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In 1219, Lewon I’s life came to an end. He was crowned king in a time when
the power of the Crusader states was severely diminished by Saladin’s attacks and
the conquest of Jerusalem in 1187. While Outremer was in disarray, the Armenians
from Cilicia were regarded as potential allies by the Holy See. In 1189, Clement Ill
sent letters to the catholicos Grigor 1V Tgha and the Rubenid prince Lewon I, asking
them to get involved in the ongoing crusade that would fight for the liberation of the
Holy Land!. After his coronation in 1198, Lewon spent most of his reign fighting to
place his great-nephew, Raymond-Ruben, on the throne of the Antiochene
principality?. As strong relations with the Holy See were a vital asset in this war, the
letters exchanged between Lewon | and Innocent 11 indicate how the Armenian King
skilfully used the matter regarding the union between the Catholic and Armenian
churches to gain Rome’s support?®. Lewon won this war, albeit his victory was a bitter
one. Soon after installing his great-nephew on the throne of Antioch, a quarrel broke
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out between Lewon and Raymond-Ruben, and the Armenian king barely escaped
from the city with help from the Templars*. Raymond-Ruben thought he could rule
alone, without Lewon’s support, but he was forced out of Antioch in 1219. All of
Lewon’s efforts were in vain, as the count of Tripoli, Bohemond IV, regained control
over the Latin principality. One relevant aspect of this war for the present discussion
is that Lewon can be considered accountable to a certain degree for the war of
succession that started in Cilicia after his death. His desire to win the War of the
Antiochene Succession led him to make decisions that opened the way to the
Armenian throne for several pretenders: John of Brienne, Raymond-Ruben, and
Zabel. Although Lewon made the nobles from Cilicia swear that they would
recognize Zabel as his heir, things got complicated after his death, as we will see.

Besides analysing the pretenders to the Armenian throne and how this war
unfolded, we will argue that this conflict can be considered a turning point for the
relations between Cilicia and Rome. While Lewon was keen to maintain close
connections with the Holy See, the ascension of the Het‘umids to the Armenian
throne will mark a change regarding the foreign policy of the Armenian kingdom.
This change was influenced directly by Rome’s involvement in this war and the
developments that occurred on the political stage from Cilicia.

Lewon invested significant efforts in the War of the Antiochene Succession and
used many political and diplomatic instruments, trying to gather as many allies as
possible. One of the most important political tools was the matrimonial alliances®,
and Natasha Hodgson characterized Lewon’s attitude towards marriages ‘“as
aggressive as his expansionist activities elsewhere”S, After imprisoning Bohemond
Il of Antioch in 1193, a year later Lewon managed to conclude a matrimonial
alliance between Ruben III’s daughter, Alice, and the son of the Antiochene prince,
Raymond, and the boy that was born out of this union was the heir of both Cilicia
and Antioch’. Raymond-Ruben presented Lewon with an excuse to fight against

4 Bar Hebraeus, The Chronography, E.A. Wallis Budge (trans.), vol. I, London, 1932, p.
370 (Henceforth: Bar Hebraeus); Claude Cahen, La Syrie du nord u l’epoque des
croisades et la principauté franque d’Antioche, Paris, 1940, p. 630; Levon Ter-Petrosyan,
byl ppiikpp b Gugkpp [The Crusaders and the Armenians], vol. 11, Yerevan, 2007, pp.
225-256.

5 For a survey of the marriages arranged by the Armenians from Cilicia, see Claude
Mutafian, “La diplomatie matrimoniale de 1’Arménie cilicienne ”, Banber Matena-
darani, 21, 2014, pp. 79-88.

6 Natasha Hodgson, “Conflict and cohabitation: marriage and diplomacy between Latins
and Cilician Armenians, ¢. 1097-1253”, The Crusades and the Near East, ed. Conor
Kostick, London, 2011, p. 95.

7 Gérard Dédéyan, La chronique attribuée au connétable Smbat, Paris, 1980, pp. 68, 71-
72 (Henceforth: Smbat le connétable); Smbat Sparapet, Swpkyppp (Chronicle), ed.
Serobé Aglian, Venice, 1956, p. 206-207 (Henceforth: Smbat Sparapet); “Annales de
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Bohemond IV, count of Tripoli and Bohemond III’s son, to extend his control over
the Principality of Antioch. A double matrimonial alliance was concluded in 1210,
when Lewon I married Sybilla, Amaury I's daughter, and Raymond-Ruben,
Sybilla’s sister®. At the beginning of the War of the Antiochene Succession, the
Armenian king had strong connections with Innocent Il1. Still, after some Templar
knights were wounded following an attack ordered by Lewon, the pope decided to
adopt an intransigent stance towards the Armenians: the king was excommunicated®.
Innocent also asked the king of Jerusalem, John of Brienne!?, and the Latin patriarch
of Antioch!! to abide by this excommunication. In this context, the Armenian king
understood that he had to establish close links with the Kingdom of Jerusalem.
Therefore, he arranged a marriage between his older daughter, Rita/Stephania, and
John of Brienne!2. Towards the end of his reign in 1218, Lewon arranged another
marriage between his daughter, Zabel, born in 1214, and Andrew, Prince of Halych,
son of the Hungarian king, Andrew [1'3.

The Hungarian Matrimonial Project

It seems that Lewon’s decision to marry Zabel to Andrew had not been planned,
but instead was an opportunistic decision, dictated by Andrew II’s presence in
Cilicia. The Hungarian king did not spend much time in the East, where he arrived
in the summer of 1217, and after only three months, he decided to return home.
Instead of travelling by sea, as he had done on his way to Syria, Andrew chose to

Terre-Sainte”, ed. R. Rohricht, G. Raynaud, Archives de l’Orient Latin, tom 11, Paris,
1884, p. 434 (Henceforth: “Annales de Terre-Sainte”); “Chronique de Terre-Sainte”, Les
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1887, p. 15; Chronique d’Ernoul et de Bernard le trésorier, ed. M.L. de Mas Latrie, Paris,
1871, p. 321 (Henceforth: Chronique d’Ernoul et de Bernard le trésorier); La continuation
de Guillaume de Tyr (1184-1197), ed. Margaret Ruth Morgan, Paris, 1982, pp. 165-171;
Bar Hebraeus, pp. 343-344; Samuél Anets‘i ew sharunakoghner€, duwdubuljmgpnififich
(Chronicle), ed. Karen Matevosyan, Yerevan, 2014, p. 232 (Henceforth: Samuél Anets‘i);
Mik‘ayel Asori, duwdwhulymgpncfifss (Chronicle), Jerusalem, 1871, p. 501 (Henceforth:
Mik‘ayel Asori).

8 Smbat le connétable, pp. 86-87; Smbat Sparapet, p. 217; Kirakos Gandzakets‘i, Dusurfn:-
[Pt Guynyg (History of Armenia), ed. K.A. Melik-Ohanjanyan, Yerevan, 1961, pp. 159-160
(Henceforth: Kirakos Gandzakets*i).

9 Reinhold Rohricht, Regesta regni Hierosolymitani, Oeniponti, 1894, doc. 851, p. 227
(Henceforth: Regesta regni Hierosolymitani).

10 Patrologia Latina, tom. 216, p. 432; Acta Innocentii PP. 111, pp. 404-405.

11 Patrologia Latina, tom. 216, pp. 431-432; Acta Innocentii PP. 11, pp. 404-405.

12 Smbat le connétable, p. 89; Smbat Sparapet, p. 218-219.

13 Smbat le connétable, pp. 91-92; Smbat Sparapet, pp. 221-222; Claude Mutafian,
L’Arménie du Levant, vol. 1, Paris, 2012, p. 113.
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follow the Pilgrim’s Road. The king stopped in Tripoli to take part in the wedding
of Bohemond 1V, prince of Antioch, who married Melisende, half-sister of Hugh |
of Cyprus. Then, he entered the Armenian kingdom, met with Lewon, and continued
to travel towards Nicaea, where he concluded a matrimonial alliance between his
eldest son, Bela, and Maria Laskarina, Theodor I Laskaris’s daughter!*. There might
be several explanations for Lewon’s decision to marry his daughter to Andrew,
Prince of Halych.

One explanation is provided by a letter sent by Andrew Il to Rome: Lewon
wanted to protect his kingdom against the neighbouring Muslim rulers. Therefore,
he arranged to marry his daughter to the son of the Hungarian king!®>. However, as
Levon Ter-Petrosyan emphasized, it seems that Andrew Il misinformed the pope
regarding the details of this marriage: in another letter which Honorius I11 sent to the
Hungarian ruler in March 1219 it is written that Andrew, Prince of Halych, will rule
in Cilicia even if Zabel dies before the marriage is concluded'. In the first letter, the
Hungarian ruler emphasized that the barons of the Armenian kingdom agreed to this
matrimonial project, and they even took oaths to accept the authority of his son and,
subsequently, of the latter’s heirs!”. Therefore, the royal court of the Armenian
kingdom could not have agreed to such a condition, which could have led to serious
troubles in the future. This only means that Andrew Il added this stipulation without
Lewon’s knowledge!'s.

In 1213', Lewon | concluded a marriage between Ruben III’s daughter,
Philippa, and Theodor | Laskaris®®. The marriage was annulled in 1215, and the

14 Thomas C. Van Cleve, “The Fifth Crusade”, A History of the Crusades, ed. Kenneth M.
Setton, vol. Il, The Later Crusades, ed. Robert Lee Wolff, Harry W. Hazard, Madison,
Milwaukee, and London, 1969, pp. 388-389, 393.

15 Ghewond Alishan, Upun.wt (Sissouan), Venice, 1885, p. 513, n. 4: “Illustris enim Leo Rex
Armeniae, ut nostrae gentis et suae glutinata in unum commercio ad confringendos vicinos
atque juges Turcorum insultus, robustior existeret...”; Levon Ter-Petrosyan, buwyuwfiphblpp ko
4uykpp [The Crusaders and the Armenians], vol. 11, p. 238.

16 | evon Ter-Petrosyan, buywlfipfikpp b 4uykpp [The Crusaders and the Armenians], vol. 11, p.
238. For Honorius’s letter, see Ghewond Alishan, Upun.wi (Sissouan), p. 513, n. 5.

17 Ghewond Alishan, Upunuwt (Sissouan), p. 513, n. 4: “juxta plenum suorum Baronum
consensum atque juramentum in perpetuum juridictionem eidem filio nostro et suis heredibus,
subjugavit”.

18 |evon Ter-Petrosyan, huywlfipikpp b 4uwgkpp [The Crusaders and the Armenians], vol. 11, p.
238.

19 The child who resulted from this marriage was eight years old in 1221. Therefore, he had been
born around 1213. See George Akropolites, The History, Ruth Macrides (trans.), Oxford,
2007, pp. 150-151, n. 5; Smbat le connétable, p. 92, n. 12.

20 George Akropolites, p. 148. According to Byzantine canon law, the emperor was not allowed
to marry a heretical princess, see D.M. Nicol, “Mixed Marriages in Byzantium in the Thirteenth
Century”, Studies in Church History, 1, 1964, p. 160.
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emperor divorced Philippa a year later?! and concluded another matrimonial alliance
with the Latin Empire of Constantinople, which brought him more benefits?.
Theodor’s wife, Maria of Courtenay, had a sister, Yolanda, who had already married
Andrew 112, The emperor of Nicaea continued to consolidate his links with the
Latins. He negotiated another matrimonial alliance, this time between his daughter
Eudokia and Bela, Andrew II’s son, the future king Bela V24 In this context, by
marrying Zabel to Andrew, Prince of Halych, Lewon would have strengthened his
ties with the Latins and, indirectly, with the Empire of Nicaea, especially against the
Seljuk Sultanate of Rum.

Lewon could have decided to marry Zabel to Andrew, Prince of Halych, to
avoid a possible war of succession®. In this context, a marriage that would bring a
foreigner to rule Cilicia could be considered a better option than choosing a local
prince as Zabel’s future husband. This hypothesis could be further developed if we
consider the existence of various factions in Cilicia, which Lewon controlled. The
primary sources lead us to believe that he ruled with an iron hand. Soon after being
crowned king, Lewon imprisoned Het‘um Heghi and released him only after he
agreed to become a monk?$. The Het‘umid prince stayed loyal to the king: he was
dispatched to Otto VI to ask for a royal crown for Raymond-Ruben®, and he
translated into Armenian two historical works brought from Germany to Cilicia®.
Smbat Sparapet and Kirakos Gandzakets‘i present possible explanations for
Lewon’s attack on Het‘um Heghi®. According to Smbat, “Lewon avait présent a
I’esprit les méfaits des Lambruniens qui étaient entrés en lutte contre les chrétiens

21 George Akropolites, p. 148; Smbat le connétable, p. 92, n. 12.

22 Michael Angold, “The Latin Empire of Constantinople, 1205-1261: Marriage Strategies”,
Identities and Allegiances in the Eastern Mediterranean after 1204, ed. Judith Herrin,
Guillaume Saint-Guillain, Farnham, 2011, pp. 50-51.

23 lhidem.

24 hidem, p. 52.

25 Claude Mutafian, L’Arménie du Levant, vol. 1, p. 113.

26 Smbat le connétable, p. 81; Smbat Sparapet, p. 211. The author of a colophon written in
1205 bemoaned Het‘um Heghi’s imprisonment and the occupation of Lambron by Lewon: «h
mreeoegnubd wdh qeljlyny bppuer unrw hpdng wunnuwéwulke b purbywyn poluwibp, b dbe
b pnjublnul] qurdhg dbieng, h ubyfwlwb phulnpkil dbedt, hgla Luul'p[r']uuﬁ ynykgh-
s A. Matevosyan, Zwapl?il dbnwgphbpp  Apunnwlupuibbp s i [COlOphonS of
Armenian Manuscripts, 13" c.], Yerevan, 1984, p. 52.

27 Smbat le connétable, p. 87; Smbat Sparapet, p. 217.

28 Gevorg Ter-Vardanian, « La littérature des milieux uniteurs (Xlle-XVe siécle) ”, Arménie
entre Orient et Occident, ed. Raymond Kevorkian, Paris, 1996, p. 63.

29 Gérard Dédéyan has convincingly argued that Smbat Sparapet is not the author of either of the
three manuscripts of the Chronicle preserved in the archives from Ejmiatsin or Venice (see
Smbat le connétable, pp. 17-26). However, as most historians still refer to the author of this
historical work as “Smbat Sparapet,” | also use this name in the present paper.
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de Cilicie et contre la famille des Rubéniens”?. Kirakos noted that Het‘'um wanted
to rebel against Lewon. Therefore, the king imprisoned him and captured the fortress
of Lambron. As a warning for the future rulers of Cilicia, he wrote the following
words: “Do not give this [fortress] to any other prince, but let it be only under the
king’s authority, for it is said that their lords are always rebellious due to its
strength”™!. However, Het‘'um Heghi was not the only prince who had to deal with
Lewon’s violent behaviour. The two T‘ornikian brothers, Het‘um and Shahnshah,
were Kkilled most likely because Alice, Ruben I1I’s daughter and Het‘um’s wife, had
to be married to Raymond, Bohemond III’s son. Therefore, the two T ornikians had
to be eliminated to fulfill Lewon’s plan of uniting Cilicia and Antioch32. We can also
add the case of Henri Sebastos and his sons, whom the Armenian king imprisoned
without a proper reason?. Also, a certain prince named Gorg, Mleh’s illegitimate
son, was killed around 1210 because he was perceived as a threat to Raymond-
Ruben, who, at that time, was Lewon I’s heir3t. Although the Armenian medieval
historians and chroniclers could find various explanations for Lewon’s acts, it seems
that he had the habit of eliminating any possible threat to the crown and making sure
that everyone accepted, willingly or not, his authority. | did not find any primary
sources that would talk openly about various factions inside Cilicia, but they may
have existed. Maybe Lewon understood that the country could plunge into war
between various pretenders, so he decided that a foreign prince would be a suitable
partner for Zabel. However, this matrimonial project did not materialise, as Andrew
Il found a better match for his son, this time with a Russian princess?.

The Regency

Before his death, Lewon organized a regency for his daughter, Zabel, who was
still a child?¢. There are various opinions regarding the members of this regency.
Mik‘ayel Chamchean noted that Lewon appointed the catholicos Yovhannés VI

30 Smbat le connétable, p. 81.

31 Kirakos Gandzakets‘i, p. 286: «MI'y lu wu qéiw wyy nufbf hphawlipli, puryg dhuyb wefmdh
thgh, qp fwbwyug, wul, wbwefi Gorw wyuowdp B bw) Juoed wdempbwbbiy. As
Het‘um Heghi had convinced Bohemond III to attack Ruben III in 1185 (Samuel Anets‘i,
p. 226-227), probably Lewon understood that as long as the Het‘umid prince controls the
fortress of Lambron, he could pose a real threat to the newly founded Armenian monarchy.

32 Smbat le connétable, pp. 69-70; Smbat Sparapet, p. 205.

33 Smbat le connétable, p. 85; Smbat Sparapet, p. 215.

34 Smbat le connétable, p. 87; Smbat Sparapet, p. 216.

35 Engel Pal, The Realms of St. Stephen. A History of Medieval Hungary, 895-1526, Tamds
Pdlosfalvi (trans.), London and New York, 2011, p. 91.

36 Zabel was five years old when Lewon died, see Claude Mutafian, L ’Arménie du Levant,
vol. I, p. 114.
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Ssets‘i, Adam of Gaston, and Kostandin the Constable as Zabel’s guardians®’.
Ghewond Alishan also shared this opinion®. Both historians slightly emphasize that
the catholicos had a certain degree of primacy above Adam and Kostandin®’, an
opinion that is motivated, most likely, by the idea that Yovhannés Ssets‘i could
preserve the balance of power in the event of a conflict between the princes.
Maghak‘ia Ormanean also wrote that this regency was formed by three members:
the catholicos, Kostandin the Constable, and Adam of Gaston*’. Levon Ter-
Petrosyan has a different opinion on this matter: Lewon appointed Adam as regent,
while the catholicos and the other nobles, including Kostandin the Constable, took
an oath to be loyal to Zabel and take care of her*!. According to Claude Mutafian,
Adam was the main regent, eventually assisted by the catholicos*?. Davit Tinoyan
wrote that due to the enmity between Adam of Gaston and Kostandin the Constable,
Lewon | decided to entrust the regency to both, so that neither could dominate the
other,

37 Mik‘ayel Chamchean, Quwundncfifils Suyng [History of Armenia], vol. 111, Venice, 1786, p.
192.

38 Ghewond Alishan, Upuniwmi (Sissouan), pp. 523-524.

39 Mikayel Chamchean placed the catholicos at the head of the regency: «Unybu wujw LinGih
win qponuwr e qQuuly jubald wrwr qlw p dbnu jupnugpynupl, bu b h dbnu beljmg
trelibh hpluwbwg. neng dhé Ynshee Uprwnub jud bowb gy, b dhub YUnunwblinhb woog
wuunl gninuuwuy) whre pwrdrpbryny wqquljub Linbp quq]; nniphlikwbg», Mik‘ayel
Chamchean, WuwumdndfFfpls 4uyny [History of Armenia], p. 192. Ghewond Alishan noted that
Lewon entrusted the catholicos with the mission of leading the regency: «juiial wniéibr b fuy-
ruytwhi nhwbin’ Awyrupwr wnwginrgl) wikibgmé' b jurlne juyid dudwiwlpi,
Ghewond Alishan, Upun:wi (Sissouan), pp. 523-524.

40 Maghak‘ia Ormanean, Ugguwwyuwmnof [History of the Armenian Nation], vol. |,
Constantinople, 1912, p. 1592.

41 | evon Ter-Petrosyan, hwpulppibpp L 4uwgbpp [The Crusaders and the Armenians],
pp. 239-241.

42 Claude Mutafian, L’ Arménie du Levant, vol. |, p. 114,

43 Davit Tinoyan, «Ununwfinhé Rwrdrpkeggnt wpnnulunulp b dwudwlgnipyniip Ypghlpw-
pud phghum]ws 1220-wlwb pp. qubwljwulubi wwfuenud» [“The Enthronement of
Kostandin Bardzrberdts‘i and His Participation in the Struggle for the Throne in the 1220s”],
(”wmtfnL[r}Jwil Awpghp 3. Swpbqﬁpp‘ uiﬁ'me wpunndndffpul Sopni nog[Frod 1 [Problems of HiStOfy
3. Eminent Actors of History 11], 2016, pp. 76-77. According to Tinoyan, the divergences
between the two nobles had political roots, but the war with the Seljuks from 1217 could have
played a significant role. According to the Ejmiatsin manuscript of Smbat Sparapet’s
Chronicle, Kostandin of Paperon was captured by the Seljuks because Adam could not come
to his aid, as the lord of Gaston was also fighting against the enemies and could not abandon
his post, see “Chronique du Royaume de la Petite Arménie”, in Recueil des historiens des
croisades. Document arméniennes, ed. Edouard Dulaurier, tom |, Paris, 1869, pp. 644-645
(Henceforth: “Chronique du Royaume de la Petite Arménie”). In the Venice manuscript,
Kostandin the Constable was captured by the Seljuks due to the works of a traitor, see Smbat



228 David-Linus Neagu

The primary sources also disagree about the individuals who constituted the
regency. Firstly, we will begin analyzing the Armenian chronicles and histories.
According to Smbat Sparapet, Lewon named Adam of Gaston as his daughter’s
regent and entrusted the bailli (Kostandin the Constable), the catholicos, and the
other nobles to care for Zabel**. Kirakos Gandzakets‘i wrote that Lewon entrusted
his daughter to the catholicos, and to the grandest nobles from Cilicia, Kostandin
(the constable), the king’s relative, and Adam of Gaston, who was a Chalcedonian®.
One of the continuators of Samuel Anets‘i’s History (M1899) mentioned that Adam
was appointed as bailli by Lewon, and together with the catholicos, they had to take
care of Zabel*S, At the same time, according to another manuscript (E 3701), after
the king’s death, Cilicia was ruled by princes*”. Smbat Sparapet and Kirakos
Gandzakets‘i described Zabel’s regency as composed of Adam and the catholicos,
while the other nobles could have played quite an active role in tutoring the young
heiress, whereas Vahram Rabuni depicted this episode from another perspective. In
his Rhymed History of the Rubenids, the Armenian philosopher and historian
mentioned that Lewon named Adam as bailli and appointed him as Zabel’s tutor.
Kostandin the Constable became bailli and regent for the young heiress only after
Adam was assassinated®®. The continuator and translator of Michael the Syrian’s

le connétable, p. 92. Although Adam is not named, perhaps he was the one who was perceived
as a traitor.

44 Smbat le connétable, p. 93; Smbat Sparapet, p. 222: «giikr b puumhwrwlu wnuyhi pweny
Uk pphuwblh Uprwmwd, ne ke whe pugnud phrnhg b quuunwg, b Ubjkdhng dhigbe dbied p
Yuyofiorou, nr wiinuudp finrw Ynsh dhiyln guyuor” wypuwrh Uprunbiuy: b ke vw wumpliw-
Gun ublikuljuwy Zwyng, nenuf jwbad wnlite puqunred qouned e, fwinbed wywypd, 3n-
fwliint fupruybmpb b ppluwbiugh wdkikgmb». As Levon Ter-Petrosyan argued, there is
only one way to understand this paragraph from Smbat’s Chronicle: Lewon named Adam as
regent, while the catholicos and the other nobles took an oath to be loyal to Zabel. A regency
formed by all the nobles from Cilicia would be an anomaly, see Levon Ter-Petrosyan, -
Ypplbpp ke 4ugkpp [The Crusaders and the Armenians], p. 241.

4 Kirakos Gandzakets‘i, p. 187: «bt b qfiw h dbinu Jupnnhlnupb b brynt fEdwdks hpjuw-
Gwgh Ynunmwinip wqquljuipd preny, b upr bowbwy, oe ke Znnnd puoaiingpbudp.

46 Samuél Anets‘i, pp. 239-240: «[...] it wuy Zwyng ppfuwb dh nenuf wéinid ke Upe Unwé®
Zonnd quuubnipbudp: Yymuwed pe b w jubadl B p jupnghlnud wie 3ndhwbibu
h&ft qinjuh wn Rrhuwmnuoy.

47 bidem, p. 240: «Uknwiih puquwnrh Lind, R wi hplawfh whrki». Those two manuscripts
were written later, the first in the second half of the 17th century and the second in the 18th
century. Therefore, their authors could have used other histories and chronicles as sources to
write about the events of the 13" century.

48 Vahram Rabuni, Munwhwenp Muwnidnefipcds baepbibwg [History of the Rubenids in Verse], ed.
K.V. Shahnazarean, Paris, 1859, p. 217: «3nrnul Jubjuwmb Yhbwgh tykwy / 9ppuwmbiub wn
hafa (}nrlnllhull/ QU.wwb pppuwb dh vy gl / Iqnuwnr e p bw juiu b wndiag / hafh
b ®rhumnu hnjuwnurdtg [...] byw lowbb b uvguibo/6e Ybnunwbghl pb ooy
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chronicle, Vardan Arewelts‘i, wrote that Lewon left Zabel in Adam’s hands, who
was supposed to marry her to the son of the Hungarian king. The lord of Gaston, a
Chalcedonian, wanted to assume power in the Armenian kingdom; however, the
Assassins Killed him as a punishment for his ambition*®. Only now did Kostandin the
Constable become Zabel’s regent®. In the end, Het‘um Patmich* also mentioned that
after Lewon’s death, Adam became the bailli of the kingdom. After a short time, the
Assassins killed him, and Kostandin the Constable assumed his position as regent’!.

The Latin chroniclers wrote about Zabel’s regency from a different perspective.
In the French translation and continuation of William of Tyre, we can read that
Lewon left Adam as Zabel’s regent. However, the lord of Gaston was killed by the
Assassins and was replaced by Kostandin the Constable, whom some considered the
main suspect in the case of Adam’s death®2. Another essential primary source for the
war of the Armenian succession is Bar Hebraeus’s Chronography. The Syrian
historian wrote that the Armenian king entrusted Adam of Gaston with the mission
to care for Zabel. After the death of the first bailli, this position was occupied by
Kostandin the Constable®. Thus, although the Armenian sources tried to offer as few
details as possible regarding Adam’s death and, in general, this war, the foreign
chroniclers filled this void and often provided a much clearer picture of what
happened in Cilicia between 1219 and 1226.

Smbat Sparapet could have insisted on presenting his father as a member of the
regency to smooth up the transition from Lewon I to Het‘'um I. After Lewon’s death
and as co-regent for Zabel, Kostandin could have played an essential role in the
kingdom’s affairs. Therefore, he was not just a prince from Cilicia who took
advantage of the war of succession that broke out in 1219. Undoubtedly, Kostandin

Gumbwy/Nr wrfughl ke wqq by / qmuwr Gnrhl wn hift wnbwpy. See also Vahram
d’Edesse, “Chronique rimée des rois de la petite Arménie”, Recueil des historiens des
croisades. Document arméniennes, ed. Edouard Dulaurier, tom 1, Paris, 1869, p. 514
(Henceforth: Vahram d’Edesse).

49 Mik‘ayel Asori, p. 505. In this case, the Armenian continuator and translator emphasized the
causal relation between Adam’s religious choice and his ambitions: «[...] qh nln brwjuwy kr,
nrn) ﬁhﬁt}hl U.mﬁllﬁ puw pﬁwllwﬁ unnhlnlphmﬁﬁ Snlﬁwg Eﬁr} wqqhu Zm]ng, fmﬁql) Znnnd ke
wqquu, funrhbe b dhwu jh6fG wnblng qholoewbnppdis.

5 Tbidem, p. 517.

51 Het‘um Patmich‘, «Mwwniniphil wqqhl tnphiikwbg» [“History of the Rubenids, How
they Ascended the Cilician Throne”], lrwilp dwdwhwlpwgpndffynbihp XIIT-XVII . [Minor
Chronicles, 13"-18" cc.], ed. V.A. Hakobyan, vol. 11, Yerevan, 1956, p. 104 (Henceforth:
Het‘um Patmich*).

52 “L’Estoire de Eracles empereur et la conquest de la terre d’Outre mer”, ed. Arthur Beugnot,
A. Langlois, Recueil des historiens des croisades. Historiens occidentaux, vol. I1, Paris, 1859,
p. 347.

53 Bar Hebraeus, pp. 375-376, 379-80.
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was one of the grandest nobles from the Armenian kingdom3*. However, Smbat’s
account seems to contradict all the other chronicles and histories that mention only
Adam as Zabel’s regent. Thus, we may assume that Smbat altered various episodes
regarding this war of succession to portray his father flawlessly. In Kirakos’s case,
explaining why he mentioned a regency of three members is difficult. As the author
noted, until Lewon I’s reign, he used other sources to write his history, while from
that moment on he relied on eyewitness accounts®. In this context, it is difficult to
explain why Kirakos presented the regency in such a manner. Claude Mutafian
noted®® that one of the most essential accounts that mention Adam’s appointment as
Zabel’s regent is a colophon from 1221, published by Anna Sirinian®. It is written
that the lord of Gaston was entrusted to protect Lewon’s daughter®®. As some sources
noted®, most likely the catholicos also played an essential role in tutoring Zabel. At
the same time, Kostandin the Constable did not seem to hold any official position
regarding the regency of Lewon’s daughter.

Adam of Gaston was Zabel’s first regent. Samvel Grigoryan argued that there
were a few reasons that determined the Armenian king to appoint the lord of Gaston
as his daughter’s tutor, including the relationship between them: Adam was, perhaps,
the most powerful noble in Cilicia, but, most importantly, the lord of Gaston was
Lewon’s cousin®. The Armenian sources did not mention the connection between

54 Since 1210, Kostandin appears as constable in Cilicia, see Victor Langlois, Le trésor des
chartes d’Arménie, Venice, 1863, p. 116, 123, 125, 134, 136.

5 See Kirakos Gandzakets‘i, p. 154. As Levon Ter-Petrosyan noted, Kirakos could have used
Smbat Sparapet’s chronicle as a primary source, which could explain the presence of similar
information in the works of these two historians, see Levon Ter-Petrosyan, kuywlpplbpp b
4uykpp [The Crusaders and the Armenians], p. 241.

56 Claude Mutafian, L’Arménie du Levant, vol. |, p. 114.

57 Anna Sirinian, “Da Drazark a Roma: una pagina di storia ciliciana nel colofone del
manoscritto Arch. Cap. S. Pietro B 777, Dall’Italia e dall’Armenia, Studi in onore di Gabriella
Uluhogian, ed. Valentina Calzolari, Anna Sirinian, Boghos Lewon Zekiyan, Bologna, 2004,
pp. 68-95.

38 Ibidem, p. 74: «[...] ki qh jbr inrw negh / ne hike dunwiq wyud wyhurbh / Yugw wnghl
Uh pue guilijugh / mnu gqnny bpb wih / qore by dunwiq wyud wpnnp / G ke hppawl o e
uprlih / nrn wind Gwnd plwe] Gwiwsh / wqqui ke fugluqbh / puyg fwaenndd pngh. phn
dnnnynj RPunjlipniip / qéiw by pue wuygh / e whuny wnungi ne wuwgh». There is another
colophon which mentions Adam as Zabel’s regent, albeit a later one, written in 1286, see A. S.
Matevosyan, Zuybpbli dbnwgpkpf 4ppumulwpmiikp &% gup [Colophons of Armenian
Manuscripts, 13" ¢.], p. 587.

59 Smbat le connétable, p. 93; Smbat Sparapet, p. 222; Kirakos Gandzakets‘i, p. 187; Samuél
Anets‘i, pp. 239-240.

60 Samvel Grigoryan, “The lineage of Adam (Siratan), regent for Zapel, Queen of Armenia”,
Elites chrétiennes et formes du pouvoir. (XI11%-XVe siécle), ed. Marie-Anna Chevalier, Isabelle
Ortega, Paris, 2017, pp. 227-232.
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Adam and Lewon. The most plausible reason would be that their authors (Smbat
Sparapet, Kirakos Gandzakets‘i, Vardan Arewelts‘i, or Vahram Rabuni) had a close
relationship with Het‘um I and Kostandin the Constable, therefore they wanted to
depict the latter in the best possible way?®!. Many sources mentioned that Adam was
a Chalcedonian Christian®, but without explaining the importance of this aspect: the
Armenian continuator and translator of Michael the Syrian’s chronicle is the only
one who made a connection between Adam’s religious options, his ambitions to rule
in Cilicia and his assassination, which was regarded as a punishment.

Why did Adam die at the hands of the Assassins? As Davit Tinoyan
emphasized, Kostandin the Constable most likely ordered this assassination®s. The
main argument supporting this idea is a paragraph written by one of Samuel Anets‘i’s
continuators: “and after some days, Sir Adan was killed through the counsel of the
princes”%*. This means it was a collective decision, but we can suspect Kostandin
had a hand in this affair. None of the sources points to Kostandin as the culprit in
Adam’s killing. Levon Ter-Petrosyan wrote that the Armenian sources did not want
to spoil Kostandin’s image. Therefore, he was presented as well as possible®. Thus,
we cannot find any information in the primary sources that could indicate that the
constable was behind the regent’s assassination. However, we can compare Adam’s
killing with the death of Conrad of Montferrat.

On 28 April 1192, two Assassins killed Conrad of Montferrat in Tyre.
Historians have tried to find various individuals who could have been behind
Conrad’s death: Sinan, the leader of the Nizari Isma‘ili sect, Saladin, the Ayyubid
sultan, or Richard | the Lionheart, the English king®. Patrick A. William pointed to

61 lhidem, pp. 241-244; Levon Ter-Petrosyan, huywlfipiikpp b 5ugkpp [The Crusaders and the
Armenians], p. 253.

62 Kirakos Gandzakets‘i, p. 187; Samugl Anets‘i, p. 239; Mik‘ayel Asori, p. 505; Anna
Sirinian, “Da Drazark a Roma”, pp. 74-75. According to Samvel Grigoryan, the Armenian
historians avoided connecting Adam, a Chalcedonian, to Lewon, see Samvel Grigoryan, “The
lineage of Adam (Siratan)”, p. 242. It is worth mentioning also how Vardan Arewelts‘i, as the
continuator and translator of Michael the Syrian’s chronicle, emphasized that Lewon I died as
an orthodox (i.e. Armenian Apostolic) Christian: «[...] fwfiqkw h ®rhumnu purh winuudp
b npqupwn funwnng felgunuy]wrebwpy, Mik ayel Asori, p. 505.

63 Davit Tinoyan, «Unumwflnhi Fwrirpkrngnt wpnnwlunufpy (“The enthronement of
Kostandin Bardzrberdts‘i”), p. 77. See also Samvel Grigoryan, “The lineage of Adam
(Siratan)”, p. 228.

64 Samuel Anets‘i, p. 239: «Uujuw jlan wumreg iy Upr Unwéib vwuiibug nb unefiegng pplaw-

Gugh».
65 |_evon Ter-Petrosyan, buwyuwlppibpp e 4wgkpp [The Crusaders and the Armenians], p. 253.
66 Steven Runciman, A History of the Crusades, vol. Ill, The Kingdom of Acre and the Later

Crusades, New York, 1995, pp. 64-65; Nasseh Ahmad Mirza, Syrian Ismailism. The Ever
Living Line of the Imamate, AD 1100-1260, London and New York, 1997, pp. 36-37.
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another possible culprit, Henry of Champagne, arguing that to find the man behind
Conrad’s assassination, historians should look at the person who got the most out of
it. After Conrad’s death, the count of Champagne married Isabella of Jerusalem and
was acknowledged by the nobles from Tyre as the proper successor to the throne of
Jerusalem after Conrad®. If we apply the same methodology here, we may conclude
that the person who made the most out of Adam’s assassination was Kostandin the
Constable, who became Zabel’s regent®. And, later, he also managed to place his
son Het‘um on the Armenian throne, which could also mean that he played an
essential role in the fall of Philip of Antioch, Zabel’s future husband and king of
Cilicia.

The War

The first pretenders to Lewon’s throne were John of Brienne and his wife, Rita.
The king of Jerusalem had a dispute with Pelagius, papal legate and leader of the
Fifth Crusade. John wanted to govern Damietta as part of the Kingdom of Jerusalem.
Still, faced with Pelagius’s opposition, he left the crusade and travelled to Cilicia,
hoping to place his wife, Rita, on the Armenian throne. However, the barons of the
Armenian kingdom did not want to accept him. His wife and child died around the
same time; thus, John returned to Acre as his plans of ruling in Cilicia were no longer
justified®. Honorius III supported John’s plan to place his wife on the Armenian

67 Patrick A. William, “The Assassination of Conrad of Montferrat: Another Suspect?”,
Traditio, 26, 1970, pp. 387-389.

68 “Chronique du Royaume de la Petite Arménie”, pp. 645-646; Samuel Anets‘i, p. 239; Vahram
Rabuni, p. 217; Vahram d'Edesse, pp. 513-514; Mik‘ayel Asori, p. 515; Het‘um Patmich®,
p. 104; Bar Hebraeus, p. 379. It is important to note here that the word payl referred to the
French baille, meaning that this was a dignity meant to replace the king in his absence, see
Claude Mutafian, L ’Arménie du Levant, vol. |, p. 433; Hrach‘eay Acharean, Zuykpti wpidu-
mwlwh puwnwpwh [Armenian Etymological Dictionary], tom. IV, Yerevan, 1979, p. 17. For the
lack of this title among the nobles from Cilicia who appeared as witnesses in various documents
issued by Lewon I, see Victor Langlois, Le trésor des chartes d’Arménie, p. 116, 123, 125,
133, 136. This means that, most likely, there were not two regents for Zabel, as only one could
have been bailli. Even in a regency made up of Adam of Gaston and Kostandin the constable,
the former would enjoy a greater degree of authority than the latter due to his office.

69 Thomas C. Van Cleve, “The Fifth Crusade”, pp. 420-421; Oliver of Paderborn, “The capture
of Damietta”, Crusade and Christendom. Annotated Documents in Translation from Innocent
Il to the Fall of Acre, 1187-1291, ed. Jessalyn Bird, Edward Peters, James M. Powell,
Philadelphia, 2013, pp. 197-199 (Henceforth: Oliver of Paderborn); Oliver Scholasticus,
“Historia Damiatina”, ed. Dr. Hoogeweg, Bibliotek des Litterarischen Vereins in Stuttgart,
tom. CCII, Tubingen, 1894, pp. 248-250 (Henceforth: Oliver Scholasticus).
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throne™, but as soon as Rita died, the pope forbade the king of Jerusalem from
fulfilling his plans through war™. It is obvious why the Holy See hoped that John
and his wife would rule Cilicia: the king of Jerusalem was a Catholic, and he could
unite the Latin and Armenian kingdoms. However, Honorius did not want to
encourage John to wage war against the Armenians while the crusaders were still
fighting in Egypt. Therefore, he commanded the king to abandon his plan. As the
pope had acknowledged previously, John’s actions were motivated by the need to
enforce Rita’s right to inherit the Armenian throne; therefore, when the latter died,
the king could not fight against the Armenians as his actions would not be legitimate
anymore. Father Ghewond Alishan mentioned that in 1220 the Armenians also wrote
a letter to Honorius IIT about Lewon’s wish to have Zabel acknowledged as his
rightful heir.”? | could not find this letter, but in case it existed, it marked a critical
moment, because the Armenians felt the need to inform the pope about Lewon’s
wishes and, most likely, to convince the Holy See to stop John of Brienne from
waging war against the Armenians.

Who was the pretender to the Armenian throne? John of Brienne, or Rita?
Ghewond Alishan™, Maghak‘ia Ormanean™, Levon Ter-Petrosyan™, and Davit
Tinoyan™ named the king of Jerusalem the primary pretender. At the same time,
Claude Mutafian? wrote that it was Rita who tried to conquer the Armenian throne
with the help of her husband. Lewon’s daughter, not John of Brienne, could claim
Cilicia, and the latter could only be king consort. The Armenian sources are silent
on this topic. Still, from Honorius’s letter and the writings of Latin authors, we
understand that it was John who wanted to use his wife’s claim to be able to rule in
Cilicia. Curiously, Honorius III supported John of Brienne’s attempt to seize the

70 Petrus Pressutti, Regesta Honorii Papae IIl, tom. I, Rome, 1888, p. 385, doc. 2320
(Henceforth: Regesta Honorii Papae 111); Pierre-Vincent Claverie, Honorius Il et ['Orient
(1216-1227). Etude et publication de sources inédites des Archives vaticanes (ASV), Leiden,
Boston, 2013, p. 355-356.

71 Regesta Honorii Papae 111, p. 433, doc. 2610; Thomas C. Van Cleve, “The Fifth Crusade”,
pp. 103-104; Pierre-Vincent Claverie, Honorius Il et I’Orient (1216-1227), pp. 358-359. It
is necessary to mention that Honorius considered the Armenians as part of a family of
Christians from Outremer, which was under his authority: “[...] ipsos Armenos, aut quoslibet
alios Christianos, sed studeas ut tota Christianitas ultramarina in unitate consistat”. Therefore,
the pope did not want to disturb the Armenians in any way.

72 Ghewond Alishan, Upum wh (Sissouan), p. 525.

73 Ibidem.

74 Maghak‘ia Ormanean, lgquwwumnnf [History of the Armenian Nation], vol. 1, p. 1595.

7 Levon Ter-Petrosyan, buywhfiphibpp L 4uwykpp [The Crusaders and the Armenians], p. 242.

76 Davit Tinoyan, «Unumwlinhli Rwrirpbrpgnt wpnnuwlupnuip» (“The enthronement of
Kostandin Bardzrberdts‘i”), pp. 79-80.

7 Claude Mutafian, L ’Arménie du Levant, vol. |, p. 115.
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Armenian throne. Raymond-Ruben had been crowned iunior rex in Cilicia 1210,
and the pope knew that the former prince of Antioch was supposed to inherit the
Armenian throne™.

In August 1220, Honorius Il commanded John of Brienne not to attempt to
conquer the Armenian throne by force. A few months later, in December, the pope
dispatched a letter to Pelagius, asking him to investigate Raymond-Ruben’s claim to
the Armenian throne®. If the king of Jerusalem failed in acquiring the support of the
Armenian barons, the situation would be different for Lewon I’s great-nephew: he
managed to secure the aid of some of the greatest barons from Cilicia and, eventually,
would fight against Kostandin the Constable, Zabel’s regent.

Raymond-Ruben embodied Lewon I’s hopes of uniting Cilicia and Antioch.
The Armenian King invested much effort into placing his great-nephew on the throne
of the Latin principality, and, for a short time, it seemed that his plan was fulfilled:
in 1216 Raymond-Ruben became the ruler of Antioch. The young prince enjoyed the
support of some Latin nobles from the principality®! and, most importantly, of the
Holy See: both Innocent 111 and Honorius 111 addressed Raymond-Ruben as princeps
Antiochenus®?. At the same time, Bohemond IV appeared in papal documents only
as comes Tripolitanus®. In 1217, Honorius 11l informed Pelagius that Raymond-
Ruben and his family were under the protection of the Holy See%. He also instructed
the Hospitallers and the Templars to be faithful to the new prince of Antioch®, and
encouraged Lewon | to support his great-nephew as successor of the Armenian
crown®®. Besides the support of the Holy See, Raymond-Ruben had also other

78 Smbat le connétable, p. 87; Smbat Sparapet, p. 217; Wilbrandus de Oldenborg, “Pereg-
rinatio”, Peregrinatores medii aevi quatuor, ed. J.C.M. Laurent, Leipzig, 1864, pp. 174, 178.

7 Regesta Honorii Papae Ill, tom. I, p. 118, doc. 677.

80 Regesta Honorii Papae Ill, tom. I, p. 476, doc. 2876; Pierre-Vincent Claverie, Honorius Ill
et [’Orient, p. 362.

81 For the nobles who left Antioch and moved to Cilicia, see Smbat Sparapet, p. 211; Smbat le
connétable, p. 81. In a letter dispatched to Rome by the papal legate Soffredus, cardinal of
Santa Prassede, we can read that these nobles had sworn an oath of fealty to Raymond-Ruben
and did not want to break it as Antioch was occupied by Bohemond IV. See The Deeds of Pope
Innocent 111 by an Anonymous Author, ed. and trans. James M. Powell, Washington D.C., 2004,
p. 221.

82 See Regesta Honorii Papae IlI, tom. I, pp. 118, 476.

83 See Patrologia Latina, tom. 215, pp. 698-699; tom. 216, pp. 18-19, 54-56, 510, 792-793;
Regesta regni Hierosolymitani, pp. 214, 215, 225.

84 Regesta Honorii Papae IIl, tom. I, p. 118, doc. 675; Pierre-Vincent Claverie, Honorius Il et
[’Orient, p. 305.

85 Regesta Honorii Papae I1l, tom. I, p. 118, doc. 676; Pierre-Vincent Claverie, Honorius Il et
[’Orient, pp. 306-307.

86 Regesta Honorii Papae I1l, tom. I, p. 118, doc. 677; Pierre-Vincent Claverie, Honorius Il et
[’Orient, pp. 307-308.
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advantages: he had been baptized as a Catholic by the archbishop of Mainz, Conrad,
in 1198%, had been crowned as iunior rex in 1210%, and in the same year he married
Helvis of Cyprus, Aimery I’s daughter®®. We can also add a strong relationship with
the Hospitallers through the donations that Raymond-Ruben, as prince of Antioch,
made to the Order® and that he had been acknowledged both as his father’s®! and
Lewon I’s heir®.

Raymond-Ruben was ousted from Antioch by Bohemond IV in 1219 and hoped
that Lewon | would forgive him for the conflict between them in 1216. Therefore,
he travelled to Cilicia. However, the Armenian king did not want to forgive his great-
nephew. Having lost both the Principality of Antioch and the Armenian kingdom,
Raymond-Ruben had nothing left to do but travel to Damietta. There, he asked
Pelagius to help him recover Antioch and Cilicia. The legate gave him troops, and
Raymond-Ruben came to Cilicia®. He landed in Korykos and secured Vahram the
marshal’s support?. However, the lord of Korykos would not help Raymond-Ruben
for free: he demanded to marry his mother, Alice, Ruben III’s daughter and widow
of the deceased Raymond of Antioch?. Many other nobles sided with Raymond-
Ruben: Joscelin, Vahram’s brother, and Lewon of Kapan and Kersak?’; Lewon,

87 See Patrologia Latina, tom. 214, p. 1005; Acta Innocentii PP. Ill, p. 560; The Deeds of Pope
Innocent 111, pp. 211.

88 See Wilbrandus de Oldenborg, “Peregrinatio”, p. 178.

89 Smbat le connétable, pp. 86-87; Smbat Sparapet, p. 217; Kirakos Gandzakets‘i, pp. 159-
160. See also Claude Mutafian, “ La diplomatie matrimoniale de 1’ Arménie cilicienne , pp.
82-83.

90 See Victor Langlois, Le trésor des chartes d’Arménie, pp. 130-136. According to Marie-Anna
Chevalier, Lewon | made donations to the Hospitallers to reward them for their political
support, see Marie-Anna Chevalier, “L’ordre de I’hopital et la défense de I’ Arménie : Enjeux
d’une présence et moyens mis en ouvre”, La Méditerranée des Arméniens XII°-X V¢ siécle, ed.
Claude Mutafian, Paris, 2014, p. 55. Based on Marie-Anna Chevalier’s idea, we may assume
that Raymond-Ruben also made donations to the Hospitallers in exchange for their political
support.

91 Acta Innocentii PP. Ill, p. 557.

92 Smbat Sprapet, p. 216; Smbat le connétable, pp. 86-87.

93 “L’Estoire de Eracles empereur et la conquest de la terre d’Outre mer”, p. 347. See also Bar
Hebraeus, p. 371.

94 Vahram Rabuni, p. 217; Vahram d'Edesse, pp. 513-514; Mik‘ayel Asori, p. 515-516;
Karen Matevosyan, Zb[t?nu}' u[LuLanﬁz llnnﬁ[[nugﬁil A il[lLll dwl}'wilwl[wqpnlﬁ'!nlil[l [Historian
Het ‘um of Korikos and His Chronicle], Yerevan, 2011, p. 50; Het‘um Patmich‘, p. 104; Bar
Hebraeus, p. 380.

9 Het‘um Patmich®, p. 104; Bar Hebraeus, p. 380.

96 See Victor Langlois, Le trésor des chartes d’Arménie, p. 123: “[...] Vaaram marescalcus,
Jozulinus frater ejus [...]”; p. 125: “[...] lozulinus, frater marescalci [...]”.

97 Mik‘ayel Asori, p. 517
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another brother of Vahram and lord of Berdkan and Mokhrstin®®. Raymond-Ruben
and his allies moved to Tarsus, occupied the city, and gathered the support of other
nobles from there®. They also occupied Adana and moved towards Msis, but were
intercepted by Kostandin the Constable, who defeated them. Raymond-Ruben
retreated with the remnants of his army to Tarsus and asked Pelagius and the
Hospitallers to send help!®. However, the reinforcements arrived too late: Kostandin
entered the city and imprisoned Raymod-Ruben, Vahram of Korikos, and their
allies'!,

Raymond-Ruben’s war weakened Cilicia. According to a colophon written in
Tarsus in 1221, many regions and churches were destroyed because some nobles
broke their oath to Lewon regarding Zabel’s acceptance as heiress!®?. In another
colophon, from 1222, we can read that Raymond-Ruben’s enterprise encouraged the
Seljuks to profit from this situation and conquer some territories from Cilicia!®,
Some Armenian sources insisted that Kostandin the Constable had only a few troops,
while Raymond-Ruben’s army numbered around 5000 soldiers!®. However, in the
French continuation of William of Tyre, we read that Kostandin had a great army at
his disposal'®®. According to Oliver of Paderborn, after the fights against the Seljuks,
Cilicia’s army was reduced to about 20,000 troops!®. It is very difficult, if not

98 Het‘um Patmich¢, p. 104.

99 Among other nobles, Het‘um Patmich‘ named two families that supported Raymond-Ruben:
Molewonts‘k‘ and Aplhasnank®, see Het‘um Patmich¢, p. 104.

100 ] *Estoire de Eracles empereur et la conquest de la terre d’Outre mer”, p. 347.

101 Smbat Sparapet, pp. 223-224; Smbat le connétable, pp. 94-95; Vahram Rabuni, pp. 217-
218; Vahram d’Edesse, pp. 513-514; Mik¢ayel Asori, p. 517; Het‘um Patmich®, p. 104; Bar
Hebraeus, p. 380; Oliver of Paderborn, pp. 198-199; Oliver Scolasticus, p. 250. In another
chronicle, Het‘um Patmich‘ presented this episode in a brief manner, see Karen Matevosyan,
ZbﬁnLJ qumlfﬁz llnnﬁ[[nug/ﬂl [HiStO}"iCl}’l Het ‘um QfKO]"ikOS], p. 50: «Mwurnb Ywhrwd dwrw-
gwfuml Zuyng b wy) ppluwfl judkgub wywurenbglity Zwyng qftnpkh prpbal, bowwy b dwgng
Ynumwlinhl Ynunrbuwg qinuw fkra p Tupu b jopun qprpbad qfbnpkad b qhpfuwbub pfw-
nufl Swrunwy.

102A.'S. Matevosyan, Zuybpkh dknwgpkpf Sppunulwpwhibp &% qup [Colophons of Armenian
Manuscripts, 13" c.], p. 124. Although Zabel is not mentioned explicitly, it is most likely that
the “oath” mentioned in this colophon is the one the nobles had taken while Lewon was on his
deathbed, namely to accept Zabel as his successor.

103 lhidem, p. 129. The author of the colophon wrote that the Muslims from all around entered
Cilicia, while Oliver of Paderborn noted that it was the Seljuks who took advantage of the
weakness of the Armenian kingdom, see Oliver of Paderborn, p. 222; Oliver Scholasticus,
p. 279.

104 Smbat Sparapet, p. 223; Smbat le connétable, p. 94.

105 <] *Estoire de Eracles empereur et la conquest de la terre d’Outre mer”, p. 347: “Constans, qui
estoit bail, trova moult de gent qui se tindrent a lui, dont il assembla grant ost et asseja Rupin
deden Torso”.

106 Oliver of Paderborn, p. 222.
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impossible, to check these numbers. In this context, Raymond-Ruben’s army does
not seem so big. However, it would have been challenging for Kostandin to be
victorious with only a bunch of soldiers. As many Armenian historians from the 13"
century had close connections with Het‘um I and his family, naturally they wanted
to portray Kostandin the Constable as good as possible!’?, therefore they insisted that
the latter had commanded only a few troops against Raymond-Ruben to exacerbate
the greatness of his deeds and to present him as the saviour of the Armenian
kingdom.

Raymond-Ruben’s capacity for gathering as many allies as possible, including
crusaders and Hospitallers, could indicate a significant discontent among the nobility
from Cilicia towards Kostandin the Constable, and also that Honorius 111 wanted to
see a Catholic on the Armenian throne. According to the colophon written in 1221
and published by Anna Sirinian, Vahram of Korykos was Adam of Gaston’s father-
in-law!'%, Therefore, after Lewon’s death, the three greatest nobles from Cilicia
jousted for power. Adam was the first eliminated, while Vahram seized the
opportunity of Raymond-Ruben’s claim on the Armenian throne to fight his
opponent, Kostandin the Constable!®. Also, as Claude Mutafian noted, Lewon of
Kapan was one of the leaders of the Armenian troops who fought against the Seljuks
in 1216, while Vahram’s brother, Joscelin of T¢il, was sent by Lewon I to Hungary
on a diplomatic mission in 1218'°. Therefore, if John of Brienne failed to convince
the Armenian barons to support his and his wife’s claim to the Armenian throne,
Raymond-Ruben gathered supporters among some of Cilicia’s highest-ranking and
most powerful nobles.

In his book Honorius III et 1’Orient, Pierre-Vincent Claverie analysed the
interests of the Holy See regarding Cilicia and argued that Honorius I11 and Pelagius
were very concerned about Raymond-Ruben’s fate. Both the pope and his legate
invested significant efforts in supporting his campaign in Cilicia, and in the event of
a victory, Pelagius would have crowned him king of Armenia and prince of
Antioch!", It is not difficult to understand why the Holy See was so preoccupied
with the war of succession in Cilicia. The answer can be found in Honorius III’s

107 |_evon Ter-Petrosyan, hbuywlfipikpp b 4uykpp [The Crusaders and the Armenians], vol. 11, p.
253; Samvel Grigoryan, “The lineage of Adam (Siratan)”, pp. 241-242.

108 Anna Sirinian, “Da Drazark a Roma”, pp. 74-77; Claude Mutafian, L ’Arménie du Levant,
vol. I, p. 114; Samvel Grigoryan, “The lineage of Adam (Siratan)”, p. 229.

109 |n the privilege given to the Genoese by Lewon | in 1215 some areas are excluded from this
agreement, namely those belonging to Adam of Gaston, Vahram of Korykos, and the gorge of
Kaban, which was under the control of Leo of Kapan. See Victor Langlois, Le trésor des
chartes d’Arménie, pp. 126-127. This may indicate that these nobles enjoyed a certain amount
of power in convincing Lewon to exempt them from this agreement.

110 Claude Mutafian, L’Arménie du Levant, vol. |, p. 115.

111 pjerre-Vincent Claverie, Honorius Il et I’Orient, p. 98.
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correspondence with Pelagius or John of Brienne. In a letter from 16 December 1220
addressed to the papal legate, Raymond-Ruben is named “crucesignatus, princeps
Antiochie”?. To these, we can add that Lewon’s great-nephew was a Catholic,
married to a Latin princess, and we can understand that the Holy See regarded Cilicia
as a kingdom which could have played a crucial role in the reconquest of Jerusalem.
As Pierre-Vincent Claverie underlined, “le sort de la «terre rougie par le sang du
Christ» était un sujet d’inquiétude constant pour Honorius III, qui ne pouvait se
résoudre a voir la cite de Jérusalem occupée durablement par les musulmans”!?,
After the Crusaders conguered Damietta, the Ayyubid sultan of Damascus, al-
Mu‘azzam, attacked various Christian territories from Syria, conquered the city of
Caesarea, and destroyed the Templar castle of Safita!'*. In August 1220, Honorius
commanded John of Brienne to abandon his plans for Cilicia and focus on the
Crusader states, as his actions could cause more harm to the Christians!!®. Therefore,
the Holy See wanted this war to finish as fast as possible and hoped that Raymond-
Ruben would be crowned king in Cilicia.

Although Raymond-Ruben was captured and died in prison, Honorius IlI
continued caring for his mother, Alice, Ruben III’s daughter, who came to enjoy
Pelagius’s protection!!, Kostandin the Constable emerged victorious from this
confrontation: if Raymond-Ruben had won the war, the Het‘umid prince could have
lost his influence in Cilicia''”. For the moment, it seemed that everything worked
well for him. As Bar Hebreaues noted, Kostandin probably thought the nobles would
ask him to place one of his sons on the Armenian throne!'8. However, his plan was
not fulfilled.

In the Armenian continuation and translation of Michael the Syrian’s history,
we can read that after Raymond-Ruben’s death, the barons from Cilicia did not agree
on who should become king''?. As Maghak‘ia Ormanean noted, it is most likely that
Kostandin had already tried several times to convince the nobles that one of his

112 |bidem, p. 362; Regesta Honorii Papae 111, tom. I, p. 476, doc. 2876.

113 pierre-Vincent Claverie, Honorius Il et I’Orient, p. 93.

114 Thomas C. Van Cleve, The Fifth Crusade, p. 422; Oliver of Paderborn, p. 195.

115 Pierre-Vincent Claverie, Honorius Il et I’ Orient, p. 97.

116 |hidem, pp. 98-99, 376.

117 Speaking about Raymond-Ruben's planned consecration at the hand of the papal legate,
Pelagius, Pierre-Vincent Claverie noted that if it had happened, Kostandin’s authority could
have suffered a blow, see Pierre-Vincent Claverie, Honorius III et I’Orient, p. 98.

118 Bar Hebraeus, p. 380.

119 Mik¢ayel Asori, p. 517. See also A. S. Matevosyan, Zuykpkh dknwqpbpp 4fpumuljmpuwiibp
&% yup [Colophons of Armenian Manuscripts, 13" ¢.], p. 129: «[...] qh pwqwuwnr ny goye, b
p7luwbind wibpbwuqubn prebwbgl. .. ]».
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family members could ascend the throne but failed to gather enough support'?. It is
worth mentioning that the constable extended his influence over the catholicosal see.
After Yohvannes VI Ssets‘i died in 1221, Kostandin the Constable managed to
impose his candidate, Kostandin Bardzrberdts‘i, on the catholicosal see, although his
brother-in-law, Kostandin Lambronats‘i, supported another candidate, Grigor
Skewrats‘i'?!.

As the barons could not decide who would marry Zabel and implicitly become
king, the solution came in the person of Philip of Antioch, one of Bohemond IV’s
sons'?2, Lewon | spent most of his reign fighting against Bohemond 1V, only to have
his daughter married to Philip of Antioch in 1222. What were the reasons that stood
behind this decision? A colophon from 1222 could indicate that the divergences
between the barons could be solved by crowning a foreign prince'?. In the Venice
manuscript of Smbat Sparapet’s chronicle, it is written that the barons decided to
conclude this marriage because Andrew II’s son did not come to Cilicia'?*. In the
other manuscript, from Ejmiatsin, Kostandin the Constable played the most
important role in Philip’s choosing as king: he asked the barons and clerics to decide
Zabel’s future!®. In some continuations of Samuel Anets‘i’s chronicle, we can read

120 Maghak‘ia Ormanean, lgquwwunmnd [History of the Armenian Nation], vol. 2, p. 1603. See
also Davit Tinoyan, «4nunulinhti Furdrpirngnt wpnnwljunuip» (“The enthronement of
Kostandin Bardzrberdts‘i”), p. 80.

121 Smbat Sparapet, p. 224-225; Smbat le connétable, p. 95; Kirakos Gandzakets‘i, pp. 190-
191; Mik‘ayel Asori, p. 516. Vardan Arewelts‘i underlined that Kostandin I did not become
catholicos because he had blood connections with the ruling elite, a powerful family, or enjoyed
great wealth, see Robert W. Thomson, “The Historical Compilation of Vardan Arewelc‘i”,
Dumbarton Oaks Papers, 43, 1989, p. 213. Vardan’s need to provide us with explanations
regarding Kostandin’s ascension to the catholicosal see could be interpreted as the exact
opposite of what the Armenian historian wanted to do: the catholicos enjoyed a great deal of
support from Kostandin the constable, but also from other barons.

1227 S, Matevosyan, Zw'(bpbil Qbnwgphbph Appumwlupuiibp > i [COlOphonS of Armenian
Manuscripts, 13" ¢.], p. 129, 133; Smbat Sparapet, p. 225; Smbat le connétable, pp. 95-96;
“Chronique du Royaume de la Petite Arménie”, p. 647; Kirakos Gandzakets‘i, pp. 188-189;
Samuel Anets‘i, pp. 240-241; Mik‘ayel Asori, p. 517; Karen Matevosyan, Zkffncd wundfy
Unnplynugpi [Historian Het ‘um of Korikos], p. 80; Het‘um Patmich®, p. 104; Nerses Palients‘,
«ung puquuinribch b ppjuwbibeh furgp» [“The Order of Armenian Kings and Princes”],
lfwbp duwdwbwlmgpacffyndiibp XIT-XVIIIT - [Minor Chronicles, 13Mh-18M CC.], ed. V. A
Hakobyan, vol. 11, Yerevan, 1956, p. 205; “Annales de Terre-Sainte”, pp. 437-438; Chroniques
d’Amadi et de Strambaldi, ed. René de Mas Latrie, vol. I, Paris, 1891, p. 115; “L’Estoire de
Eracles empereur et la conquest de la terre d’Outre mer”, p. 348; Bar Hebraeus, p. 380.

128 A, S. Matevosyan, 2uykpkl dknmgpkpp Shpunnulmpuiibp &% gup [Colophons of Armenian
Manuscripts, 13" c.], p. 129.

124 Smbat Sparapet, p. 225; Smbat le connétable, pp. 95-96.

125 “Chronique du Royaume de la Petite Arménie”, p. 647.
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that Lewon did not have a son. Therefore, the barons married her to Philip!26, Vardan
Arewelts‘i wrote in the continuation of Michael the Syrian’s history that the barons
did not reach an agreement regarding Zabel’s husband. Therefore, they decided to
marry her to Philip'?". Het‘'um Patmich only mentioned that the barons discussed
marrying Zabel to Philip and agreed to act accordingly!?®. In L estoire de Eracles
empereur, we read that Kostandin mediated this matrimonial alliance!?,

Besides the reasons presented by the primary sources, historians have also
found other motives behind the barons’ decision to conclude a marriage between
Zabel and Philip. Ghewond Alishan argued that it was determined, willingly or not,
by the logic of the Armenian diplomacy, following in Lewon I’s footsteps: to unite
against common enemies, like the Muslims. After all, at the beginning of his reign
as prince, Lewon also married an Antiochene princess!®. Maghak‘ia Ormanean!®!
and Claude Cahen also shared this opinion. The French historian wrote that this
matrimonial alliance was concluded due to the danger posed by the Seljuks.
Kaykubad | conquered the fortress of Kalonoros and the whole province of Isauria.
Therefore, the barons from Cilicia decided to ally with the Principality of Antioch
against the Sultanate of Rum!32. Pierre-Vincent Claverie viewed the marriage
between Zabel and Philip as a means to end the conflicts between the barons from
Cilicia'®. If we combine the information from primary sources and the analyses of
modern historians, we understand that several factors stood behind Zabel’s marriage
to Philip: the lack of unity among the barons and the impossibility of finding a
suitable husband among the Armenian princes; the necessity to find an ally that
would help the Armenians to contain the danger posed by the Seljuks.

There is little information about Philip’s reign, as most sources were interested
in portraying him as badly as possible to justify Kostandin’s and Hethum’s ascension
to power't. Soon after his coronation, the Armenians repelled an attack of the

126 Samuel Anets‘i, p. 241.

127 Mik‘ayel Asori, p. 517.

128 Het‘um Patmich¢, p. 104.

129¢] *Estoire de Eracles empereur et la conquest de la terre d’Outre mer”, pp. 347-348.

130 Ghewond Alishan, Upuncwi (Sissouan), p. 527.

131 Maghak‘ia Ormanean, Uyqwuyunnnef [History of the Armenian Nation], vol. 2, p. 1603.

132Claude Cahen, La Syrie du nord a l’epoque des croisades et la principauté franque
d’Antioche, Paris, 1940, p. 632. Levon Ter-Petrosyan agrees with Claude Cahen’s explanation,
see Levon Ter-Petrosyan, buywlppibpp b 4ugkpp [The Crusaders and the Armenians], vol. 11,
p. 248. Oliver of Paderborn also emphasized that the conflicts between the barons weakened
the kingdom and encouraged the Seljuks to launch a campaign into Cilicia, see Oliver of
Paderborn, p. 222; Oliver Scholasticus, p. 279.

133 Pjerre-Vincent Claverie, Honorius Il et [’Orient, p. 99.

134See Levon Ter-Petrosyan, buywlfpphbpp L sugbpp [The Crusaders and the Armenians], vol.
II, p. 253. For example, Philip’s name was erased from a manuscript copied in 1223, as a
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Seljuks with Bohemond IV’s aid!¥5. Thus, the strategy of crowning a Latin as king
in Cilicia proved successful for the moment. Although Philip ruled for two or three
years, his only memory preserved in Armenian sources was how he attempted to
steer the kingdom towards a path of Latinisation. However, according to some
colophons written during Philip’s reign, life returned to its normal pace and peace
was restored!®s. In another colophon from 1223, he is named “the great king
Philip”¥?, which may indicate that not everyone was against the new monarch.
However, the manuscript of a gospel was written in Tarsus, in the year 1225, “during
the rule of our God-loving and pious prince of princes and Armenian constable
Kostandin, nephew of the Armenian king Lewon™!33, Therefore, in 1225, Philip was
no longer the ruler of the Armenian kingdom'*®. Some historians thought that
Kostandin remained in power, as guardian for the young couple, given that Philip
was eighteen, while Zabel was only eleven'*’. He could have continued to lead the
regency until the king became an adult, but after that point, he was indeed removed
from power. Some primary sources mentioned that he was reinstated as bailli after
Philip’s death'*!. There could be another possibility: according to the customs in
force in Cilicia, a man would become an adult only when he reached twenty years
old'*?; among the accusations brought against Philip, there was one according to

punishment for his actions against the Armenians, see Khachik Harutyunyan, Zuykpki d5-
nuwgpbpp Appunwlwpwiibpp [Colophons of Armenian Manuscripts, Yerevan, 2019, pp. 191-
192.

135 Oliver of Paderborn, p. 223; Oliver Scholasticus, pp. 279-280.

186 A, S. Matevosyan, Zuykpkh &knmgpkpp Sppumnulwpwiikp &9 qup [Colophons of Armenian
Manuscripts, 13" ¢.], p. 129: «qh pugqunr ny gnyr, b ppluwbub whfipbwqubn prebwbg, dhi,
Vuwnuud judkgut b puqune bw, b vwljue dh jpuqunugut jupu qund wdfuy.

137 [bidem, p. 139: «[...] h dudwiwlu dkdh wrfughl ®hjhuuynupy.

138 lpidem, p. 144: «h jhofrwlimpbwbiu wumnuwdwuker b purkyuwyn plawbug hopuwdpu dheng
1] uulumulu{hmllu Zm]ng llnulnulﬁr}hm] fhnnm}tn_l laulqunnr\bﬁ Zm]ng Lhnﬁb».

139 Philip’s imprisonment is dated either in 1224 or 1225, see Samuel Anets‘i, pp. 240-241;
Mik‘ayel Asori, pp. 517-518; Karen Matevosyan, 2kffncdf wunmidfy Ynnfplnugfi [Historian
Het ‘um of Korikos], p. 50; “Annales de Terre-Sainte”, pp. 437-438.

1405ee Davit Tinoyan, «4numwfinhfi Rwrdrpbrygnt wpnnwlugnuip» (“The enthronement of
Kostandin Bardzrberdts‘i”), p. 82. Maghak‘ia Ormeanean wrote that the lord of Paperon
continued to lead the regency until Philip was twenty years old, see Maghak‘ia Ormanean,
Uqguyunncd [History of the Armenian Nation], vol. 2, p. 1604.

141<) 3 chronique du royaume de la petite Armeénie”, p. 648. Curiously, only this source mentions
Kostandin’s reinstatement as bailli. A possible explanation would be that Philip did not manage
to remove Kostandin from this office, as he was captured before doing so.

142] evon Ter-Petrosyan, buwyulfipibpp b 5ugkpp [The Crusaders and the Armenians], vol. 11, p.
255, n.3.
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which the Latin king despised the Armenian barons'*. It is only a mere supposition,
but what if, despite his vows to respect the Armenians!*, Philip did not accept the
custom regarding the age when a man would become an adult and decided to rule all
by himself soon after assuming the Armenian crown? The only argument supporting
this idea would be two colophons from 1222-1223, where only Philip is
mentioned'#. For example, Kostandin the Constable appears alongside Het‘um in
some colophons!#6, and we know, as Levon Ter-Petrosyan argued'#, that the bailli
was the actual ruler in Cilicia after 1226'%. In this case, it is possible that soon after
becoming king, Philip removed Kostandin from his position as regent and tried to
rule all by himself.

From all the accusations brought against Philip, it seems that his desire to
surround himself with Latin advisers, diminish the power of the Armenian barons
(Kostandin the Constable included), and send parts of the royal treasure to Antioch
were the leading causes of his fall and death. As in Raymond-Ruben’s case,
Kostandin the Constable took matters into his own hands. With the help of his
cousin, Geoffrey of Servandikar, and Trdat, the proximos, the constable captured the
king in Tell-Hamdun and imprisoned him in the fortress of Bardzrberd'*®. Bohemond
wanted to free his son, therefore he asked the pope for permission to attack Cilicia,
and even concluded an alliance with the Seljuks of Rum, but his plan failed.

143 |_evon Ter-Petrosyan, huywlfipikpp b 4uwgkpp [The Crusaders and the Armenians], vol. 11, p.
250. According to a letter discovered only in 2007, Philip sent Lewon’s crown to Antioch.
From there, it was stored in the castle of Montfort, which was under the control of the Teutonic
Knights. It was Conrad IV who asked the Teutonic Knights to return the crown to the
Armenians, see Peter Halfter, “La couronne d’Arménie: un document récemment découvert
illustrant les relations entre I’empereur Frédéric II et le roi Hét‘oum 1*™, Les Méditerranée des
Arméniens XI11°-X V¢ siecle, ed. Claude Mutafian, Paris, 2014, pp. 101-120.

144 Claude Mutafian, L’Arménie du Levant, vol. |, p. 116.

45A S, Matevosyan, Zw'(bpbil Qbnwgphbph Appumwlupuiibp > i [COlOphonS of Armenian
Manuscripts, 13th c.], p. 133, 139.

146 |bidem, p. 198, 201, 236.

147 _evon Ter-Petrosyan, huyulppibpp b 4uybpp [The Crusaders and the Armenians], vol. I,
pp. 255-256.

148 See, for example, how Kirakos Gandzakets‘i portrayed Kostandin the Constable as the source
of all goodness in Cilicia, see Kirakos Gandzakets‘i, p. 190.

149For a list of these accusations, see Levon Ter-Petrosyan, huyuhppibpp b Sugbpp [The
Crusaders and the Armenians], vol. II, p. 250. For Philip’s capture, imprisonment, and death,
see Het‘um Patmich¢, pp. 104-105; Mik‘ayel Asori, pp. 517-518. Foreign historians also
mentioned Philip’s actions against the Armenian barons, see Bar Hebraeus, pp. 380-381. Ibn
al-Athir noted that the Armenians feared the Franks would take over Cilicia, Ibn al-Athir, The
Chronicle of Ibn al-Athir for the Crusading Period from al-Kamil fi’l-Ta rikh, trans. D.S.
Richards, part 3, London and New York, 2016, pp. 279-280 (Henceforth: Ibn al-Athir).
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Honorius 11l commanded the prince of Antioch not to attack the Armenians!®’. As
Pierre-Vincent Claverie emphasized, the pope did not want to get involved in the
conflict between Bohemond IV and the Armenians, as he considered the prince of
Antioch to be illegitimate and an enemy of the church'®!. Therefore, without the
support of the Holy See and facing also an alliance between Armenians and the
Ayyubids of Aleppo's?, Bohemond had to accept his son’s death and refrain from
attacking Cilicia.

After all these fights for the Armenian crown, Kostandin the Constable finally
emerged victorious. However, as Levon Ter-Petrosyan pointed out, he still had to
convince the barons of Cilicia to accept his son as king. Kostandin wanted to place
Het‘um on the throne, not Smbat, because the former was still only ten years old, so
his father could still concentrate his power in his hands. The barons understood that
Kostandin would be the actual ruler of Cilicia; therefore, at least initially, they
opposed him, but after the constable spent a great deal of energy convincing them to
accept his proposition, they finally gave in. Het‘um was married to Zabel and
crowned king's®. The marriage was problematic, as the young heiress was forced to
marry the Het‘umid prince. Although Zabel resisted Kostandin and attempted twice
to flee from Sis'>*, she eventually accepted her fate'>.

Conclusions

As “father of the king” (awquunpuhuyp), Kostandin continued to rule the
kingdom in the name of his son and his daughter-in-law. The first step of Kostandin’s
plan to bring the Het‘umids on the Armenian throne was to eliminate Adam of
Gaston. Then, he managed to defeat Raymond-Ruben and his allies, placed
Kostandin Bardzrberdts‘i on the catholicosal see and, in the end, proved to the
Armenian barons that a foreign prince was not suitable for them!%5, Kostandin put
his sons in the highest royal offices to ensure that no one would be able to contest

150 Mik¢ayel Asori, p. 518; lbn al-Athir, pp. 279-280.

151 pjerre-Vincent Claverie, Honorius Il et I’Orient, pp. 99-100.

152 |bn al-Athir, p. 280.

153 evon Ter-Petrosyan, buwywhppubpp L 4uybpp [The Crusaders and the Armenians], vol. I,
pp. 254-255.

154¢) 3 chronique du royaume de la petite Arménie”, p. 648; Smbat Sparapet, p. 226; A. S.
Matevosyan, Zuykpbli dbnwgpkpl 4ppumulwpmiikp &% qup [Colophons of Armenian
Manuscripts, 13th c.], p. 166; Bar Hebraeus, pp. 381, 389-390.

155 According to Bar Hebraeus, it took Zabel 10 years to accept her fate, see Bar Hebraeus, p.
390.

156 Davit Tinoyan argued that the bailli and the catholicos left Philip to do all these lousy things
that led to his deposition, because they wanted to convince the barons that it was dangerous to
place a foreigner on the Armenian throne, Davit Tinoyan, p. 82.
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his authority!s?. And also, as some of the sources emphasize, he pressured the barons
to obey him!8, Somehow, Kostandin acted as Lewon had done: both of them
controlled the church, subdued the nobles, and eliminated any possible competitor!®,
However, there is one fundamental difference between them: Lewon sought foreign
support to become king. Of course, he did so because he had to receive a crown.
Nevertheless, if we analyse Lewon’s correspondence with Innocent III during the
war of the Antiochene Succession'®, we would see how he insisted on accepting the
primacy of the Holy See to get Innocent I1I’s support against Bohemond I'V. On the
other hand, Kostandin did not seek the Holy See’s or anyone else’s support. It is also
worth mentioning that Honorius III did not congratulate Het‘'um on being crowned
king, as the pope’s plan to see a Catholic king in Cilicia was not fulfilled. Therefore,
the war of the Armenian succession and the involvement of the Holy See in
Armenian affairs could be considered the beginning of a period when relations
between Rome and Cilicia started to grow cold. In the Ejmiatsin manuscript of Smbat
Sparapet’s chronicle, we can read that after Het'um I’s coronation, the Armenians
cultivated good relations with Rome, the German Empire, and the Seljuk Sultanate
of Rum!®!. This could only mean that the connections with the Holy See were broken
at some point in the past. And indeed, in 1224, Honorius 111 asked the bishops who
were suffragans of the Latin patriarch of Jerusalem to contribute to the return of the
bishops of Tarsus and Mamistra to their sees'®>. Almost two years later, the pope
asked Kostandin the Constable to reinstate the archbishop of Tarsus in his see!®,
Some historians have considered that the lack of a strong relationship with Rome

157 Kirakos Gandzakets‘i, p. 190.

158 \Vahram Rabuni, p. 217: «Quyli nr dwnwiiq ke lfﬁwghwl/ Juylbp whmb l{hr\mbm]ﬁhml/ Nrny
hohuwbfpl Aiwquiligtuy / Gepdwdp wurend pqiiw bpkwpy; Vahram d'Edesse, pp. 513-514;
Kirakos Gandzakets‘i, p. 190: «Pulj & ppjuwlil YUnumwlinhl pprh win qhpluwbnpmid pu-
quurmplwid nrpung penud 2kpdng, qudbkbw)i inqu wefuympbub jwidld wnbw) pdwe-
wwpwr jurquunrkr. qitul fiwquigbe uhrny, b qny fdwquiiqui punéuge b dhgny qgodwi
huwfumwlub wnbbpng b quju dwfinuodpy.

159 As we discussed earlier, Lewon made sure that no one would contest his power and made sure
that everything would go according to his plans: Het‘um Heghi was forced to become a monk;
the T‘ornikian brothers, Shahnshah and Het‘um were killed because the latter’s wife, Alice,
Ruben III’s daughter, was supposed to marry Raymond of Antioch.

160 See note 3.

161«| a chronique du royaume de la petite Arménie”, p. 648. Kirakos noted that Kostandin of
Paperon cultivated and maintained good relations with the Seljuks and the neighbouring rulers,
see Kirakos Gandzakets‘i, p. 190.

162 pjerre-Vincent Claverie, Honorius Il et [’Orient, pp. 401-402; Regesta Honorii Papae IlI,
tom. 11, p. 290, doc. 5222.

163 pjerre-Vincent Claverie, Honorius Il et I’Orient, pp. 462-463; Regesta Honorii Papae IlI,
tom. I, p. 440, doc. 6027.
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was caused by a century-old anti-Latin tradition of the Het‘umids'®*. However, it is
unlikely that Kostandin regarded politics from a confessional point of view. Lewon
maintained good relations with the West, especially with Rome, because he had two
objectives: to become king and to place his great-nephew on the throne of Antioch.
Kostandin had different goals: to crown his son as king and to keep his family in
power. We can also add to these the Seljuk threat. Therefore, Rome was no longer
necessary for the constable. Instead, the connections with the pope could have
weakened his grip on power. Het‘um I was crowned king by the catholicos, not by a
Latin bishop!%, and the Armenian medieval historians emphasized that in Cilicia,
confessionalization played an important role!%, albeit only on a rhetorical basis, as
individuals belonging to various confessions continued to live unhindered and in
harmony!7. His actions against the archbishop of Tarsus and Mamistra were not

164 Claude Mutafian, L’Arménie du Levant, vol. 1, p. 120. For Steven Runciman, Kostandin’s
actions represented an evolution from his ancestors’ pro-Byzantine diplomacy to his
nationalistic programme against the Latinization of Cilicia, see Steven Runciman, A History
of the Crusades, vol. 111, p. 171.

165 There were two ceremonies during Lewon’s coronation in 1198: one according to the Latin rite
and performed by Conrad, archbishop of Mainz, and another one led by the catholicos Grigor
V1 Apirat, which followed the Armenian traditions, see Maghak‘ia Ormanean, Uygwwyunnncf
[History of the Armenian Nation], vol. |, pp. 1546-1547; Sirarpie Der Nersessian, “The
Kingdom of Cilician Armenia”, A History of the Crusades, ed. Kenneth M. Setton, vol. Il, The
Later Crusades, ed. Robert Lee Wolff, Harry W. Hazard, Madison, Milwaukee, London, 1969,
p. 648; Claude Mutafian, L ’Arménie du Levant, vol. |, p. 98. Conrad’s role in Lewon’s
coronation is noted in a letter dispatched by Grigor VI to Rome in 1199: “[...] sapiens et
sublimis archiepiscopus Maguntinus, qui nobis attulit ex parte Dei, et ex parte sublimitatis
Ecclesiae Romanae, et ex parte magni imperatoris Romanorum, sublimem coronam et
coronavit regem nostrum Leonem, et nobis reddidit coronam, quam nos perdidimus a longo
tempore”, Acta Innocentii PP. 111, p. 554. Some Armenian sources mention that the Catholicos
crowned Lewon, see A. S. Matevosyan, Zwapbil Qbnwgphpp Sppwnwlwpuwibbp b-FP .
[Colophons of Armenian Manuscripts, 51"-12% cc.], Yerevan, 1988, p. 293; Samuel Anets‘i,
p. 233.

166 Andrew II’s son had to be baptised according to the Armenian rite to be able to marry Zabel,
see Mik‘ayel Asori, p. 505. A part of the agreement between the Armenian nobles and
Bohemond IV stipulated that his son, Philip, would adopt the Armenian faith to marry Zabel,
see “La chronique du royaume de la petite Arménie”, p. 647. During his coronation, Lewon |
had to swear an oath to protect the Armenian Church and its clerics, see Ghewond Alishan,
Upunuowi (Sissouan), p. 548, n. 473; Abraham Terian, “Church-State Relations at the Dawn
of Kingship in Cilician Armenia”, Journal of the Society for Armenian Studies, 13, 2003-2004,
pp. 10-11. See also Peter Cowe, “The Inauguration of the Cilician Coronation Rite and Royal
Ideology”, Armenian Review, vol. XLV, 4/1992, p. 54.

167 As Samvel Grigoryan argued, some branches of the Het‘umid family belonged to the Greek
Church, while others to the Armenian Apostolic Church. However, the members of these
families had close relationships with each other despite their confessional options, see Samvel
Grigoryan, “The lineage of Adam (Siratan)”, p. 238.
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motivated by their confession but by their support for Philip of Antioch. Thus, their
expulsion was dictated solely by political reasons. Cilicia was faced with a powerful
enemy against whom Rome could not provide the Armenians with any help: the
Seljuks. In this context, Kostandin realized that the foreign policy had to be changed
to contain the Seljuk threat. As the Holy See and the West generally could not help
the Armenians fighting against the Sultanate of Rum, Kostandin sought a new ally:
the Empire of Nicaea!%.

Officially, the war of the Armenian succession ended in 1222, when Philip
married Zabel and became king. However, some of the Armenian medieval
historians would disagree. Peace was re-established only when Kostandin ousted
Philip from Cilicia and placed his son on the Armenian throne'®. Therefore, a foreign
ruler could not take care of Cilicia and its inhabitants. Unlike the situation from 1198,
when the bishops from Cilicia had to accept the union with Rome!”, Kirakos
Gandzakets‘i, Smbat Sparapet, Vardan Arewelts‘i, or Vahram Rabuni were no
longer open to another compromise. As Davit Tinoyan emphasized, Philip’s reign
was used by Kostandin the Constable and the catholicos Kostandin | to convince the
barons that a foreign ruler was not an option for Cilicia. Although what Kostandin
the Constable did was, actually, an usurpation!” and he made sure that he would be
able to control the kingdom even after Het‘um would become king!™, Kirakos
viewed the appointment of Het‘um’s brothers in the most highest offices of Cilicia
not as a means to consolidate the Het‘umids’ grip on power, but as part of the process
which brought peace back to Cilicia'?.

168 For the negotiations between the Armenian kingdom and the Empire of Nicaea, see Hrach®
Bartikyan, «wj-pmquinuljui Gjinkguljut Awrupkrnpmbbbepy  [“Armenian-
Byzantine Ecclesiastical Relations”], Gandzasar, VI, 2002, pp. 53-55; Azat Bozoyan, “The
Evidence of the Byzantine Sources”, Cilician Armenia in the Perceptions of Adjacent Political
Entities, ed. Azat Bozoyan, Yerevan, 2019, pp. 59-62. For the negotiations that took place
between 1247-1248, see Kirakos Gandzakets‘i, p. 365.

169 Kirakos Gandzakets‘i, p. 190; Smbat Sparapet, p. 225; Smbat le connétable, p. 96.

1707 ewon I had to convince the Armenian bishops from Cilicia to accept Celestine III’s demands
in exchange for the royal crown, see Kirakos Gandzakets‘i, pp. 156-157.

171 Samvel Grigoryan, “The lineage of Adam (Siratan)”, p. 226.

172 evon Ter-Petrosyan, huwywhppubpp L 4uybpp [The Crusaders and the Armenians], vol. I,
pp. 254-255.

173 See Kirakos Gandzaketsi, p. 190.
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JABUJI-TUHYC HEATY

BOWMHA 3A IIPABO HACJIEJOBAHUSI B KWJINKUMCKON
APMEHMH (1219-1222/12267)

Kawuesblie cioBa:  Kumukus, Koncrantun Kownerabms, ['onopuit 111, BoiiHa 3a
HacnenoBanue, JKan ne bpuenn, Paiimonn-PyGen, Xerym I,
3abe.

CraThs NOCBSIIEHA Pa3HBIM aclieKTaM BOWHBI 3a IPaBo HacienoBaHus B Kuu-
KHICKOH ApMEHNU: TIOJUTUYECKON CUTyaluu nocie cmeptu JleBona I, mperenaen-
TaM Ha apMSHCKHN TpoH M y4actuto Puma B stoii BoitHe. C 1219 no 1226 ron B
Kunukun npou3o1no MHOTO U3MEHEHHH, CaMbIM Ba)KHBIM M3 KOTOPBIX OBLT 3aXBat
Biactu Xerymuaamu. JlaHHOe uccienoBaHue Kacaercs nporpammel KoncTantuna
KonneTa0:1s1 mocaguTh 0THOTO U3 CBOMX CHIHOBEN Ha apMAHCKUN npecTod. [IepBbim
maroM KoHcranTuHa ObuT0 yOUicTBO cupa AnaMa. 3atem oH nodenun Paiimonna-
PyGena u cBepr ¢ npecrona maps Ouunna. Hakoner B 1226 roay Borapuics CbiH
Koncrantuna Xerym. IIporpamMma mpuxona x Biactu KoHcTanTuHa Oblia naeH-
TUYHA Iporpamme JIeBOHa — NOJUMHATH KWIMKHHCKUX KHA3EH M PaclpOCTPAHHUTH
CBOE BJIMSHUE HA MIPECTOJ KaTtonukoca. B otnuune ot JleBoHa, KOTOPBIH 00JIBIIYIO
4acTh CBOETO LIAPCTBOBAaHUS BOEBal C BO3MYHIOM M yKpemsul cBs3u ¢ Pumowm,
KoucTantun ctpeMusicst K COTpYIHUYECTBY C MECTHbIMH HrpokaMu. ['onopwuit 111
noanepxan He Koncrantuna, a Paiimona-PyOena u y Kunvkuu nosiBUiICs HOBBIH
Bpar, TypPKH-CENbIXKYKH, B 00pb0e MPOTHUB KOTOPBIX PUMCKHE MaIbl HUKAK HE MOTJIH
nomoub. Boniapenne Xeryma I B 1226 rony 03HaMeHOBaNIO NOBOPOT B KUIUKUNUCKOU
BHEIIHEW MOJUTHKE: Iaph M €ro OTEll MCKAaJd HOBBIX COIO3HMKOB, TaKHX, Kak
Huxkeiickoe napctso, npotuB Pymckoro cyjaraHara.





