Was the First Crusade a truly novel idea? 
A novel idea is defined as a good idea when this is applied to the first crusade it is dependant on what the crusade aimed to do and the outcomes. The aim of the First Ccrusade was to reclaim Jerusalem which it did achieve and defend the Christian religion which ist achieved when it conquered Jerusalem. It could also be seen as a novel idea by the way it redirected the violence of Knights into something that the Church could work with and use to their advantage. The First Crusade inspired yet more crusades which could be seen as a good idea as it spread the churches influence but also benefitted those who went on the crusades and gained riches but was also due to the failings of the first crusade as itthat is what also caused the next crusades. Furthermore, the suffering of the crusaders on their journey to the holy land could call into question how novel idea the first crusade actually was. 
The First Crusade when looked at in a battle and military sense was a success. This is because the crusade did achieve it’s aim of capturing and reclaiming Jerusalem as a holy place for Christians. Furthermore, territories were taken along the way to the holy land such as Edessa and Antioch, therefore, therefore adding to the gains of the Church and further spreading Christianity’s influence in the east. Moreover, a consequence of this was that it produced skilled and disciplined soldiers, therefore, therefore making an efficient fighting machine which could, therefore, therefore be used to more easily defend the land and also gain victory easier. However, the gains after Jerusalem was taken then had to be defended thus causing more crusades to happen as people were encouraged to help protect the holy land thus causing years to be spent on a crusade to defend the holy land and many crusaders to perish just so the church could defend what it had gained. Furthermore the territories that the crusaders gained from the crusades was supposed to be given to the Byzantines which they did at the start when they were close to Constantinople but they kept the other territories for themselves so it was not a novel idea to the Byzantines who did not get what they were originally promised from the crusades. 
The First Crusade may be seen as a success as it increased the influence of the church. This is because by taking Jerusalem they then had secured the holiest place thus giving them a new sense of importance and greater status.  Furthermore, as it was a holy crusade the church gained a lot of wealth from the first crusade, therefore, therefore giving the Church money which it could then invest to improve the church and also give it more influence. It gave the church greater influence as it allowed the church to use the violence that the knights presented in their actions which did not uphold the morals of the church to be put towards a goal that benefited the Church. This can be seen when Jonathan Riley-Smith defines a holy war as being issued by the pope who was “acting on Christ’s behalf”[footnoteRef:1].Therefore giving them a greater power over the knights as the church was dictating what they did to a degree as the crusaders did not always follow the church'es guidance. This caused problems for the church as the crusaders became known as rude and rowdy guests as they went through countries on the way to the holy land thus gaining a bad reputation which continued throughout the crusades. This can be seen as the Byzantines who the crusaders were sent to help as their ally viewed them with disdain and did not view them as trustworthy. This is presented in how the Emperor treats Bohemond when he passes through and his remarks on Bohemond’s character.  Furthermore, as John France states the first crusade “may not have achievedd all that Urban wanted it to achieve”[footnoteRef:2] such as strengthening relations with Christians in the east. This is because as seen in the quotes the eastern Christians such as the Byzantines did not trust the crusaders, therefore, therefore they did not hold the Ccrusaders in a good light, therefore, therefore the relations did not improve as Pope Urban II wanted them to. This is presented in the quote that the emperor of the Byzantines “readily understood that Bohemund was of a suspicious and shrewd nature”[footnoteRef:3]. This is a different take to how the crusaders saw Bohemund and called him “the most honourable man, Bohemund”[footnoteRef:4] thus presenting how other people saw the crusaders and how the crusaders viewed themselves. This presents that the first crusade may not have been a good idea as it did not complete Pope Urban II aims in the east. [1: Johnathan Riley-Smith, What were the crusades? (Wiltshire: Footnote Graphics 1992) P 28]  [2:  John France, Victory in the East (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press 1994) P 371]  [3:  Anna Commena: Bohemund [Alexiad 10:11]]  [4:  August. C. Krey, The First Crusade: The Accounts of Eyewitnesses and Participants, (Princeton: 1921), pp 93-94] 

The Crusaders themselves would have debated how good an idea the first crusade actually was. This is because the journey to the holy land was treacherous causing pain and suffering to befall the crusaders. Furthermore, the attacks they faced were brutal causing a loss of life that would call into question if the first crusade was really a novel idea. However, some crusaders benefitted from the crusade as they were able to increase their winnings such as controlling cities such as Edessa and Antioch. This would have improved their standard of living as they were now rulers of these places but then by doing this further crusades had to happen to defend these holdings which calls into question was it worth taking them in the first place. The hard journey to the holy land can be seen in this quote, “thereupon the merciful Lord, remembering his compassion, put off the punishment of his children, lest arrogance of their adversaries increase”[footnoteRef:5] this suggests that for a time it was not going well for the Ccrusaders. This is because they viewed Ggod as punishing them so they then did his bidding to gain his favour again as the “Bishop prescribed a fast of three days and urged prayers and alms, together with a procession, upon the people ; moreover, he commanded the priests to devote themselves to masses and prayers, the clerics to psalms”[footnoteRef:6]. This could suggest that Ggod was not always on their side on this holy campaign, therefore, therefore there were times of struggle to appease him and do his bidding to achieve their goal of taking the holy land back for the Christians.  [5:  The First Crusade: The Accounts of Eyewitnesses and Participants, (Princeton: 1921), p 140]  [6:  The First Crusade: The Accounts of Eyewitnesses and Participants, (Princeton: 1921), p 140] 

From an economic standpoint, the first crusade was a novel idea. This is because by pillaging the cities the crusaders besieged there was a lot of gains to be made by the first crusade this benefitted the church financially as well as those that went on crusade. This gave the Church the means to then support more crusades after the first crusade was over. Furthermore, the more money the church had at its dispense the more power and influence it also had, therefore, therefore benefitedting the church which is what the first crusade set out to do. Furthermore, it benefitted the people that went on a crusade as they came back with riches that they had taken from the holy land thus enhancing their fortunes as well. The people who went on the crusades and stayed in the holy land also prospered as some such as Bohemond had gained a city by the end of the campaign thus giving them a large economic gain from the crusades as Joshua Prawer says “newly established colonies began to form their political institutions and social organisation while economic machinery was geared to the needs of the new society”[footnoteRef:7]. This quote presents that those who settled in the holy land were creating their own society with it’s own economy thus suggesting life was good in the holy land as they were able to settle relatively easily and build a civilisation for themselves to be able to live comfortably. However only a “only a very thin sediment remained in the country”[footnoteRef:8] therefore this new life did not benefit many crusaders as they merely returned home. However, as later crusades would come more people would settle in the holy land to make a new life for themselves as while they were away their debts were put on hold. Therefore as more people settled there were more Christians in the holy land and they integrated with the native population introducing Christianity to them and thus years later achieve Pope Urban II goal of good Christian relations in the holy land and thus spreading the message of Christ and increasing the church'es sphere of influence over the new Christian families in the holy land.  [7:  Joshua Prawer, The World of the Crusaders, (London: Weidenfeld and Nicolson 1972), p 67 ]  [8:  The World of the Crusaders, (London: Weidenfeld and Nicolson 1972), p 73] 

The first crusade could be seen as a novel idea as it was seen as a just war. This is because the Crusaders were defending their holy land from people who they perceived to be a threat and were desecrating their holy place  by sinning. Furthermore the Byzantines asked the Pope for help to aid them as the Turks were encroaching on their territory and as Jonathan Riley-Smith says from the middle of the thirteenth century Christian writers agreed that a just cause for was the “war must be defensive and their views prevail today”[footnoteRef:9]. This quote to an extent the view prevails today as the Christians were defending what was there’s and protecting themselves from the threat that the Turks represented as it is just to “defend one’s country”[footnoteRef:10] which is what the Byzantines wanted to do when they asked the pope to help them. This is because the more the Turks came closer to Constantinople the more of a threat they represented to the Byzantines themselves. This in turn would threaten the Church which is why they stepped in this is because the Turks were not Christian therefore taking Christian land and thus tarnishing it. This presented a problem for the Church as if the Turks were able to defeat Christian territories it would suggest that the Christians were weak and god was not on their side but instead favoured the Turks. As Pope Urban II said in his speech rallying the people to defend Jerusalem and come to the aid of the Byzantines he says “that the antichrist is to do battle not with the Jews, not with the Gentiles; but, according to the etymology of his name, he will attack Christians”[footnoteRef:11] this quote therefore presents that it is defending the Christians from their enemy therefore making it a just war and therefore a good idea as it is to protect the faith of Christianity.  [9:  What were the crusades? (Wiltshire: Footnote Graphics 1992) P 9]  [10: What were the crusades? (Wiltshire: Footnote Graphics 1992) P 9]  [11:  Guibert de Nogent, Historia quae dicitur Gesta Dei per Francos ] 

In cConclusion, the First Ccrusade in a military sense was a good idea as it was a just war as the Christians wereas defending their ally which they succeeded in doing and were able to claim Jerusalem for themselves. This gave the Church a greater influence and gave them financial gain and also gave the Ccrusaders who went of the holy land financial gain seen by the like of Bohemund and Baldwin who gained territories such as Antioch, Edessa, and Jerusalem thus giving them financial gain and power. Therefore presenting that in a military sense and also an ideological point of view the first crusade was a novel idea as the crusade succeeded in what it set out to do and that was reclaim the holy land which was Jerusalem.  However the first crusade had it’s downfalls as it was a hard journey for the crusaders causing many deaths on the way and the land that was gained by the first crusade then had to be continuously defended in the crusades to follow and would eventually be lost which would then call into question if it was worth defending those territories. Therefore the first crusade was a novel idea in the sense it achieved what it set out to do but then the cost of this was that there were heavy losses as the Crusaders did not have a good relationship with the Byzantines which Pope Urban II aim to have better relations with those in the east failed, therefore, presenting the First Crusade was not a novel idea.  
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