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DOCUMENTSOF MARY OF CAYEUX
CONCERNING GRANTSTO THE ABBEY OF DOMMARTIN
AND AN AGREEMENT WITH THE KING OF ENGLAND

Abstract: Following up on recent research about Mary of Qaysister of
Queen Helen of Serbia, the paper examines the dausnssued by Mary and her
son Anselm during their stay in Picardy, the familgegion of origin, in the
second half of the 1270s. It is established thatairithe five documents previous-
ly ascribed to them is not theirs, but also thateéhare four other previously un-
known or unused documents issued by them or on lieéalf, bringing the total
to eight. Seven of these date from 1276-1277 aatwiéh grants made by the
family to the Abbey of Dommartin (Saint Josse auspBm, the County of Pon-
thieu, while one from September 1279 concerns egeagent with King Edward |
and Queen Eleanor of England, who had inheriteddhety earlier that year. The
paper offers the first full text edition of all digdocuments and discusses the in-
formation provided by them about Mary and her fgmil

Keywords: medieval documents, Picardy, Ponthieu, Mary ofeDay An-
selm of Cayeux, Abbey of Dommartin (Saint JosseBais), King Edward |,
Queen Eleanor.

The treatment in historiography of the™.8entury noblewoman
Mary of Cayeux presents an example of gradual foamstion from a
useful collateral source of information about rened contemporaries
with whom she was associated into a personagevilegeaf attention and
appreciation in her own right. At the beginninghé 19" century she was
unknown to the point that, despite the obvioused#hce in names, she
was amalgamated with her most renowned close velatiher sister He-
len, who from around 1250 to her death in 1314 &émighly prominent
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role as queen-consort and queen-mother of Sefeiam the 1860s and
70s, when research in the archives of the Angewigdom in southern
ltaly clearly separated the two and establisheththg siblings,informa-
tion about Mary became one of the focal pointsfiores to elucidate the
mysterious origins of Queen Helen. This also drawyeattention to her
marriage with the nobleman Anselm of Cayéuwhich ultimately, in
1983, provided the key to the mystery of Mary’s &teden’s origins with
the “discovery” of Mary’s marital documentation ealing the identities
of her parent§.Although this answer was only hesitatingly accéptéth
regard to HeleR, it created the preconditions for finally estabiigh
Mary's place in historiography outside of the shaduf her sister. As a
result, in recent years articles have appearedeasithg her role in rela-
tions between the Italian Angevins and Hun§anyd in the policy of the
Latin Empire of Constantinople towards other Balkgwers, namely
Hungary and Serbiaas well as one article propagating an alternatore
lution regarding Helen's and her origins, but prityasignificant for
drawing attention to Mary’s activities concerningy thate husband’s assets
in Francé Finally, in the past year, Serbian historiograplag produced

1 D. FARLATI — G. @LETTI, lllyricum sacrumVI, Venetiis 1800, 429, 440—
441; VI, Venetiis 1817, 59, 252.

2 B. MAKY]_UEB, Uranesiackle APXHUBLI 1 xpaHamlec;{ Bb HUXD MaTeplam,I JIA
cnaBsinckoit ucroplu Il. Heammons u Ilanepmo, Ipunoscenle ko X1Xmy momy 3anu-
coxv HUmnepamopckoil akademlu Hayks 3, CankrnerepOyprs 1871, 31 [V. MKU-
SEv, ltal'janskie archivy i hranjaesja v nich materialy dlja slavjanskoj istorii Il.
Neapol i PalermoPriloZenie k XIXmu tomu Zapisok Imperatorskoj akaileauk
3, Sanktpeterburg 1871]

34, MUJATOBUR, Ko je kpampuma Jenena?, Jlemonuc Mamuye cpnexe 217/1
(1903) 1-30¢tp. 15-18. {C. MATOVIC, Ko je kraljica Jelena?,etopis Matice srp-
ske217/1 (1903) 1-30]

* G. L. McDANIEL, On Hungarian-Serbian Relations in the ThirteeDén-
tury: John Angelos and Queen Jelddagarn Jahrbuchl2 (1982—-1983) 43-50.

® For references to works illustrating the attitaferecent Serbian historio-
graphy sedd. TTorunh, Mapuja, cectpa cprcke Kpasbuiie Jeraene, Mcmopujcku ua-
conuc 70 (2021) 31-68;tp. 32—33 [N. PRCIC, Marija, sestra srpske kraljice Jelene,
Istorijski casopis70 (2021) 31-68].

® D. BACSATYAI, A 13. szazadi francia-magyar kapcsolatok néh&rydse,
Szazadol51/2 (2017) 237-278, pp. 246—264.

" F. VAN TRICHT, Latin Emperors and Serbian Queens: Anna and ldelen
Genealogical and Geopolitical Explorations in thestPl204 Byzantine World,
Frankokratial (2020) 56—-107, pp. 56—64, 92-100.

8 N. PETROVICH, La reine de Serbie Héléne d’Anjou et la maisorCtaour-
ces,Crusadesl4 (2015) 167-181, pp. 170-178.
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two mutually independent specialized studies abeutaiming to present
a comprehensive picture of her Iffe.

In spite of these rather intensive research efftines wide range of
Mary’s familial and other ties to historically imgiant contemporaries
and locations, coupled with her high personal nitybimake it probable
that there are still not only unexplored possiigfitof reconstructing and
interpreting her activities, but in fact undiscee@ror unused primary
sources that contain information about them. Thigcla will present
several such sources and complement the textsvefaeothers, which
have so far been published only in excerpts. Howenerder to proper-
ly contextualize them within the history of Mary Gfayeux, it seems
worthwhile to first provide an overview of that tasy as established by
recent research, especially since the latest sesiilthat research have
been published only in Serbian.

The earliest sources mentioning Mary are three Ipeftars con-
cerning the conclusion of her marriage to Anseln€Cafeux — the first,
from July 1253, grants the couple dispensation srynregardless of
fourth degree of kinship; the second, from Jand&¥4, grants permis-
sion to consummate the marriage regardless of kinghip; the third,
from January 1255, permits them to stay marrieldoalgh it has turned
out that there is in fact a closer kinship betwésm, in the third and
fourth degreé’ These documents reveal that Mary’'s and, by infegen
Helen’s parents were John Angelos, son from theiage of the Byzan-
tine emperor Isaac Il Angelos (died 1204) with aglder of King Béla
Il of Hungary (d. 1196), and Matilda, niece of thatin emperors Robert
(d. 1228) and Baldwin of Courtenay (d. 1273) arehggreat-grand-daugh-
ter of King Louis VI of France (d. 113%).Mary was almost certainly

° The other study — besidés [Topunr, Mapuja, quoted above — i&. Y3E-
JIALL, Mapuja ne Kajo, cectpa kpassuue Jemene, Msmely Ilooynaswa u Cpeoo-
semma. Temamcxu 360puux noceehien npogh. op Cunuwiu Muwukhy nosodom rwe2osoe
60. pohenoana (yp. K. MUTPOBUR — A. V3EJAL), [loxapesau — Hum 2021, 187—
206 [A. UzeLAc, Marija de Kajo, sestra kraljice Jelememeiu Podunavlja i Sredo-
zemlja. Tematski zbornik pogea prof. dr SiniSi Migu povodom njegovog 60. ro-
dendana(ur. K. MITRoVIC — A. UZELAC, Pozarevac — NiS 2021, 187-206].

10| es registres d’Innocent |Wwol. Il (ed. E. BERGER), Paris 1897, 289, no.
6862, and 351, no. 717Bes Registres d’Alexandre IVol. | (ed. C. BUREL DELA
RONCIERE), Paris 1895, 13, no. 48. The couple’s consanftyuisi explored byA.
V3EJIALL, Mapuja ne Kajo, 197-198, 202 (genealogical table).

M The lineages were essentially established by G1&DANIEL, On Hunga-
rian-Serbian Relations, 44-45, and further devaldpeF. VAN TRICHT, Latin Em-
perors and Serbian Queens, 60-63.
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born in the Kingdom of Hungary, where her fathedHharge possessions
and important offices on the country’s southerndieor facing the King-
dom of Serbid? After John died, likely around 1243 or soon thé&eza®
the family still had its seat in Hungary, sincehe papal letter from 1253
Mary’s mother Matilda bears the Hungarian titlenastress of PoZega,
but their possessions were probably significantyguced? As for
Mary’s time of birth, the gradual progression frenarriage to its con-
summation, as well as the fact that she was repiesen the proceed-
ings by her mother and her uncle Baldwin II, sugdfest the marriage to
Anselm was her first and that she was therefora boound 1240. This
would also mean that she was certainly younger transister Helen,
who around 1255 already had two sons with a sicgmfily more distin-
guished spouse, King Stefan Uro$ of Setbia.

Mary’s subsequent movements can only be inferrexh finforma-
tion about her husband. Anselm of Cayeux was ansofoone of the
foremost noble families of the Latin Empire, thalne established by
crusaders from Western Europe, primarily Frandey afiey captured the
Byzantine capital of Constantinople in 1204. An Alns (I) de Cayeux
was a notable participant of that expedition, araty¥4 husband was his
direct descendant, probably his grandson, sincerdsst them there is
mention of an Anselm (lI) of Cayeux who seems todiféerent from
both® Anselm (lIl) is mentioned in Constantinople in 026 and he

2.0n the presence of John Angelos and his mothegadet in this area see
B. XAPJI1, Jenan npuiior nuTamy BU3aHTHjcKOT Hacieha Ha Tiry OBoctpanor Cpema
(Sirmie Citerioris),36opnux padosa Buzanmonowkoe uncmumyma 54 (2017) 117-
142. P. HARDI, Jedan prilog pitanju vizantijskog nad&dena tlu Ovostranog Srema
(Sirmie Citerioris),Zbornik radova VizantoloSkog institud (2017) 117-142].

13 After numerous mentions in Hungarian royal docutsiehe suddenly dis-
appears from them after November 1242 — for ref@eno sources s&e XAPJIH,
Jeman puitor, 125, note 39.

14 A new lord of the area held by John Angelos appé&arsources only in
1254, but he was likely installed there some tineéote that —b. XApP/H, Jenan
npunor, 128-130. Matilda is mentioned as mistress of Bazadready in 1250 H.
[Torurn, Mapuja, 43.

> H. Ilopunn, Mapuja, 40—-41.

16 For these conclusions see FAN/TRICHT, Latin Emperors and Serbian
Queens, 58-5A. Y3EJAL, Mapuja ae Kajo, 193-197, supports some earlier views
that Mary’s husband was a son of Anselm (I).

'D. J. GeaNAKOPLOS, Emperor Michael Palaeologus and the West, Cam-
bridge (Mass.) 1959, 75-77; FAN TRICHT, Horoscope of Baldwin Il. Political and
Sociocultural Dynamics in Latin-Byzantine Constaafile Leiden 2019, 58-60,
esp. note 18.
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might just as well have been there in 1261, whenBiizantines recov-
ered the city in a surprise attack, forcing Empéaldwin 1l to flee to
the West. Whether and to what extent Anselm accaragahis suzerain
in exile is not known, but some contact must hausted because he ap-
pears beside Baldwin Il with the title of imper@iamberlain in 1270,
when the Emperor was staying in the Kingdom oflgii That kingdom,
which encompassed both Sicily and the southerngdartainland Italy,
had recently been taken over by the French prirt@|€s of Anjou, who
was also planning a campaign of conquest againsaiyim, ostensibly
to help Baldwin recover his empire. At the sameeti@harles arranged a
marital alliance with King Stephen V of Hungarydamas preparing to
send the marshal of his kingdom, Dreux (Drogo) ef@mont, to the
Hungarian ruler to see the matter throdgh.

It is at this juncture that available sources agaieak directly about
members of Anselm’s immediate family, when in Ja8&0 he concluded
an agreement with Dreux of Beaumont by which thesiva was to mar-
ry his daughter EV& Interestingly, the agreement stipulated that Dreux
will marry Eva within a month after his arrival #ite Hungarian court,
implying that the bride-to-be was living in Hungaiyhe most plausible
explanation for this arrangement is, of course, WéaHungarian back-
ground, and although details are unknown, it ig@gtpossible that Mary
also stayed there with her daughter, at least mgaty. In fact, it seems
that Anselm and Mary had put in place a wider sehaimsing Mary’s le-
verage in Hungary to acquire offices in that copms compensation for
the wealth and revenue lost in the Latin Empir. strong indication in
that direction is provided by the appearance in218¥ an individual
named Anselm in important positions in and nearsthé&hern regions of
Hungary which were once held by Mary’s father. Heare before the end
of that year Stephen V died and Hungary was endatonl internal con-
flict which effectively ended any designs that ntilave been made by
the Cayeux spouses, since the positions held bglAnare almost imme-
diately found to be occupied by another hofder.

18 Registri della cancelleria angioingeRCA) |11 (ed. R. FLANGIERI), Napoli
1951, 80; IV, 96, 156-157; V, 29.

193, DunBABIN, The French in the Kingdom of Sigilgambridge 2011, 147—
148, 189-190; D. BcsATYAI, A 13. szazadi francia-magyar kapcsolatok, 258—-259

2 RCA IV, 156-157; D. BCSATYAI, A 13. szazadi francia-magyar kapcsola-
tok, 258—260H. I1orurih, Mapuja, 45—46.

2L On Anselm’s and Mary’s apparent Hungarian progeet D. BCSATYAI, A
13. szazadi francia-magyar kapcsolatok, 260—261.

22 H. Tlopunh, Mapuja, 46—48.
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An attempt by Anselm and Mary to build a strongserece in
Hungary would be all the more understandable whewed in conjunc-
tion with the stipulations of the marriage agreemeoncluded with
Dreaux of Beaumont in 1270. Anselm had thereby echa dowry of
3000 pounds, for which he pledged to the marshalodlateral the in-
comes from all of his possessions in France, asaseb00 marks of sil-
ver from possessions in the Latin Empire “once that is recovered
from the hands of schismatics and enemf<Coming on the heels of
this arrangement, the apparent setback in Hungaghtnhave severely
jeopardized the family’s capability to maintain #tandard of living they
were used to. Perhaps as a consequence of tH&7$hAnselm is found
in direct service of Charles of Anjou, who appothteim “captain and
vicar general” of the Kingdom of Albania, an Angevbridgehead
against the Byzantines on the southeastern Adshtice. It is also at this
time that Mary is finally mentioned again in knowaurces — she was
living in southern Italy and in December 1273 Ki@garles granted her a
sum of money* However, these promising developments were sobn cu
short, as by the end of March 1274 word had reathed\ngevin court
that their captain in Albania, Anselm of Cayeuxsviead>

Anselm’s death proved to be more than an emotioloaV, as King
Charles immediately launched an audit of funds tteat been given to
the late captain “for the conduct of royal affajre&hdoubtedly with the
intention of taking back whatever had remained ansf} For Mary and
her family this period was probably difficult — thédad been expelled
from the Latin Empire and, apparently, thwartedHumgary, their lands
in France were essentially pawned, and they haersdf the loss of the
head of their household, which probably resulted meduction of what-
ever support they had received in Southern ItalynfiCharles of Anjou.
On top of all this, sometime between April and $egter 1275, the mar-
riage between Eve and the marshal of Beaumont vgaslded, perhaps
because the changed status of the Cayeux familyraale it unappealing
to the marshal’ Nevertheless, for Mary this was probably a blegsn
disguise, because it meant that Anselm’s Frenclsgassons reverted

2 See note 20 above.

24 Source information on Anselm’s service to Chatl@s Albania has been
published in RCA X, 78, 81, 98, 101, 116, 264.

% RCA XI, 206-207.

2 H. TTopunh, Mapuja, 48—49.

27 Dreaux of Beaumont remarried almost immediately diad soon after-
wards —H. IToPunh, Mapuja, 49-50.
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back to the family. In fact, Mary’s presence is rsaecorded in the
French region of Picardy where, just south of tben®e River estuary,
within the boundaries of the medieval county of tR@u, still stands the
town of Cayeux-sur-Mer. By June 1277, she and ey also named An-
selm (IV) of Cayeux, appear as issuers of a tdtidr documents grant-
ing lands and incomes to a leading regional cuitere the abbey of Saint
Josse au Bois, also known as Dommaéftin.

These grants demonstrate not only that the famaly im control of
its French assets, but also that those assetsswiigent to provide for a
life befitting their noble rank, including frequemtanifestations of pious
generosity. However, in June 1280, Mary is agaimtineed in southern
Italy, travelling with “her son”, who on that ocdéas remains unnamed,
“to see the Queen of Serbia, her sister”. Althotighwording suggests a
family visit, the fact that Mary’s travel party ilncled her householda-
milia) and “20 horses of her own”, three of which weppaently war
horses, may indicate plans for a long-term relocatilThat proposition
finds support in subsequent events. First, in J2&1, a new record in
the registers of the Angevin kingdom has her “mng” to Serbia in the
company of the Serbian king’s ambassador, with s8henen and 25
horses After that, all mentions of her come from the retsoof the east-
ern Adriatic port of Dubrovnik, in which she appear 1283 and 1285 as
mistress of the Serbian coastal town of Ulcinj andfidante of her sis-
ter, who at that time ruled as queen-mother oveapgranage encompass-
ing the coastal regions of the Serbian kingd®m.

The sudden discontinuation of the relatively fragumentions of
Mary of Cayeux in Dubrovnik records after 1285 d@nattributed to a
decade-long lacuna in the city’s preserved registédthen the register
series recommences after 1295, her name is notf@ait may be pre-
sumed that she died in the meantime. A reliabler ladition identifies
as her burial place the Franciscan church in Ui¢idjlso mentioned as

% A discussion of these documents with referencesitrently available edi-
tions is offered in N. BTROVICH, La reine de Serbie, 174-175.

% The records from 1280 and 1281, first publishedVtakusev (see note 2
above), have been published again with supplemiata other editions in N.
PORCIC, Serbia in the Registers of the Angevin Chanc2®6b—1295). An Attempt
at Reconstructionlnitial. A Review of Medieval Studie®s (2020) 119-163, pp.
147-150.

%0 Mary’s arrival and stay in Serbia are treatedtbyTopuirh, Mapuja, 52—
55, andA. V3EJALL, Mapuja ae Kajo, 190-192.

3L The tradition is recorded illyricum sacrum(see note 1 above). Cf. alEo
CVYBOTHR, Kpaspumia Jenena Amkyjcka — KTUTOp IPKBEHUX crioMeHuKka y [Ipumopjy,
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buried beside her is her son Anselm. However, kdbeing laid to rest at
the place which had apparently become the new yase#t, this Anselm
(IV) of Cayeux left some other traces of his atyivin June 1289, the son
and successor of Charles of Anjou, King Charlegytgnted to a new
holder two thirds of the income of the castle op@sele® situated in the
mountainous area around the source of the Sele,Rilveut 30 km inland
from Salerno, duly noting that the fief had prewlyubelonged to Anselm
“de Cahors”, who had gone to Serbia and, upon bsumymoned back,
had failed to appear in tiné After that, in 1292—-1294 Anselm is men-
tioned several more times, mostly in the servic€lmdrles 11, accompany-
ing him during his stay in France as a member sfhausehold? After
that he also disappears from the sources. Basa@af@mation about his
gravesite, it can only be supposed that he retutoeferbia and died
there, a solution that finds some additional supjpoa record from 1302
mentioning in conjunction with the Serbian queeteH& certain George
of Cayeux, perhaps Anselm’s son or, less likelyinger brothef®

As for Mary’s other confirmed child, her daughterak after the
breakup of her marriage to Dreux of Beaumont, gliegpof her appear in
the sources on only two occasions — in 1282, axlg 0f the Angevin
court named “Eva of Hungary”, and then as “the |&ag”, first compa-
nion of the Angevin princess Isabella, former Quetiungary, on her
return to Southern Italy in 1339 This continued association of Eva with

Hcemopujexu enacnux 1-2 (1958) 131-14%1p. 139-141 [G. 8BOTIC, Kraljica Je-
lena AnZujska — ktitor crkvenih spomenika u Primpl$torijski glasnik1-2 (1958)
131-147], and\. Y3EJALL Mapuja ae Kajo, 191-192. The same tradition places the
founding of this and other Franciscan convents ireé€n Helen’s maritime lands in
1288, which would indicate that Mary’s death buiialone of their churches oc-
curred after that time H. IIoruiih, Mapuja, 55.

%2 This share of the income was reckoned to be wortHatively modest sum
of 20 ounces of gold per year.

% N. PoRCIC, Serbia in the Register452—-153. The error in Anselnr®m de
terre most likely originates from later copyists whosgnsnaries of the original regi-
stry entry now represent the only form in whichas been preserved. The association
with Serbia leaves no doubt that this is in factfarence to Anselm (IV) of Cayeux.

3 RCA XXXVI, 63, 72; XLIll, 56; XLIV/2, 110, 494, 5@; XLVI, 128;
XLVIII, 139; H. [ToPunh, Mapuja, 57-59.

% H. ITopunh, Mapuja, 60—61, with reference to sources.

% These mentions were noted and discussed byADsBryal, A 13. szazadi
francia-magyar kapcsolatok, 261-264, who, seems nrwlined to consider this
Eva a daughter from the marriage of Dreux of Beautramd Eva of Cayeux. How-
ever, indications that the Eva mentioned in 1283 am adult point to the solution
presented here —séke [ToPYUR, Mapuja, 59—60.
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Hungary, the country of her mother’s birth, coup¥eith Anselm’s (and
George’s?) association with Serbia, the countryreiidary of Cayeux
spent the last years of her life, serve as fitteiginders of the extraordi-
nary range of diversities that Mary had broughetbgr. As a descendant
of Byzantine and Latin emperors and Hungarian amhdh kings, she
was imbued with influences from three major cultwiecles present in
13" century Southeastern Europe — the Eastern OrthGderk culture
of Byzantium, the Latin and Roman Catholic, yethfyglocally specific
culture of Hungary, and the expansive “Frankish’raa Catholic Latin
culture of Western Europe, personified by newlyivad crusaders of
predominantly French origin. Further supplementgdhidr close encoun-
ters with the Mediterranean Latin culture of Italyd the Slavic Orthodox
culture of the central Balkans, as well as withrtlearious Slavic-Latin
symbiosis on the eastern Adriatic coast, thesereeqpees enabled her to
move with apparent ease and confidence among tjteesti circles of
society in such different settings as Latin Constaple, Hungary of the
Arpad dynasty, Angevin Southern Italy, CapetiannEeaand Nemargi
Serbia, leaving a variety of traces in source nefancluding some that
have not yet been picked up.

Almost all of the information on Mary of Cayeux ahdr family
comes from official documents. The vast majoritytte#se are documents
issued by various authorities with whom they canmte tontact, such as
the papacy, the Italian Angevins or the commur@urovnik>’ One ma-
jor group of sources that does not fit into thislenare the documents is-
sued by Mary and her son Anselm (IV) during théstysn France. This
group was only recently introduced into the dismrssbout Mary in the
article by Nicolas Petrovictf, who presented it as consisting of five docu-
ments — two “charters” issued in favor of the abbepommartin by An-
selm in March 1275, with one of them also mentigriiis mother Mary?}

37 Among the documents preserved from these sounogstwo can be con-
sidered as directly expressing actions on thegfdhe Cayeux — the Angevin record
of the marriage agreement between Anselm of CagedxDreux of Beaumont from
1270 and Mary's statement confirming receipt ofagment by the “commune and
men” of the Serbian coastal town of Bar, entereBubrovnik registers in late Feb-
ruary 1281, probably on the outbound leg of hemrnjey to southern Italy from
which she is recorded as returning in early Juee ébove, note 30).

¥ See above, notes 8 and 28.

39 For these Petrovich refers to MH&PAGNE, La chatellenie de Longvilliers
du 12e siecle au 14e siécle, ses seigneurs et ddlimaces Wambrechies 2007, 16.
This work has unfortunately remained unavailabldhéauthor of the present paper.
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two “letters” for the same abbey issued by Mary a&mselm jointly in
June 1277° and a “donation” to the abbey of Valloires issbydAnselm
and mentioning his wife, who is also named MaryAmil 1283

An examination of the references provided by Péttovevealed
that apparently the only one of these documentsite been published in
full is the donation to the abbey of ValloifésHowever, although Petro-
vich denotes its issuer as “fils d’Anselme de Cayegrand baron et
chambrier de I'empire de Constantinople, et de #atécédemment
citée”, none of that information actually appearghe text. Instead, this
Anselm of Cayeux styles himself only as a knigtd dord of Daminois”,
a title which is not used in any known referenaeMary’s son. Further-
more, the donation was immediately confirmed byWéllfam, lord of
Cayeux”, who calls Anselm “my brother and my liegarh** Since this
situation can hardly be reconciled with the faett tthe other documents
present Anselm (IV) as “son and heir” of Anselm)(llacting in close
conjunction with his mother and without any tra¢ewo older and hierar-
chically senior brother, it seems evident thatdbeation to Valloires was
made by another Anselm of Cayelixn fact, although the lineage of the
Picard nobles who bear the Cayeux name can bélseliaconstructed
only in small segments whose mutual connectionsairerancertain, by
the second half of the $Xentury there clearly already existed various
branches which, nevertheless, remained attachac#mdful of ancestral
male names, going back to such figures as Ansel@agéux and his sons
William, Stephen and Arnold, who in the first haffthe 13" century in-
itiated the founding of the abbey of Our Lady ofyS&bout 25 km south-
west of Abbeville, the capital of the county of Boau®

The remaining four documents from the group preskbly Petro-
vich are all know to scholars only in the form aterpts and summaries.
They were all issued to the abbey of Dommartirgldsthed in the 1120s

0 with reference tcCartulaire du comté de Ponthided. E. RAROND), Ab-
beville 1897, 277-278.

*LWith reference to M. GAMPAGNE, La chatellenie de Longvilliers’3.

*2In G. RAYNAUD, Chartes francaises du Ponthi@ibliotheque de I'Ecole
des charte86 (1875) 193-243, pp. 207-208.

*® G. RaYNAUD, Chartes, 208.

*4 There is another document issued by this Anselmrd' of Daminois”, in
August 1286 — G. RryNAUD, Chartes, 209-210.

% J. DEVISMES, Essai généalogique sur les premiers Sires deuCBydetin
de la Société d’Emulation Historique et Littéraid®bbeville 15 (1932-34) 393—
442, pp. 396-397. For the location of places inth@n France mentioned in the
paper see Map.
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as a house of the Premonstratensian order of recauteons on the north-
ern bank of the river Authie about 25 km north difb&ville. Since it was
located in the woodlands which had served as tineateof the much re-
vered seventh century prince-turned-hermit Jossdogls), the abbey
was officially known as Saint Josse au BSidlthough it ceased to exist
during the French Revolution, a significant portiohits medieval arc-
hive has survived, primarily in the form of cartuds, two of which are
fully accessible onlirfé — a rather elegantly written late*8entury 80-
leaf manuscript now preserved in M&tzand a two-volume, 700-leaf
manuscript from the mid 17th century kept in thehares of the Pas-de-
Calaisdépartemenat Dainville near Arra$’

Within these two cartularies it was possible toatecthe full texts
of all four documents presented by Petrovich —tite documents dated
to March 1275 are found in the first volume of Dainville cartulary, ff.
348r-349v, whereas the two documents from June &a&¥lbcated in the
Metz cartulary, ff. 10v—11v. But in addition to thihe Metz cartulary
also yielded some documents concerning Mary of @ayad her family
which had hitherto gone unpublished and, it woeers, largely unused.
These include one more document issued by MaryAarsim (IV) to
the abbey of Dommartin in June 1277 (f. 10v), a#l a® an instruction

6 J. BECQUET, Abbayes et Prieurés de I'’Ancienne France XIV: d@ise
d'Amiens (Province de CambraRevue Mabillon249 (1972) 225-272, 238-244;
A. BONDEELLE-SOUCHIER, Bibliothéque de I'ordre de Prémontré dans la France
de I’Ancien Régime. |I. Répertoire des abbayasbervilliers 2000, 127-132. The
Cistercian abbey of Valloires, recipient of the dbon made by the other Anselm
of Cayeux, is located only 10 km downstream fromeartin, while the hamlet
of Daminois (or Dominois), of which this Anselm wtee lord, lies halfway be-
tween them.

*" H. STEIN, Bibliographie générale des cartulaires francais, mlatifs a
I'histoire de France Paris 1907, 474. In addition to these two, thisralso a 232-
leaf cartulary of Saint Josse au Bois in the Naidsibrary of France, but this is not
accessible online.

“8 Bibliothéque municipale de Metz, ms. 1197 (HES, Bibliographie 474,
no. 3454), accessible online at: https://bvmmadris.fr/mirador/index.php?manifest
=https://ovmm.irht.cnrs.fr/iiif/23230/manifest

9 Archives départementales du Pas-de-Calais, HZDYH. SEIN, Bibliogra-
phie 474, no. 3456), accessible online at: https:/fovinint.cnrs.fr/mirador/index.
php?manifest=https://ovmm.irht.cnrs.fr/iiif 3194 Hnifest (volume 1), https://bvmm.
irht.cnrs.fr/mirador/index.php?manifest=https://taritht.cnrs.fr/iiif/31942/manifest
(volume 2).

191



Initial. A Review of Medieval Studies 9 (2021) 1208

by the judicial vicar gfficialis)>® of the bishopric of Amiens to the dean
of Saint-Riquier to conduct a hearing about Margied Anselm’s ar-
rangements with the monks of Dommartin (f. 11v) #mel dean’s reply
which effectively records the agreement reachedheytwo sides (ff.
11v-12v). Moreover, these finds have been complésdeby another
discovery outside the scope of the Dommartin caries, namely in the
Department of Manuscripts of the National LibrafyFesance, where it
turned out that a volume of blank pages serving aslder for original
medieval documents from the county of Ponthieu aostthe originals
of both documents from June 1277 presented by Weird'

As a result of these finds it became possible tdiglu here the full
texts of all documents issued by or on behalf ofyMand Anselm (IV) of
Cayeux concerning their grants to the abbey of Dantim The editions
are presented in the appendices to this paper. r&lppé\ contains the
texts of documents from the Dainville cartulary:

- (#1) a confirmation by Anselm, acting upon the advof Mary
and “other good men”, of a grant of fosetiers? of grain a year accord-
ing to the measure of Blangy at the mill of GrougHevhich had been
given to Dommartin by his ancestors, and

- (#2) a grant by Anselm to Dommartin of setiersof grain a
year, half rye and half oat, at the mill of Nemptrin exchange for the
four setiersof grain received by the abbey at the mill of Grioet.

Appendix B presents the texts of documents recoimdetde Metz
cartulary:

- (#3) a confirmation by Mary and Anselm of Dommadinghts
to four setiersof grain a year at the mill of Grouchet, accordinghe
measure of Blangy, which had been given by theteators to the abbey

0 The office of the episcopal judicial vicar in medal France has been
treated in detail by P.dURNIER, Les officialités au Moyen Age. Etude sur l'orga-
nisation, la compétence et la procédure des trilxnecclésiastiques ordinaires en
France de 1180 a 132®aris 1880. For a recent brief survey based dndividual
example see W. Co&DAN, Servant of the Crown and Steward of the Church: The
Career of Philippe of Cahoyg oronto 2020, 9-12.

*1 Bibliothéque nationale de France, DépartementMasuscrits, Picardie
298, no. 44, 45.

*2 For thesetier (sextariu$ and other units of measure used in the documents
see R. E. dPko, French Weights and Measures before the RevoluB@omington
— London 1978.

%3 For the identification of these locallities seeobglnote 55.

> Nempont is also located on the Authie river, atb@® km downstream
from Dommartin.

192



N. Poki¢, Documents of Mary of Cayeux

of Our Lady of Séry, and then transferred by Séripommartin as part
of an exchange®

- (#4) a grant by Mary and Anselm to Dommartin “farr souls
and for the soul of the aforesaid lord Anselm thagkt and of all ances-
tors and for our anniversary to be held every yeathe aforesaid
church”, consisting of all their arable lands fraddempont towards
Moustruel®® all their incomes in money and in capons at Nerhjisalf,
six setiersof grain a year, half wheat and half oat, at thi of Nem-
pont, and all other possessions in Nempont arappendages, withhold-
ing only that which had been given in fief to JaimNempont;

- (#5) a grant by Mary and Anselm to Dommartin, giveith the
same rationale as #4, comprising all lands helthbyn (and, apparently,
by Dommartin from them) at Wabéhas well as the onmine (half a
setiep of grain and two capons owed to them every ygahb house of
Bamieres from Waben;

- (#6) the abovementioned letter of tbiicialis of Amiens to the
dean of Saint-Riquier, and

- (#7) the dean’s reply specifying the arrangememdsvéen the
Cayeux and the abbey, essentially repeating thiectsnof #3, #4 and #5.

As their summaries suggest, the documents issugtiebCayeux
in favor of Dommartin represent a valuable souwretlie history of this

%5 This grant seems to be a follow-up on the stifiatof #1 and #2 — after
Anselm had replaced the old grant to Dommartimatnbill of Grouchet with a larger
grant at the mill of Nempont, Mary and Anselm nogcidie to let the abbey keep the
old grant as well. The clarification that the gramtGrouchet was first donated by
Anselm’s ancestors to the old Cayeux family fourmtabf Our Lady of Séry makes
it tempting to identify the Blangy whose measuresuw@ be used to determine the
quantity of grain as Blangy-sur-Bresle, an impartanedieval town and commune
southwest of Abbeville, in close proximity bothtkee abbey of Séry and the ancestral
possessions of the Cayeux. However, in #7 beldsvakplicitly stated that the mill of
Grouchet was located “apud Blangiacum in dyocesiihdmsi“, meaning the diocese
of Thérouanne, to the north of the diocese of Amiérhis diocese did in fact en-
compass the locality of Blangy-sur-Ternoise, renetvfor the abbey of Saint Bertha
of BIangLy and — what is especially noteworthy iis ttase — recorded in the".8nd
early 14" century as a possession of the bearers of teeofittbouteiller de Selles”,
which is attributed to Anselm (IIl) in almost alf the documents presented here (see
below, note 67). Therefore, the mill of Grouchetswaore probably located in that
area, about 25 km northeast of Dommartin.

% The name Moustruel refers to Montreuil, at thatetian important town
with communal status north of Nempont.

" Waben lies west of Nempont, near the Authie egtuarthe 13' century it
was an urban settlement with communal status aedbthe five main administra-
tive centers (bailiwicks) in Ponthieu.
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religious community, especially for the period dariwhich it was led by
abbot William of Cromont (1271-1285), whose abbigcgotable for the
number and value of received donatidhin addition to that, they offer
useful information for the economic and social drigtof 13" century Pi-
cardy in general and the mentioned localities in particular. Algere are
glimpses of such phenomena as the routine actwfiecclesiastical judi-
cial authorities or the religious devotion of thebility. Finally, there is the
aspect that comprises the main focus of this pajplee light shed by these
documents on the biographies of Mary of Cayeuxtardamily members.
In that respect, using the information providedRstrovich as a
starting point, it must first be pointed out tha Hating of the first two
documents to March 1275 is incorrect. Although tisatheir recorded
date, French custom at the time fixed the beginoihthe new year at
Easter, meaning that the year numbered 1275 ran Easter in 1275
(April 15) to Easter 1276 (April 5). Thus, the tWocuments were in fact
issued in March 1276, a date which fits perfeatiy ithe known history
of Mary’s family®® When arranging the marriage of their daughter tBva
Dreaux of Beaumont in 1270, Mary’s husband Ansédlipi{ad promised
the groom a dowry of 3000 pounds, for which he géetlas collateral the
incomes from all of his possessions in France. &hmsssessions could
have reverted to the family’s control only aftee tiissolution of Eva’s
marriage in the spring or summer of 1275, prevegnthre family from
managing them in March 1275, but making it possé#nid, given the cir-
cumstances, highly reasonable for them to be dsing March 1276.
The joint management of the family affairs by Maryd her son is
especially interesting. In the cartulary headingidtcument #1, as well as
in the text of document #6, Anselm (IV) is desigthby others as aar-
miger. Essentially denoting a knight's assistant (squiire this case the
term seems to have meant a young scion of a kiidguthily with the
right to bear heraldic arms who was not (yet) kteghhimself, but was
committed or even apprenticed to learning the vedysighthood®* Inte-
restingly, this sense is not conveyed as stronglyhk two earlier docu-

8 A. DE CALONNE, Histoire des abbayes de Dommartin et de Saint-André
au-Bois, ordre de Prémontré, au diocese d’Amidmsas 1875, 39—-41.

¥ That subject has been extensively treated in 3&SER La Terre et les
hommes en Picardie jusqu’a la fin du Xllle sieétaris — Louvain 1968.

O H. TTopunh, Mapuja, 49-50, especially note 65.

1 On the complex uses of the term, with referenoesarlier works, see D.
CRoucH, The Image of the Aristocracy in Britain, 1000-1306ndon — New York
1992, 124-129.
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ments, in which Anselm appears as the sole isallit with the counsel
of his mother and “other good men”, as by the damtsifrom June 1277,
in which Mary appears as the primary issuer. Thaen was a youth at
this time is further indicated by the absence of t@ihes attached to his
name. In the documents issued by the family (#1-4%3elm (1) is des-
ignated as the “bouteiller de Seles”, a “knighttém “grand baron and
chamberlain of the Empire of Constantinogi’but Anselm (V) de-
scribes himself exclusively as “the son and herhis father (#1, #2) or
to both of his parents (#3, #4, #5), while in #lthvan apparent sense of
pride, he speaks of “the grants and goods done yowmoestors, whose
heir I am”. However, the most precise indicatorApfselm’s age comes
from #7, where he is named after his mother withribte “having legiti-
mate age”. In conjunction with the above, this wdodicate that he was
old enough to legally give his consent to actidret toncerned him, but
not yet old enough to legally inherit, placing rsmmewhere in his middle
or late teens.

Finally, the documents provide information aboug hlace and
standing of the family in the Picard context. Iatthontext, the family, or
more precisely its head, seems to have been phnkaown by the title
of bouteillier (bottler, cup-bearer) of “Seles” — this title iscarded to the
late Anselm (lll) in four of the five documents uesl by the family (the
lone exception is #5), as well as in both documesised by church au-
thorities, and it also appears in the header oéda&y of the Metz cartu-
lary. Petrovich remarked in passing that this reféito “Selles, en Bou-
lonnais”, which is a village about 20 km east oluBgne-sur-Mer, but
the quotes from sources offered in his paper peaviab confirmation for
this, giving rise to the hypothesis that the titieght be associated with
the castle of Caposele at the source of the riede 81 southern lItaly,
recorded as a former possession of Anselm (IV) 289f° However,
document #3 now confirms that the title does réfefSeles en Boule-
nois”, which was apparently a possession awardethdygounts of Bou-
logne to their bottlers and one of the four peesaifehat county?

%2t is interesting to note that the designatiorsoamted with the Latin em-
pire appear only in the documents in which Maryespp as the primary issuer.

83 H. ITopunh, Mapuja, 57. See also above, at note 32.

% On county peerages in this region seeEIJRERE Pairs de principauté et
pairs de chateau. Essai sur l'institution des gmien Flandre. Etude géographique et
institutionnelle, Revue belge de philologie et d'histoidd (1953) 973-1002, pp.
979-980. The other peerages were also accorddiethdusehold officers of the
counts of Boulogne — the seneschal, the marshatrenstandard-bearer.
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How exactly Anselm (Ill), a member of the Cayeumily originat-
ing from the county of Ponthieu, obtained this idgtished title in the
neighboring county of Boulogne is not knofnNevertheless, it is clear
that he also remained firmly connected and estadisn Ponthieu as well.
Most of the grants made by Mary and Anselm (IVDmmmartin — Wa-
ben, Nempont and the lands from Nempont towardstidoih — were lo-
cated in that county. Also, in #3 Anselm (1V) exgsly speaks of the grant
made by his ancestors to Our Lady of Séry, fourmjethe Cayeux family
in the first half of the 12 century?® confirming his shared ancestry with
the Cayeux of Ponthiéli. These grants, consisting of possessions and rev-
enues in two important settlements and other autditialso confirm that in
the Picard setting Anselm (lll) was a man of coesattle assets, whereas
his peerage in the county of Boulogne and thentesty from #4 and #7
that John of Nempont, “the lord of that village”asvthe family’s vassal
seem to place him and his heir in the upper midaihxs of the regional
feudal class, below the counts but clearly abogepttty nobility.

In addition to the full texts of previously noteddaunnoted docu-
ments about the grants of Mary and Anselm (V) af/€ux to the abbey
of Dommartin, research of this subject has ledhéodiscovery of another
document issued on behalf of the family. As it adrout, the same vo-
lume from the Department of Manuscripts of the bladl Library of
France which holds the originals of #4 and #5, alsotains an original

% The presence of the Cayeux in the region of Badoig well attested al-
ready in the 12 century — L-EDE LA GORGUEROSNY, Recherches genealogiques sur
les comtes de Ponthieu, de Boulogne, de Guinesystgirconvoising, Boulogne-sur-
Mer 1874, 370.

% It is significant to note that Séry was also anRrestratensian abbey, in
whose founding the Cayeux family requested andivedesupport from Dommartin
— A. BONDEELLE-SOUCHIER, Bibliothéque de I'ordre de Prémon{r285—286.

" In view of these links, it is tempting to consid@at a certain Eustace,
recorded as the bearer of the title of bottler efies in 1215, might be identical
with the Eustace of Cayeux killed in the Albigemsierusade in 1218, who is
known to have been the son of William, Lord of Baintourt-en-Séry in Ponthieu
— cf. G.DE LHOMEL, Le cartulaire de la ville de Montreuil-sur-Megbbeville
1904, 163-164; J. BDVISMES, Essai généalogiquel02—403. Other known bottlers
of Selles include an Ordre in 1238 and a Hugh i2313vho both notably had pos-
sessions at Blangy-sur-Ternoid@idtionnaire historique et archéologique du Pas-
de-Calas. Il Saint-Pol(ed. E. \AN DRIVAL), Arras 1880, 303), but it is not known
whether they had any connection to the Cayewhdtikl again be stressed that the
book M. GHAMPAGNE, La Chéatellenie de Longvilliershas remained inaccessible
during the writing of this paper.
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document of thefficialis of Amiens, dated September 2, 1279, recording
the assent of Mary of Cayeux to an agreement thasbn Anselm had
reached with the King and Queen of Engl&hds a hitherto unknown
document, it is published here in full within theaim text as document
#8, accompanied by an English translation:

(#8) Universis presentes licteras inspecturis igflic Ambianensis salutem
in Domino. Noveritis [quod] |2| nobilis mulier domai Maria, relicta domini
Anselmi de Kaieu quondam militis, |3| buticular@ 8eles, vidua et sui iuris
existens, in nostra propter |4| hoc presencia paliser constituta contractui
guem sivit dominus Anselmus |5| de Kaieu, butidutaide Seles, miles,
filius ipsius domine Marie, cum |6] illustrissimoordomino rege Anglie et
nobili muliere regina Anglie, |7| eius uxore, dislgue tenet dictus dominus
Anselmus miles de dictis rege |8| et regina apudaifaet pertinentiis
eiusdem loci, regione comitatus |9] Pontivensignguenent iidem rex et
regina Anglie iure hereditario |10| ex parte ipsiagine, videlicet in
homagiis, traversis, redditibus et rebus |11] alisbuscumque ville de
Waben et pertinentiis eiusdem loci pertinentibud Hd ipsum dominum
Anselmum militem, in quibus ipsa nobilis mulier maticti |13| domini
Anselmi militis dotalicium habere se dicebat, bewign praebuit [14|
assensum coram nobis; et totum ius et dotaliciumdgpsa domina |15]
Maria vidua habebat vel habere poterat quacumguaesa in eisdem rebus
|16] quamdiu easdem res dicti rex et regina teriebunanu nostra ad opus
|17| dictorum regis et regine spontanee resignpkdinittens dicta domina
|18| Maria vidua et sui iuris existens iuramentgpoaaliter prestito coram
[19] nobis quod contra huiusmodi conractum nonetarec dictos regem et
|20| reginam Anglie aut aliguem ex parte ipsorunangdiu easdem res
tenebunt |21| super hiis per se vel per alium nendotalicii, victus,
hereditatis, |22| acquestus, assignamenti, elem@sn aliquo alio nomine
vel modo aliquotenus |23| molestabit nec molespaocurabit in foro
ecclesiastico vel seculari. |24| In cuius rei pagtiium presentes litteras
confici fecimus et sigillo |25] curie ambianensibaorari. Actum anno
Domini M° CC’ septuagesimo |26| nono, mense septembri, die teabive
nativitatem beate Marie virginfS.

Cotemporaneous dorsal note: Carte buticularii desSe
Later dorsal note: Waben.

% Bibliothéque nationale de France, DépartementMasuscrits, Picardie
298, no. 47.
%9 September 2, 1279.
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(To all who may inspect this letter, the judiciatar of Amiens sends greet-
ing in the Lord. Know that the noble woman Lady Kaxidow of Lord An-
selm of Cayeux, former knight, Bottler of Sellegjng husbandless and in
her own right, personally appeared in our presdacehis matter and pro-
vided before us her kind assent to the contractchvhiord Anselm of
Cayeux, Bottler of Selles, knight, son of Lady Mdmgad laid down with that
most illustrious man, the lord King of England, @hd noble woman Queen
of England, his wife, regarding that which Lord &hlm the knight holds
from the king and queen at Waben and the pertireente¢hat place in the
region of the county of Ponthieu, which the Kingl&ueen of England hold
by hereditary right on the part of the queen, ngmelhomages, tolls, reve-
nues and whichever other things of the town of Wadoed the pertinences of
that place pertaining to the Lord Anselm the knight which that noble
woman, the mother of the said Lord Anselm the khighsaid to have right
of dower; and any right and dower that the samey Mary the widow has or
could have in those things on whatever ground sientarily relinquished
into our hands on behalf of the said king and qdeehowever long the said
king and queen shall hold those things, with thd kady Mary, being hus-
bandless and in her own right, promising beforéywsorporal oath that she
will not come to oppose a contract of that sort, witl she, either personally
or through someone else, under any circumstancéssimor undertake to
molest the said King and Queen of England, or aayamtheir part, regard-
ing these matters, in an ecclesiastic or seculart,con the grounds of dower,
sustenance, inheritance, acquest, assignmentfycbainy other grounds or
means for however long they shall hold those thidgstestimony of these
matters we saw to it that this letter is made asdoborated with the seal of
the court of Amiens. Done in the year of the LoR¥9, in the month of Sep-
tember, on the Saturday before the Nativity ofBlessed Virgin Mary.)

(Dorsal notes: Documents of the bottler of SeNgaben.)

This new testimony of the continued presence ofyMerd Anselm
(IV) of Cayeux in Picardy after the documents frivtarch 1276 and June
1277 finds the family in a somewhat changed padalitenvironment. In
March 1279 Countess Joan of Ponthieu died in Allibeadter ruling the
county for a quarter of a century. With her deétle, rights to the county
passed to Eleanor, her daughter who was also queesort to King Ed-
ward | of England. In the grand scheme of AnglorEterelations, this
marked the first time a possession in northernd&gdrad come under the
control of an English king since the defeat of Kifahn at the beginning
of the 1% century. In Ponthieu, it meant a transition to rthle of an ab-
sentee count who was at the same time a foreigraralonRegardless of
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these aspects, the transition of power was gegesaiboth, with Edward
and Eleanor paying a brief personal visit to timew county in June 1279
to attend the customary ceremories.

It is highly probable that at this time Anselm (Is(ppeared before
the royal couple to swear his oath of fealty, beeadocument #8, issued
on September 2 of the same year, mentions hinreads holding the pos-
sessions at Waben “from the king and queen” (like®)’* Moreover, the
wording seems to indicate that the contract to wiihe document refers
was also arranged directly, although it could hasen finalized at a later
date with the seneschal whom Edward | appointetitoinister the coun-
ty. Details of the contract’'s content remain unknpWwut it is possible to
make an educated guess about its general sengeugyase. Practically
immediately after taking over, the new rulers af ttounty began to ar-
range purchases and exchanges of fiefs and righldeder to increase the
assets under their own contféIThis activity is attested already in June
1279 and can be observed through numerous exanmtesly concen-
trated in the next few years, with one that seentgte gone unnoticed in
historiography being the decision made in Janu@Bilby the abbot and
convent of Dommartin to relinquish to Edward andafor for the sum of
100 poundsournoisthe grants that “Anselmus de Kaioco, miles, camera
rius imperii Constantinopolitani” had given to thewth the assent of his
mother Mary’® In view of all this, it would be entirely plausibthat An-
selm himself agreed to a similar deal regardingateets that remained to
him in the Waben area after the grant made to Datimma June 1277.

2 0On the establishment of English rule in Ponthiee k. dHNSTONE The
County of Ponthieu, 1279-130¥he English Historical Revie@6 (1914) 435452,
pp. 435-441, and H. E.HBALY, The Persistence of Particularism: the County of
Ponthieu in the Thirteenth and Fourteenth CentuBesumenting the Past: Essays
in Medieval History Presented to George Peddy @Gatteds. J. S. RMILTON — P. J.
BRADLEY), Woodbridge 1989, 33-51, p. 34.

™ In the case of Edward’s and Eleanor’s successidtonthieu the new sub-
jects first swore fealty to the queen as the beairéne rights to the county and only
then to the king — H.QHNSTONE The County of Ponthieu, 440-441.

"2 Examples are mentioned by HbHNSTONE The County of Ponthieu, 444;
H. E. $HEALY, The Persistence of Particularism, 37—38, buntbst exhaustive list
of references is provided by J. CARBONS The Beginnings of English Administra-
tion in Ponthieu: An Unnoticed Document of 128@ediaeval Studie®0 (1988)
371-403, pp. 382-385, along with an overview ohtiehs between the Ponthieu
nobility and their new rulers.

73 Cartulaire du comté de Ponthie803.
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Besides providing information about the arrangenvétit the new
overlords, #8 also offers some new insights into @ayeux family situa-
tion. For one thing, it clearly shows that Anselivi) (had in the meantime
become a knight and had assumed his inheritanceding the characte-
ristic title of bottler of Selle! Although his mother is again involved in
the legal affair, that involvement — at least ie fbart visible in the docu-
ment — comes after the main agreement had alreaely imade and con-
cerns only her personal rights of dower. This wgaldbably mean that
Anselm had in the meantime reached the age of itygjarhich for the
knightly class was considered to be’2Nevertheless, it appears that he
remained somewhat overshadowed by his mother Bdmemartin docu-
ment about the sale of donations received from lms$e Edward | and
Eleanor from January 1281 still finds it necesdargtate that the dona-
tions were made with Mary’s “assent and willingriesgile the Angevin
document about Mary’s trip to Serbia in June 12&htions that she was
accompanied by her son, but fails to even recarahéine®

Finally, document #8 conclusively extends the kndwreframe of
Mary's and Anselm’s stay in the “old country” by recthan two years.
In conjunction with the dating of #1 and #2 disagsabove, it indicates
that the family stayed in Picardy from at least &tafll276 to September
1279, and, if one takes into account the naturadieval tendency to
avoid long distance travel during winter, maybere#t®m as early as
autumn of 1275 to as late as the beginning of gpti280. Such a long
stay, starting, as it appears, very soon afterdlease of the family assets
from obligations towards Mary’'s son-in-law Dreux Béaumont, would
suggest that the move was envisaged as a long-tsrem permanent,

" Use of this title as the main designation for féily in Picardy is further
confirmed here by its appearance in the dorsal. hetédentally, it is unclear wheth-
er the apparent use of plural in that note (“catgcularii de Seles") refered to the
two Cayeux originals from June 1277, which are @nesd next to #8 today or per-
haps to some other documents related to the agreesith Edward | and Eleanor
(such as the “contract” itself), of which theren®n no trace.

5'S. S. WALKER, Proof of Age of Feudal Heirs in Medieval Englande-
diaeval Studie85 (1973) 306—-323, p. 307.

® This fact leaves open the possibility that Maryswatually travelling with
another, younger son, but the only trace of sucmdividual’'s existence would be
the mention of a George of Cayeux in conjunctiothvueen Helen of Serbia in
1302 (see above, note 35). On the other hand, Ané&l), who disappears from
Picard records after is known to have stayed iiGeand to have been buried there
(see above, notes 33 and 34).
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relocation to the Cayeux ancestral lahd¥et, in 1280 the family re-
turned to the East. It is possible that the infesadion of Angevin plans
for a campaign to restore the Latin Empire hadndlkid Mary’s and An-
selm’s hopes for the recovery of their easterrufees — in the Dommar-
tin document of January 1281, issued after the lfahmd already left
Picardy, Anselm (IV) is designated not by the ustté of bottler of
Selles, but by his father’s “eastern” title of chzerlain of the empire of
Constantinople. However, judging by the fact tHa¢ady in June 1280
their destination turns out to be Serbia, it wosggm more probable that
the move was caused by the changed status of Msister, the Serbian
gueen Helen. At some point after the dethronemiehéohusband, King
Stefan Uros |, by her son Stefan Dragutin in 12¥élen received as an
appanage the coastal regions of the Serbian king@om@bling her to
provide her sister's family with direct substant&lpport’® Thus, al-
though that cannot be conclusively proven, thepadiire from Picardy
could easily have been initiated by her invitation.

The above presentation of documents issued by obebralf of
Mary of Cayeux and her son in the region of hes laisband’s origin is
by no means complete, even within the narrow sod@efamily history.
For example, the existence of five documents aathdwy them, includ-
ing two originals, could justify an analysis frometstandpoint of diplo-
matics!® and further efforts could be made in determiniegenlogical
and social links, as well as the family’s posseassi@n the other hand,
the publication of these documents has enabled swwmeconclusions
and propositions to be put forth, while also cdmitting to the striking

" Grants to the abbey of Dommartin, donated forsels of Anselm (lI1)
and all ancestors, as well as for Mary and AnsdW) themselves, and accompa-
nied with the establishment of memorial celebratitor all of them, could also per-
haps be taken as indications in that direction.

8 There is a general understanding in Serbian fisfaphy that Helen re-
ceived her appanage soon after Dragutin’s ascenBidgrit is possible that this in-
terval was somewhat longer, especially since heseprce in the maritime regions is
not recorded in Dubrovnik registers until Februa®80 — M.Korpusuia, ,,' dp-
xaBa' kpaseuie Jenene", Jerena — kpamuya, monaxurea, ceemumesnka (yp. K. Mu-
TPOBUR), Manactup ['pagan 2015, 13-25¢tp. 14 [Koprivica M., ,'Drzava’ kraljice
Jelene“ Jelena — kraljica, monahinja, svetiteljkar. K. Mitrovi¢), Manastir Gradac
2015, 13-25].

9 With that in mind, it can be pointed out that Beich’s designation of the
#1 and #2 as “letters” and #4 and #5 as “charteryague and misleading, as all
five documents clearly belong to the typditiére aperte

201



Initial. A Review of Medieval Studies 9 (2021) 1208

portrait of Mary of Cayeux as a living embodimenttioe complexities
that made up #3century Southeastern Europe. A descendant ofthe i
perial and royal families of Byzantium, Hungarye thatin Empire and,
ultimately, France, she appears in these docuniertier capacity of a
mature, dignified French noble widow of the latep€@an period. Once
again, she seems to fulfill that role quite natyrajuiding her young son
to his inheritance, extending due respect and stuppahe local church,
and even managing to add to her impressive listogal contacts the
King and Queen of England, only to leave all thettibd and readily em-
bark upon a new transformation on the oppositecéride continent, be-
side her sister, the Queen of Serbia.

Appendix A:
Documents from the Dainville Cartulary

[348r| Nempont

De quatuor sestariis frumenti nobis confirmatis Afselmo de Kayeu,
armigero.

(#1) Je Ansiaus de Kayeu, fieus et hoirs AnsieKdgeu, chevalier, jadis
boutellier de Seles, fais savoir a tous cheausés Eresentes lettres verront
et orront, ke comme l'eglise de Dommartin de I'erdte Premonstré de
I'eveskie d’Amiens fust en possession et en loeganche, si comme je I'ay
entendu de preudoumes ki s@mtoine en chest fait, de quatre sestiers de
fourment a le mesure de Blangy ke chele egliseeresthchacun an el molin
de Grouchet des aumosnes, des dons et des bietssafames anchiseurs, qui
oirs je sui u liu devantdit, je de consiel Mariedame et me mere et d’autre
bone gent, pour le remede de m'ame et de tout meFsseurs et pour che ke
je aye part es biens speritueus de chu liu, jeelaut dite aumosne grée et
otrie a tousjours iretaulement a chele eglise. dtrghe ke che soit ferme
chose |348v| et estavle jay donne a le dite eglss lettres seelees de mon
seel, ki furent faites I'an de l'incarnation milwdecens sexante et quinze, u
mois de march.

De quatuor sestariis frumenti in excambium ab Amsgbredicto

(#2) Je Ansiaus de Kayeu, fieus et oirs Ansel dgekiachevalier, jadis
bouteiller de Seles, fais savoir a tous cheauhd&s presentes lettres verront
et orront ke comme l'eglise de Dommartin de l'ordle Premonstré de
I'eveskie d’Amiens recheust iretaulement chacudwadon et des aumonsnes
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a mes anchisseur u moulin de Grouchet quatre estee fourment a le

mesure de Blangy, derekief comme je recheu paranuwikacun an u molin

de Nempont trois sestiers de soilé et trois sastier molturage et un cent
d’anguiles, je par escange fait en bonne maniare dan et faut promesse
quite a le dite eglise lis six sestiers, tant dd@ de molturage |349r| devant
dis .. Et le dite eglise quite & mi et & mes oirs listquaestiers de fourment
devant dis kele rechevoit u molin de Grouchet dedéren tele maniere ke

se I'eglise ne godit de I'escange devant dit bieenepaix elle peut et doit(?)

reverir frankement et deliviement as quatre sastlerfourment devant dis u
molin de Grouchet devant dit. Et je et mi oirs re@smes ensement

frankement et delivrement as sis sestiers, tansailé que de molturage

devant dis. Et est a savoir ke pourche ke I'eglisesage anchien d’aller par
ses yauer ki keurent par men fié et faire sen gqubar le preu de 'eglise, je

Ansiaus devant dis retieng & mi et a mes oirsié @anguilles par dessus dit
et vuol, gree et otri ke l'eglise ait seu usagesaih(?) maniement par les
choses devant dites si keme il ont tousiours euhief vueil ke les lettres ke

I'eglise a de mi li demeurchent en leur value dest@ sestiers devant dis
sele ne pooit goir de I'escange je ne mi oir nenga® nul jour aler encontre

ne rapeler le fait devant dit. Et en |349v| tesmajg de cheste cose jay
donne a l'eglise devant dite ches presentes lesieetees de meu seel ki,
furent faites I'an de lincarnation nostre segnetil deus cens sexante et
guinze, el mois de march.

Appendix B:
Documentsfrom the Metz cartulary

|10vaf!

82

De domina Maria de Kayeu et Anselmo filio eius supeedictis HIP"
sestariis

(#3) Nous Marie de Kayeu, iadis fame mon segnewigdnde Kayeu, grant
baron et chamberlenc de I'empire de Constantinebleouteillier de Seles
en Boulenois, et Ansiaus, leur fieus et leur dasons savoir a tous cheaus
ki ches presentes leters verront ke comme l'eglizeSaint Giosse el Bos
presist et eust pris de lont tans et pregne ensmreo molin de Blangi en

8 |llegible.
8 Numbers 1 and 2 after the folio designation deotemns.
8 Unrelated text.
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terenois ki est apeles Grouchet quatre sestiefeutment ke no anchiseur
amosnerent a I'eglize de Nostre Dame de Seri, dpidde eglize le devant
dite eglize de Saint Giosse el Bos 'a aquis pe&amge souffisant, nous
volons et otrions ke chele glize de Saint Giossgme et rechoive les quatre
sestiers de forment devant dis iretaulement sanseatmat. Et leur summes
tenu [10v2hous et nos oirs a warandir encontre tous cheaaslfdit et a loi
vaurroient venir ke kil aviegne. Et en tesmoigndgecheste cose nous avuns
seelees ches presentes leters de nos seaus./'Baitds I'incarnation nostre
segneur M CC sessante dis et set, el mois de jun.

De sex sestariis siliginis et baillardi per medialamosinatis cum aliis apud
Nempont

(#4) « Nou& Marie de Kayed? jadis fame mon segneur Ansel de Kayeu,
chevalier, grant baron et cambellenc de I'empireGim|2|stantinoble et
bouteillier de Seles, et Ansiaus de Kayeu, leundfiet leur oirs, faisons
savoir a tous cheaus ki ches presentes le|3|tresnveet orront ke nous
avons doune et dounons encore pour Dieu a 'edbsBaint Giosse®tBos

en pure et pepetuel{?)|4| aumosne pour les ames de nous et pour I'ame de
mon segneur Ansel chevalier devandit et de tousanchiseurs et pour |5|
nostre anniversaire faire chascun an en |11rlljdeegevantdite toutes nos
tieres waaignaules ke nous aviemesiareoir de |6] Nempont devers
Moustruel et poons avoir, et tous les cens de demiede capons et toutes
les rentes de blé et d’avéhd7| ke nous avons et poons avoir en chele
meesme vile de Nempont. Derekief nous avons doonepieu en aumosne

a chel8|le meesme eglise sis sestiers moitié sbigoitié baillart ke nous
recheviemes chascun an de rente a le mesure Nwy8truel el molin de
I'eglise ki est en le dite vile de Nempont et t@ukes autres choses ke nous
aviemes et poie|10|mes avoir en chele vile et psrafanches en conkes
maniere ke che fust a tenir a I'eglise ou a senakerat a fairent |11| tous ses
bons pourfis et ses volentes a tous jours pardemsrit, frankement et en
pais, retenu a nous et a nos |12] oirs I'oumaganléd Nempont et chou K'il
tient de |11r2|nous en fief sans plus. Ches aursasnemele¥ sunt devant

8 Text in guillemets is transcribed from the oridicaarter (BnF, Départe-
ment des Manuscrits, Picardie 298, no. 45), withrargignificant variations from
the Metz cartulary given in footnotes.

8 Always: Kaieu.

& Always: el.

8 perpetuel.

8" avame.

8 quelconque.

¥ keles.
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|13| devise€8 nous Marie et Ansiaus de Kayeu devant noume sunenes

a tenir et a warandir bien et loiaument a le |BYfadtdite eglise ou a sen
kemant cheste letre aportant envers tous cheaus dioit et a loy en
vauroient venir |15| ne ni poons ne nostre oir @ese apres nous nule cose
iamais reclamer ne demander. Et a toutes ches obfigi6|gons nous nous
et nos oirs et tous nos biens. Et pour ¢hke che soit ferme cose et estavle,
nous avons doune a |17| 'abbe et au couvent digel@glise ches presentes
letres seelees de nos seaus, ki furent faiteslBagrasse mil |18| deus chens
sexante et dises&t,el mois de juin, lendemain du jour saint Barnabas
I'apostre® »

De terragio domini de Seles nobis elemosinatoriitdéeio de Waben

(#5) « Nou$' Marie de Kaeu, iadis fame monsegneur Ansiau deiKgmant
baron et chamberlan de I'empire |2| de Constantngblvl|et Ansiaus, leur
fius et leur oirs, fasofissavoir & tous chiaus ki ches presentes |3| lettres
verront ke nous avons doune et dounons encore Pieur en aumosne et
faire’® I'anniversaire |4| de monsegneur Ansiau devandieenous et de nos
anchiseurs a l'eglise de Saint Giosse el Bos toutle] terage ke nous
prenond’ es teres ke le dite eglise a et ke on tiEntur® el teroir de Waben

|6] et une mine de fourment et deus capons keikomade Bamieresle les
Waben nous rendoit |7| chascun an a tenir et & frankement et kitement

et iretaulement en pure aumosne. |8| Et ne poamssaiens clamer en ches
coses, ne no oir. Et obliiof?8 nous et nos oirs et tout |9| le nostre envers
I'eglise devandite pour warandir cheste aumoste gle est devisee par de
sus |10| en contre tous chiaus ki & droit et avéairroient venir kekil
aviegne. Et en tesmognal|lijtede cheste |11v2| cose nous avons seelees
ches lettre$? de nos seaus. Faites I'an de I'incarnation nastgmeur M CC
sexante dis et set, el mois de jun. »

% devisees devant.

% che.

2 dis et set.

% June 12, 1277.

% Text in guillemets is transcribed from the oridicaarter (BnF, Départe-
ment des Manuscrits, Picardie 298, no. 44), withrargignificant variations from
the Metz cartulary given in footnotes.

% faisons.

% et pour faire.

" pernons.

% deli.

% le maisons.

19 ghligons.

11 tesmoignage.

192 ches letters seelees.
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Commissio curie Ambianensis de eodem

(#6) Officialis Ambianensis ..., decano Sancti Richigr Pontivo, salutem.
Auctoritate qua fungimur vobis mandamus quatinusveationes habitas
inter Anselmum de Kayeu, armigerum, et dominam Bfarimatrem eius,
relictam domini Anselmi quondam militis, butulade Seles et patris pre-
dicti Anselmi, ex parte una, et viros religiosobatem et conventum Sancti
Judoci in Nemore ex altera, loco nostri audiatis,eas cum omnibus
circonstantiis earumdem nobis ambos sub sigilldreoemittatis apertas.
Datum anno domini ICC’ LXX° septimo, feria secunda post festum beati
Barnabe apostolf?

Rescriptio decani de eodem

(#7) Viro venerabili et discreto ..., officiali Andnense, A., decanus Sancti
Ricarii, salutem et obedientiam cum omni reveremtiahonore. Noverit
vostra dis|12rl|cretio quod coram nobis vices assferentibus in hac parte
personaliter constituti nobilis mulier domina Mada Kayeu, relicta domini
Anselmi de Kayeu, quondam militis et bouteillier 8eles, et Anselmus
eorumdem fillius et heres, habens legitimam etateecpgnoverunt se
dedisse et concessisse in puram, perpetuam et orfinéram elemosinam
pro anima dicti Anselmi militis et animalibus sdispredecessorum suorum
et pro anniversario suo faciendo ecclesie Sandocdiuin Nemore omnes
terras suas arabiles quas habent, habebant, hadterant seu debebant in
territorio de Nempont versus Moustreolum; similite@mnes censos
denariorum et caponum et omnes redditus suos hiadet avenarum quos
habent vel habere possunt in dicta villa de Nempommnia que habebant
vel habere poterant in eadem villa et ipsius tniot retento sibi homagio
lohannis de Nempont, domini ipsius ville et ea dedpsis tenet in feodum
lohannes supradictus. |12r2| Item, sex sestargslietatem siliginis et me-
dietatem baillardi, quos ipsi recipiebant annuidiecs in molendino deme
Grouchet [ad] mensuram Moustreoli nunc currentéam,| omnia terragia
gue accipiebant in terris ipsius ecclesie aud Walgdin terres que de ipsa
ecclesia tenentur. Item, unam minam frumenti etsduapones que eis
debebantur annis singulis pro quodam manerio gittefiritorio de Waben
vocato Bamieres. Item, cum ecclesia beate Marigati@co acquisivisset ab
antiguo ex donis et elemosinis atecessorum(!) ptiedinselmi quatuor
sestariis frumenti in molendino suo quod vocatumh @&souchet apud
Blangiacum in dyocesi Morinensi et predicta ecaeSancti Judoci dictos
quatuor sestariis per excambium acquisierit abes@lde Seriaco antedicta
volunt et concedunt quod ecclesia Sancti ludocesup nominata dictos
guatuor sestariis habeat et recipiat quolibet gpecifice, quiete et libere.

103 June 14, 1277.
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Omnia vero supradicta sicut superius sunt expréissa Maria et Anselmus
|12v1{®* filius eius recognoverunt coram nobis dedisse @itudisse in
puram elemosinam donatione inter vivos predictdes Sancti Judoci in
Nemore ad omnes usus suos. Resignavit insuperMatia in manu nostra
ad opus ipsius ecclesie spontanea, non coactajuidin predictis nomine
dotalicii seu quolibet alio nomine habebat vel labgoterat seu debebat.
Renuntiantes tam dicta Maria quam Anselmus filius et heres omni juris
axilio(!) et beneficio canonici et civilis et omnb privilegiis indultis seu
etiam indulgendis et omnibus aliis rationibus aeteptionibus que de iure vel
de facto possent opponi contra presens instrumenuomittentes sacra-
mento super hoc prestito corporali quod contradrandi elemosinam dece-
tero non venient nec dictam ecclesiam aut aliquepegte ipsius per se sive
per alium aut per alios aliguatenus molestabuntprecurabunt ab aliquo
molestari, sed dictam ecclesiam indempnem pendasearvabunt ad omnia
et singula |12v2| surpradicta firmiter observargletsheredes suos in perpe-
tuum obligantes. Quas conventiones prout coramsnfalste, iurate et reco-
gnite sunt de mandato vestro vobis sub sigillo neostmittimus ad instan-
tiam partium, sigillo curie Ambianensis sigilland&atum anno domini M
CC° LXX° septimo, feria quarta post festum beati Barnalstap°®

He6ojma I[Topunh

JOKYMEHTHN MAPHUJE O] KAJOA
O JAPOBUMA OITIATHJN JTOMAPTEH 1 O
CIIOPA3YMY CA EHTJIECKUM KPAJBEM

Pesume

HanoBesyjyhu ce Ha HemaBHa ucTpaxuBama o Mapuju on Kajoa,
CECTpPH CpIICKe KpaJbulle Jelene, paja ce 6aBu TOKyMEHTHMA Koje cy Mapwuja
Y BCH CHH AHCENTM H3JIajl TOKOM CBOT O0paBKka y (hpaHITyCKO] TIOKPajHHH
[Muxapauju, 3aBudajy nopoauue Kajo, y pazzobssy Hakon 1275.YT1epheno
j€é ma jemaH oX MeT JOKyMeHaTa KOjH Cy MPETXOHO IPHUIHCHBAHU OBUM
ayKTOpYMa HHUje FUXO0B, alld U Ja MIOCTOj¢ jOI YEeTHPH A0Ca] HEMo3HaTa WIIH

104 Of all the pages used to record documents conugithie Cayeux grants,
only 12v has a header, which reads: “DonmartinSekes.”
1% June 16, 1277.
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HenckopuiheHa JOKyMeHTa KOji c€ MOTY CBPCTaTH y OBY CKYITHHY, YHME CE
ykyman Opoj moehaBa Ha ocam. Cemam BHX THYE ce MapoBa omatuju Jlo-
MapreH (rmo3Hatoj u kao Ceeru Jymok y Illymu) y rpodosuju ITonTHje — n18a
u3 Mapta 12760 napoBamy rogullmker Npuxola y KUTy U3 MiuHA [ pye,
BepoBaTHO Ko bnamxkuja Ha TepHoasu, Tpu U3 jyHa 1277,KojuMa ce ora-
THjU JI0/IeJby]y JOJAATHU MPUXOJU U mocean y MinHy ['pyme, cenmy Hemmnon
1 KoMyHHU BaleH, Te 1Ba JOKyMeHTa U3 UCTOT Mecela KOjuMa IPKBEHH CYX
nujenese AmujeH moTBphyje oBe nmapoBe. Ilopen Tora, McTpaxuBame je
OTKPWJIO W jelaH JOKYMEHT MCTOTr cyna u3 cenrtemOpa 1279,kojum ce Ma-
pHja oIpuye CBOT YAOBHYKOT Aeja y MOCEANMa M MPUXOANMA Ha HOAPYYjY
Babena y cknamy ca crmopa3yMoM KOjU je H€H CHH AHCENIM CKIIONHO C
SHIJIeCKUM KpalbeM EnBapsom | u meroBoM cympyrom kpasburiom Eneo-
HOpPOM HAaKOH INTO Cy OHH paHHje Te TOJWHE HACIEICTBOM CTEKIH Tpodo-
Bujy IlonTHje. Pag moHocu mpBO MOTHYHO H3[am-¢ TEKCTOBA CBUX OcaM J0-
KyMEHaTa M pasMarpa mojaTke Koje OHH Ipyxkajy 0 Mapuju u BeHOj TIopo-
JIVIIH, TIOTYT XPOHOJIOIIKUAX W TEHEAONIKNX THTamba, TUTYIAType W JpyIl-
TBEHOT ¥ eKOHOMCKOT CTaTyca.

Kipyune peum: cpenmoBexoBHH NokyMeHTH, Ilukapauja, IlonTHje,
Mapwuja ox Kajoa, Aucenm onx Kajoa, omatuja Jomapren, kpass Exgsapn |,
kpaspuua Eneonopa.

Unanak npuMibeH: 4. cenrembpa 2021.
Unanak nmpuxsahen: 10.HoBemOpa 2021.
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