
1118). But how correct is this attribution?

In the Prosopography of the Byzantine World we have found the information
about 21 persons bearing the name Baldwin [21]. After dropping out those who never
bore the title of count, we have three potential candidates to be the owner of the seals:
(1) Baldwin I1 of Mons, count of Hainaut (1071-1098), (2) Baldwin of Boulogne, the first
count of Edessa (1098-1100), and (3) Baldwin of Bourcq, the second count of Edessa
(1100-1119).

Baldwin 11 of Mons participated in the First Crusade (1096-1099) in the army of
Godfrey of Bouillon. In 1098, after the capture of Antioch, he and Hugh of Vermandois
were sent to Emperor Alexios Komnenos for aid, but Baldwin was killed in a Turkish
ambush near Nicaea [18, p. 4849, 186-187]. He therefore seems not to be the issuer of
the seals. This narrows the list of potential issuers to two persons: Baldwin of Boulogne
and Baldwin of Bourcg. The main problem is that they have not only the same name but
also similar biographies: both Baldwins were consequently counts of Edessa and then
kings of Jerusalem.

The comparison of seal no. 1 and seal no. 3 allows us to conclude that these seals
are similar to each other: they bear on obverse not the Annunciation scene, as Zacos
believed, but the figures of the Apostles Peter and Paul, as Cheynet points out. Although |
previously agreed with Cheynet’s statement that seal no. 3 was struck in Tarsus during
the Cilician expedition [1, p. 46-47; see also 3, p. 270], now | find it necessary to contest
this conclusion. As is known, in the autumn of 1097 two crusader leaders, Baldwin of
Boulogne and Tancred, who both were acting as agents of their relatives, Godfrey of
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Bouillon and Bohemond of Taranto respectively, left the main army of the First Crusade
and entered Cilicia. Around 21 September the crusaders established themselves in Tarsus.
Tancred arrived to Tarsus first and made an alliance with its citizens. Soon after, Baldwin
of Boulogne, whose force was larger than that led by Tancred, also arrived to the city and
seized it from Tancred. After staying only a few days in Tarsus (post hec diebus paucis
elapsis [5, 111.14, p. 158]), Baldwin continued his march through Cilicia and joined the
main crusader army in Marash around 15 October.

It is doubtful whether Baldwin of Boulogne was able, in that situation, to adopt the
title of count and acquired his own seal. The fact that the seal published by Cheynet was
found in the vicinity of Tarsus can be better explained by the close connections that the
County of Edessa had with the two Christian states to which the city of Tarsus belonged
at various times: the Frankish Principality of Antioch and the Rubenid Principality in
Cilicia.

We should pay more attention to the point of view of Valeriy Stepanenko who
believes that the seals from the Zacos collection were struck at Edessa under Baldwin of
Boulogne: “from the two counts of Edessa [Baldwin of Boulogne and Baldwin of
Bourcq] ... the first, Baldwin of Flanders [sic], who was to some extent connected with
Byzantium in the first stage of his career, is more preferable, but the same cannot be said
of his successor, Baldwin of Bourcq. [...] In that case, Byzantine appearance of the
molybdobullae can be fully explained in terms of the Byzantine tradition that had been
maintained in the administrative structure of the city [of Edessa] and in its culture during
the period” [4, p. 108, 116].

Stepanenko’s key argument in support of the identification of Baldwin of
Boulogne as the owner of the seals is that the later held the office of duke of Edessa. The
office was of Byzantine origin and was given to Baldwin by the citizens in March, 1098
after the murder of the Armenian T‘oros, the previous duke and Baldwin’s adoptive
father. It should be noted, however, that all the counts of Edessa, not only just Baldwin of
Boulogne, held the position of duke of Edessa. After accepting the title of Count of
Edessa, Baldwin of Boulogne continued to hold the office of duke. The office further
passed down from one count to another, and in fact had been transformed into a title. For
instance, the office of duke is mentioned in an Armenian inscription cut on the wall near
the eastern gates of Edessa in 1122, during the reign of Joscelyn I, the third count of
Edessa. This was the display of respect of the Frankish lords for the Edessene traditions
of city self-governance in order to ensure the loyalty of the citizens [13, p. 17-19].

Another example of the Byzantine tradition maintained in Edessa, which Valeriy
Stepanenko puts forward, is the copper coins minted under its two counts. These coins
were struck in Byzantine manner and bear Greek inscriptions. Following Gustave
Schlumberger [22, p. 11-12], Stepanenko erroneously attributes the coins actually minted
by Baldwin of Bourcq ca. 1110 to Baldwin of Boulogne [4, p. 116; cf. 16, no. 9a, p. 244;
17, p. 34-35; 20, p. 365, no. 8, p. 389 and Plate I1]. In fact, no one type of the Edessene
coinage can be with certainty attributed to Baldwin of Boulogne. Even the earliest
surviving Edessene coppers, designated by John Porteous as Baldwin Class 1, can equally
well be attributed to Baldwin of Boulogne or to Baldwin of Bourcq. [16, no. 1, p. 241; 19,
no. 1, p. 388]. As Porteous writes, “we cannot tell whether the decision to issue coins was
taken by Baldwin | or Baldwin Il. Documentary evidence is lacking. The numismatic
evidence, so far as it goes, would tend to put the initial date after rather than before 1100,
the year when Baldwin | departed to become king of Jerusalem. Yet the decision to
institute a coinage accord rather well with what we know of Baldwin | — his thirst for
sovereignty and his single-minded intention to acquire and efficiently to administer a state
in the Levant. Since Edessa, of all the crusading states, was the least dislocated by the
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shocks of the crusade, it is not impossible to envisage the issue of coins there before 1100
[20, p. 363; see also 17, p. 34].” Moreover, all the coins that can be with certainty
attributed to Baldwin of Bourcq were also minted in Byzantine style and bear Greek
inscriptions [16, nos. 8-16, p. 243-246; 20, nos. 17-12, p. 389-390 and Plate I1].

All these examples show that, besides Baldwin of Boulogne, Baldwin of Bourcq
was also familiar with the Byzantine tradition and used it for the representation of his
power in Edessa. Speaking of the seal with the figures of the Apostles Peter and Paul, it
should be noted that we have two specimens (seals nos. 1 and 3) struck by different
boulloteria. This obviously means that this type of seal was in use long enough if its
owner had to commission at least two boulloteria. This, in turn, allows us to suggest that
the issuer of these seals was rather Baldwin of Bourcq, who ruled in Edessa for nineteen
years, than Baldwin of Boulogne, who ruled in Edessa a little over two years.

It is very tempting to attribute the seal with the Annunciation scene (no. 2) to
Baldwin of Boulogne. Even so, we cannot accept Stepanenko’s conclusion that this seal
was struck “between March and November of 1098, when Baldwin of Boulogne held the
position of duke of Edessa. Since the seal bears the title of count (k6unc), not duke
(000¢), it is more likely that it was issued during the period of Baldwin’s rule as count of
Edessa, i.e. from December, 1098 to August, 1100 [1].

Summing up, we can identify two different iconographic subtypes of the seal of
Baldwin, count: (1) seal with the figures of the Apostles Peter and Paul (nos. 1 and 3) and
(2) seal with the Annunciation scene (no. 2). These lead seals were struck in Edessa
during the reign of the two first counts, Baldwin of Boulogne (1098-1100) and Baldwin
of Bourcq (1100-1119). Baldwin of Bourcq seems to be the owner of the seals with the
figures of the Apostles Peter and Paul; in that case, Baldwin of Boulogne may have been
the owner of the seal with the Annunciation scene. However, this scheme is only a
hypothesis. For the moment, we have no sufficient grounds to attribute, with certainty,
one of the seals to Baldwin of Boulogne and the other to Baldwin of Bourcqg.

Appendix: Lead seals of Baldwin, count

No. 1

D. 33 mm. Published [24, no. 368a, p. 213 and Plate 39].

Obv. Corroded. Full-length figures of Saints Peter and Paul. No sigla visible.
Border of dots.

Rev. Inscription of three lines: KEBOHB|EIBAAAJKOMHT = K(bpr)e Pondet
BoAd(ovive) kount(v) (“Lord aid Baldwin count”). A pellet between two horizontal bars
above and below. Border of dots.

The engraver carved a A instead of an A (reverse, line 2), making BéAdovive
instead of BaAdovive. Note the ligature of M and H (reverse, line 3).
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No. 2

D. 31 mm. Published [24, no. 368b, p. 213 and Plate 39].

Obv. The Annunciation scene. Sigla: MP — ®V = M(fte)p ©(go0)v. Border of dots.

Rev. Inscription of four lines: KEBOH|®HBAI'A|OVIMOU|KOMIT = K(Opr)e
BonO(er) Baydovivov koéwr(a) (“Lord aid Baldwin count”). A pellet between two
horizontal bars above and below. Border of dots.

The engraver carved a A instead of an A and a I instead of a A (reverse, line 2),
making Bdydovivov instead of Bakdovivov. The replacement of the letter A with I' might
be a result of the influence of the Armenian language. Note mirrored letters N (reverse,
line 3).

No. 3

D. 26 mm. Found in the vicinity of Tarsus, preserving in the Museum of Tarsus
(inv. no. 976-57-15). Published [8, no. 61, p. 428-429 and Plate VI].

Obv. Full-length figures of Saints Peter and Paul. Inscription in column at left:
OIIEIT = (O dyog) Iér(pog). Inscription in column at right: CI|TTJA|V|A = (O éyoq)
ITav(rog). Border of dots.

Rev. Inscription of three lines: KEBOH|®OEIBAAAIKOMH = K(vpr)e Ponbet
BoAd(ovive) koun(tt) (“Lord aid Baldwin count”). A pellet between two horizontal bars
above and below. Border of dots.

The engraver carved a A instead of an A (reverse, line 2), making BoAdovive
instead of BaAdovive. Note a closed B (reverse, lines 1 and 2); according to Jean-Claude
Cheynet, in the ninth to the twelfth centuries the closed B was disappeared from
Byzantine seals, except those produced in the region around Antioch. Note also the
ligature of M and H (reverse, line 3).
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OUHAHCUPOBAHME HEMELIKUX YHUBEPCUTETOB U
NMMATPUKYJINPOBAHHBIX B HUX B IEPUO/1bl CPEJHEBEKOBbSA U
PAHHEI'O HOBOI'O BPEMEHHU

0. b. Kenaep

Benopycckwuii rocyiapcTBeHHbIM yHHBEPCUTET, T. MuHCK, benapycs, olga.keller@mail.ru

Joknan mocBSImEH aHaMU3y (UHAHCOBOTO OOECIEeYeHHs] HEMELKHX YHHBEPCHUTETOB, a TaKXkKe
HMMAaTPHUKYJIHMPOBAHHBIX B HUX CTylIeHTOB B CpemHue Beka u Pannee HoBoe Bpems. OCHOBHOW IENBIO
aBTOpa OBUIO YCTAaHOBWTH, HCIIONB3YSl COXPAHUBIIHMECS HMCTOYHHWKH, KTO KOHKPETHO M KakuM oOpa3oM
¢uHAaCcHpOBaN, BO-TIEPBBIX, MosBisABIMecs B ['epmannn B mepuon CpemHeBexoBbs M Pannero Hooro
BPEMEHHN YHUBEPCUTETHI (Topojackne COBETHI, KHA3bS M HHBIE); 4, BO-BTOPBIX, KEM M KaK (pMHAHCHPOBAJIHChH
3ayiCIABIIMECs HAa o0ydeHne B HeMerkue BY 35l TOro BpeMeHH CTYAEHTHI (Kakue 3aTpaThl OHH HECNIH Ha
MOE3JIKy K MecTy Oyaymero oO0y4eHus; Kakue cOOpHI 32 MMMATPHUKYJISIHIO B YHHBEPCUTET W CYMMBI 3a
caady 9K3aMEHOB MM HAIJIE)KaJo IUIATUTh, KaK BBIMJIAENa (PUHAHCOBAs COCTABIAIONIAS ITPOKMBAHUS
00yJaroIMXCs, a TAKXKE PaCcXOJIbl HA KHUTH, OJICXK Y, METUIIMHCKOE 00eCTIeYeHNe U T.11.).

Kniouegvie  cnosa: (GuHAHCUpOBaHWE YHUBEPCHTETOB; KH3bsI W ropojackue CoBerTsl;
OnaroTBopuTenbHbIe (QOoHIBI; (DMHAHCHpPOBaHME W3 TNpeOeHAbl; obecneyeHne B Oypcax WM KOJUIETHSIX;
JI0XOJIb C HEJIBUKUMOCTH; (PMHAHCHUPOBAHHE C ITOMOIILI0O 0OECIIEYEHHBIX POJCTBEHHUKOB; «CMEIIaHHBIC)
(hopMBI GUHAHCUPOBAHUS.
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