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Abstract: This article explores the path that ultimately led to the concession of the bull Manifestis probatum in light of recent
historiographical developments, with a particular focus on the Roman point of view, as part of an attempt to understand how the Apostolic
See saw the new political institution led by Afonso Henriques, the kingdom of Portugal. The relations between the papacy and Portugal
are here considered as an interaction between two emerging entities of the Middle Ages, both looking for acknowledgement. This need
for legitimisation can only be understood through the changes in the European political and ecclesiastical context, which profoundly
influenced the formulas and language adopted by these entities in their documentation, especially by the papal chancery. With each
successive pope, the same expressions acquired different nuances and meanings, there was not a linear and organised programme.
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On 23 May 1179, Pope Alexander Il issued the
famous letter Manifestis probatum to Afonso Henriques,
acknowledging him as king and addressing Portugal as a
kingdom for the first time.! The historiography has long
read this political entity as being a vassal to the Apostolic
See and Manifestis probatum as the founding document of
Portugal because the epistle was issued by an institution,
the papacy, that was fully developed and acknowledged by
the whole Christianitas. This view is one of the results of the
model of the so-called «Gregorian Reform.» Yet, this model
has been questioned since the 1960s, a critique recently
resulting in historiography understanding Manifestis
probatum only as the concession of Apostolic protectio and
an acknowledgement of an already existing situation.

This article? explores the path that ultimately led
to the grant of Manifestis probatum in light of recent
historiographical developments and from a Roman
perspective in order to understand how the Apostolic See
saw the new political entity created by Afonso Henriques.
This perspective has been frequently overlooked by scholars,
who have mainly focused on the image of royalty created
by the king’s chancery.? Relations between the papacy and
the kingdom of Portugal are here understood as interactions
between emerging institutions always searching for new
opportunities for acknowledgement.® Special attention
will be devoted to changes in the European political and
ecclesiastical context: they played a decisive role in these
relations and influenced the formulas and language
included in the documentation, especially in letters issued
by the papal chancery. Indeed, seemingly identical formulas
entailed different nuances and meanings according to each
pope, without following any fixed or linear programme
or model. After a historiographical overview, the essay
re-frames the relationship between Rome and Portugal
through an analysis of the extant documentation, proposing
new understandings of some of the key passages that led to
the concession of Manifestis probatum.

The topic of the relationship between the papacy and
the kingdom of Portugal has been at the core of numerous
studies. In 1996, José Mattoso provided the first overview
of the studies concerning the reign of Afonso Henriques,
including the king’s relations with the Apostolic See.® He
warned against the risks of the teleological and nationalist
view that affected most of the works dealing with the first
king of Portugal from the nineteenth century to the 1970s.5

Y VIl Centendrio 1979, 231.

2 A preliminary version of this essay, translated into Portu-
guese, Duas realidades medievais «emergentes»: observagdes sobre
as relagbes entre a Sé Apostdlica e Portugal (século Xll), was included
among the proceedings of the series of seminars Semindrio de Histéria
Religiosa - O Catolicismo Portugués em didspora: Agentes, instituicées
e sensibilidades religiosas, where the paper was originally presented,
see Veneziani 2024. This is an updated, corrected, expanded, and
developed version.

3 The image of royalty created by the royal chancery is not the
focus of this work. However, comparisons are made when needed. It is
important to stress that the image proposed by the royal chancery was
also a «work in progress», developing in accordance with the context
and the needs of each king. See Mattoso 2015, 636-645. See also the
fundamental work of Linehan 1996.

4 Renzi 2019, 256.

5 Mattoso 2000b.

6 Mattoso 2000a, 469-474.
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More recently, Francesco Renzi has «updated» Mattoso’s
overview, and therefore here it will suffice to include only
those works which resulted in significant steps forward
for the historiography.” The earliest interpretative model
was proposed in the nineteenth century by Alexandre
Herculano in his Historia de Portugal, where the author
portrayed the events of the twelfth century in a negative
light for the papacy, seeing it being forced to agree to the
acknowledgement of the new Portuguese kingdom in
exchange for the payment of an annual census.® This view
was questioned by Carl Erdmann in 1935.° His O Papado e
Portugal no Primeiro Século da Histdria Portuguesa argued
how papal international policy played a decisive role in the
relations with the kingdom of Portugal, for example, in the
refusal to acknowledge the royal title of Afonso Henriques
in 1144. Moreover, he read about relations between Rome
and Portugal in light of the ongoing conflict between Braga
and Toledo over the primacy of Hispania (which Urban Il had
granted to Toledo in 1088, leading to severe controversies).
According to Erdmann, this clash was itself a further
consequence of the conflict between Afonso Henriques and
Alfonso VII of Leon-Castille.

These classic models have been questioned by various
scholars. Among them, it is worth noting the participants
in the conference organised for the 800th anniversary
of Manifestis probatum in 1979; Luis Carlos Amaral’s
works on the institutional and patrimonial formation and
development of the archdiocese of Braga; the works of
Mattoso, who recently wrote a biography of the first king
of Portugal in which particular attention is devoted to the
king’s relations with Rome; and Maria Jodo Branco’s studies,
which on various occasions have focused on relations
between Portugal and the Apostolic See.’ All these
investigations, beginning from narrower case studies, have
highlighted the extreme complexity of these relations. The
work of Damian Smith and his systematic analysis of the
relations between twelfth-century popes and Hispania are
also important.?* Finally, Renzi and Benedict Wiedemann
have recently pointed out the importance of the context
and of the differing nuances of papal language in showing
how, in contrast to the classic historiography, the concept of
vassalage should not be used when referring to the relations
between Rome and Portugal .*?

The development of a historiographical model stressing
the benefits of a mutual relationship between a centre
(Rome) and the peripheries of Christianitas, proposed by
German scholars in volumes such as Rémisches Zentrum und
kirchliche Peripherie and Rom und die Regionen, has played
a fundamental role in the history of the papacy, re-framing
the process of the development of the Roman church.®®
On the one hand, they have questioned the view of a pro-

7 Renzi 2019, 237-274.

8 Herculano 1980-81, 449. By contrast, Afonso Henriques is
depicted by Herculano almost as a hero, see Mattoso 2000a, 471.

° Erdmann 1935.

10 The historiography on Manifestis Probatum is vast. See as
a starting point VIl Centendrio 1979; Amaral 2007; Mattoso 2007;
Branco 2009a. For the events before the issuing of this document see
also Sotto Mayor Pizarro 2015.

11 Smith 2012.

2 Renzi 2019; Wiedemann 2015.

13 Johrendt, and Muller 2008, 2012.
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active papacy, showing, on the contrary, how popes and the
Curia mainly reacted to, and adopted solutions dictated by,
external events. The image of «sleepwalkers» proposed by
Chris Wickham in depicting the first Italian communes can
be adopted in this context for the Apostolic See—however,
we should not exaggerate in turning to this view, there were
always some «coerenze» shared by each pope, especially
concerning the claims of primacy.’* On the other hand,
German and Italian scholars have also pointed out how the
model of a «Gregorian reform,» entailing a single monolithic
reform of the Church that first developed during the papacy
of Gregory VII (1073-1085), with an unchanging programme
adopted by each successor and lasting more than a century
aiming to free the Church from the control of lay powers and
corruption and in open hostility with the Empire, has lost
its value, proving to be only an oversimplification of more
complex events.” Questioning the «Gregorian model» and
adopting a view of Rome as an emerging entity have proven
to be particularly important approaches in the analysis
of documents issued prior to Manifestis probatum—in
addition also to this letter—helping to avoid anachronism
and a reading of the sources without considering the context
when each letter was issued. Indeed, much information
can also be gathered through an ecclesiological analysis of
these epistles, considering which images the papal chancery
adopted and their meanings according to the different
views of the Church and of the world upheld by each pontiff.
Considering these historiographical developments, we now
turn to an examination of letters issued as part of papal—
Portuguese relations.

On 13 December 1143, Afonso Henriques addressed
the letter known as Claves regni to Pope Innocent I1.2¢ In it,
Afonso, who already called himself Dei gratia Portugallensis
rex, performed hominium (homage) to the pope via the
hands of the papal legate, Cardinal Guido of Vico; he
offered his kingdom to Saint Peter and to the Roman Church
through the annual payment of a census (a payment which
his successors would also be compelled to make); and he
titled himself miles beati Petri et Romani Pontificis and
asked for Apostolic protection for himself, his kingdom,
and his successors. This document has traditionally been
understood both as Afonso’s request for acknowledgement
of his royal title—a request that was not met, as shown by
Lucius II's answer, the letter Devotionem dilecte, analysed
below—and as a search for a relation of vassalage through
hominium paid to the pope, thus «freeing himself» from
the vassalage owed to King Alfonso VII of Leon-Castille.?’
However, this view is problematic, from a few perspectives.
Many scholars have argued for the existence of multiple
loyalties and vassal relations in the Middle Ages.’® As
pointed out by Giuseppe Sergi, Chris Wickham, and Timothy
Reuter, the model of a so-called «feudal pyramid» does
not depict the fluidity of the «horizontal» reality between

% Wickham 2015. For the concept of «coerenze» see Cantarella
2005, 27-47.

15 For an updated overview of the historiographical debate over
the concept of «Gregorian Reform», see Renzi and Veneziani 2021. See
also the classic works of Fliche 1924 and Capitani 1965.

16 Azevedo 1958, 250-251. On the extant copies of Claves regni
see Vitoria 2012, 18-19.

17 See for example Martin Martin 2009, 116.

18 Renzi 2019, 244 and the bibliography cited here.

the ninth and twelfth centuries.® Moreover, Alfons Becker
noticed the sporadic use of the institution of vassalage by
the papacy generally, and Sandro Carocci pointed out how
the instances where vassalage was used by the papacy were
very specific and usually concerned institutions belonging to
the Patrimonium Sancti Petri.?® The language that might refer
to vassalage (such as hominium or homagium) had multiple
meanings, and not only in papal language. In particular,
Becker noticed, for example, how the word hominium
might refer to the will to keep a promise or to fulfil a freely
agreed contract.”* Mattoso added that this word could also
mean a «sworn agreement,» without entailing any kind of
subordination between the parties.?? This last meaning of
hominium might even be the most common in the Iberian
Peninsula, as pointed out by Wiedemann in his analysis of
the formation of the league of Huesca in 1191.%2

Therefore, it is possible that the word hominium had this
same meaning of sworn agreement in Claves regni, entailing
confirmation in the hands of the legate of the concessions
included in the document. Indeed, André Vitéria has
pointed out that Claves regni does not include any mention
of the word ‘fidelity’.?* According to Wiedemann, further
evidence that the arrangement was not one of vassalage
might be the disappearance of the word hominium in future
correspondence between Rome and Portugal, with only
one exception, in Devotionem dilecte.”® There are further
elements that have not been considered but can help in
our understanding of the relationship between Afonso
Henriques and the papacy at this juncture. The arenga refers
to some classic elements of Roman primacy that could have
been used as captatio benevolentiae for the papacy. The
king acknowledges that Christ gave Peter (and therefore his
successors, the popes) the keys to the Kingdom of Heaven,
the potestas ligandi et solvendi. This is a reference to Mt
16:18-19, the foundation for every claim of primacy made
by Rome.? Its inclusion is peculiar for a royal document:
was it the result of some kind of «suggestion» made by the
papal legate, who perhaps was involved in the creation of
the document, as argued by Renzi??” We know for certain
that the legate played a significant role in the negotiations,
as attested by the performing of hominium via his hands.?®
Moreover, the use of the title miles beati Petri, a formula
appearing only in Afonso Henriques’s correspondence with
Rome, which never bestowed this title to the king of Portugal

19 Sergi 2000; Reuter 2008; Wickham 2019, 166-174. In particu-
lar, for the Iberian Peninsula and the process of «feudalisation» see at
least the works of Escalona Monge 2001; 2002; 2020; Escalona Monge
and Martin Viso 2020; Martin Viso 2000; 2020; 2023.

20 Becker 1995, 412-415; Carocci 2010.

21 Becker 1995, 426.

2 Mattoso 2015, 709.

3 Wiedemann 2015, 438-439.

2 Vitdria 2012, 19.

% Wiedemann 2015, 436-437.

% «And so | say to you, you are Peter, and upon this rock | will
build my church, and the gates of the netherworld shall not prevail
against it. | will give you the keys to the kingdom of heaven. Whatever
you bind on earth shall be bound in heaven; and whatever you loose
on earth shall be loosed in heaven». The historiography on Petrinity is
vast but see as a starting point Maccarrone 1991.

27 Renzi, forthcoming.

2 Onthe role of papal legates in the Iberian Peninsula see Fleisch
2008, 2009.
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— despite this formula being in use by the papal chancery
—, might be further evidence of the legate’s intervention.?
The concession of the kingdom to Saint Peter might be a
reference to an ecclesiological model in use in the Roman
milieu. Maria Jodo Branco, on the other hand, has shown
how the language used in Claves regni may have been
influenced by documents sent to Rome by the kingdoms
of Aragon and Navarra in order to push successfully for
acknowledgement by the Apostolic See, thus showing a
deep knowledge within Afonso’s chancery of the strategies
adopted by other Iberian kings.* Both of these hypotheses
are plausible: in either case, there was extreme precision in
the composition of Claves regni.

The notion that Afonso resorted to language familiar
to Rome may also be strengthened by another well-known
document. As early as 30 April 1073, at the beginning of his
pontificate, Gregory VIl wrote a letter to all principes wishing
to go to Hispania to fight the paganos and reminded them
how this regnum pertained to the jus of Saint Peter from
antiquity and how these lands in the hands of enemies of
the faith belonged to the Apostolic See.*! As pointed out by
Glauco Maria Cantarella, although the origins of this claim
cannot be easily identified, it was prominent in the Roman
milieu.?> Afonso Henriques was therefore turning to an
image that was familiar (and intelligible) to Rome, «forcing»
the pope to grant the desired Apostolic protection.
Protectio, which was the real objective of Claves regni, was a
concession that did not entail any kind of vassal relationship
between the parties.* Considering the requests for Apostolic
protection made by monasteries and churches, Smith has
shown how protectio entailed merely some kind of «shield»
by a prestigious institution that actually had few (if any)
chances of interfering in the policies of the entities granted
protection.3* This may have been one of the reasons for the
king’s decision not to welcome any secular or ecclesiastical
potestas into his kingdom, except the pontiff himself or one
of his envoys. Although the offices of papal legates and judge
delegates were quickly developing and adapting to the new
European dimension the papacy was reaching, Rome was
still very far away and had little ability to interfere actually
on the internal dynamics of a kingdom. Finally, it is worth
noting that the document was signed by the most important
Portuguese ecclesiastics, the archbishop of Braga and the
bishops of Porto and Coimbra. The Portuguese clergy was
with Afonso Henriques, and Rome would have to keep this
support in mind.?®

% Renzi 2019, 246. For an example of the multiple meanings of
the image of Miles Sancti Petri, see Becker 1995, 424-426.

30 Branco 2010, 109, although the image adopted by Afonso’s
chancery in Claves regni is not that of the miles Christi, as argued by
Branco.

31 Caspar 1920-1923, Vol. I, 11-12.

32 Cantarella 2018a, 112.

3 Branco has also identified the concession of protectio as
Afonso Henriques'’s true aim. Branco 2010, 41.

3 Smith 2016, 193.

3 This care in stressing the support from the prelates of the
kingdom was already noticed by Erdmann in his analysis of various
journeys of the archbishop of Braga, Jodo Peculiar, to Rome, when the
ecclesiastic often brought with him and gave to the Curia documents
sent by Afonso Henriques, as in the case of Claves regni. Erdmann
1935, 49.
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An element that has often been overlooked by the
historiography is the dating of Claves regni. The document
was issued on 13 December 1143. By that date, the papal
legate had already left the kingdom: an extant document
attests his presence in Girona in November 1143.3¢ Smith
has highlighted this chronological discrepancy, concluding
that Claves regni may not have been written with the
legate present.®” This is quite strange: usually, this kind of
document was written in the presence of a papal legate.
Why wait so long before writing the document? The time
the royal chancery needed to produce the letter cannot be
the only reason for this apparent «delay.» Moreover, why
not send the document with the legate? Claves regni was
instead taken to Rome by a negotiator or a messenger of
Afonso Henriques: the choice fell upon the archbishop of
Braga, Jodo Peculiar, one of the greatest supporters of,
and collaborators with, the king, who had already been
summoned to Rome by Innocent Il in a letter dated 1 May
1143 because of a dispute between Coimbra and Braga.®
One might even think that the absence of the legate was
not entirely accidental. Might it be that Claves regni did not
entirely reflect the negotiations that had occurred with the
papal representative? Is it possible that Afonso Henriques
created the situation, addressing Rome with requests
that differed from what had been agreed with the papal
legate Guido, perhaps, in particular, those concerning the
claims to the titles of rex and miles Petri? The latter was a
foundational part of the image of a warrior king, an image
being stressed by the royal chancery to legitimise the new
Portuguese king.>® Moreover, this title was peculiar to the
language adopted by the first Portuguese kings as shown
below and was not claimed by other kings in the lberian
Peninsula.*”® Did Claves regni refer to acts or titles that could
not have been fully accepted by the papal legate if he had
been present? Had Afonso Henriques followed the advice
of Jodo Peculiar, who must have known how to move in
the Roman milieu and how to «use» the Roman language
because of his journeys to the Curia in 1135 and 1139?%

A final observation concerns the political context in
which Claves regni was written. If Afonso Henriques’s
reasons for issuing such a document have already been fully
considered, the same cannot be said for the papacy: why
did the king write to Innocent Il at that precise moment?
This was not the first contact between them, as attested
by two letters written in 1135 and 1139 concerning the
papal protectio granted to the monastery of Santa Cruz

36 Els pergamins 2010, Vol. iii, 1334-1339. On Cardinal Guido of
Vico’s legation, see Mattoso 2007, 210-213.

37 Smith 2016, 192 footnote 61. See also Branco 1993, 615 and
Rodamilans Ramos, 2018, 796-797.

3 0On Jodo Peculiar’s journey to deliver Claves regni, see Mattoso
2007, 215. On Jodo Peculiar’s reasons for this journey, see Renzi, and
Mariani 2022.

39 For an overview of the different portrayals of Afonso Henri-
ques by the sources see Mattoso 2000a. On the chancery of Afonso
Henriques and its link with the archbishop of Braga and the monas-
tery of Santa Cruz of Coimbra see the classic Azevedo 1938; and Costa
1975; Mattoso 1985; Morujdo 1997; Gomes 2007; Branco 2009b, 147-
148; Guerreiro 2010.

4 | would like to thank Dr Francesco Renzi for pointing out to me
this.

41 On this hypothesis see Mattoso 2017, 21-22.
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of Coimbra.*? Although Innocent was already dead in
December 1143 when Claves regni was issued—he had died
in late September 1143—, news of this may not have yet
reached Portugal (the letter was addressed to Innocent), and
therefore we should look at the political situation in Rome
during 1143 — a quite difficult time for the papacy. Conflict
with the Roman populus had reopened a fracture between
Innocent and the city. Di Carpegna has argued that this new
opposition may have been rooted in the drastic measures
taken by the pope to regain control of the city after the
end of the schism in 1138 (Rome had been in the hands of
Anacletus Il and his supporters), such as the obligation for
judges and advocates to swear an oath to him.** The clash
with the city was the result of Innocent’s soft attitude in
the war against Tivoli and the agreement signed (or which
the pope was forced to sign) with the Norman King Roger
Il 'in 1139. The Roman rebellion started between July and
September 1143 and was the prelude to the renovatio
senatus and the establishment of a commune, which was
also to prove a problem for the following popes.** Afonso
Henriques may have hoped for a do ut des agreement,
considering it a favourable context for the pope to grant his
requests in exchange for the opportunity to spread more
widely the Roman primacy and gain a new ally in a moment
when Innocent’s auctoritas was deeply threatened, even
in the Urbs. Of course, if news of Innocent’s death had
already reached Portugal, there are other considerations
to be made. In considering that the census promised by
Afonso Henriques was quite small (four ounces of gold, a
small amount in comparison for example to the gold paid
by Alfonso VI of Leon-Castille to Cluny annually), might we
see here a ballon d’essai for Celestine Il, an attempt to probe
the view of the new pontiff and establish a relationship with
him?* This is a possibility entailed by the very nature of
Claves regni, argued by Vitéria to have been an «offering.»*
The census would indeed be increased in Manifestis
probatum up to two marks of gold, a fourfold increase.”’
The reply to Claves regni was Lucius Il's Devotionem
dilecte, issued on 1 May 1144 by Celestine’s successor.*®
The letter has been read as a refusal to acknowledge Afonso
Henriques’s royal claim: he is addressed simply as illustris
Portugalensis dux. This decision has been traditionally
read as evidence of a papal desire not to jeopardise the

42 Ventura and Santiago Faria 1990, 77 (20 May 1135) and 84 (27
April 1139).

4 Di Carpegna Falconieri 2004. For an excellent and up-to-
date overview of the different historiographical views on the Schism
of 1130-38, see Anzoise 2011; Milanesi 2013, 27-86. Studies on the
1130 double election have been affected by the model of the Old-New
Gregorians, first proposed by Hans-Walter Klewitz 1939 and then by
Franz-Josef Schmale 1961. Palumbo 1942 is still the best analysis of the
double election, read as a political fight among Roman families that
gained a European echo due to the new dimension the papacy was
achieving.

4 Di Carpegna Falconieri 2004.

%I would like to thank Prof Glauco Maria Cantarella for pointing
out to me this second hypothesis.

4 Vitdria 2012, 20.

47 Wiedemann, 2015, 436, where the scholar has also calculated
the corresponding amount of gold.

4 Migne 1899, Vol. 179, 860-861. It is worth noting that Claves
regni was included in the Registrum of Lucius Il. Erdmann 1935, 45
footnote 1.

relationship with King Alfonso VII of Leon-Castille, the
most powerful sovereign in the Peninsula. Actually, there
would later be some protests by Alfonso VII, but only
during the papacy of Eugenius Ill in 1148, four years after
Lucius’s reply.* The lack of vassal-beneficiary language
in Devotionem dilecte immediately stands out because
the document only grants the protection of Saint Peter to
Afonso Henriques, his soul, and his successors. The title of
miles beati Petri likewise does not appear, which again may
have been part of the strategy adopted by the Portuguese
king to be accredited with Rome. Renzi has argued that in
this period, ultimately the search for this kind of relationship
with Rome was «unilateral» because the pope «rimaneva
su una posizione pil prudente,» resorting to diplomatic
ambiguity, a necessary instrument in navigating the complex
and intricate reality of Hispania.*>®

However, more can be said about the document. Firstly,
the use of the title of dux was nothing new — it continued
a choice already present in the letters sent by Innocent
Il to Afonso Henriques in 1135 and 1139 - but it can be
interpreted in two different ways.>! Reinhard Elze considered
it some kind of «promotion,» because Afonso Henriques’s
father, Henrique of Burgundy, appears in sources (even in
documents later issued by his own son) only as comes.>
Rodrigo Ximénez de Rada’s De rebus Hispaniae also hints
toward some kind of change in the title used by Afonso
Henriques (dux) in comparison to his father.>® This may have
not been a small change if one considers, for example, that
Pope Honorius Il went to war against comes Roger I, the
future king of Sicily, in 1127 when the latter claimed the
succession to the duchy of Apulia.>* It is also worth noting
how Afonso Henriques never called himself comes, referring
to himself only as infans or princeps and then, from 1139, as
rex.>> Alternatively, the papacy may have used the title dux
only in its literal meaning, as «military leader.»*® There were
no duchies in the Iberian Peninsula, the office only being
created later in this area. And this image of a military chief
appeared in the so-called Gesta de Afonso Henriques and in

4 Various scholars have already questioned the idea that Alfonso
VIlI’s complaints resulted from Afonso Henriques’s claims to the royal
title — which seems to have been acknowledged by the same Alfonso
VII, as attested by some documents produced by his chancery after a
meeting in Zamora in 1143. Reilly 1998, 80-81; Smith 2016, 193; Renzi
2019, 248-253. For a more «classic» view, see Erdmann 1935, 50.

%0 Renzi 2019, 233.

51 Innocent Il addressed his letters to «dilecto in Christo filio illus-
tri viro Alfonso Portugalensium duci» (20 May 1135) and to «dilecto in
Christo filio Alfonso illustri Portugalensium duci» (27 April 1139). For
the first two journeys of Jodo Peculiar to the Curia, see Costa 1984,
59-83; Erdmann 1935, 39-40 and Mattoso 2007, 121-123; 185-188.

52 Elze 1993, 30; see also Renzi 2019, 248.

5 Fernandez Valverde 1987, 227. On the titles adopted by Afonso
Henriques see Guerreiro 2010. See also Renzi 2019, 248 and 249.

% On this episode, see Cantarella 2020, 66-81. On Honorius II,
see Veneziani 2023a.

%5 Branco, 2009b, 145; Guerreiro 2010, particularly 77-81. Gue-
rreiro has shown how the title dux was only used once by Afonso, see
Guerreiro 2010, 78.

% A quick survey of the papal letters included in Patrologia Latina
issued during the papacies of Innocent Il and Lucius Il has shown how
the title dux was only used with the meaning «duke», usually appea-
ring in documents sent to the Normans or to the Outremer.
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De expugnatione Scalabis.”” Both hypotheses seem plausible
and show how Pope Lucius Il was aware of the value of titles
and resorted to a prudent attitude in line with that of his
predecessors. In the context of the Iberian Peninsula, it is
worth noting that the title of imperator totius Hispaniae
adopted by Alfonso VII had not been acknowledged by the
papal chancery, which continued to call him rex — but this
did not prevent Alfonso’s chancery from using the title in all
its documents.>®

The arenga of Devotionem dilecte is also significant
because it was composed for this precise moment. The
papal letter begins with a reference to Roman primacy
and the inclusion of Afonso Henriques among the «sheep»
entrusted by Jesus to Saint Peter («quod temetipsum de illis
ovibus recognoscens quas Dominus noster Jesus Christus
Petri custodiae commendavit»).> This image comes before
references to the hominium performed to the papal legate
and to the delivery of the kingdom and of the person of the
king to Saint Peter. The justifications mentioned by the pope
for the hominium being done via the hands of the legate
- Afonso Henriques not being able to go to Rome for the
visitatio ad limina apostolorum due to his fight with the
Muslims and unspecified negotia secularia - have never
been examined. Here, Lucius Il resorted to the «softer»
version of the formula concerning the visitatio, focusing
the whole matter of the visitatio on the pilgrimage to the
tombs of the Apostles. This formula had already appeared,
for example, in the letter sent by Pope Honorius Il to the
bishop of Coimbra on 22 December 1128-29 concerning
the conflict raised by his consecration, which pertained to
the archbishop of Compostela (his metropolitan) but was
performed by the archbishop of Braga, who was supported
by Afonso Henriques (it is worth noting that Bernardo, the
new bishop, had been archdeacon of Braga).®®

One of the greatest twentieth-century experts in the
history of the Apostolic See, Michele Maccarrone, already
noticed how mention of the Apostles started to disappear
in the first half of the twelfth century and how the papal
chancery focused the whole formula of the visitatio on the
figure of the pope, turning the journey to Rome into an
act of homage to the pope—as seen in a letter addressed
from the same Honorius to Diego Gelmirez, archbishop
of Compostela, in 1129.°* Avoiding this latter meaning,
Lucius kept a moderate and diplomatic attitude. His choice
might also be read as a hint toward how Rome wanted to
read Afonso Henriques’s hominium only from the point of
view of Apostolic protectio—which is indeed mentioned
immediately after—and not as entailing any kind of
vassalage, for which the latter meaning of visitatio would
have been more appropriate. It is worth remembering that
Lucius I, as Cardinal Gerard, had been one of the most
important legates of the first forty years of the twelfth

57 Mattoso 2000a, 477-479; Saraiva 1979; Portugaliae 1856,
93-95.

%8 Smith 2016, 193-194.

% Migne 1899, Vol. 179, 860.

8 «Quod autem ad apostolorum limina et nostram presentiam
tanquam deuotus et specialis beati Petri et sancte Romane ecclesie
filius uenire desideras, gratum habemus» Erdmann 1927, 183-185.
For an analysis of this episode see Mattoso 2007, 68-17 and Veneziani
2023a, 110-113.

51 Maccarrone 1991, 1137-1141.
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century, entrusted with legations in Germany (one of the
most conflict-ridden areas) and Southern Italy, dealing
with Montecassino and Roger Il of Sicily.?> Therefore, he
had significant diplomatic experience and must have been
well-versed in the art of dialectic, an indispensable skill for a
papal legate. Here was a cleric accustomed to the use of the
«speech» as a tool for governing and to all the nuances of
papal language. He chose his words carefully.

Devotionem dilecte ends with the concession of Apostolic
protection.®® Therefore, the letter should not necessarily
be understood as a defeat for Afonso Henriques: protectio
apostolica was a prestigious and legitimising concession that
could be used in relations with the other Iberian kings and
had little practical risk in the form of Roman interference in
Portuguese affairs.®* Pope Lucius Il could also be satisfied.
He had not acknowledged Afonso’s royal title, thus avoiding
jeopardising other relationships (in particular, those with
Alfonso VII), and he had also gained an initial contact with
the new Portuguese political entity, which could be further
developed by his successors.®® As mentioned above, the
claims to the royal title and to the designation as miles Petri
might have been additions made by the royal chancery
when drafting Claves regni. These additions were then
rejected by the pope, who was turning back to the original
concessions agreed in the negotiations with the papal
legate, that is, the concession of Apostolic protection and
a «promotion» to the office of dux. Furthermore, although
entailing a few (if any) practical repercussions, protectio was
still an acknowledgement of Roman primacy, an additional
legitimation that could be used against the Roman senate
— the dispute between the papacy and the senatus would
turn into a real conflict with the failed papal attack on
Campidoglio later in 1144 and the (failed) negotiations with
Roger 11.%¢

The lack of further requests for acknowledgement until
1179 — despite the existence of letters between 1144 and
Manifestis probatum — might be further proof that Apostolic
protectio was considered a sufficient outcome by Afonso
Henriques. Papal acknowledgement of the royal title does
not appear to have been extremely urgent for Afonso. He
kept calling himself rex, even in correspondence with Rome,
and other chanceries of the Iberian Peninsula used this title
when addressing him. Protectio and the status quo may
have also been satisfying for the papacy.

Things might be different for the title of miles Petri, a
designation which could be bestowed by the pope alone.
In 1156-57, Afonso Henriques wrote to Pope Adrian IV,
entrusting him with the monastery of Santa Cruz and
informing him that he had granted the regular canons the
castrum of Leiria.” Erdmann has already shown how this

2 Milani 2006.

8 «Nos itaque, qui, licet, indigni, beati Petri loco residere consci-
pimur, tam te quam filios tuos et successores vestros intra heres ipsius
Apostolorum principis ipso adjuvante suscipimus, ut in ejus benedic-
tione et protectione tam animarum quam corpore maneatis, per quam
ab hostium visibilium et invisibilium expugnatione defensi, ad coeles-
tia regna pervenire largiente Domino valeatis», Migne 1899, Vol. 179,
861.

8 Renzi 2019, 252.

®  Renzi 2019, 253.

%  Milani 2006.

57 Ventura and Santiago Faria 1990, 94-95.
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period saw intense conflict between Coimbra and Braga
due to the deposition of the prelate of Coimbra in a synod
summoned by the archbishop of Braga. Afonso Henriques
seems to have been involved in some way in the dispute: in
a letter addressed to the archbishop of Toledo on 10 June
1155, Adrian IV threatened to issue an interdict upon the
Portuguese lands if the Portuguese dux continued to refuse
to reintegrate the bishop of Coimbra.

Afonso’s letter was taken to Rome by a canon of Santa
Cruz accompanying Jodo Peculiar in his journey to the
Curia to reestablish good relations with the papacy, also on
Afonso Henriques’s behalf.?® In the document Afonso calls
himself rex (this time Portugalis, no longer portugallensis),
in spite of the lack of any papal acknowledgement.®
Moreover, the first sentence of the text reveals the king’s
wish to be considered miles and filius devotus of the pope as
his predecessors had been («non ignoret sublimitas vestra,
Pater Sancte, me militem vestrum et devotum filium esse
velle, sicut fui apostolicorum qui fuerunt ante vos»). This
claim was a rhetorical fictio as there is no evidence for it.
These formulas show once more how these topoi belonged
to the self-depiction of Afonso’s power but were never
acknowledged by Rome. Stating the desire to be miles and
filius devotus inevitably shows that these titles had not
been granted to Afonso. Indeed, the royal chancery later
focused on better defining this image. Finally, it is worth
noting how the formula used to ask for papal protection for
Santa Cruz, sub tutela et defensione Sancte Romane Ecclesie
suscepistis, entailed again the deployment of protectio,
which «protected» Santa Cruz with no practical possibilities
of papal interference, something that Afonso Henriques
probably wished to avoid in this monastery. Santa Cruz
might be considered almost an Eigenkirche of Afonso and
his relatives, although the king was not its actual founder or
at least not the only founder.”®

The letter sent by Adrian IV to Afonso Henriques on
14 June 1158 again concerned Santa Cruz: the monastery
was entrusted to the care of the king of Portugal.”* This
document attests to the re-establishing of good relations
with the papacy after Jodo Peculiar’s journey.”? Again,
Afonso Henriques is addressed as Portugaliensium dux,
this time with the addition of the praise of his devotion
towards religious men, the premise justifying the request
of protection made by the pontiff («quia plurimum de animi
tui devotione et mentis sinceritate confidimus pro viris

% Erdmann 1935, 60-61.

8 On the different titles used by the Portuguese kings and on
changes in how they were understood, see Guerreiro 2010 and Mat-
toso 2015, 785-791. Guerreiro in particular has shown how the use
of the titles «king of Portugal» or «king of the Portuguese» was not
consistent and alternating between them was the result of multi-
ple factors, Guerreiro 2010, 47-50; 53-54 for different stages of the
documentation issued by Afonso Henriques’s chancery; 62-64; 81-84,
where Guerreiro pointed out a preference for the title «King of the
Portuguese». For a comparison with the reign of Sancho | see Gue-
rreiro 2010, 118-120.

70 On Santa Cruz of Coimbra, see Santa Cruz 1984; Martins 2003.
In a letter issued to Urban IIl by Sancho | in 1186-1187 (analysed
below), the king indeed referred to Santa Cruz as «a patre meo funda-
tum et secundum regulam Beati Augustini institutum», Azevedo 1979,
35.

L Ventura and Santiago Faria 1990, 98.

2. Erdmann 1935, 61-62.

religiosis et divino cultui mancipatis preces magnitudini tue
porrigere minime dubitamus»). There is no mention of the
title miles beati Petri.

The title of miles beati Petri reappears in the letter
Afonso Henriques sent to Pope Alexander Ill, which Rui Pinto
de Azevedo dated between March 1162 and August 1163,
asking for the renewal of the protection for Santa Cruz.
Several of the letters we are considering survive because
they were copied in the Livro Santo, the first cartulary of
the monastery.” During the papacy of Alexander llI, there
was an increase in the frequency of contact between Rome
and the lberian Peninsula, perhaps due to the election
of a rival pope, Victor IV, and the consequent necessity
to be acknowledged by the largest possible number of
institutions.” Indeed, acknowledgement by the kingdoms
of Portugal and Aragon was not straightforward. As pointed
out by Smith, regarding Portugal, the first document issued
by Alexander Il only dated 15 December 1162, with the
confirmation of a hospital in Braga granted to the Templars
by Archbishop Jodo Peculiar and the cathedral chapter
— that is, three years after Alexander’s election in 1159.7°
Therefore, the letter issued in 1162-1163 was likely the
first official contact between Afonso Henriques and the
pope now acknowledged by him as legitimate. Once again,
Afonso’s epistle was probably taken to Rome by Jodo
Peculiar during his seventh journey to the papal Curia.”

After the use of the title of Portugalensium rex, Afonso
resorted to a different image, that of filius specialis.”” Again,
this was a formula in use in the papal chancery. It is found,
for example, in a letter of Honorius Il addressed to the king of
France, Louis VI, on 31 March 1125-1128, in which the pope
took the king’s son under Apostolic protection, as he turned
towards an ecclesiastical career.”® What Afonso wanted to
express by resorting to this topos is explained later on in
the text: many powerful people inherited from their parents
many lands pertaining to the jus of Saint Peter, but either
they did not increase their holdings or they considered the
new acquisitions as personal possessions. Afonso, on the
contrary, had increased the lands that his parents left him,
tearing away most of the new acquisitions from the Saracens
and expanding the Apostolic patrimonium (perhaps a
further reference to the idea of Hispania pertaining to the
ius of Saint Peter?) and proving himself as miles beati Petri.”

3 Ventura and Santiago Faria 1990, 102-103.

’* For an overview of the relations between Alexander Il and
the Iberian Peninsula, see Erdmann 1935, 65-67 and especially Smith
2016, 203-242.

75 Smith 2012, 206. Concerning Aragon, the first document is
dated 20 May 1162 and is a privilege of protection to Santa Maria de
Besalu. For a short overview on the relations between Aragon and the
papacy between the Xl and XlII centuries, see Veneziani, 2023b.

76 Erdmann 1935, 69-70.

77 «Satis superque satis novit vestre paternitatis sublimitas me
vestre sanctitatis ita esse filium specialem ut aut nullum penitus aut vix
aliquem michi per omnia habeatis consimilem» Ventura and Santiago
Faria 1990, 102-103.

8 Dufour 1992-1994, Vol. 2, 468.

7 «Alii enim imperatores, reges, duces, principes, ceterique
potentes a parentibus propriis terras de iure Beati Petri acceperunt,
cum quibus celsitudini vestre et Romane Curie obsecuntur. Ceterum
aut nulla supraditiunt aut si qua a barbaris nationibus lucrantur sue
tanquam proprie potestati adiciunt. Ego autem cum his que de pos-
sessionibus parentum meorum per Dei gratiam mea industria adqui-
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According to Afonso Henriques in this instance, his
conquests are the condition for resorting to the use of the
titles of miles beati Petri and filius specialis. Unlike the 1156-
57 letter sent to Adrian IV, this time there is no plan seeking
acknowledgement by Rome —the conditions for being filius
specialis and miles beati Petri were factual realities. The link
between the title of miles beati Petri and the royal image
created by the royal chancery is made explicit—Afonso’s
royalty is legitimised by his fight against the enemies of the
faith. Once again, the title of miles beati Petri is the one
that stands out in Afonso’s letter. It seems that this title was
more important than that of rex. However, this overturns
the image of Afonso Henriques as «blinded» by the need
for acknowledgement of his royal title by Rome (up to this
moment, at least), an ex post facto reinterpretation by the
historiography from the letter Manifestis probatum, almost
as without this acknowledgement, Afonso’s royalty was not
complete and legitimate.

Finally, the last document considered in this essay is
the famous Manifestis probatum, sent by Alexander Il to
Afonso Henriques on 23 May 1179, in which the son of
Countess-Queen Teresa and Count Henrique of Burgundy
was addressed as illustris Portugalensium rex by Rome.
Mattoso has pointed out how this acknowledgement of the
royal title by the papacy occurred all of a sudden, arguing
for some kind of link with the making of the testament
of the Portuguese king.®° Branco has highlighted how this
concession came at a convenient time for the kingdom,
especially considering the precarious situation that had
arisen between 1174 and 1179 regarding the succession
to Afonso Henriques who, although still alive, had
associated his son Sancho to the throne, in particular after
his defeat at Badajoz and the injuries he sustained there,
which prevented him from fully governing the kingdom.®!
Moreover, she highlights that Manifestis probatum proved
to be an immediate and important juridical instrument in
supporting the claims of the Portuguese kings.® Finally, she
notes how, with the death of Jodo Peculiarin December 1175
and the election of a new archbishop of Braga, Godinho, a
significant obstacle that had prevented negotiations with
Rome was removed — difficulties had arisen due to Jodo’s
illness in his last days, unable to travel to Rome, and to his
intransigent attitude toward the question of the primacy of
Toledo.® Renzi, building on Stephen Lay’s works, has viewed
Manifestis probatum as evidence of a dialogue between
two emerging entities, because Alexander’s position,
despite his victory in the schism and the celebration of the
Third Lateran Council in March 1179, was neither safe nor
stable.?* In particular, his power in Rome was insecure: later

sivi, Beato Petro fideliter serviens plura quam haberem per eius auxi-
lium sarracenis abstuli, unde et ea libens apostolico patrimonio adieci
animo gerens strenuus Beati Petri miles existere et vestre paternitatis
sempre iussionibus obedire» Ventura and Santiago Faria 1990, 102-
103.

80 Mattoso 2007, 359-362.

8 Branco 2010, 80-81; 106.

8  Branco 20093, 127-171; 2010, 112-113.

8  Branco 2010, 102-103. On the key role played by political
powers and by some ecclesiastics in the process leading to the inde-
pendence of Portugal see Soto Rdbanos 2007.

8 Renzi 2019, 257-258; Lay 2009. For a different view, see Branco
2010, 104.
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in this same year, the pontiff was forced to leave the city
once again (he had already been exiled from Rome for ten
years, returning only in 1178) due to an insurgence by part
of the Roman aristocracy, and he would die exiled in Civita
Castellana in 1181. When the body of the pope returned to
the Urbs, it was met with insults and stones by the Romans.
Therefore, in 1179 Alexander Il might have benefitted
from the acknowledgement of Afonso. Negotiations took
place either during the Third Lateran Council of 1179, as
implied by a letter of Innocent Il issued on 9 December
1198 and addressed to Sancho I (although the presence at
the council of Portuguese ecclesiastics, such as Godinho, is
not attested beyond doubt) and by the Liber Censuum, or
during a diplomatic mission of magister Julido Pais who, in
September 1180, was rewarded for his services by Afonso
Henriques.®

Either hypothesiswould also explainthe puzzling privilege
granted to the Templars on 13 April 1179 (therefore, before
Manifestis probatum, granted on 23 May), where Afonso
Henriques is already addressed as illustris Portugalensium
rex.t® Finally, Becker, Wiedemann, and Renzi have shown
how the language the Apostolic See used when referring
to the kingdom of Portugal in Manifestis probatum belongs
to the sphere of Apostolic protection and not to that of
vassalage.!” Some formulas used here also appear in various
papal privileges: for example, the formula sub beati Petri et
nostra protectione suscipimus adopted here for the king,
the provisions concerning the payment of the census, and
the sanctions for those who trespass the decision taken in
the letter. The clause concerning respect of the integrity of
the kingdom - which would play an important role in the
dispute between Afonso Il and his sisters over the territories
left them by Sancho | in his testament, located in a vital area
of Portugal and, therefore, a potential threat to Afonso
Il—was a customary provision in privileges.® It must be
remembered that Alexander Il is regarded as one of the
greatest lawyer-popes of the twelfth century (long been
upheld in the historiography even in spite of his incorrect
identification with the Bolognese canon Rolandus), one of
the pontificates where the formulas used by the chancery
became increasingly precise in order to avoid any possible
misunderstandings.®®

As pointed out by Wiedemann, the reference to protectio
distinguishes Manifestis probatum from Innocent II's Quos
dispensatio, the confirmation of the concession of the royal
title to Roger Il of Sicily in 1139, frequently compared with

8  Renzi 2019, 258-260; Mattoso 2007, 360.

8 Erdmann 1927, 248. See also the two letters sent by Cardinal
Jacinto during his second legation in Hispania and the use of the royal
title in relation to Afonso Henriques in 1173, Smith 2012, 221.

8 Becker 1995, 442-445; Wiedemann 2015, 441-445; Renzi
2019, 262-267.

8 On the dispute between Afonso Il and his sisters see Sousa
Costa 1963; Vasconcelos Vilar 2008, 69-141; Branco 2009a, 147-171;
Vitdria 2012, 20-24.

8 On Alexander Ill as a lawyer-pope, see Liotta 1986; De Fraja
2012; Duggan 2012. On the incorrect identification of Alexander Il
with the canonist Rolandus Bandinelli, see Noonan 1977, and Weigand
1980. The Portuguese kings began to resort to counsellors expert in
law from the end of the twelfth century and in particular during the
reign of Afonso Il, see Sousa Costa 1963; Branco 1999; Branco 2009b,
150-152. On the legal culture in Portugal see Vitéria 2012 and Fleisch
2006.
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the former document.®® Most of the formulas in the two
letters are similar, and Innocent’s letter was likely used as
a model for the one sent to Afonso, a clear example of how
the papal chancery worked in the twelfth century and how
Manifestis probatum should be reconsidered in light of the
context of Alexander’s papacy. The key difference between
the two documents is really the lack in Manifestis probatum
of elements characterising the kingdom as a vassal to Rome,
as was the case with the Norman kingdom in Southern Italy.
Firstly, there is no mention of ligium homagium, an element
so central in the document to Roger Il, nor is there an oath
of fidelity sworn to the pontiff. In place of these, the letter
includes the formula for the protectio, which is absent in the
1139 text.°* Moreover, the provision concerning devotion to
the Roman church includes a significant change because the
reference to servitium in Innocent’s letter is replaced by a
less strong word in Manifestis probatum, obsequium.*?
Further elements refer to the specific context of each
document. The two arengae display significant differences,
though there are features shared across both letters,
notably the characteristics that, according to the papacy,
made the two kings suitable to rule each kingdom and the
praises of their efforts in the fight against the enemies of
the Christian faith and the spread of Christianity (what Luis
Ribeiro Soares called dispensatio celestis, a topos that is not
entirely new, as shown by Honorius II’s letter to Baldwin II,
king of Jerusalem, issued on 29 May 1129, where the pope
mentioned the king’s war efforts against the Muslims).*?
In 1139, Innocent Il rewrote the events that led to the
concession of the title of king of Sicily, first mentioning
Robert Guiscard, addressed by the pope as miles beati
Petri, then making up a first concession of the kingdom of
Sicily by Honorius Il, which Innocent was therefore only
confirming.®* A similar tactic seems to have been adopted
by Innocent in his correspondence with Emperor Lothar
Ill, who, he claimed, was confirmed as king of Germany by

% Wiedemann 2015, 434-435. The text of Quos dispensatio is
found in Migne 1899, Vol. 179, 478-479.

% Renzi 2019, 246-247.

9 «Tua ergo, fili charissime, interest, ita te erga honorem atque
servitium matris tuae sanctae Romanae Ecclesiae devotum et humilem
exhibere» in 1179 turned into «Tua itaque intererit fili karissime ita
circa honorem et obsequium matris tue sacrosancte Romane ecclesie
humilem et devotum existere» VIl Centendrio 1979, 231.

% «His autem duabus subnixus virtutibus, quae a praedecessori-
bus tuis, gloriosis viris duce Godofredo et rege Balduino, per sudores
bellicos parta sunt in pace regali prudentia retines, et multa alia praes-
tita tibi de coelo victoria per plurimas fatigationes viriliter acquisisti.
Multa namque mortis subeundo pericula, amaritudinem vulnerum et
saevientium paganorum tetros carceres, serviles etiam catenas pro
Christi nomine, qui, cum sit aequalis Patri, formam servi accepit, sus-
tinuisti» (Honorius Il, 29 May 1128, Migne 1854, Vol. 166, 1280). On
dispensatio celestis, see Soares 1979, 179-182; Branco 2010, 110-111.

% «Unde et praedecessor noster religiosus et prudens papa
Honorius, nobilitatem tuam de praedicta generositate descenden-
tem intuitus plurimum de te sperans, et prudentia ornatum, justitia
munitum, atque ad regimen populi te idoneum esse credens, valde
dilexit, et ad altiora provexit. Nos ergo ejus vestigiis inhaerentes, et
de potentia tua ad decorem et utilitatem sanctae Dei Ecclesiae spem
atque fiduciam obtinentes, regnum Siciliae, quod utique, prout in anti-
quis refertur historiis, regnum fuisse non dubium est, tibi ab eodem
antecessore nostro concessum, cum integritate honoris regii et digni-
tate regibus pertinente, excellentiae tuae concedimus, et apostolica
auctoritate confirmamus» Migne 1899, Vol. 179, 478-479.

Honorius ll—and the imperial support was vital to Innocent
in the ongoing schism at that time.* In regard to Roger, this
strategy allowed Innocent to erase the previous concession
by Anacletus IlI, his rival in the 1130 schism, who had
crowned Roger Il in 1130.%° The context of and the reasons
for the issuing Quos dispensatio were completely different
from those of Manifestis probatum.

In both 1139 and 1179, popes, therefore, acknowledged
de facto realities, as attested by the formulas used and by
the justification of their decisions as something the Apostolic
See ought to do in order to grant the rightful requests
made by those chosen to lead people—a further topos that
usually appears in privileges to ecclesiastical institutions.
Anacletus Il behaved entirely differently, as shown by Glauco
Maria Cantarella, because that pope created an actual
«algorithm» made of a triple formula stating «concedimus
et donamus et auctorizamus» the kingdom to Roger 1.
This was a very significant declaration of primacy from a
position of strength, which the papacy lacked in both 1139
and 1179. It is worth noting the continued absence of the
image of miles Petri in Manifestis probatum: the papacy
never wanted to bring its relations with Afonso Henriques
to this level, granting him only the title of bonus filius. This
time, however, Afonso Henriques seems to have deemed
the acknowledgement of the royal title sufficient. Perhaps
changes in the context—i.e., problems that had arisen with
his succession—and the development of the idea of royalty
as portrayed by his chancery forced the king to focus on
other elements, that is, the title of rex.

It is worth noting how the title miles Petri would appear
again under Afonso’s successor, his son Sancho I. In his only
extant letter written to a pope, the epistle sent to Urban
Il between January 1186 and 7 May 1187, the king asked
the pontiff to acknowledge the monastery of Santa Cruz
of Coimbra—as we have seen, one of the pillars for the
Portuguese kings and where Sancho wished to be buried—
as part of the Patrimonium Petri, as his predecessors had
done.?”® Here, Sancho referred to himself as «militem
vestrum [Urban Ill] et Curie Romane devotumque
filium esse velle sicut pater meus vestrorum extitit
predecessorum.»® Once again, a Portuguese king called
himself miles Petri, a title that he used to justify his requests
to the pope even after the acknowledgement of the royal
title to his father. The juxtaposition of miles Petri and filius
devotus and the strategic mention of how his father had
had these titles acknowledged by Urban’s predecessors
seem to be references to the above-mentioned letter of
Afonso Henriques sent to Adrian IV in 1156-1157, which
was probably used by the royal chancery as a model in
composing Sancho’s letter. Why did Sancho claim this title?
The context may have played a key role for both parties.
Urban Il found himself in a difficult situation due to the
increasing deterioration of his relations with the Empire

% Veneziani 2023a, 136-144.

% Cantarella 2018b. Anacletus II’s letter issued on 27 September
1130 is found in Migne 1899, Vol. 179, 715-717.

% Cantarella 2018b.

% The letter has been edited by Azevedo 1979, 35. Between 6
and 11 May 1187 Urban Il issued seven letters confirming the rights
and privileges of Santa Cruz, see Branco 2010, 139.

% Azevedo 1979, 35.
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— he could never reach Rome due to imperial control of
communications and he spent his entire papacy in Verona.
On 27 January 1186, Frederick I's son, Henry VI, married
(for the second time) Constance of Hauteville, daughter of
Roger Il of Sicily, thus reifying the danger for the papacy of a
unio regni ad imperium.*® Sancho may have considered the
pontiff more open to acknowledging this title in exchange
for his support. The king himself was also in an unstable
position.’* As shown by Branco, after a period of apparent
tranquility in the first months of his reign, Sancho embarked
on a military campaign in the south to resume Afonso
Henriques’s expansion in this area. This is attested by some
documents dating to October 1186 concerning the dispute
between Braga and Compostela.l®? The end of summer in
1186 also saw the dismissal of the royal mordomo, Vasco
Fernandes de Soverosa (who had held this position since
1176). He then begins to appear in documentation issued
by Fernando Il of Léon’s chancery, thus switching sides.'%
As argued by Branco, both episodes might be connected but
it is not possible to say anything more than this due to a
lack of sources.® In this situation of instability, the king may
have sought a stronger relationship with the papacy.

One last thing ought to be said about the provision
concerning the payment of the census in Manifestis
probatum. This clause includes a reference to utilitas, one
of the instruments developed during the reforms of the
eleventh century, which, when invoked, linked a decision to
the sacramental sphere, the real essence of Christianitas, as
shown by Ovidio Capitani.’® Actually, the decision to resort
to this belonged to the pope alone. Utilitas was mentioned,
for example, when Innocent Ill ordered Sancho | to pay the
census on 24 April 1198, since the kings of Portugal had never
paid it from the time of Manifestis probatum—and this was
Innocent’s first letter to Sancho.®® As argued by Renzi, on
this occasion, the pope gave a peculiar interpretation of
Manifestis probatum, understood as the concession of the
royal title by the papacy and not only a confirmation of an
existing situation, as it had been in the time of Alexander
Ill—thus entailing the threat that a concession can always
be withdrawn.*”

In conclusion, Manifestis probatum certainly marked
a turning point in the relationship between Rome and
Portugal, but it was only one among many milestones and
cannot be understood in isolation. The acknowledgement
was renewed several times in very specific moments during
the reigns of Sancho | and Afonso Il (and modified on one

100 Grillo 2020.

101 Neither the title miles Petri nor the image of a warrior king
would be applied by the papal chancery to Afonso Il. In the renewal
of Manifestis Probatum on 16 April 1212 Rome resorted to an image
different from that used with Afonso Henriques and Sancho, adapting
the document to the reality of a king affected by a serious (although
not clearly identified) disease, and highlighting other skills as evidence
for Afonso II’s suitability «ad gubernationem regni», see Branco 20093,
152-158, who has argued how this change resulted also in the emer-
gence of the concept of the ‘kingdom of Portugal’. On the whole crea-
tion of the concept of ‘sovereignty’, see Branco 1999.

192" Branco 2010, 142-143.

103 Branco 2010, 143-149.

104 Branco 2010, 152.

105 Capitani 1986.

16 Branco 2009a, 145-146; 2010, 259-260.

107 Renzi 2019, 268-273.
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occasion). On the other hand, as pointed out by Branco, it
proved an important instrument for Portuguese kings when
creating laws.

Approaching these issues from a Roman point of view
has helped better frame some of the documents and
highlights the importance of context in understanding the
images and language adopted by both papal and royal
chanceries. Lack of attention to the historical moment has
sometimes resulted in some elements being stressed too
much, such as the attempts to seek an acknowledgement
of the title of rex: it is not possible to explain the forty-year
«break» between the first request by Afonso Henriques
to Innocent Il and Manifestis probatum otherwise. On the
contrary, analysis of some of the letters sent by Afonso’s
chancery to Rome shows a recurrent focus on the title of
miles Petri, as if this image was more important than being
acknowledged as king for the legitimacy of the new political
reality — a title also claimed by Afonso’s son and successor
Sancho |. Despite Afonso’s attempt to force the situation,
the consistent papal refusal to acknowledge the formula
might have been the result of a prudent Realpolitik avoiding
any possible contrast with other political institutions in the
Iberian Peninsula and of the reactive nature of the medieval
papacy. The situation only changed (temporarily) with
Manifestis probatum when the acknowledgement of the
title of rex was deemed sufficient by Afonso.

The analysis of papal language has also benefitted from
an attention to historical context and comparison with other
documents, as attested by the adoption of words apparently
belonging to the sphere of vassalage but which were used
by the papal chancery to indicate a variety of different
relationships, without necessarily entailing a feudal link.

Considering both the kingdom of Portugal and Rome
as two emerging entities helps us understand their
relations, showing how the so-called «peripheries» played
an important role in the creation of the Roman primacy.
Switching the model suggested by the majority of the
historiography, one might say that the continuous need for
acknowledgement by external institutions was stronger for
the Apostolic See than for the kingdom of Portugal, where
Afonso Henriques already exercised practical authority.
He was a king who was already recognised, although with
highs and lows, in the complex universe of the lberian
Peninsula.

DECLARATION OF COMPETING INTEREST

The author of this article declares that he has no
financial, professional or personal conflicts of interest that
could have inappropriately influenced this work.

FUNDING SOURCES

This project has received funding
from the European Union’s Horizon 2020
research and innovation programme
under the Marie Sklodowska-Curie grant
agreement No. 894678 — RAP.



11 ENRICO VENEZIANI, CARISSIMO IN CHRISTO FILIO ALFONSO ILLUSTRI PORTUGALENSIUM REGI...

AUTHORSHIP CONTRIBUTION STATEMENT

Enrico Veneziani: conceptualization, funding acquisition,
investigation, resources, visualization, writing — original
draft, writing — review & editing.

PRINTED SOURCES

Azevedo, Ruy Pinto de. 1938. A Chancelaria Régia Portuguesa nos
séculos Xll e XlIl, Linhas Gerais da sua Evolugdo. Diplomas de D.
Afonso Henriques, Vol. |. Coimbra.

Azevedo, Rui Pinto de. 1958. Documentos medievais portugueses
(1095-1185), Vol. I. Lisboa: Academia Portuguesa da Historia.
Azevedo, Rui Pinto de. 1979. Documentos de D. Sancho | (1174-1211),

Vol. I. Coimbra: Universidade de Coimbra.

Caspar, Erich. 1920-1923. Das Register Gregors VII. Berlin: Weidmann.

Dufour, Jean. 1992-1994. Recueil des actes de Louis VI, roi de France
(1108-1137). 4 vols, Paris: Académie des inscriptions et belles-
lettres, diffusion De Boccard.

Erdmann, Carl. 1927. Papsturkunden in Portugal. Berlin: Abhandlungen
der Gesellschaft der Wissenschaften zu Gottingen. Phil-Hist. KI.
Neue Folge 20.

Fernandez Valverde, Juan. 1987. Roderici Ximenii de Rada Historia de
Rebus Hispanie sive Historia Gothica. Turnholt: Brepols.

Migne, Jean-Paul. 1854. Patrologia Latina. Vol. 166. Paris.

Migne, Jean-Paul. 1899. Patrologia Latina. Vol. 179. Paris.

Pergamins de I’Arxiu Comtal de Barcelona de Ramon Berenguer |l
a Ramon Berenguer |V, Els. 2010. 4 vols. Barcelona: Fundacié
Noguera.

Portugaliae Monumenta Historica. Scriptores. 1856. 1.1. Lisboa: Typis
Academici.

Saraiva, Anténio José. 1979. A Epica Medieval Portuguesa. Lisboa:
Instituto de Cultura e Lingua Portuguesa.

Ventura, Leontina and Ana Santiago Faria. 1990. Livro Santo de
Santa Cruz. Cartulario do Sec. XIl. Coimbra: Instituto Nacional de
Investigagdo Cientifica.

BIBLIOGRAPHY

Amaral, Luis Carlos. 2007. “Formagéo e desenvolvimento do dominio
da diocese de Braga no periodo da Reconquista (século 1X-1137).”
Tese de doutoramento, Universidade do Porto.

Anzoise, Stefania. 2011. “Lo Scisma del 1130: aspetti e prospettive di
un lungo dibattito storiografico.” Archivum Historiae Pontificiae
XLIX: 7-49.

Becker, Alfons. 1995. “Politique féodale de la papauté a I'égard des rois
et des princes (Xle-Xlle siécles).” In Chiesa e mondo feudale nei
secoli X-XIl, 411-450. Milan: Vita e Pensiero.

Branco, Maria Jodo. 1993. “Portugal no Reino de Ledn: etapas de uma
relagdo (866-1179)". In El reino de Ledn en la alta edad media:
la monarquia (1109-1230), 537-623. Léon: Archivo Historico y
Diocesano.

Branco, Maria Jodo. 1999. “Poder Real e Eclesiasticos. A evolugdo do
conceito de soberania régia e a sua relagdo com a praxis politica de
Sancho | e Afonso II.” Tese de doutoramento, Universidade Aberta,
Lisboa.

Branco, Maria Jodo. 2009a. “Os homens do rei e a Manifestis
Probatum.” In Poder Espiritual/Poder Temporal. As Relagées igreja-
estado no tempo da monarquia (1179-1909). Actas do Coloquio,
125-171. Lisboa: Academia Portuguesa da Historia.

Branco, Maria Jodo. 2009b. “Elites eclesidsticas e construgdo de uma
identidade: do reiao reino (secs. Xl e XIlI).” In Nagdo e Identidades.
Portugal, os Portugueses e os Outros, edited by Hermenegildo
Fernandes, Isabel Castro Henriques, José da Silva Horta and Sérgio
Campos Matos, 135-155. Lisboa: Caleidoscépio.

Branco, Maria Jodo. 2010. D. Sancho I. Lisboa: Temas e Debates.

Cantarella, Glauco Maria. 2005. Il sole e la luna. La rivoluzione di
Gregorio VIl papa 1073-1085. Rome / Bari: Laterza.

Cantarella, Glauco Maria. 2018a. Gregorio VII. Rome: Salerno editrice.

Cantarella, Glauco Maria. 2018b. “L’Algoritmo di Anacleto Il. La
creazione del regno di Sicilia.” Przeglad historyczny CIX: 355-368.

Cantarella, Glauco Maria. 2020. Ruggero Il. Rome: Salerno editrice.

Capitani, Ovidio. 1965. “Esiste un’eta gregoriana? Considerazioni
sulle tendenze di una storiografia medievistica.” Rivista di storia e
letteratura religiosa |: 454-481.

Capitani, Ovidio. 1986. “Ecclesia romana e riforma: utilitas in Gregorio
VII” In Chiesa, diritto e ordinamento della «Societas Christiana»
nei secoli Xl e Xll. Atti della nona Settimana internazionale di
studio. Mendola, 28 agosto-2 settembre 1983, 26-69. Milan: Vita
e Pensiero.

Carocci, Sandro. 2010. Vassalli del papa. Potere pontificio, aristocrazie
e citta nello Stato della Chiesa (XII.XV sec.). Rome: Viella.

Costa, Avelino Jesus da. 1975. “La Chancellerie Royale Portugaise
jusqu’au milieu du Xllle siécle.” Revista portuguesa de historia XV:
143-169.

Costa, Avelino de Jesus da. 1984. “D. Jodo Peculiar, co-fundador do
mosteiro de Santa Cruz de Coimbra, bispo do Porto e arcebispo de
Braga.” In Santa Cruz de Coimbra do século XI ao século XX, 59-83.
Coimbra: Gréfica de Coimbra.

De Fraja, Valeria. 2012. “l'insegnamento della teologia a Roma prima
della fondazione dello Studium Romanae Curiae (fine XII sec.-
1244).” [Primi spunti di ricerca]. In Le scritture della storia. Pagine
offerte dalla Scuola Nazionale di Studi Medievali a Massimo
Miglio, edited by Fluvio Delle Donne and Giovanni Pestri, 181-214.
Roma: Istituto Storico Italiano per il Medioevo.

Di Carpegna Falconieri, Tommaso. 2004. “Innocenzo Il, papa.” In
Dizionario Biografico degli Italiani 62 https://www.treccani.it/
enciclopedia/papa-innocenzo-ii_%28Dizionario-Biografico%29/
[Accessed on 22/03/2023].

Duggan, Anne J. 2012. “Master of the Decretals: A Reassessment of
Alexander llI’s Contribution to Canon Law.” In Pope Alexander Il
(1159-81): The Art of Survival, edited by Peter D. Clarke, and Anne
J. Duggan, 365-418. London / New York: Routledge.

Elze, Reinhard. 1993. “Ruggero Il e i papi del suo tempo.” In Societd,
potere e popolo nell’eta di Ruggero 11, 27-40. Bari: Dedalo.

Erdmann, Carl. 1935. O Papado e Portugal no Primeiro Século da
Historia Portuguesa. Coimbra: Instituto Alemdo da Universidade
de Coimbra.

Escalona Monge, Julio. 2001. “De ‘sefiores y campesinos’ a ‘poderes
feudales y comunidades’: elementos para definir la articulacion
entre territorio y clases sociales en la Alta Edad Media castellana.”
In Comunidades locales y poderes feudales en la Edad Media,
edited by Ignacio Alvarez Borge, 115-156. Logrofio: Universidad de
la Rioja.

Escalona Monge, Julio. 2002. Sociedad y territorio en la Alta Edad
Media castellana: la formacion del Alfoz de Lara. Oxford: British
Archaeological Reports.

Escalona Monge, Julio. 2020. “Organizacion eclesiastica y territorialidad
en Castilla antes de la reforma gregoriana.” In La construccion de la
territorialidad en la Alta Edad Media, edited by Ifiaki Martin Viso,
167-201. Salamanca: Ediciones Universidad de Salamanca.

Escalona Monge, Julio, and Ifiaki Martin Viso. 2020. “The Life and Death
of an Historiographical Folly: The Early Medieval Depopulation and
Repopulation of the Duero Basin.” In Beyond the Reconquista: new
directions in the history of medieval Iberia (711-1085): in honour of
Simon Barton, edited by Robert Portass, 21-51. Leiden: Brill.

Fleisch, Ingo. 2006. Sacerdotium-Regnum-Studium: Der westiberische
Raum und die europdische Universitdtskultur im Hochmittelalter.
Prosopographische und rechtsgeschichtliche Studien. Munster: LIT.

Fleisch, Ingo. 2008. “Rom und die Iberische Halbinsel: das Personal der
papstlichen Legationen und Gesandtschaften im 12. Jahrhundert.”
In Rémisches Zentrum und kirchliche Peripherie. Das universale
Papsttum als Bezugspunkt der Kirchen von den Reformpdpsten bis

Hispania Sacra, 76, 154, 991
ISSN-L: 0018-215X, elSSN: 1988-4265, https://doi.org/10.3989/hs.2024.991



ENRICO VENEZIANI, CARISSIMO IN CHRISTO FILIO ALFONSO ILLUSTRI PORTUGALENSIUM REGI... 12

zu Innozenz Il, edited by Jochen Johrendt and Harald Mdiller, 135-
189. Berlin: De Gruyter.

Fleisch, Ingo. 2009. “Legados papales como intermediarios de normas
juridicas y valores culturales.” In Roma y la peninsula Ibérica
en la Alta Edad Media: la construccion de espacios, normas y
redes de relacion, edited by Santiago Dominguez Sanchez and
Klaus Herbers, 135-156. Ledn: Akademie der Wissenchaften zu
Gottingen / Universidad de Ledn, Servicio de Publicaciones.

Fliche, Augustin. 1924. La réforme grégorienne. Louvain: Spicilegium
Sacrum Lovaniense.

Gomes, Saul Anténio. 2007. In limine conscriptionis: documentos,
chancelaria e cultura no mosteiro de Santa Cruz de Coimbra: sécs.
XIl a XIV. Coimbra: Palimage.

Grillo, Paolo. 2020. “Urbano Ill, papa.” In Dizionario Biografico degli
Italiani 97 https://www.treccani.it/enciclopedia/papa-urbano-
iii_%28Dizionario-Biografico%29/ [Accessed on 23/03/2023].

Guerreiro, Maria Jodo. 2010. “Por graga de Deus, Rei dos Portugueses.
As intitulagOes régias de D. Afonso Henriques e D. Sancho 1.” Tese
de Mestrado, Universidade Aberta, Lisboa.

Herculano, Alexandre. 1980-1981. Histéria de Portugal: desde o
comego da monarquia até ao fim do reinado de D. Afonso .
Edited by José Mattoso. Lisboa: Bertrand.

Johrendt, Jochen and Harald Miiller, eds. 2008. Ré6misches Zentrum
und kirchliche Peripherie. Das universale Papsttum als Bezugspunkt
der Kirchen von den Reformpdpsten bis zu Innozenz Il. Berlin: De
Gruyter.

Johrendt, Jochen and Harald Miiller, eds. 2012. Rom und die
Regionen. Studien zur Homogenisierung der lateinischen Kirche im
Hochmittelalter. Berlin: De Gruyter.

Klewitz, Hans-Walter. 1939. “Das Ende des Reformpapsttums.”
Deutsches Archiv fiir Geschichte des Mittelalters lll: 371-412.

Lay, Stephen. 2009. The reconquest kings of Portugal. Political and
cultural reorientation on the medieval frontier. Basingstoke:
Palgrave.

Linehan, Peter. 1996. “Utrum reges Portugalie coronabantur annon.” In
22 Congresso Histdrico de Guimardes. Actas do Congresso, Il, 387-
401. Guimardes: Camara Municipal de Guimardes / Universidade
do Minho.

Liotta, Filippo, ed. 1986. Miscellanea Rolando Bandinelli - Papa
Alessandro Ill. Siena: Nella sede dell’/Accademia.

Maccarrone, Michele. 1991. Romana ecclesia Cathedra Petri. 2 vols.
Rome: Herder.

Martin Martin, José Luis. 2009. “Espacios eclesiasticos y construccion
de fronteras en la Peninsula Ibérica, siglos XI-XIl.” In Roma y
la Peninsula Ibérica en la Alta Edad Media. La construccion de
espacios, normas y redes de relacion, edited by Santiago Dominguez
Sanchez and Klaus Herbers, 109-134. Le6n / Gottingen: Kadmos.

Martin Viso, Ifiaki. 2000. Poblamiento y estructuras sociales en el
norte de la Peninsula Ibérica (siglos VI-XIll). Salamanca: Ediciones
Universidad de Salamanca.

Martin Viso, Ifiaki. 2020. La construccion de la territorialidad en la Alta
Edad Media. Salamanca: Ediciones Universidad de Salamanca.
Martin Viso, Ifaki, ed. 2023. Los procesos de formacion del feudalismo:

la peninsula ibérica en el contexto europeo. Gijén: Trea.

Martins, Armando Alberto. 2003. O Mosteiro de Santa Cruz de Coimbra
na Idade Média. Lisboa: Centro de Histéria da Universidade de
Lisboa.

Mattoso, José. 1985. “Cluny, Cruzios e Cistercienses na formagdo de
Portugal.” In Portugal Medieval. Novas interpretagbes, 101-121.
Lisboa: Imprensa Nacional Casa da Moeda.

Mattoso, José. 2000a. “As trés faces de Afonso Henriques.” In Naquele
Tempo, Ensaios de Histéria Medieval, 469-484. Lisboa: Circulo de
Leitores.

Mattoso, José. 2000b. “A nova face de Afonso Henriques.” In Naquele
Tempo, Ensaios de Histéria Medieval, 485-500. Lisboa: Circulo de
Leitores.

Mattoso, José. 2007. D. Afonso Henriques. Lisboa: Circulo de Leitores.

Hispania Sacra, 76, 154, 991
ISSN-L: 0018-215X, elSSN: 1988-4265, https://doi.org/10.3989/hs.2024.991

Mattoso, José. 2015. Identificagdo de um Pais. Oposicdo; Composicdo.
Lisboa: Temas e Debates.

Mattoso, José. 2017. “Entre Oriente e Ocidente. Contactos de Portugal
com o mundo nas origens da nacionalidade.” In No tempo de D.
Afonso Henriques: reflexes sobre o primeiro século portugués,
edited by Mario Jorge Barroca, 11-25. Porto: CITCEM.

Milanesi, Giorgio. 2013. Bonifica delle Immagini e propaganda in
Aquitania durante lo Scisma del 1130-1138. Verona: Scripta.

Milani, Giuliano. 2006. “Lucio Il, papa.” In Dizionario Biografico degli
Italiani 66  https://www.treccani.it/enciclopedia/papa-lucio-
ii_%28Dizionario-Biografico%29/ [Accessed on 22/03/2023].

Morujdo, Maria do Rosdrio Barbosa. 1997. “A Sé de Coimbra. Centro
de produgdo documental no tempo de D. Afonso Henriques.” In
22 Congresso Histdrico de Guimardes. Actas do Congresso, 1V, 187-
203. Guimardes: Camara Municipal de Guimardes / Universidade
do Minho.

Noonan,JohnT.1977. “Who was Rolandus?” In Law, Church and Society.
Essays in Honor of S. Kuttner, edited by Kenneth Pennington and
Robert Somerville, 21-48. Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania.

Palumbo, Pier Fausto. 1942. Lo Scisma del MCXXX. | precedenti, la
vicenda romana e le ripercussioni europee della lotta tra Anacleto
e Innocenzo Il. Rome: Presso al Reale Deputazione alla Biblioteca
Vallicelliana.

Reilly, Bernard F. 1998. The Kingdom of Ledn-Castilla Under King
Alfonso VI, 1126-1157. Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania
Press.

Renzi, Francesco. 2019. “Un regno sotto la protezione di San Pietro. |
rapporti tra il Portogallo e la Sede Apostolica da una prospettiva
romana (1143-1212).” In Da Conquista de Lisboa a Conquista de
Alcdcer (1147-1217), edited by Isabel Cristina Fernando and Maria
Jodo Branco, 235-272. Lisboa: Edigdes Colibri.

Renzi, Francesco. Forthcoming. “Un arzobispado medieval en marcha.
Viajes, legaciones y relaciones entre Braga y Roma (siglos XI-XI1)”.

Renzi, Francesco and Andrea Mariani. 2022. “Monasteri, vescovi
e papato nel Xll secolo. Il caso dell’esenzione papale di San
Salvador di Grijé (1139-1195).” Hispania Sacra 74: 89-103.
https://doi.org/10.3989/hs.2022.07

Renzi, Francesco and Enrico Veneziani. 2021. “Alcune note sulla
Riforma della Chiesa Romana nel pienomedioevo (secoli XI-XII).”
Via Spiritus XXVII: 5-33.

Reuter, Timothy. 2008. “Introduction: reading the tenth century.” In
The New Cambridge Medieval History, vol. lll, 1-24. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Rodamilans Ramos, Fernando. 2018. “Los legados pontificios en la
Peninsula Ibérica hasta Inocencio IlI: génesis y evolucion de una
institucion.” Tesis doctoral, Universidad Complutense, Madrid.

Santa Cruz de Coimbra do século XI ao século XX — Estudos. 1984.
Lisboa: Comissdo Executiva do IX Centenario do Nascimento de S.
Teotonio.

Schmale, Franz-Josef. 1961. Studien zum Schisma des Jahres 1130.
Cologne / Graz: Bohlau.

Sergi, Giuseppe. 2000. “Signori, Castelli, feudi.” In Storia Medievale,
edited by Enrico Artifoni, 247-267. Rome: Donzelli.

Smith, Damian J. 2012. “Alexander Il and Spain.” In Pope Alexander IlI
(1159-81): The Art of Survival, edited by Peter D. Clarke and Anne
J. Duggan, 203-241. London / New York: Routledge.

Smith, Damian J. 2016. “The men who would be kings: Innocent Il and
Spain.” In Pope Innocent Il (1130-43), edited by Damian J. Smith,
and John Doran, 181-204. London / New York: Routledge.

Soares, Luis Ribeiro. 1979. “A Bula Manifestis Probatum e a legitimidade
portuguesa.” In VIII Centendrio do reconhecimento de Portugal
pela Santa Sé (Bula Manifestis Probatum — 23 de Maio de 1179).
Comemoragdo Académica, 143-191. Lisboa: Academia Portuguesa
da Historia.

Soto Rabanos, José Maria. 2007. “éSe puede hablar de un entramado
politico-religioso en el proceso de independencia de Portugal?”



13 ENRICO VENEZIANI, CARISSIMO IN CHRISTO FILIO ALFONSO ILLUSTRI PORTUGALENSIUM REGI...

Hispania 67,227:795-826. https://doi.org/10.3989/hispania.2007.
v67.i227.62

Sotto Mayor Pizarro, José Augusto de. 2015. “Political origins of
Portugal. From County to Kingdom (1096-1143/1157)” In
Catalonia and Portugal. The Iberian Peninsula from the Periphery,
edited by Flocel Sabaté and Luis Addo da Fonseca, 165-203. Bern:
Peter Lang.

Sousa Costa, Antonio Domingues de. 1963. Mestre Silvestre e Mestre
Vicente, juristas da contenda entre D. Afonso Il e suas irmds. Braga:
Tipografia Editorial Franciscana.

Vasconcelos Vilar, Herminia. 2008. D. Afonso Il. Lisboa: Circulo de
Leitores.

Veneziani, Enrico. 2023a. The Papacy and Ecclesiology of Honorius 11
(1124-1130). Church Governance after the Concordat of Worms.
Routledge: Boydell & Brewer.

Veneziani, Enrico. 2023b. “Cum enim sit ecclesie Romane vassallus:
some observations on a letter of Pope Honorius Ill about James |
of Aragon.” Lusitania Sacra 48: 123-144.

Veneziani, Enrico. 2024. “Duas realidades medievais ‘emergentes’:
observagdes sobre as relagbes entre a Sé Apostdlica e Portugal
(século Xll).” In O Catolicismo Portugués em didspora: Agentes,

instituicdes e sensibilidades religiosas, edited by Adélio Fernando
Abreu and Luis Carlos Amaral, 165-186. Lisbon: Universidade
Catélica Editora

VIll Centendrio do reconhecimento de Portugal pela Santa Sé (Bula
Manifestis Probatum — 23 de Maio de 1179). Comemoragdo
Académica. Lisboa: Academia Portuguesa da Histéria, 1979.

Vitdria, André. 2012. “Legal Culture in Portugal from the Twelfth to
the Fourteenth Centuries.” Tese de doutoramento, Universidade
do Porto.

Weigand, Rudolf. 1980. “Magister Rolandus und Papst Alexander II1.”
Archiv fiir Katholisches Kirchenrecht CIL: 3-44.

Wickham, Chris. 2015. Sleepwalking into a New World. The Emergence
of Italian City Communes in the Twelfth Century. Princeton:
Princeton University Press.

Wickham, Chris. 2019. Europa Medieval. Lisboa: Edi¢gdes 70.

Wiedemann, Benedict G. E. 2015. “The kingdom of Portugal, homage
and papal ‘fiefdom’ in the second half of the twelfth Century.”
Journal of Medieval History XLI, 4: 432-445. https://doi.org/10.10
80/03044181.2015.1083880

Hispania Sacra, 76, 154, 991
ISSN-L: 0018-215X, elSSN: 1988-4265, https://doi.org/10.3989/hs.2024.991



