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Abstract: 

Research on Genoese commercial development has hit a wall represented by the contraposition between analytic 

narrative methodology and the reconstruction of long term social dynamics. On both sides the actual actions of the 

Genoese individuals were the main causalities. This paper proposes a possible way forward to focus our attention 

again on an issue – that of transaction costs – that although is considered ‘shaky’ by the most recent literature, must 

be analyzed with the support of the available sources to shed light on the decisions taken by Genoese traders. In 

order to do so I focus on one historical juncture of Genoese history, the participation of the Genoese to the Third 

Crusade, relying on the notary agreements of Oberto Scriba da Mercato.  
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The city of Genoa has, for a long time, captured the attention of economic historians interested in 

uncovering the reasons behind its economic successes. This city has been repeatedly considered 

the birthplace of capitalism, of finance and one of the Italian cities that led the way for western 

European worldwide economic dominance, to the point that Roberto Sabatino Lopez formulated 

their theory of a late medieval commercial revolution from their studies of Genoa.
2
  Indeed, for 

the twelfth century the trace of the foundation of the city walls built in 1155 provide a solid 

estimate of the size of the Genoese population at the time – around 30,000 – quite possibly 

surpassed by several other Italian cities like Venice and Milan. However, by the beginning of the 

fourteenth century ‘Genoa might well have been the wealthiest city in the wealthiest part of 

Europe’.
3
 More important – and evidently linked to that - the twelfth and early thirteenth century 

in Genoa are extremely well documented in comparison to contemporary records in other cities. 

This makes Genoa a good field to explore the mechanisms that made long distance trade – one of 

the most distinguishing features of the Genoese economy – possible in the twelfth century. 

Sources 

The history of the city can be explored thanks to the surviving Annales of the city, the richest 

and earliest surviving notarial cartularies for Western Europe, and the Liber Iurium – a book of 

public acts of the commune.  From these sources it is possible to reconstruct an image of the 

institutional functioning of the city government, of the Genoese treaties with foreign powers and 

of the growing participation of the Genoese in Mediterranean trade activities.  

In particular, most important for the presentation today, what survives in Genoa is a series of 

cartularies, paper books, filled with summaries of contracts. These were compiled by the notaries 

                                                           
2 Lopez, The Commercial Revolution of the Middle Ages, 950-1350. 
3 Epstein, Genoaand the Genoese, p.23. 
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of Genoa as a basic record for the scope of authentication in cases of loss or suspicious 

documents. The commune of Genoa required the single notaries to deposit their cartularies in the 

city archives for the purpose of referencing the acts after the death of the notaries. From this 

point of view the principle interest was in land transactions because of their permanent character, 

but thousands of commercial agreements were preserved as well. They survived essentially 

complete until 1684 when they were the victims of the French bombardment of Genoa. As a 

consequence numerous early cartularies were destroyed and the remaining ones were scattered. 

From the 1930s American and Italian scholars collaborated on the editing and publishing of the 

Genoese cartularies surviving for the twelfth and thirteenth century, which appeared in a series 

entitled Notai liguri del secolo XII.  These documents are effectively complete business 

documents. The people involved in these contracts (and their witnesses), would agree on a deal 

in front of a notary who would then write an imbreviatura, a summary of the actual contract in 

his book, a cartulary, This summary usually reported the date of the registration in front of the 

notary, the place in which it was registered, the people involved and the details of the 

commercial agreements, real estate transactions, dowries’ agreements or wills that were 

registered. 

Some grounding 

Contemporary to the appearance of these fundamental editions, Roberto Sabatino Lopez started 

fruitfully to use the information contained in the notarial cartularies to illuminate the economic 

history of the city. The works of Lopez had a lasting impact by turning the attention of economic 

historians – in the words of David Abulafia - from ‘treaties, partisan chronicles and travellers’ 
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tales as sole indices of economic development’, to ‘sources that provide a day-by-day picture of 

commercial development…’.
4
 

This reinforced a general interest in Genoese economic history which had started with the works 

of Heyd on Genoese commerce with the Levant, Schaube’s study of the trade of latins in the 

Mediterranean.
5
 The influence of Lopez and the editing and publication of a growing number of 

Genoese cartularies created fertile soil for the growth of the historiography of the medieval 

economy of Genoa. This becomes clear, for instance, with the works of Erik Back, La cité de 

Genes au XII siècle; David Abulafia, The Two Italies; Hilmar Krueger, Navi e proprietà navale a 

Genova; and Geo Pistarino, La capitale del Mediterraneo.
6
 The renewed interest in the economic 

dimension of Genoese history focused, so to speak, on the Mediterranean projection of the city , 

through a careful evaluation of the participation of Genoese in the foreign markets, and largely 

ignored the web of their relationships within Genoa itself. As I will shortly discuss this state of 

affairs was changed by the recent work by Quentin Von Doosselaere, Commercial Agreements 

and Social Dynamics in Medieval Genoa, which linked external trade and internal social 

dynamics, but left out, I believe, several fundamental aspects of those relations which makes his 

conclusions of twelfth century Genoese trade problematic as we shall see later. 

David Abulafia, commenting on the nature of Genoese notaries defines a series of analytical 

problems behind their use. The most pressing issue is the one of quantification. The cartularies 

do not survive in quantities large enough to make possible the analysis of overall trade 

movements over specific years. Furthermore the specific interests of the individual notaries – and 

of their clientele – can vary markedly, reducing the efficacy of a comparison between years. 

                                                           
4 Abulafia, The Two Italies, p.43 
5 Schaube, Handelsgeschichte der romanischen Volker des Mittlelmeergebiets bis zum Ende der Kreuzzuge (Munich-Berlin, 1906 ) 
6 Bach, La cite de Genes au XII siècle; Abulafia, The Two Italies: Economic Relations between the Norman Kingdom of Sicily and the Northern 

Communes; Krueger, Navi e proprietà navale a Genova. Seconda metà del sec. XII; Pistarino, La capitale del Mediterraneo: Genova nel 
medioevo.   
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Abulafia complained that nearly no trends could be extrapolated at all from the material, but he 

succeeded, focusing on the single enterprises and voyages directed from Genoa to Sicily, in 

comparison to other destinations, to give an insight into ‘where the emphasis in Mediterranean 

trade lay during one season’, therefore illustrating some of the elements that Genoese traders 

took into account before travelling (in this case the demand for cotton and wheat and the political 

stability of the relations between the Kingdom of Sicily and the commune of Genoa).   

Van Doosselaere’s pervasive effort to represent the growing participation of the Genoese to long 

distance trade does indeed challenges this view. The scholar attempts to quantify several aspects 

of the development of the Genoese long distance trade between 1150 and 1435; by making 

unprecedented use of the data available using the relationships among individuals and groups in 

order to reconstruct a long term medieval social dynamic in Genoa.  While the achievements of 

this approach are remarkable from the point of view of long durée market transformation (for 

instance he offers an extremely convincing image of the re-wiring of Genoese trade from the late 

thirteenth century due to the entrance of ‘new’ people and families in the Mediterranean credit 

market), they fall short of deepening our understanding of how early long distance trade was 

conducted – its instantaneous working so to speak – and the individual operators that created a 

Genoese trade disappear from the analysis. Let us, for instance, evaluate his conclusions for the 

twelfth century. The author considering the structure of Genoese twelfth century trade concludes 

that: “In the twelfth century Genoese Mediterranean trade was controlled by a few large 

operators, each surrounded by clients…with no evidence of commercial interaction…the 

exclusive character of  feudal clientelism  permeated not only the social organization as a whole 

but also the commercial network”. Furthermore he states that: “Commercial relationships 

between these operators were tenuous…partner repetition was a very rare event because of 
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commercial reality of the time...which meant that opportunistic behavior was the norm”.
7
 By this 

the author means that “Investors selected travelers who were about ready to leave, as opposed to 

wait for previous partners”, because of the unpredictable nature of trade at the time. In Van 

Doosselaere’s view this was due to the fact that:  “It is not simply that medieval European traders 

lacked the technical expertise to devise and implement commercial strategies: the structure of 

commerce did not warrant or reward calculating business acumen as much”. Furthermore 

“Selection process dynamic was dictated not by financial prerogatives but by the historical 

transformation of the structure of social ties – a transformation in which commerce played a 

major role”.
8
 If this sounds unrealistic the reader is reminded/warned that “Our current empty 

outlook on life was not followed by long distance operators in the twelfth and thirteenth 

centuries: material wealth derived from commerce was not an end per se”. The scholar finally 

concludes his analysis of twelfth century Genoese trade development echoing Fernand Braudel 

stressing how “Success of medieval long distance traders was essentially the result of the 

merchants predatory instincts and relentless pursuit for profit…it is the emergence of a world 

market combined with lack of fair competition that formed the key elements of early medieval 

long distance trade”. And in his view quite simply “Italians benefited from the failed history of 

all their potential competitors”.  

These conclusions are not completely satisfactory and, I argue, do not seem to make adequate 

consideration of the sources available. Their contribution to the current debate on Medieval trade 

is therefore limited. 

Before Van Doosselaere’s work another social scientist had already urged for a need to 

rediscover the lessons that could be learnt from Genoese economic history. Avner Greif drew 

                                                           
7 Van Doosselaere, Commercial Agreements, p.105. 
8 Van Doosselaere, Commercial Agreements, p. 9. 
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examples from the Genoese economic history in order to illustrate the different characteristics – 

and growth patterns - of mercantile groups that relied on informal versus informal institutions as 

ways of coping with the issue of contract enforcement.
9
 Furthermore the scholar used Genoa as a 

key study for his theory of institutional development and citywide coordination.
10

 

Van Doosseelaere himself addresses the parallels between his work and the one of Avner Greif. 

The author observes that since Avner Greif focuses on enforcement mechanisms and city-wide 

coordination and because these questions were not “as central to the city’s economic success as 

Greif seems to indicate” – he decides to do not engage with his reconstructions. Van Dooseelaere 

observes correctly that the number of commercial disputes reported in the notarial record was 

very low and othere “available primary sources do not mention such disputes” (although it 

should be noticed that we do not have court records among the surviving documentation).
11

 

Starting from these premises in Commercial Agreements he decides to avoid tackling the 

questions raised by Greif. However at a closer analysis the criticisms moved by Commercial 

Agreements to the scholarship of Avner Greif are much more substantial than openly 

acknowledged. Van Doosselaere stresses that his analysis is “not based on any individual mean-

ends approach and does not privilege commercial goals in the motives and behaviours of actors” 

since,  “in contrast to Greif’s – and North’s assumption, it was not economic optimization that 

drove” trade. 

                                                           
9 Greif, ‘Reputation and coalitions in Medieval Trade: Evidence on the Maghribi Traders’, Journal of Economic History, 49, 4, 1989, pp.857-82. 
10 Greif, ‘On the Political Foundations of the Late Medieval Commercial Revolution: Genoa during the XII and XIII Centuries’, Journal of 

Economic History, 54, 4, 1994, pp.271-287: Greif, Institutions and the Path to the Modern Economy: Lessons from Medieval Trade (Cambridge, 

2006). 
11 Van Doosselaere, Commercial Agreements, p.8. 
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Furthermore, although Van Doosselaere does not confront directly the questions posed by Avner 

Greif it is evident that his work challenges his methodological approach too. Van Dosselaeres 

criticisms are essentially two.
12

 

Van Doosselaere states that Greif’s institutions remain the incentive structures of a system in 

which transaction costs have to be minimized. According to the scholar, “This is a problem 

especially for medieval history because those costs are hard to measure and are not uniform in 

respect to social settings”. As a result Van Doosselaere’s concludes that “transaction costs 

constitute a shaky notion on which to build falsifiable theories that are portable in time and 

space”. The second types of critiques are methodological ones. The author observes that Greif’s 

reliance on game theory models that could in theory demonstrate how equilibriums are achieved 

but “are inadequate for uncovering the sources of a changing context over the longue durée, as 

each interaction can only be a static answer to the continuous process of development”. He then 

criticizes Greif for proceeding with “analytical narratives that interpret historical details as 

evidence of a set of rational choice equilibriums” – instead Commercial Agreements “provides 

systematic quantitative data drawn from primary sources”.
13

 

The problem with this type of approach to the questions posed by Greif is that it does not deepen  

our understanding of how actually Genoese trade took place day by day, but only offers some 

information on the ways in which it developed in the long run alongside Genoese society. 

Therefore, the individual choices of the Genoese economic actors disappear in this analysis. 

Looking carefully this is a consequence of the scholar’s methodology. It could not have been 

otherwise since the only way of using the information contained in the Genoese cartularies to 

                                                           
12 On top of the usual criticism about the fact that individuals do not act in a social vacuum and do not always act rationally. It is probably not 

necessary to summarize this debate once again, but a good summary of those positions is in Elster, ‘Review: Rational Choice History: a Case of 

Excessive Ambition’, The American Political Science Review, 94, 3, 2000, pp.685-695. 
13 Van Doosselaere, Commercial Agreements, p.10. 



9 
 

trace a macro economic history of the city for 350 years is to overlook the fact that most of the 

data is not offering an evolving image of an economy over time, but rather a series of images of a 

series of economies.
14

  

Jessica Goldberg in her recent works on agency relations, contract enforcement, and the 

economy of the eleventh century Islamic Mediterranean as emerging from a careful analysis of 

the documents contained in the ‘Cairo Geniza’, has stressed how efforts made to compare Italian 

and Islamic medieval merchants had been damaged by an over simplification of the differences 

in the commercial realities in which these traders operated.
15

  In particular the work of Avner 

Greif – and the heated debate it generated – concentrated most of the focus on what Goldberg 

calls a ‘false dichotomy’ of whether merchants used mostly personal or public arrangements to 

ensure that their contracts were enforced. Goldberg warned of the possible risks relative to a 

certain urgency to draw comparisons between the East and the West or between an Islamic 

commercial tradition and a Christian one for our understanding of commercial structures in the 

East. In the light of the conclusions proposed by Quentin Van Doosseelaere in his Commercial 

Agreements and Social Dynamics in Medieval Genoa, and briefly discussed above, it is apparent 

that more has to be done if we are to deepen our understanding of Medieval trade; and escaping a 

new dichotomy opposing the choices of the individuals to the formation of groups and social 

dynamics. 

 

 

                                                           
14 Excluding individuals from the analysis in turn also allows not too worry excessively about which sample of the Genoese community is 
represented in each cartulary. Just to help the reader to put this issue in context at any given time there might have been as many as twelve 

notaries active notaries in the city. See introduction in Moresco and Bognetti, Per l’edizione dei notai liguri del Secolo XII, Torino, 1938. 
15 Goldberg, ‘Choosing and Enforcing Business relationships in the Eleventh-century Mediterranean: re-examining the ‘Maghribī traders’, Past & 
Present, 216, 2012. 
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A possible way forward. 

I think that at this stage it is necessary to return to David Abulafia’s advice and ask the right 

questions to the sources (unmatched as we were saying) available. 

As discussed, David Abulafia, commenting on the nature of Genoese notaries defines a series of 

analytical problems behind their use. The most pressing issue according to the scholar is the one 

of quantification. The essential problem is that the cartularies do not survive in quantities large 

enough to make possible an analysis of overall trade movements over specific years for example. 

Furthermore the specific interests of the individual notaries – and of their clientele can vary 

markedly, reducing the efficacy of a comparison between different years covered by the sources. 

Abulafia concluded that nearly no trends could be extrapolated at all from the material. However, 

Abulafia offers a simple and suggestive outside test to analyse whether we could use this 

material at all to understand the developments of the Mediterranean commercial scenario. He 

asks whether commercial movements recorded by a particular notary respond in any measure to 

the granting of rights to the Genoese republic in overseas ports and he responds with “a very 

clear yes”. There is a marked upswing in trade with Sicily after the great Genoese-Sicilian treaty 

of 1156. Interest in Constantinople developed in the 1160s as Emperor Manuel Komnenos tried 

to make Byzantine markets attractive to Genoa. All this is apparent in the notaries, though a 

reverse test – that braking of relations politically leads to complete collapse in economic 

relations – interestingly enough does not always apply. Only positive tests, looking for positive 

effects, can be used. Even so this type of result is very general , and often not very surprising 

either. Can more specific use of the registers be made?”. The author then proceeds to do just that 

in his study of Genoese trading relations with Sicily. Abulafia escaped the issue of sample 
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selection in each cartulary arguing that each of the contracts surviving could be seen as a single 

business deal based on the “consideration of commercial odds at a particular moment”.  

In this paper (and in our discussion today) I propose to follow the advice of Abulafia and pay 

close attention to what can be and cannot be done using the Genoese cartularies. In doing so I 

aim to develop a methodology that brings closer together the approaches of Van Doosselaere and 

Greif. Van Doosselaere’s pervasive effort to quantify the growing participation of the Genoese in 

the long distance trade radically challenged a view that deemed impossible the use of the 

cartularies to conduct overall quantitative analysis. While the achievements of this approach are 

remarkable from the point of view of long durée market transformation, they fall short of 

deepening our understanding of how early long distance trade was conducted – its instantaneous 

working so to speak. As discussed, while Van Doosselaere is probably correct in criticizing the 

methodological approach of Greif, refusing to tackle the fundamental questions left open by the 

scholar undermines his conclusions, and our understanding of Genoese long distance trade. 

If we are to respond to the questions raised by Avner Greif and others regarding what made long 

distance trade possible at all we must bridge the concern with individuals’ decisions with the 

reliance on the sources available proposed by Van Doosselaere’s. And in very much the same 

way the fact that transaction costs are often used in a ‘shaky’ way – as Van Doosselaere pointed 

out - should not prevent us from confronting the fundamental questions posed by the problem of 

transaction costs, but rather should push us to specify those enough to shed light on concrete 

details of life in the past and on the issues that faced twelfth century merchants.
16

 

What could offer a concrete way forward for our understanding of Genoese trade? I propose to 

focus our attention of one fundamental historical juncture of the history of the city – the Genoese 

                                                           
16 Guinnane, ‘Trust: A Concept Too Many’, p.30 
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participation to the Third Crusade – in order to evaluate how this event affected Genoese trade in 

general, but also the individual decisions made by economic actors. In doing so I will – hopefully 

- bring to the surface one specific type of transaction cost: the political and military protection 

for Genoese merchants.
17

 

The Genoese participation to the Third Crusade took place essentially between the late 1187 (in 

the aftermath of the disastrous battle of Hattin) and the summer of 1191 when the French King 

Philip II departed from the Middle East.
18

 Their participation is extremely well documented in a 

variety of French, English, Arabic and Genoese sources. Furthermore the availability of 

contemporary cartularies, the ones that Oberto Scriba da Mercato drawn in 1186 and 1190, 

promises the possibility to match the political and diplomatic sources with the economic ones in 

an effort to understand the impact of the events analysed on the economy of the city.
19

 The data 

available for the years 1186 and 1190 offers the potential to shed light on a fundamental passage 

of the history of the city. 

The impact of the Third Crusade 

The historian Gerald Day lamented that “the romance” of the Third Crusade led most scholars to 

focus primarly on the “martial exploits of leaders such as Richard the Lion Heart, Philip 

Augustus, or Conrad of Montferrat”, therefore minimizing the changes that this event wrought 

on the Western European relationships with the Middle East. Day stressed that in spite of the 

only modest military victories obtained by the Christian side the economic – and commercial in 

                                                           
17

 Lane, Profits from Power, Readings in protection rent and Violence Controlling Enterprises; Greif, ‘The 
fundamental Problem of Exchange’. 
18 Mack, ‘A Genoese Perspective of the Third Crusade’, Crusades, 10. In September 1192 Saladin and Richard I signed a truce that officially 
ended the Third Crusade. However from a Genoese perspective the departure of King Philip II after the liberation of Acre had more significance 

because the Genoese were in charge of the transportation of the King’s army back to Western Europe and therefore that date also marked their 

return. La Continuation de Guillaume de Tyre, p.142. 
19 I am now expanding this research to the cartulary of Guglielmo Cassinese for the years 1190-1192. 
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particular – consequences of this event have been largely overlooked.
20

 The author sees as two of 

such consequneces the alterations in accessibility to specific markets, and the rearrangement of 

the traditional spheres of commercial interest. Day argues that until the Crusades, the only access 

that Wesetrn merchants had to the wares carried along the rountes that connected the Asian 

markets to the Mediterranean was the city of Constantinople. The First Crusade had opened 

Antioch to the westeners as well and the Third Crusade – according to the scholar – opened “the 

great Egyptian entrepot of Alexandria to Western merchants too”. This reconstruction is based 

on the diplomatic efforts made by Saladin to attract merchants of the Italian cities to Alexandria, 

in an effort to strengthen his position against his coreligionist foes in the hinterland of Syria. The 

Italian merchants were seen as important suppliers of strategic naval goods such as timber and, 

on the other hand, as fundamental lifelines for the Latin colonies whose attention should be 

diverted in preparation for a final expulsion of the Christian Kingdoms from the Middle East. As 

a consequence of this state of affairs therefore the commercial position of Byzantium should 

have immediately deteriorated.
21

 On the other hand – and more importantly for today’s 

discussion – the victories of Saladin in 1187 had essentially wiped out the Italian commercial 

benefits in the middle east, since most cities where Italian mercahnts had enjoyed privilieged 

positions had been conquered. In the process of reacquisition of control by Christians over the 

area, the Italian cities were able to win ‘new and even greater concessions from the appreaciative 

crusaders’.
22

 In particular the Genoese, Pisans and Venetians were able to manipulate 

successfully the factionalism among crusade’s leaders to obtain ample concessions in the Latin 

Kingdoms. 

                                                           
20 Day, ‘The Impact of the Third Crusade upon Trade with the Levant’, p. 159. 
21 Day, ‘Impact’, p.162. 
22 Day, ‘Impact’, p.163. 
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One evident characteristic of Gerald Day’s analysis is its exclusive focus on the effects that the 

crusades had on the diplomatic and commercial relations between the city of Genoa as a whole 

and the Latin Kingdoms. A second, and related, characteristic is instead his exclusive reliance on 

chronicles and diplomatic agreements to formulate his theories, that therefore remain to be 

tested.
23

 Day had in his monolithic approach to the city and the economy of Genoa several 

authoritative predecessors and followers. Eugene Byrne, commenting on the development of 

Genoese trade with Syria in the Twelfth Century, commented poetically that the Genoese 

“physical situation predestined them to a maritime career….To the maritime and mercantile 

motive all the hard strength of the folk was directed; even the factional rivalries that ravaged the 

internal life as in no other medieval Italian city, were hushed when the sea power was threatened, 

when the nerves of the commune, its commerce, were assailed, or when some great maritime 

enterprise was in prospect”.
24

 And indeed the Third Crusade was no exception, in the words of 

Byrne “The permanent downfall of the Christian power in Syria would have spelled the ruin of 

Genoese prosperity. All the force of the Genoese leaders was thrown into the Third Crusade, and 

from the rebuilding of the crusaders’ states the Genoese profited richly through concessions 

more liberal than before…In Syria the new charters to the Genoese were drawn in the name of 

the commune alone…’.
25

 In particular in 1190 was elected “a Podestà who should govern in the 

communal spirit, not in the interest of a faction”, precisely to “meet the demand of the commune 

that the Syrian trade should be free”.
26

 

Indeed this supposed capability of the Genoese community to concentrate its energies in front of 

a common enemy or towards a common strategy, has been pivotal in the most recent 

                                                           
23 Abulafia, commented that the works of Lopez and the avaiablility of the cartularies etc etc, but the lesson was not as decisive as the author 
hoped. 
24 Byrne, ‘Genoese Trade with Syria’, p.192. 
25 Byrne, ‘Genoese Trade with Syria’, p.210. 
26 Byrne, ‘Genoese Trade with Syria’, p. 210. 
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reconstructions of Genoese commercial development. Van Doosselaere’s is quick to state that 

“when their common interests were threatened, the Genoese deployed the military might of the 

entire community, which…was the key to their economic ascension.”
27

 The ground for such 

statements is simply the fact that “in medieval Genoa, the appeal of military bounty and, later, of 

profit from long-distance trade was surely facilitating the erosion of individual antagonistic 

memories”.
28

 However why the appeal of military bounty should have brought about the erosion 

of the differences among the Genoese rather than the wetting of palates and the development  of 

new tensions is something that should be demonstrated rather than assumed. Especially because 

the  author, after rejecting the utility of the notion of transaction costs, acknowledges that “the 

key to success for early Mediterranean trading ventures was the ability to safeguard goods”. 

According to the author this protection could be provided by either the public authority or the 

merchants themselves” and finally “Italians, who were incessantly involved in military 

campaigns, were different (from their eastern counterparts). Their fighting skills could usefully 

be deployed in the long-distance trade, and it is no surprise to read in the chronicle that when, 

around the middle of the Twelfth century, a Genoese ship, returning from Egypt laden with 

precious goods, was accosted by nine galleys of Saracens pirates, the mariners, instead of 

surrendering, furiously attacked the pirates with armor and sword in hand and killed almost 

everyone. During the entire expansion of medieval trade , security remained essential, and the 

Genoese crews always included armed sailors”.
29

 These statements raise a few concerns. Firstly 

by quoting a passage of the Annales in which the Genoese fought of a threat by Saracen pirates, 

the author gives the false impression that indeed it was a peculiarity of the western social 

organization to be inherently prepared militarily, while the chronicles contain much more 

                                                           
27 Van Doosselaere, Commercial Agreements, p.11. 
28 Van Doosselaere, Commercial Agreements, pp.11-12. 
29 Essentially the author here incurs in the same methodological weaknesses that he accuses Greif’s analytical narrative approach to suffer from. 
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numerous examples of Genoese merchants-warriors fighting off their main foe, the Pisan, who 

arguably came from an identical feudal-military sociological milieu; furthermore, once again the 

author is all too ready to accept the vision of a society that – while characterized by interal 

tensions – was consistently capable to face an external enemy with a common front. While it 

might be true that “Italians of the late medieval period recognized that an external threat could 

foster cooperation” – as stated by Avner Greif – they certainly did not automatically react to 

external threats by setting “a united front to the outside world” – as Steven Epstein argues.
30

 

So far we have seen the ways in which the Genoese seemed to have conducted their overseas 

involvement according to the main reconstructions available, a tale of one city’s enthusiastic and 

coordinated participation. Let us now turn to the sources to evaluate the foundations of these 

beliefs. 

Genoese participation to the Third Crusade 

In 1190 the kings of France and England met in Genoa to finalize an agreement about the 

transportation of their troops on their way to the East and to what will come to be known as the 

Third Crusade. Many Genoese pilgrims and soldiers left the city to help to defend the Latin 

Kingdom of Jerusalem. They were led by Guido Spinola, consul of the commune, who was 

accompanied by Nicola Embriaco, Fulcone de Castello, Simone Doria, Baldovino Guercio, 

Rosso de Volta, Spezapreda and many others.
31

  

These are the first and the last references in the city chronicles to the participation of Genoese 

citizens in the Third Crusade. The events of the following years were closely connected both to 

                                                           
30 Greif, Institutions, p.233; Epstein, Genoa and the Genoese, p.76. In reality there are a number of episodes illustrating the point that the Genoese 
did not form a united front even when a threat was as imminent as during a naval confrontation with Genoa’s most hated enemy, Pisa; e.g. 

Annales, vol. I, pp.192-195 for a great description of how a Western Mediterranean wide chase for the enemy fleet resulted in a naval battle that 

was lost by Genoa because of infighting between Genoese galleys. Annali Genovesi di Caffaro e de’ suoi continuatori dal MXCIX al MCCXCIII. 
31 Annales, vol.II, p.33. 
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the expedition of the individuals mentioned above and to the omission of any further information 

on their regard. 

However, in the diplomatic correspondence of the commune and of the other foreign polities 

involved, the importance of Genoese participation in the defense of the Crusaders’ States 

emerges clearly. For instance in February 1190 Hugh III of Burgundy reached an agreement with 

the Genoese, and on behalf of the king of France, that the city would transport 650 knights, each 

followed by two esquires and two horses (a total of nearly 2000 men and 1300 animals).  The 

King of France and his army arrived in Genoa in early August 1190. After transporting the 

troops, the Genoese took a leading role in military operations, most importantly in the siege of 

Acre by the crusaders. The participation of the Genoese is described in exalted terms in the 

diplomatic letters with which the rulers of the remaining Crusading states granted Genoa large 

concessions in exchange for the Genoese participation in the military activities.    

A tale of two cities 

In the very same year 1190, Genoa’s consuls for the first time decided that a podestà was to rule 

the city in 1191. The podestà was a foreign officer.  This institutional development has been 

considered a direct answer, by all the city notables, to the inability of the consular regime to 

prevent the internal strife in the city. Ottobono’s text is at the base of such an interpretation. It 

stated that the consuls of the city elected Manegoldo de Tetocio, from Brescia, as a podestà in 

order to prevent the civil conflicts started in the city arising out of the desire of many for the 

consular position.  

(TABLE ONE HERE) 
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In reality, the decision did not succeed in preventing further strife. In 1190, one of the consuls, 

Lanfranco Pevere, who had also held that role in 1183 and 1185 was killed during a communal 

council by Fulcone de Castello and Guglielmo de Castello who ‘committed an atrocious crime’ – 

immensum facinus perpetrarunt.  The language utilized by the annalist does not leave any doubt 

regarding his perception of the homicide –that it caused a deep pain to the city and was 

committed without ‘any causes’. It is most likely that the election of Manegoldo, far from being 

part of the resolution of conflict, was nothing more than a new element of the civil 

confrontations themselves. The consuls ‘voted’ while Guido Spinola, Fulcone Castello, Rosso de 

Volta and others among the political leaders of a faction that could by then be identified as de 

Volta faction were fighting in front of the walls of Acre, and thus were not able to attend to the 

election of their successors. The desire of the consuls who remained in Genoa was to exclude the 

faction led by the notables who had left the city from the governance of the city. The murder of 

Lanfranco Pevere (leader of what was known as the de Curia faction) was clearly a reaction to 

this move. 

The first action of the podestà Manegoldo was to destroy the ‘precious house’ – domum 

preciosissimam - that Fulcone de Castello had in Genoa. The people involved left the city. The 

violent reaction to the election of Manegoldo can also explain why Ottobono did not mention the 

heroic defence – carefully recorded in the diplomatic collection of the city - of Tyre conducted 

by Fulcone di Castello and Guido Spinola, and their successive contribution to the siege of Acre.  

Most Italian cities in the same period did indeed utilize a podestà as a mean to reach an 

agreement between the fighting factions. However, the transition as it occurred in Genoa was 

very different. The podestà was an imposition of the de Curia faction, which was momentarily in 
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a stronger position because of the distance of its adversaries; it was not an attempt to calm civil 

conflicts, but a weapon in factional warfare. 

The de Volta reaction to the institutional reform was suffocated, and in 1191 Genoa was 

governed by Manegoldo.  The dramatic escalation of the internal tensions nevertheless 

continued, and can be observed in the style used by the author of the Annales. From 1192 

Ottobono again reports ‘many wars…and assaults’ – hoc anno etiam multe guerre et seditions 

fuerunt in civitate - and the conflicts enter into a phase that can be defined only as a civil war.  

For 1193 the author described the violence in the city as the flourishing of the seed of Satan – 

fronduit, floruit et fructificavit semen Sathane in civitate.  Ingone de Frexia was killed that year. 

He was consul in 1177, 1182 and 1188. Most importantly he was the son of Ingone de Volta, the 

father in law of Fulcone de Castello; he was one of the most eminent members of the 

community, and the leader of the de Volta faction.  The response this time was not isolated 

actions; the conflict rushed to its climax. The de Volta attacked during the night and conquered 

the new tower of the Bulbunoso family. Later, the de Curia re-conquered it.  For 1194 

Ottobono’s narration becomes more technical; he seems to enjoy the descriptions of the military 

capabilities of his citizens. The de Volta faction again counterattacked, their aim still being the 

conquest of the tower of Bulbunoso. To attack it, they built a bulzonem --  a flying bridge --  onto 

the tower of Oberto Grimaldo and the new tower of Oberto Spinola, to allow them to attack the 

top of the Bulbunoso’s tower, which was severely damaged. However, the de Curia faction 

responded with the construction of a war machine – illi de Curia paraverunt et instruxerunt 

machinam unam, cum qua multos traxerunt lapides ad domos et turres Spinolorum et Oberti de 

Grimaldo - with which they cast stones against the Grimaldo and Spinola fortifications.  The de 

Volta reacted in the same way, deploying war machines and hurling stones at all the proprieties 
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of the de Curia - et illi partier ex altera parte machina plurima erexerunt, et traxerunt multos 

lapides ad domos et turres illorum de Curia.   

The Third Crusade as a factional enterprise. 

Evidently the history of the Genoese participation to the Third Crusade is not one of a coherent 

attempt by the commune of Genoa to expand the city’s religious, political or commercial agenda 

in the Mediterranean. As in any other manifestation of Genoese foreign involvement, it appears a 

very private affair indeed. 

I shall now, as briefly as possible, consider some of the abundant sources available to reconstruct 

the Genoese participation to the Third Crusade and show that they point firmly to that ‘private’ 

conclusion.
32

 

In 1187 a Genoese ship transporting the Marquis Conrad of Montferrat sailed into the harbor of 

Acre in the summer of 1187, not long after the catastrophic Christian defeat at the battle of 

Hattin that had resulted in the death of hundreds of knights and the capture of the King of 

Jerusalem. The sailors quickly realized that Acre too had been seized by the forces of Saladin 

and they quickly turned back and sailed to Tyre in time to save the very last Latin stronghold of 

the Kingdom of Jerusalem. Conrad and the Genoese sailors joined the survivors from Hattin and 

the refugees from Jerusalem and other cities and resisted for roughly three years until the arrival 

of the main contingents of the crusaders in the Third Crusade. The news of the battle of Hattin 

reached Genoa early, although not its full implications, such as the fall of Jerusalem itself. One 

of the first practical action of the Genoese was to send the ambassador Rosso de Volta to 

                                                           
32 This misrepresentation of the participation to the Crusade is one of the clearest examples of the issues derived from an historiography that 
looked at Italian communes as republican and democratic early prototypes. (Inguscio, ‘Reassessing Civil Conflicts in Genoa’, pp.11-17) 



21 
 

England to discuss an opportune reaction.
33

 Rosso de Volta was not chosen by chance; Rosso 

had long experience of travelling in the Eastern Mediterranean and he himself met Saladin in 

Alexandria in 1177 to negotiate the terms of a peace treaty between the city and Egypt.
34

 A series 

of agreements regarding the details of the transportation of the French and British armies to the 

East followed during the successive three years. The first group of Genoese crusaders sailed in 

1190, this contingent – as already mentioned – was headed by Guido Spinola (who later 

remained in the East to reestablish and govern the local Genoese community). The Genoese 

contingents participated first in the defense of Tyre and then in the siege of Acre which lasted 

from the summer of 1189 to 1191. Their effort were praised by a series of charters granted by 

Conrad of Montferreat and the other Christian leaders in which, among other things, he rewarded 

the commune with possessions in Tyre and in the rest of the Kingdom.
35

 From the sources 

available, the nature of the Genoese participation to the Third Crusade was certainly multiplex 

and saw them involved as crusaders, suppliers, negotiators and mediators.
36

 However, what is at 

least as clear, but too often overlooked, is that the Genoese participation was engineered by a 

very limited number of Genoese individuals and families, certainly eminent but by no mean 

representative of the whole commune of Genoa. The whole documentation available - chronicles, 

diplomatic agreements and notary entries – reports over and over the names of specific families 

and individuals: Spinola, Castello, Volta, Mallono, Malfigliastro, Spezapreda, Doria, Guercio, 

Burone and Embriaco being the most recurrent.
37

 This alone would not necesseraly negate the 

fact that the Genoese participated to the Crusade in a remarkably coordinated fashion (after all it 

would be normal for a community to select the most experienced individuals and families to lead 

                                                           
33 Annales, vol.II, p.29. 
34 Annales, vol.II, p.11. 
35 Mack, ‘The Italian Quarters of Frankish Tyre: Mapping a Medieval City’, Journal of Medieval History, 33, 2007, pp.147-165. 
36 Mack, ‘A Genoese Perspective of the Third Crusade’, Crusades, 10, 2011, pp.45-62, p.53. 
37 All families affiliated to one of the sides that fought openly on the city streets in 1191-1194. See tables one and two. 
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the forces of the commune in such an operation); however the ample evidence of systematic 

internal divisions among the city elite – also in relations to foreign involvement – suggests that in 

order to shed light on the Genoese participation to the Third Crusade and on what the 

consequences were we must do not forget the individual leaders behind a screen of imaginary 

city wide coordination.     

(INSERT HERE TABLE TWO) 

Bringing back the individual traders to the analysis. 

From a political point of view, it is evident that any analysis that is based on an unitary image of 

the commune of Genoa is lacking historical accuracy. So the individuals and families that 

directed the Genoese policies have to be considered. Now, it is necessary to ask: what could have 

been the effect of this state of affairs on the Genoese commercial development? And what can 

the sources tell us about that? Can we draw larger implications on the development of Genoese 

trade based on this particular historical event? 

The first step to be taken is to enlarge the data utilized to the Genoese notary agreements. For the 

years around the Third Crusade three of these survive. The ones of Oberto Scriba da Mercato for 

1186 and 1190 and the one of Guglielmo Cassinese for 1190-1192.  

I decided to start my analysis from the ones of Oberto Scriba da Mercato in the hope of 

observing an insight of how the Genoese participation to the Crusade could have impacted the 



23 
 

economic activities of the city. Furthermore the fact that it is the same notary that recorded the 

contracts in 1186 and in 1190 could potentially make any comparative attempt sounder.
38

 

The Cartulary of Oberto Scriba da Mercato for 1186 contains 347 summaries of contracts 

(imbreviature). The documents mention 1,901 names of individuals. Of these, 52 are unreadable 

because of damages on the document. The remaining 1,849 names belong to 956 individuals. 

These repetitions are only the ones that can be assessed with the highest possible level of 

certainty; therefore the image is conservative since I considered an individual as “repeated” only 

when I was certain that she/he was the same person. To confirm the identities of the repeated 

individuals, the information recorded by the notary regarding their trade (a total of 38 different 

activities emerged), place of origin (a total of 60 places are recorded) and family names (of 

which 108 emerge) can be used. 

The Cartulary of Oberto Scriba da Mercato for 1190 contains instead 680 agreements. In these 

agreements the notary recorded 3,530 names – 56 of which incomplete or unreadable. The 

remaining 3,474 names belong to 1,775 individuals that can be identified. 

The first issue to be addressed is whether the 956 individuals that appear in the cartulary of 

Oberto for 1186 and the 1,775 ones for 1190 are comparable populations and therefore if the 

Genoese ‘economies’ for these two years can be compared in any meaningful sense. The fact that 

the cartularies were drawn by the same notary could point to the fact that this assumption is 

correct.   

                                                           
38

 (I am now in the process of constructing the databases with the agreements of Guglielmo Cassinese too. I cannot 
say much about it yet, but for instance I could count ten agreements in Cassinese (docs. 8, 438, 601, 605, 920, 
1197, 1198, 1200, 1310, 1313) where it is expressly prohibited to merchants to go to Alexandria, pointing to the 
fact that those documents to can be used to capture the effects of the Crusade.) 
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I am proceeding in several steps. The first one is simply to overlap the two datasets of 

individuals. Doing this it emerges that 272 of the 956 individuals whose names were recorded by 

the notary Oberto Scriba in 1186 were again present in 1190. The vast majority of the individuals 

that were recorded by Oberto Scriba in 1186 that appear to be missing from the ones recorded for 

1190 are the ones that I could not identify with certainty and that I therefore decided not to 

consider. To give just an example of this, while I considered Wilielmus barilarius – William the 

barrel maker – to be a defined enough individual to be accounted as the same person when he 

acted as witness for two documents drafted by Oberto 1186; I am more skeptical to consider this 

Wilielmus the same one appearing as Wilielmus barilarius in 1190. I did so because while I could 

assume with a certain level of confidence that that Wilielmus was the same individual when he 

appeared in front of Oberto in 1186 within a short span of time, I am not confident enough to 

state that he was the same individual that the notary recorded as Wilielmus barilarius in 1190; or 

Ioannes zocolarius and many more such examples. Furthermore it would be impossible to 

account for the change in activities – or their definitions - of the same individual during this span 

of time. For instance can we really be certain that a certain Ugo zocolarius is the same individual 

appearing in 1186 and 1190; any more than the fact that the an individual named Ugo was 

recorded in several occasions as zocolarius and in several others as calegarius?
39

 

A successive step to decide whether it is feasible to proceed along the lines of a comparison 

between these two years can be based on the availability of family names for a high percentage 

of individuals. 

Starting in the tneth century connominatio, the origin of family names, started to be a growing 

practice in Europe. Genoa was no exception and in the sources of the commune of Genoa we can 

                                                           
39

 Both terms mean shoemaker. 
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see a growing number of individuals that acquired surnames. Not surprisingly the process started 

from the elite of the Genoese community, but by the time of Oberto Scriba’s activities as a 

notary, it had trickled down to larger strata of the Genoese society. Very importantly for my 

analysis one of the points of having a surname was to be identifiable as a member of a certain 

family and the heir of a certain individual. Therefore the presence of surnames helps greatly in 

the operation of evaluating whether the surviving cartularies for 1186 and 1190 are comparable. 

Combining the lists of individuals that can be identified by surnames in 1186 and 1190 we obtain 

1,478 names; of these 770 individuals were part of families that used the services of Oberto 

Scriba da Mercato both in 1186 and in 1190. 

Considering the fact that the data available for 1186 is roughly half the size of that available for 

1190 it appears that the two cartularies captured the activities of an at least similar sample of 

actors. Similarly to what Abulafia stated regarding Sicily: “The drawbacks of the notarial 

registers compared to, say, the lost customs records of Sicily are clear; but it is equally apparent 

that, once the limitations have been honestly accepted, a major source for the economic history 

of Norman Sicily remains available”.
40

 

Comparing 1186 and 1190. 

What does emerge from a comparison of the two cartularies then? Tables three and four illustrate 

a simple breakdown of the documents contained in the two cartularies by type of agreements. It 

is important to consider here that the cartulary of 1186 covers principally the summer months, 

while the one of 1190 covers almost an entire year. Because of this the much higher percentage 

                                                           
40

 Abulafia, The Two Italies, p.22. 
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of real estate agreements or land transactions in general compared to overseas trade transactions 

is not necessarily surprising.
41

  

The documents relative to overseas trade are relative comparable in size because the two years 

capture two sailing seasons. As such a simple head count of the contracts for each destination 

can be useful to discover any particular emphasis of one specific sailing season. (See tables 1186 

-1190) 

A comparative analysis of trade by destination could contribute to the question of how far the 

difficulties of accessing more distant markets explain the direction of investments and what were 

the effects of the Crusade on these decisions. At a very first evaluation for instance it is evident 

that the Genoese trade with Egypt reached a standstill and the trade with the Southern and 

Eastern Mediterranean suffered too. A lot of the Genoese traffics were redirected towards the 

Western Mediterranean, with Sicily obtaining the lion’s share and Provence, Corsica and 

Sardinia also figuring in the sources.  

Other characteristics of the cartularies reflect the effects of the Genoese participation in the Third 

Crusade. The slaves sold for instance increased from two in 1186 to fourteen in 1190; and maybe 

not surprisingly while the two slaves of 1186 were identified as “Sardinians” the fourteen of 

1190 were all “Saracens”. The trades of the Genoese recorded in the cartularies too seem to have 

been affected by the wider political scenario with six arcator and five balistarius present in 1190 

as opposed to two balistarius in 1186.
42

 

                                                           
41

 On length of sailing seasons see Pryor, Geography, Technology, and War (Cambridge, 1988). I still need to 
breakdown the two datasets in partially overlapping “sailing season” / “non-sailing season” subsamples that will 
allow understanding whether these differences could be due to a different reason. 
42

 These are simply subtler evidence, as opposed to the more obvious ones consisting of agreements related to the 
transportation of troops and supplies. References to corazzarius and scutarius also became widespread. 
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Conclusion. Individual Dataset. 

Still, as emerges from the tables for 1190, the investments towards the Eastern Mediterranean 

(Ultramare) was all but disappeared during the period of political unrest. To understand what 

made several Genoese traders willing to try their hand in such a volatile area – as opposed to 

redirect their investments to the Western Mediterranean, as many did - a link between the 

commercial activity of the part of the Genoese governing class that was at the basis of the 

Genoese participation to the Crusade, to the activities of the single merchants has to be 

attempted. I am right now in the process of analyzing the attributes of the individual merchants 

from the datasets, and hopefully by the time of our discussion I will be ready to tell you more 

about this connection. Completing such a study would allow understanding on the basis of which 

connections, the scale of investment and the choice of markets of the Genoese merchants were 

expression of confidence in the protection that could be provided by the Genoese leaders. 

(I hope that I will do so considering the fact that the names of the individuals that can be clearly 

identified as ‘crusaders’ appear both in 1186 and in 1190. E.g. Burone 10 repetitions in 1186/6 

repetitions in 1190; Castello 76/61; Doria 2/18; Guercio 14/22; Malfigliastro 25/40; Mallono 

36/85; Spinola 0/7; Volta 36/45; Frexia 23/33; Embriaco 10/0). 
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TABLE ONE. Episodes of internal tensions recorded by Ottobono contemporary to the Third Crusade 

 

Year and 

reference 
Typology of conflict Side One Side Two Casualities\Notes 

1188 

Ibid. p.26. 
Seditions multe, discordie 

innumere et prelia fuerunt in 

civitate 

  Ingone de Volta was killed by a stone 

that hit him by chance – casu lapide 

percussus capite, obiit 
1189 

Ibid. p.30. 
Multe guerre et seditiones; et 

multa odia regnaverunt 
Guglielmo 

Vento 
Illi de Volta bellum maximum fuit inter 

Willielmum Ventum et 

consanguineous, et illos de Volta – It 

is the first time that the term illi de 

Volta is used 
1190 

Ibid. p.37. 
Pro dolor - a deep pain – was 

caused by an immensum 

facinus – a terrible crime. 

Fulcone and 

Guglielmo de 

Castello 

Lanfranco 

Pevere 
Lanfranco Pevere was killled 

1192 

Ibid. p.42. 
Multe guerre et seditions Illos de Volta   

1193 

Ibid. p.43. 
Sicut validissimus ignis inter 

copiosissimum lignorum…ita 

et odia, seditiones, prelia et 

mala omnia fuerunt 

  Ingone de Frexia, son of Ingone de 

Volta was killed – pro dolor; fuit 

interfectus 

1193 

Ibid. p.44. 
Illi de Volta noctu intraverunt 

turrem Bulbunosi - a 

nocturnal assault to the tower 

of Bulbonoso 

Illi de Volta Illi de Curia 

Bulbonoso 
Rumor maximus et prelium fuit in 

civitate; recuperaverunt eam illi de 

Curia – the de Curia fought back and 

recovered the tower 
1194 

Ibid. 

pp.44-47. 

Descriptions of siege warfare, 

with the construction of 

machines 

Illi de Volta, 

Grimaldo, 

Spinola 

Illi de Curia, 

Bulbonoso 
 

 

TABLE TWO. Genoese diplomacy and overseas involvement roughly overlapping with the Third Crusade 

Year Event Families Reference 

1186  Dispute between the Vatican and Ugo Embriaco lord of 

Giblet on his observance of feudal duties 

Embriaco CDG, Vol. II, docs. 

151, 152, 153, 154 

1186 The pope suggests the Count of Tripoli and the King of 

Jerusalem to confirm to the Genoese their trading rights 

and possessions for the interest of the protection of these 

kingdoms 

Volta – Spinola - 

Castello 

CDG, Vol. II, docs. 

155, 156, 157, 158, 

159, 160, 161, 162 

1187 Fall of Jerusalem, Siege of Tyre. The Genoese distinguish 

themselves in defending the city. 

Genoa almost started war with Pisa over Sardinia but 

blocked by the intervention of Henry VI.  

Fulcone de Castello leads 10 galleys against the Pisans and 

routes them. He sacks the castle of Bonifacio held by Pisan 

pirates 

Castello – Volta - 

Grimaldo 

Annales, Vol. II, p. 24 

1187 Acquisition of rights in Tyre  Spinola - 

Grimaldo 

CDG, Vol. II, docs. 

169, 170 
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1188 Peace treaty with Pisa swore   CDG, Vol. II, docs. 

172, 173, 174 

1188 Agreement with the lord of the Balearic islands Pevere CDG, Vol. II, docs. 

177 

1189 Nicola Lecanoce swears alliance to Genoa for Pietro king 

and judge or Arborea 

Lecanoce CDG, Vol. II, docs. 

181, 182, 183, 185, 

186, 187, 188,  

1189 Boemondo III of Antioch concedes privileges of 

jurisdiction and trade to the Genoese 

Volta - Castello CDG, Vol. II, docs. 

184 

1190 Ugo III of Burgundy concedes more favourable trading 

agreements and protection to the Genoese merchants.   

Agreement on transportation of horses and knights 

overseas 

 CDG, Vol. II, docs. 

190, 191, 192 

1190 - Conrad of Tyre concedes to the commune of Genoa in 

the figure of Guido Spinola vast privileges 

Spinola CDG, Vol. II, docs. 

194, 195 

1190 - Guido king of Jerusalem and his wife Sibilla concede 

vast privileges 

Spinola CDG, Vol. II, docs. 

196 

1190 Filippo Augusto of France confirms the concessions of 

Ugo of Burgundy 

Spinola CDG, Vol. II, docs. 

198 

1190 Boemondo III of Antioch confirms the concessions  CDG, Vol. II, docs. 

200 

1191 Embassy of Ugolino Mallono and Idone Picio  to Henry VI 

in Naples.  

Mallono, Picio  

 Rolando de Caramandino leads 34 galleys of the 

Commune against the Kingdom of Sicily. 

Caramandino  

 Guglielmo Tornello captures a pirate galley. Tornello  

 Guglielmo Zerbino and Oberto Nigro are sent as 

ambassadors to Marocco. 

Zerbino, Nigro  

1191 Henry VI confirms concessions  CDG, Vol. III, docs. 2, 

5 

1191 Constantino Judge of Torres allies with Genoa Streggiaporco CDG, Vol. III, docs. 3, 

4 

1191 Guido King of Jerusalem confirms the rights of the 

Genoese under suggestion of Richard 

Spinola - Volta CDG, Vol. III, docs. 8 

1191 The Byzantine emperor Isacco Angelo declares that he is 

ready to renew the concessions to the Genoese 

Spinola - Castello CDG, Vol. III, docs. 9 

1192 Guglielmo Burono, Simone Vento and Idone de 

Caramandino are sent to Sardinia as ambassadors 

Burono 

Caramandino 

Vento 

Annales, p.37 
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Type of agreements in 1186 

 
Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid -9 5 1.4 1.4 1.4 

Dowry 26 7.5 7.5 8.9 

Will 8 2.3 2.3 11.2 

Real Estate 45 12.9 12.9 24.1 

Rent 6 1.7 1.7 25.9 

Accomendacio 69 19.8 19.8 45.7 

Societas 59 17.0 17.0 62.6 

Maritime exchange 8 2.3 2.3 64.9 

Mutuo 14 4.0 4.0 69.0 

Loan 46 13.2 13.2 82.2 

sale 52 14.9 14.9 97.1 

Lodo Arbitrale 2 .6 .6 97.7 

Service 1 .3 .3 98.0 

Ship Sale 5 1.4 1.4 99.4 

slave 2 .6 .6 100.0 

Total 348 100.0 100.0  

TABLE THREE 

 

 

1192 Guglielmo Burono arbiter to solve the issues in Sardinia Burono CDG, Vol. III, docs. 

14, 15, 16, 17 

1192 Conrad of Montferrat Ricio Guaracco 

Buferio   Picio 

CDG, Vol. III, docs. 

19 

1192 Agreements between the Byzantine emperor and 

Guglielmo Tornello and Guido Spinola 

Tornello - Spinola CDG, Vol. III, docs. 

20, 21, 22, 24 

1192 Emperor Isaac II protests regarding the sack of Rhodes by 

Guglielmo Grasso 

Guercio - Spinola CDG, Vol. III, docs. 

25 

1192 - Enrico Treco of Champagne confirms the privileges 

accorded in Tyre 

Volta - Spinola CDG, Vol. III, docs. 

28 

1193 Diploma by the Byzantine emperor saying that he is over 

the problem relative to Grasso  

Spinola - Guercio CDG, Vol. III, docs. 

35 

1193-

1194 

Long accounts of the campaign of Sicily and of various 

skirmishes. Giovanni Avvocato is the only name 

mentioned 

Avvocato Annales, p. 42 
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Type of agreements in 1190 

 
Frequency Percent Valid Percent 

Cumulative 

Percent 

Valid -9 19 2.8 2.8 2.8 

Dowry 78 11.5 11.5 14.3 

Will 43 6.3 6.3 20.6 

Real Estate 113 16.6 16.6 37.3 

Rent 15 2.2 2.2 39.5 

Accomendacio 68 10.0 10.0 49.5 

Societas 69 10.2 10.2 59.6 

Maritime exchange 37 5.4 5.4 65.1 

Mutuo 2 .3 .3 65.4 

Loan 85 12.5 12.5 77.9 

sale 84 12.4 12.4 90.3 

Lodo Arbitrale 9 1.3 1.3 91.6 

Ship Sale 10 1.5 1.5 93.1 

slave 14 2.1 2.1 95.1 

Lodo Consolare 2 .3 .3 95.4 

Ship Loan 8 1.2 1.2 96.6 

Tutorage 16 2.4 2.4 99.0 

Private Agreement 7 1.0 1.0 100.0 

Total 679 100.0 100.0  

TABLE FOUR 
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 Oberto 1186 (number of contracts per destination) 

 Oberto 1186 (total pound value per destination) 

 Oberto 1190 (number of contracts per destination) 

 Oberto 1190 (total pound value per destination) 
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  1186     1190     

Destination Documents Value Average Documents Value Average 

Egypt 5 237 47.44 0 0 0 

Ultramare 14 3639 260 23 1508 65.6 

Byzantium 17 2035 119.7 0 0 0 

Sicily 27 1797.5 66.57 42 2640 62.9 

Sardinia 6 283 47 34 980 28.8 

Italian Mainland 17 772 45 32 844 26.3 

North Africa 28 2396.35 85.6 1 86 86 

Provence 4 135.25 33.8 6 221 36.9 

Corsica 0 0 0 4 25.1 6.3 

Spain 0 0 0 3 124 41.5 

Total 118 11295   145 6428   

Oberto 1186 and Oberto 1190 (contracts for which the destination is recorded) 

 


