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150 THE KING AND THE PRINCES

as Jords of their lands the princes had the duty 1o protectand defend their people.
In a charter of Geolfrey Martel o Saini-Serge at Angers of 1046-9 certain
customs are granted ‘excepto . . . proclio generali pro defensione regni awt
principis’, excepting service for the defence of the principality or prince.® The
princes were w uphold the ideals of peace and freedom, many directing the
peace and tuce of God movements in their own lands.®® They lought hosile
castellans to uphold these ideals, and, perhaps more o the point, their own
powers—and they developed their own administrations. In this they had the
backing of the church, over which again they exercised regalian rights in various
degrees, Thus Fulbert of Charwres wrote of ‘episcopis eius’® of Duke William of
Aquuaine, In Normandy, ducal domination over the church was very strong,
and papal legates were not given precedence over the local bishops, a contrast
with the Ile de France. The counts of Blois-Champagne controlled only a few
bishoprics, but these they hung on to with some determinadion.®” It is true that
the French kings controlled more bishops than any single prince—a legacy of
inheritance and of a special alliance with the church. But this did not enable
themn to intervene in the ecclesiastical affairs of the stronger principalities without
the prince’s consent. The king was in cffect merely a territorial prince in his own
fands; the ervitorial princes were kings in theirs. indeed the only real difference
between them was the royal title, conlerred by the ceremony of crowning and
special unction, and this the princes did not have—apart from the dukes of
Novmandy as kings of England.®® But with the lack of emphasis on the king’s
sacral powers, a far ory from e days of Saint Louis, this distinction appears o
lave been unimportant in real terms, In the eleventh century e princes were the
king™s equals 1o all mtents and purposes—and they were 1o remain so well into
the twelfth. [tis easy o exaggerale the growth of royal power under Louls VI and
Louis VII. Not until the reign of Philip Augustus did the king become the
dominant power in France.

But why did the royal power swrvive? One answer seems to be that it posed
little real threat 1o the princes in the heyday of their authority. The king's de
was never denied, the attributes which he held and for the most part shared with
the princes were never forgouen. But the facr that his power was weak and that he
behaved like a territorial prince—il one with a slight difference~made the
princes treat him as such, Odo 11 of Blois, the bane ol the lives of Robert the
Pious and Henry 1, and described by Hernman Conwtract as “princeps gallicae
Campaniae’,* is reputed by another contemporary chronicler, Wipo, frequently
to have declared "guod nunmguam rex fierd, sed semper magisier esse regis
veliet',® This attirude—1 don’t want to be king, just his master’—explains and
also epiomizes much in the velationship between the king and the princes in
eleventh-century France, The princes were generally indifferent to the royal
office isell, bur were far more interested in practical power. Hence the history of
France in the eleventh century is very far [rom being the history of its kings.

Errzasete M. Havvam

*Werner, ‘Kingdonm and principaliey’, pp. 254-5: Guillog, if. 93 (no. 1:8].

# Werner, 'Kingdom and principality’, pp. 255-6: c.g. M. de Botard, ‘Sur les origines de ls wéve
de Diewen Normandie', dnnales de Normandie, vili (19385, 4 23-40.

W Letters of Fulbert, pp. 104-5 {no. g2)

8 Werner, "Ringdom and principalivy’, pp. 2554 Bur, pp. 15792

** M. Bloch, The Royal Touch: Sacred Moriarehy and Serofudam Eug«'czm! and France, trans, [ E. Anderson
{1973), pp. 108-30. The princes, like the Capetians, also associned thedr heirs with then as rulers 1AL
W Lewis, "Anticipaiory assoctation of dhe heiv in carly Capetian Franee', Amenean Histo Bev., Ixsxii
{178} goi-271i

3 Jleeuerd des Historeens, 1i. 15,

5 Ihid |, xi, 4.

Richard I and Berengaria of Navarre

From tHE mid twelih century @ the end of the thirteenth cenwury the five
reigning queens of England were Eleanor of Aquitaine, Berengaria of Navarre,
Isabella of Angouléme, Eleanor of Provence and Eleanor ol Casule. Simply to
list these names is 1o suggest that their husbands had important political and
diplomatic interests in seuth-western Europe. On the other band to read what
historians have written about the kings of England in this period is to gain the
impression that this was not the case. Historians have tended to concentrale
almiost exclusively on the lands on either side of the English Channel, on the arca
of the old Anglo-Norman realm. It is easy enough to understand why they have
chosen to confine their history within these narrow geographical limits. The
northern Planagenet lands and, above all, England ave relatively rich in the kind
ol documentation o which historians of politics have grown accustomed:
narrative sources and the records of central government. By comrast, there is
relatively littde of this type ol evidence o be found in the lands w!aich comprised
the southern part of the Plantagenet empire. Although this difference may, in
practice, cause historians to neglect the south,! we should NOt assume that lhe_
Plantageners themselves shared this attitude. The paucity of familiar kit:l‘ds of
evidence may imply that politically and cutturally, the south was a very diffcrent
sort of suciety from the north; but it does not mean that the Plantagenets were
northerners who believed that the south did not matter.

I this article, by focusing attention on just one of these royal marriages, |
hope to suggest that il we are o understand the Plamtagenets we must be
prepared to wavel south—as they did when they chose their gueens. At the same
time an investigation of the circumstances of Richard I's marrizge should help to
dispel two myths: the old, but stili vigorous myth that he was a negligent king
who was “a total loss in the counsel-chamber’,? as well as the Bourishing modern
miyih about his activites in the bed-chamber.

The well-known facts abour the marriage are few and can be quickly
summarized. Berengaria of Navarre was brought to Richard’s court, then at
Messina in Sicily, in March 11g1. She accompanied the crusader-king on his
joumey east and they were married in Cyprus, at Limassol, on 12 May 1191
Alter the crusade they saw litle of cach other and there were no children. These
lacis can be fited quite easily into the conventienal portrail of Richard as an
irresponsible crusader, indifferent 1o serious matters of politics Jike the
succession to the throae, sacrificing his kingdom's futwre for the sake of present
pleasures. As a result no historian has bothered to give them much thought.

' The most notable exeeption to this was Sir Maurice Powicke, the only English historian of this
period 10 give due weight to the allairs ol the south-west, see Fo M. Powicke, The £5th Century {Oxford,
1a53), pp. 95119, 234-318—though these are probably the least read pages in a book which is
dillicudt 1o vead. Powicke's relerences wo Richard’s marriage in The Loss of Normandy, 11891204 (and
can.. Manchester, 1961}, pp. 85-6, g8, make it plain that he saw its diplomatic significance. Huwever
itis ondy through an investigation ol the exvaordinary creumstances of dhe wedding that we can see
just how impartant it in [act was. Moreover—though Powicke himsell would certainly not Ixiix'c liked
tis—his Loss af Normandy, precisely because it concendrates on Normandy, tends 10 reinforce the
impession that the sowh did not mater much. In this avticle, as in much edse, 1 am grateful o Mr.
John Preswwich and Professor Christopher Brooke Tor their help and advice,

71 Brundage, Richard Lionheart (INew York, 16741 p. 260,
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Ii" they are mentioned anywhere they are simply stated as though they were
ordinary facts” telling us nothing that we would not expect. In lact they are
extra-ordinary and remarkable. Plantagenet kings did not ordinarily get married
in Cyprus. It is true, of course, that Richard was going on crusade, but if he was
anxious o get married, why had he not married in the twelve months which
clapsed between the death of his father in July 1189 and the start of the crusade
i July 1190? On the other hand, if he was reluctant 1o get married, why not use
the crusade as an excuse o postpone a wedding?® The hvpothesis which will be
advanced here is that marrying Berengaria of Navarre while on his way to
Jerusalem was an ingentous diplomatic device deliberaely adopted by Richard
in order 1o cut his way through a thicket of political problems, and thay this in
isell gives some indication of the importance which he atached o the alliance
with Navarre.

Berengaria lelt the court of her father, King Sancho VI, at some date towards
the end of 11g0.% Her hushand-to-be was the most powerful ruler in western
Europe: king of England, duke of Normandy and Aquitaine, count of Anjou.
For the last filteen or sixieen years he had been actively involved in the political
and milicary lile of the Angevin empire, but like most sensible princes he had
delayed marriage until he had entered upon his inheritance—~untl he was in a
position 1o assess accurately his politeal and diplomatic needs. He was now
thirty-three years old, a famous soldier looking forward with confidence to the
great task aliead of hime: the recapaure of Jerusalem. He was the most eligible
bachetor in Rurope and as Bevengaria, the daughter of a minor Spanish king,
wavelled to meet him, she may well have fele da she had cause 1o congratulare
hersell on her good fortune-—except for one thing: Richard was betrathed to
someonce else.

More than twenty years earlier, a the weaty of Monunirail in January 1169,
Henry 1 and Louis VI had agreed thae Richard should marry Alice, Louis’s
second davghter by his second wife, Constance of Castile.® Alice was handed over
to Angevin custody, and although the marnage ceremony had never been
performed. the bewrothal had been formally confinmed on several occasions,
most recently in july 1389, Inoan agreement beiween Philip Augustus and
Richard which was made immediately alter the Old King's death.® [t is clear that
it would not be easy for Richard 1o withdraw from this long-standing
engagement. To do so would sericusly jeopardize the alliance with Philip which

P Phes would have been a perleatly reasonable excuse and had, in {act, alveady been used. By the
erms ab e July 118y agreement hetween Henry 11 and Plibip Augustus, Richard's nnnrtage to Alice
wits postpoded untl afrer his return from crmsade (Roger of Mowden, Gesta Reais Herrta Secundi
Renedich Abbatis, ed. W Stubbs {2 vols., Rolls Ser. 18674 16 700

$This is based upon the evidence that her party] conducied by Eleanar of Aquitaine, had reached
Lodi tnear Milan) by 20 Jan. v1g1 (§. F. Bohmer, Regesta fmpern, v iiic Die Regesten des Kasserreiches
wnter Hemrch Vi ed. . Baaken (Cologne, 19721 no. 136, pasa b

*Constanee ol Castile died on g O, 2180 m giving bt to ber, so by the time ol the treary of
Maonumivail Alice was about § years and 4 months old. Her betrothal o Richard had been a subject of
discussion ac least since the spring of 1168 deter of Jobn of Salisbury 1o Baldwin, wehdeacon of
Tomes, Lelters of John of Sahsbury, i, ed. W. [ Miller and €. NL L. Brooke (Oxford, 3974l pp. 56(~6).
See also Ralph de Biceto, Opera Hiteriea, ed. W, Stubbs 12 vols., Rells Ser., 18563, i, 331 and The
Hustarieal Works of Gervase of Canterbury, o W, Stubbs {2 vols., Rolls Ser., 1879-80L 5. 208,

v bad first been confirmed at Nonancowrt m Sept. 1177 Howden, Gesta, i 191 ). Then, afer an
anerlude during which Heory toyed with the idea of mareying Alice o his youngest son, Johin, and
Richard to a daughter of Frederick Barbarossa, it was confirmed again in March 1186 Gbad 1. 500,
30g. 3440 Onthis ephemeral diplomatic episode see ¥, Ve, D Kimee von England und das Reich,
(273-0 377 At rmem Rickbiick au) do Verbdiings se den Stavfern  Heidetberg, 1) 76. Finally the
bevothal was contirmed twice i July 118y, onee bedore Hemry 1'% deadh and once alter it (Howden,
Ceafa, il 70, 74).
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had been the ])i‘\’(‘)l of Richard’s poticy since November 1188, Tt was this alitance
which had enabled Richard to fight for his inheritance and which was now an
essential part of the preparations for the Third Crusade. Wwith t]\_c lessons of the
years since 1177 before his eyes, no serious crusader could l)(*: ignorant of t‘hc
damaging effects ol the long drawn-out hostility between Ca_pc*tmn and Angevin.
Moreover since December 1183 the question of Alice’s marriage ]1‘ad been lmke_d
with the sensitive problem of the Norman Vexin™—an area of vital svaregic
importance which Richard could it aftord to put at risk, »

Al these were facts which must have been well known to King Sancho when he
allowed Berengaria to leave Navarre in search of a husband. How was i.l that he
had been persuaded to send his daughter on what, on the face o_f it, might _well
have turned our to be a humiliaing wild goose chase? Few historians have given
any thought to the preliminaries to Richard’s marriage, but those \_vh_o have are
unanimous in stating that Sancho was persuaded by Eleanor of Aquizaine. She, it
was said, “went in person o Spain to conduct the negotiations and 10 escort
Berengaria to Sicily’.® For Edmond-René Labande it was Eic‘;mor who saw 1ha_t
Richard's marriage was a political necessity and ook action in arder to bring it
aboui? Elizabeth Brown, the most recent and by far the most level-headed
historian of Eleanor, takes the same view. She writes that

in an even grander display of her power in maters domestic and polili(:;n]‘, sl}c i Eleanor)
then apranged, and perhaps personally negotiated, the marriage 9f Richard a_ncl
Berengaria, daughrer of the king of Navarre. Thus she set aside his _Inngv‘sland.mg
engagement o Alice ... I Henry 1f had, as the gossips said, actually dallied with Alice,

. . - AR
Eleanor may have heen motivated by disgustand spite.

In auributing all the initative o Eleanor, historians are lending support Lo the
waditional picture of Richard as an enthusiasiic crusader who Look no tl_‘spught
for the future. He went off ‘without designating an heir’,'! appargntly m«hiferfem
w the succession problem. Evenually his mother ‘bullied him imo! (Kaiung
Berengar of Navarre, whom she had brought [rom Spain for 1_}\6 purpose’.t?

But there is, in fact, not a shred of evidence o show that it was Eleanor who
had conducted the negotiations. Historians have taken it for granted that sh-c
did, partly because she escorted Berengaria to Sicily and partly because of their
beliel that Richard was uninterested in such mauers. They have assumed—
without evidence—that the negotiations filled a gap in Eleanor’s itinerary,
between 6 April 1190 when she was with Richard at Argenan in N(Jm‘mndy_ ;mf'l
z0 January 1191 when she and Berengaria arrived al Lodi. The effect of (his

P Howden, Geda, L 943-4. 6. 74. [n 1158 Louis VI had designaed :!u.: Norman Vexin as the
maritaguent of his daughter Margaret talice’s eider sister] on the accasion ol her bcu'ot_h.‘tl o H('m.‘y
s eldest son Henry, After the Young King's death in June 1183, Heory 1T was determined w0 rewin
the Norman Vexin and the possibility thac iumight be regarded as Alice’s marfaghon was ruised. For
further drscussions see below pp. 165-6. There is i valuabie appendix on the vexin in L. Landon, The
itmerary of Keag Richard I'iPipe Roll Soc., new ser., il 10350 pp. 21934

¥ Landon, p.o22; o 6.

v .. Labande, ‘Pour une image veridique d’Alienor L Aquitaine’, Sl Soc. des Annguanres de
POuest, (thser., ithaggel 1i8-19.

WE AR, Brown, ‘Eleanor of Aquitaine: parent, gueen and duchess’ in W‘. W. Kibler, .E_‘_‘h‘mmr of
Aquitaine: Patron and Politscian {Austin, 19761 pp. 20-1, 32. Among othey historians whg atribuie d_u-
diplomaic initlaiive w Eleanor are A Richard, Histoire des (nlm(rs de f’o:!gu, 77.:5‘—_12?,; (_'.' vols., Paris,
vguas, . 272; M. CL Richardson, The leteers and charters ol Eleanor of Aquitaine’, Eng. I.'u!,‘.'i‘z'u..
Ixxiv [1959), 201: P. Rassow, Der Prozgemahl. K pactum mafrimenmale aus dem Jahre 1188 (Weimar,
130l P 7.

W Brundage, pp. 7ro2. Seealso FoBarlow, The Feudal Kingdom of England, 102=1216 L0G550 P 535

T, L Warren, Kig foiw (Harmondsworth, 19663, p. 58,
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assumption was o make itseem likely that the major part ol the negotiations had
taken place during the second hall of the your 1190, i.c. after Richard had already
set ofl on the first stage of his journey w0 Quuremer.!® Bud this inlerpretation
makes Sancho as rash as it makes Richard negligen, and it is fundamentally
implausible. Before allowing his daughter 10 leave home in such ambiguous and
difficull circumstances, Sancho must have demanded Far-reaching assurances
and, with the best will in the world, the negotiations which preceded
Berengaria’s departure from Navarre must have been complex and prolonged. 1
is, of cowrse, precisely the absence of any decumentation bearing directly on the
question of the marriage negotiations, which has permiuted historians 1o give

Eleanor the credit for wking the initiative. There are, however, a few scraps of

evidence which can be pieced 1ogether 1o suggest the oullines of a very differem
story—even though not one of these saraps taken in isolation seems 1o have
anything at all to do with the marriage.

A jtal‘ling-poinl is the following passage in Roger of Howden’s Gesia Regis
Ricard:: i

Lodem anno, post Purificationem beats Dei genitricis Maria, Alicnor YegiL mater regis
Ricardi, ct Alays soror Philippi regis Francie, ¢t Baldewinus Canuariensis archi-
('piscopus. et Johannes Nonwicensis  episcopus; Hugo  Dunelmensis episcopus;
Gadelridus Wintoniensis episcopus; Reinaldus Batonicnsis episcopus; Willehnus Eliensis
cpiscopus; Huberwus Salesberiensis episcopus; Hugo Cesivensis episcopus; Gaufvidus
Eboracensis clectus et frater regis Ricardis et Johannes comes Merclonii frater regis,
transiretaverunt de Anglia in Normanniam per mandatum vegis. Et habit cum illis
consitio, dominus rex statuit Willebrnum Elyensem episcopum cancellarium . suum,
summmum justitiariven Anglie. ECconcessit Hugom Dunelmensi episcopo justitiariam a
flumine Humbri usque ad twerram vegis Seotiz. £ [fecit) Gaufridum Eboracensem
clectum et Johannem comiter Moretanii fratres suos jurare quod Angliam non itrarent
abrilla hova ante annos wes praveritos, nisi per Licentiam ifius. M

This council was held in mid March at Nonancourt, close to the French
border.'® Since it was decided o banish John and Geoflrey rom England (or
three years it is clear that lamily nratters and the awkward problem of the
suceession were raised at this meeting. The presence of Alice of France might also
be taken to imply that her future was on the agenda—though Howden does not
mention it. His silence could mean either that no formal decision was
reached-—the maner still being ar the stage of private discussion—aor simply that
th.cn.‘ were same things about which he was in the dark. This raises the qu(:s(ion
of the source of Howden's informatdion. tn all probability the source was Hugh
du Puiser, the bishop of Durkam. Roger was in residence at Howden—a minster
which helonged to the church of Durham—and must have met Bishop Hugh in
1190." Did Hugh simply rell Roger what had happened? Or did he also Pass on
to the chronicler a copy of the writ summoning him to the conference?® Two
plirases used by Howden suggest the later. The firstis the phrase 'per mandatum
regis’. The second 5 the phrase used o date their Channel crossing: post
Purificationem bratae Dei genitricls Mariae—after Candlemas {2 Februavy).
Since they ciearly did not cross early in February in order to auend a meeting in
mid March, Howden has adopted a rather curious form of dating-—uniess he

. - - s « tH "
Landon, pp. 3o, 37. 227 0. 6. He and Philip ot Vézelay an 4 fuly 1190,
H Howden. Gesta, i1 105-6.
Iy L \ ; . .
Landan, p. 26. Lt is worth noting the witness Hists 1o charters nos, 22 and 233.
5 reden. € i A . e N P
Howden, Gesta, i1 10g. 1 am gratebul to Mr. David Corner for el e hiis poine, s oo much else
concerning Roger ol FHowden.
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had Lefore him a copy of a writ issued at Candlemas, in which case it would be a
natural enough cheice of words. '’

i then we ask where Richard was on 2 February, the answer is that he was in
Gascony, at la Réole on the River Garonne. No chronicler ceils us what he was
doing there and we can only speculate. We are not, however, entirely without
evidenee. Three extant charters in favour of the abbey of la Sauve were issued
there on 2, 3 and 4 February. The witness Hsts show that on those days Richard
held court auvended by many of the greatest tords of Gasceny, both ecclestastical
and sccufar, Among churchmen there were the bishops of Agen, Périgueux and
Bazas as well as the archbishop of Auch, the mewropelitan of Gascony, and the
abhots of Clairac, Chaise-Dicu, Moissac, Bramdme and Cadouin. Among
laymen there was the seneschal of Gascony, Elie de la Celle, Bernard count of
Armagnac, Bernard count of Vésone, Gaston viscount of Beurny, Peler viscount
of Castillon, and a host ol other lords.'® 1t may be that many had gathered
simply 1o welcome their lord for the first time since his enthronement as king of
England and duke of Normandy, but it was also the obvious occasion 1o deal
with business which concerned Gascony. Il Richard was already considering a
marriage alliance with Navarre this would naturally be one such item.
Considerations ol political geography alone would suggest this, bud there is a
further point to be borne in mind: Berengaria's dowry. Richard and Berengaria
were eventually married in Cypros on 1 May 1191, On that day Richard setted
on her all his Gascon possessions beyond the Garonne as her dower.!? Clearly
this was a profoundly important question which cannot have been decided on
the spur of the moment either in Cyprus or in Sicily. It involved not only
Richard, Berengaria and (he Gascons. lt was also bound up with diplomatic
relations between Gascony, Navarre and Castile, At the Castilian court it was
claimed that, in 1170, when Henry 1's and Eleanor's daughter, Eleanor, married
Alfonso VI of Castile she had been granted Gascony as her manilegium, though
the grant was w take effect only afier her mother’s death,® Toseule Gascony
upon Berengaria was to create complicatdons and conjure up the danger of
conflicting claims. Thus, in Berengaria’s dower settdement, it was stipulated that
she should enjoy her Gascon revenues only during the liferime of Eleanor of
Aquitaine. Alter Eleanor’s death Berengaria was ¢ have rthose estates in
England, Normandy and Poitou which Henry 11 had assigned 1o his queen and

] there was no appropriate saint’s day or lestival, Howden dated evems vither by using the
Roman catendar {v.g. ‘mense Martio, XVH" Kalendas Aprilis’, ihid., 1. 107} or in the lorm X197 die
Decembris' Ghd.. i1, 1010 Even if he did not know the precise dates ol their Channed crossing there
was ceriainly no need for him (o choose a lorm as vague as ‘alter 2 February™

S Landen, po25. Two ol the charwers were published by Ciror de la Ville, Historre de Vabbaye o
congrégation de Notre-Dame de le Grande-Smeve {2 vols., Paris, 184455 1. 31921 lincluding the names
of 2 witnesses omitted by Landoud and the third by £ Marténe and U Durand, Thesaurus novus
Anecdotorum (5 vols., Pariy, 1713}, 1, cols. 636~7.

Y EL Maréne and U. Durand, Veleriom Senptorum ef Monestentorum dmplicima Colleciio {g vols., Paris,
124-53) 4, cols. gog-7.

P n vpoq abtor Eleanor’s death aAlfonso VI invaded Gascony in support of his daim: rex castelle
cum guibusdam de vassallis suis inmavie vasconium et feve totam occupuit preer baionan o
Lurdegatin, habubt er Blayam ed bore que suni ultra garonam ed terramn gue est inter duo maria ™ {G.
Civor, *Une chrontque litine inédite des rois de Castille”. Bull, Hispangree, xiv hoiel, 266-8) See the
discussion of this episode, which has been almost totally ignoved by Loglish historians. in Y.
Renouard, Berdeawx sous les Rows o Angleterre (Bordeaux, 19650 pp. 21-6 and J. Gonzaler, Ef Remo de
Castrfia en da época de Alfonso V111 {3 vols., Madrid, 19600, 1. $65-75. Eventaally, in 1254, Allonso X
renounced all Castile's claims W Gascony, and his sister, Eleanor, married Henry HEFs eldest son,
Edward (Powicke, The ¢ 20h Century, pp.ati=181
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which had been confirmed by Richard.” An assenbly auended by the g nates
of Gascony woukl be the proper occasion lor some formal announcement, il not
discussion, of u matter of this kind. Twenty years carlier a very similar court had
assembled at Bordeaux w witness the Tormal marriage seulement between
Eleanor and Alfonso VI of Castile in the summer of 1170.2¢ And tha questions
ot loreign policy were indeed being discussed at fa Réole in February F1GO i
suggested by the presence of one man who, in the witness lists, stands out in
striking contrast 10 all those Gascons: Henry son of the duke of Suxony, i.c.
Henry ol Branswick, son of Henry the Lion® | suggest, therefore, that the
question of Richard's marriage was among the importam public and dynastic
business discussed at la Réole and that it was to ke this further that, on 2
February 1141, Richard sencwrits summoning a council w meet in Normandy, 2
The facts that the council was to meet on the eve of a conference with Philip of
France and dhat Alice was summoned o auend point in this direction.

From Nonancourt Richard rode the eight miles 10 Dreux 10 meet Philip on
16 March. We do not know what the two kings said 1o each other, only that the
erusade, which had been due o siart au Easter, was postponed until 24 June.
They needed more tme 10 complete their preparations.” Were these prep-
arations simply (he massive material organization of the arusade—or did they
mclude diplomatic preparations? In wishing to discard Alice and marry
Berengaria Richard was caught in a very awkward diplomatic situation. It is clear
that Philip would be disgraced if his sister were dropped in this fashion and he
did nothing o avenge her honour 28 Could Richard alford (o state his intentions
publicly? 1 he did, would that deswroy the fragile peace between the kingdoms
and cause further interminable defays to the crusade on which his heart was sel?
Pevbaps only when he and Philip were already on crusade could he marry
someone else without inviting an immediate atack upon his lands. Bud it could
not have been easy 10 persuade Sancho of Navarre to send his daughter to be

HTPost decessunt vero tum divtae maris nostrae si cadem uxor nostra superstes fuerie, pracdict
anmin il Guarenam sibi assignata in pace dimater, ot assipoavimus ofm Anghia tune habendum
detaditium veginarum: ... in Normannia e {Mariéne and Durand, Amplusima Collecto, i, col. gg3l,
But alwer Richard’s deah, Johin did not feel bound o observe the promises made to Hevengaria, sec
below, . g3.

Gonalez, i 1904,

P Landon, p. g5 0. 217, For somne wide-1 anging speculitions vn the possible implications of Henry
ol Brunswick's presence st la Réole see Rassow, pp. $5-7.

#* There was plenty of time for writs sent from 1a Reode on 2 Feb. 1o be reccived in England and
acted upon. Bishop Hugh of Durham wis apparenty engaged i governmental duties at Westminseer
thraughout Jan, and Yeb. See G, V. Seamnell, Hugh i Purser, Buskap of Durkam (Carsbridge, 14503,
PP 2445
‘ ¥ Diceto, Opera, i 37. Complete cerainy here is impossible since Howden says thas 24 June was
hxed as the depariu e date aca meeting in Jan. {Gete, i 1ogh while the author of te frrarinm fegis
fcards says that iwas lixed dor 1 July ata meeting in mid March (Chromeles and Memortals of thy Rewgn of
Fachard 1, ed. W, Stubbs {2 vols., Rolls Ser, 1864-51, 1. 146%

The clearest picce of evidence for this obvious point is Berurand de Born’s srventes *Siew Fas aissi
senher’. Whatever the dite of this poem Gsee below o291, ws Tourth stanen dlustrates the kind ol
pressure: Philip was under to appear 1o be doing somediing o save his sisier's, and his own,
l'(‘plll[llll)ll.

E pois o0 03 per sin lerva s,
Membrelh sasor ol mariiz orgolhos
Quie L dassa e nobavol tener;
Aguest fortaic mi sembla desplazer,

WPaénes complétes de Bertran de fiorn, ed. A. Thons fToulouse, 18881, no. 18,
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muarried somewhere abroad in these ambiguous and hazardous (:ir(‘nmst;l}zcm.“
In February 1190 Richard may well have lound that he needed more time w
complete such inuicate negotiations. _ _

in April Richard travelled south again, L]n‘oug‘h Anjou and Poitou. By 8 May
he was at Cognac on the river Charente. We next find him at Bayonne close to Lh_c
border with Navarre on 6 june.® According 1o Roger of kl-{m_\'den itwas on this
wip 10 Gascony that he hanged the lord ol 1.]1L’ Cél:ﬁll(’ of Chis for_ Lh§ crime ol
highway robbery.?? Though many of this ford’s victims had .been pilgrims on‘lhc
way 1o Compostella, it is hard to believe that it was devotion (olthe cult of ‘Sr.
Jzuﬁcséhowcvcr much the Moor-sfayer may have appealed to Rlcl‘laf‘(i—-—-wh.ld}
alone had brought him into the Pyrenees. It may well have been on this occasion
that Richard found the opporunity for a face-to-face meeting with Sancho o
bring the negotiations to a satslhctory conclusion. Now at Jast _R)chard was I‘CH(lyw
to go. Bur far from him going on crusade withow a thought tor the problem of
the succession, it rather locks as though the opposite was the case: l_hat he .lm(l
postponed his departure until most of the problems sur_roun_ding his marriage
had been resoived. Richard was by no means just a fanatical crusader who
neglected everything elsc. _ ‘

£ven so, when Richard and Philip lefe Vézelay in July 110 there was one vital
sk still to be tackled. Somebow Philip had to be persuaded o drop his
insistence on a marriage between Richard and Alice. Tt was obviously not going
ter be casy. Philip reached Messina on 16 September 1190.%¢ A week_laler Rlch;_u'cl
arrived. The two kings conferred and Philip announced his intention ol leaving
for the Hoely Land that same day. But no sooner had his ﬂev_:t left the harbour
than the wind shifted and, much o his dismay, Philip was forced w rewurn o

2 ANl the more so if, as has been suggested, Richard had once before offered marriage o
Berengaria and then withdrawn. The case for ancarlier beirothal is based upon the lines which lollow
immcdiately upon those quoted in n. 26,

E tot adds que $'en vid perjurin,

Quel ceis Navars 1'a sai dav per espos

Asa fillwa, per que Panta es plus grio,
Dating a poent, even & wrvertes packed with polidcal allusions. 1s. ol course, 4 i}z}zm‘duus busi'n‘esm Lot
most studenss of Bertrand de Born have been indined to favour composition . 1188, The best
discussion of the dating problems is by C. Appel, Bertran von Born {Halle, |‘g!3l3. p. bo. See also A,
Carelliori, Phafpr 1] August, Konig von Frandrech (4 vols., Leipzig, 1899—1.91_2), o157 04 1 th(‘})()(‘ln
can be dated to 1185 this would suggest thae the marriage negotations of 11go weve in lact
reenegotiations and that Berengaria's beaothal had azleast been discussed in the 1z m‘muhs br_lwc-ru
Nov. 1187, when Richavd teok the cross, and Nov. 1388, when he caIKe (0 terms with (h(: king of
France. Richard and Philip were at war on and ofl throughout this pcnm% and there are signs fl-\:n
Philip was nervous about his sister’s I'qrurc {Howden, Gesta. ii. 29. 35-6, 3;;%,0. 450, il The
advantages which a Navarre atliance offered w 2 crusader duke of Aquitaine {see below pp. 166-7)
apphied 1o 1188 just as much as o 1190,

# Landon, pp. 32-5. o ‘

19 Chromea Magistre Rogeri de Hovedene, ed. W. Stubbs (g vols., Ralls Ser, 1868-71% §ii. 33 Howden's
sowree lor this information, which is not in his earier work, the Gegta, is by ne means easy 1
deterntine. Lanston, p. 32 identilies the ‘castellum willelmi de Chisi® as Chisin the county of Bigorre,
Hautes Pyréndes, but this is doutnful. A more likely alternative is the col de Cize just north of
Roncesvalles, a lamouws landmark and the site of Charles’s Cross which waditionally marked the
southern horder of Aquitaine: see the Vézelay Ghronicle in R B. C. Huygens, .‘Horiumefxm l’izer’uu‘enilfl
{Corpus Christianorum, Continuacio mediaevalis, xlil, Turnhoit, 193\5‘5), P 588 :uu.i Diceto, ()‘,(irm. 1.
11g. For the importance of the col de Cize in pilgrim lore see J. \flcllmrd,_ Le (fuuif d‘u Pf!grfn {!4'
Sawnt-Jucques de Compostelle (2nd edn., Micon, 1g50), pp. 2, 4, 0, 12, 20-2 24- I'r‘n‘ Richard's actvity in
this vegion i 1377 on behalf of pifgrims to Compostella see Howden, Gesta, 1. 131-2, clewrly !)_uscd
upon a report which Richard had sent w his father in I.-‘.ngl_amd. There. are some %mtful maps in L
Vazquer de Parga, | M. Lacarra and J. Uria Riu, Las Peregrinacones a Sanftago de Composteta {4 vols.,
Madrid, 1g48~q).

U Hewden, Gesta, . 524.
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Messina and 10 further meetings with the king of England.®t Other business
detained the crusaders undt the end of the first week v October.® By this time it
was late in the year [or a safe passage to the Holy Land and so they decided o
winter in Sicily.® Not undl February 1191 did the question ol Richard's mariage
come 1o the surface once more. The news reached Messina that Eleanor and
Berengaria, acconmpanied by Count Philip of Flanders, had arvived at Naples.
Richard sent some galleys to meet them there and convey them to Messina, Bue
although Count Philip was allowed to embark, Elcanor and Berengaria were
not: Tancred's officials apparenily daimed that their escort was wo large™
There was obvionsly more o it than this transparent excuse and so Richard went
o Tancred 1o demand an explanarion. The nwo kings met al Catania on 5 March
and spenc bive days 1ogether. According 1o Roger of Howden, Tancred eventually
coufessed 10 Richard that he had been listening to Philip's insinuations. The
French king apparenly had warned Tancred that Richard’s word was not to be
relied upon: that he had no intention of keeping the treaty they had made last
Oaober, and instead was planning ro deprive Tancred ol his kingdom.® This is a
curious story and however well informed Roger of Howden was, he is unlikely to
have overheard the private conversation of two kings. Nonetheless the fact thas
Eleanor and Berengaria were kept away from Messing sugpests that Howden is
doing move than shoply repeating ang-French gossip. Tancred was under-
standably nervous about the crusaders but clearly he had nothing o fear from
Philip’s small force. His preblem was Richard and the Angevin army. Although
they were allies, Richard’s assault on Messina and the circumstances in which the
alliance had been forged, were hardly such as 1o dispel all Tancred’s douhis. Yeu
it was vital that be read Richard’s intentions comrectly. The king of Sicily’s
imsccurity was lertle ground for Philip’s diplomatic skifl—these were just the
kind of fears he had played upon when separating Henry I from his sens. What
Philip wunted is clear enough: he wanied to save his sister’s honour. As the news
came that Eleanor and Berengavia had crossed the Alps and were wavelling
southwards chrough laly, so Philip’s concern grew. Bug ag the same time their
jourtey may have raised his hopes of drawing Tancred over o his side. For
Tancred too had news which gave him cause lor grave concern. Henry VI had left
Germany and was heading in the direciion of Sicily. It is noc hard 1o imagine
Tanered's leelings when he leamed that Eleanor and Henry VI had met at Lodi
on 2o Januvary 1191.°% just what lay behind this meeting? Were Richard and his
old mother planning 1o throw in their Tot with Henry? These were the fears
which Richard had to dispel when e met Tancred at Catania and, eventually, he
succeeded. The wwo kings exchanged gilts as a woken ol their renewal of

Ujust for & moment ic seemed possibde o speculae thar Richard and Plalip might come 1o an
icable seulement ivolving Philip’s marriage 1o Richard’s widowed sister Joan {Howden, Gesta, i,

veg-b and idem, Chromea, 1. 561 Howden was presumably an eye-witness of some of these meetings
since he had joined Richard wt Marseilles (ided ., 1. 481 )

¥ This other business inchuded the quareel with King Tancred of Sicily over Joan's dower and the
caprure ol Messing, On the Sicilian pelitics of this period see 1), Clememi, "The civcumstances of
Count Tancred’s accession to the kingdom of Sicily, duchy of Apulia and the principality of Capua’
Mlanges Antoses Marongie (Brussels, 19635, pp. 57-80.

M On Mediterranean wenther and sca conduions see £, Braudel, The Mediterrancan and the
Meditorranear World in the Age of Phaltp 1, trans. 8. Reynolbds (2 vols., 19725 1. 246-65.

Hidowden, Geifa. il 157 and, witl some additional details, wlem, Chromea, 1. 95. There would have
been tme for the two ladies to reach Lodi by 2o Jan. 1191 isve above n, 47 if Richard, as soon as e
had decided 1o winter in Sicily, say mid Oce vrgo, bhad sent instructions to his mother w bring
Berengaria w hin,

% Howden, Gesta, i 15860 wdem, Chronteg, 1l 954,

 See above noy and Rassoaw, . 7q.
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friendship. Richard gave Tancred the sword Excalibur \\filiF.ll had once belonged
to King Arthur. Tancred’s gift was more prosaic, but possibly more useful: four
large transport ships and hifeen galleys N

The French king had been playing a dangerous game. Once Tancred was
convinced that he had nothing 1o fear {rom Richard, then Philip became the
victim of his own inwigue, He protested his innocence, claimin_g that the whole
thing was a put-up job, a scheme devised by Richard to give him an excuse for
breaking his promise to marry Alice. For two reasons, however, Philip's defence
does not ring quite wue. Firstly, because 'I‘an(:rcd’s. agents. ‘l?ad prevc".nuxl
Berengavia from leaving Naptes—an unnecessary complication if it was _all just a
charade. And secondly, because the count of Flanders, on his arrival in ‘Sacnly,
ook Rickard's side against King Philip—swhich might suggest that he did nou
believe the French king's story.¥ At all evenus icis clear that Philip was now
isolated and in a weak bargaining position. Richard drove home his advantage.
He had no wish, he said, to discard Alice bur he could never marry her since she
had been his father’s mistress and had borne him a son. This was a grim
accusmiion 1o make since Alice had been enwusted o the Old King's custody, but
Richard claimed that ke could summon many witnesses able 1o westify Lo its uath.
i the face of this terrible threat to his sister’s honour Philip gave up his §trugglv
16 save her marriage.® Inreturn [or 10,000 marks he released Richard from _his
promise. Other clauses in the treaty bewween the two kings drawn up at Messina
in March :191 regulated most of thelr outstanding differences, above ali _ti_u’
question of Gisors and the Norman Vexin** There can be no doubr that Phitip
regarded this reaty as a humiliation. In a geswre wh!ch_pez‘lcc.lly C.\Lprcsscd_hls
fectings he chose to set sail from Messina on 3o March, just a i‘e\s'_hours l'{ef'm'('
Bevengaria arrived. ! In the opinion of Rigerd, the chronider of Saint-Denis, the
quarrel Letween the two kings began at the moment when Richard rejected
Alice??

What this curious episode in Sicily makes abundandy clear is that great
obstactes had siood in the way of Richard’s wmarriage to Berengaria and that he
had fought hard o overcome them. He was no reluciant husl.')and. pushed fnto
marriage by a builving mother. But some questions still remain. Why was he so
keen to discard Alice? And why was he so keen to marry Berengaria?

The [ate of Alice, mwenty-five years in the Old King's custody, puzzled
contemporaries just as much as it has puzzled historians: "One ol rl?c mi!mr
mysteries of Henry 10s veign’ is how Professor w. L. Warren described 1r.f3
Gossip suid that Henry seduced her and that Richard would not marry his
father's mistress. Warren has deied this, arguing that the rumour comes from
prejudiced sources—Gerald of Wales and William the Breton.® On the other

¥ Howden, Gesla, 11154,

3 thid., H. 180, idem, Chromea, 115, 95,

* Howden, Gesta, . 160~1; e, Clirowica, i gg.

0 For the text of the weaty of Messina sce Diplomatie Dociments presersed m the Pubhe Recerd Offier, 3
srar—1272, ed. P Chaplais Ogbigl pp. =165 Landon, pp. 224-41.

“CHowden, Gesta, it 101, § _—

2 Rigord, Gesta Philippe Augusie in Ewures de Rigord et de Guallaume le Breton, Istoniens de Phaiipipe
Angste, ed. H. F. Delaborde (2 vals., Paris, 188z-35% 1. 1e7-8. By marrying Berengania in Cyprus
@ichard avoided some awkward problems. U the wedding had wken place i the Holv Land, would
Piulip have been among the guests? . )

s Warren believes that ‘Richard simply bad no desire o marry ber and maintuned his relucance
with Jiis customary abstinacy’ (W, L. Warren, Henry 1T Og7gh p Bih ‘ o

“ Giraldus Cambrensis. Gpera, ed, J. $. Brewer and others (8 vols, Rofls Ser. 186v—g1l visi, 250
Williin the Brewon, Phfpiades, in Fuvres de Rigord ot de Guillawne Ie Breton, 1. g3 The Chrawmcle of
Rechard of Devzes, ed. [T, Appleby trgbs), p. a6,
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hand Howden's evidence cannot be altogether ignored. The problem of

seduction apart, however, there were good political reasons why Richard should
not marry Alice. After the death of the Young King in 1185 Philip demanded the
restoration of the Norman Vexin, on the grounds that it had been his sister’s
maritagivan. Henry 11, in reply, argued that the Norman Vexin belonged of right
to the duchy of Normandy and that Philip's father, Louis Vi, had acknow-
ledged this in 1160 on the occasion of Margaret’s marriage 1o the Young King,
Evenually, in December 1183, Philip aunounced that he was willing 1o ler Henry
keep the Norman Vexin on conditon that he paid Margaret an annual peasion
of 2,700 fivres and on the understanding that the Vexin was 1o be held by Alice’s
husband.* Bur what this agreement failed to make clear was what would happen
to the Vexin if Alice remained unmarried. H either Richard or John married her
it would lend plausibilivy 1o Phitip's claim that this vital terrizory was his sister’s
marriage portion and, as such, might one day be returned to France. i Henry 11
;m_d Richard wanted 1o maintain that it belonged of old to Normandy then it was
saler not to confuse the issue. Alice was betrer feft unmarried, a political pawn in
their hands.

Why was Richard so anxious 1o marry Berengaria? A romantic attachment is
not impossible,’ but it would inevitably have been secondury w the re-
quirements of diplomacy. Historians write of Richard’s prepm'u‘lions for the
governance of his dominions during his absence on crusade as though they
mvolve England only. In lact of course it was—as always—the continental fands
and frontiers which demanded most attention. Here in France alone the Angevin
empire was faced by four other ‘feudal empires'—to adopt Prolessor Le
Patourel’s terminology.?? These were the empire of the counts of Flanders, the
Capetian empive, the empive of Blois-Champagne and the empive of Saint-
Gilles-Toulouse. I the crisis of 1173~4 three of these ‘empires’ had joined in e
auacl_; on Heary 119 [n the erisis of Richard’s rule as duke of Aquilaine in 18y,
the fourth-~Toulouse—had supported the Young King in his war againsi
Richard.* In 1190 the position was that the pringes who ruled three of these
neighbouring empires had aken the cross: Count Philip of Flanders, King
Philip, Count Theobald of Blots and Count Henry ol Champagne. Only Count
Raymond V of Toulouse intended (o stay at heme. Richard can have been in no
doubt what this meant. For the last six vears he and Raymond had been in an
almost continuous state of war?® Ar that dramatic conference at Bonsmouling in
November 1388 when Henry 11 drove his son to rebellion by publicly refusing to
acknowledge him as his heir, Richard wened ro Philip and knel and did homage
to him. He did homage notonly for all the tands which his fsther had held of the

.‘5 Howden. Gesta, 1. gog-6. This agreement was coulivmed in March 1186 (., ii. 343-q; of.
Dicetw. Opera, i, o For the txe of the 1185 covenand beaveen Margaret and Henry 1) see Landon,
. 22500 By is lerims Hemry was also permited to reain Margaret’s 'donatio pru;u{:r nuptias’,

* On the evidence of Ambroise, this, at least, is what was believed by the soldiers in Richard's
crusading army {Ambroise, LEstoire de la Grerre Samte, ed. G. Paris (Paris, 18973 B s 150-2. B i reis
Paversmult amee: Des que il esteit coens de Peitiers' ) l

7). Le Patourel, “The Plantagenct dominions', History, | [1gG351 18g-508.

B Waveen, Heary 1, PPz -2,

“The seriousness of ihis threst w Richard's position in Aguitaine has been wider-estimated by
Winvren (id., pr. sge-5 See | Gillingham, Richard the Lionkeart $1938), pp. 86-g8. The best source
onevents in the Limousin in 1183 » the chronide of Geotfrey de Vipeois in M. 130uquo(. Recuer! des
Hustariens des Gedes el de fa France, ed. Lo Delisle {24 vols.. Paris, 1$6g-19045, xviii. 21220,

O the war with Toulowuse seeabid., xvii. 2251 Dicete, Opera, i 434, 55; Howden, Geste, §. 345
.3y -0y Giraldus Cambrensis, viih 255-6, the discussion in Warren, Henn }I. Pp. §2-9, G13=21. Su‘
1o HL Mundy, Liberty and Pohtwcad Power i Tolotoe, tose-12;30 {(New York, 19540 pp. Ba--b for the
cllectolthe war on Count Riymond's positior, v
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king of France, but also for the conquests which he, Richard, had made at the
expense o Towlouse.® The most important of these conquests was the Quercy, a
raditional bone of contention between Aquitaine and Toulouse,’? Thai Richard
suill hetd this region fifteen months later is suggested by the presence of the abbot
of Moissac at the court at la Réole in February 1190.% It was inevitable that
Raymond would grasp at the opportunity presented by Richard's crusade. All the
length of (he Angevin frontiers there was no threat so serious as that posed by the
count of Toulouse. It is in this context that we must see the marriage o
Berengaria of Navarre. When in the first six months of 1190 Richard twice
wravelled sourh it was to arrange a crucial afliance which would help safeguard
his dominions at their most vulnerable point.®

In diplomatic terms Richard’s marriage proved its worth. In 1192 while he was
still in Outremer a revolt broke our in Aquitaine. The leading rebels were the
count of Périgord and Bernard, viscount of Brosse, but in all probability they
were encouraged by Philip—who had returned in time to celebrate the
Christmas ol 1191 at Fonwinebleau®*-—and by Ravmond of Toulousc.
Berengaria’s brother, Sancho, brought a large force of knights 1o help the
sencschal of Gascony and together they took the war into Raymond's lands,
advancing right up o the walls of Teulouse.®® Nowhere else in the Angevin
empire had Richard's absence caused any serious unrest.?? I he had returned
home by January or February 1193, as seemed likely when he left Acre in
October 11g2, it would have been clear to historians that the arrangements he
had miade {or the government of his deminions during his crusade had worked
extremely well, As it turned out, however, the unforeseeable eventuality of his
capture and imprisonment called everything into question.

Even in this crisis the Navarre alliance functioned well. A son of King Sancho
was among those who went o Germany in the spring of 1194 to serve as hostages
for the payment of the remainder of the ransom.*® At the same time Berengaria’s
brother Sancho once again led an army to the assistance of the Angevin oflicials,
hard-pressed as they were by a combination of King Philip’s attacks and John's

# Howden, Cesta, i, 505 Diceto, Opera. ii. 38 Warks of Gervase of Canterbury, 1. 4356,

52 Afier their accupation by Henry 11 in the campaign ol 1159, Cabors and the Querey seem 1o
ave remained in Angevin hands untl Raymend Voand his son ook advantge of Richard's
difficulies i 1183 10 recaptare them. Richard's re-conguest took place cither in 1186 iperhaps
temporarilyl or in 118%. According to Diceto, Richard estimated the revenues of Querey at 1,000
marks or more {Diceto, Opera, 1 585

** Landan, p.25; Clrot de ka Ville, 11, 119,

5 Richard's most obvious ally in this part of the world was undoubtedly Raymond of Toutouse's
old vival, Alfonso 11 of Aragen (C. Higounet, ‘La rivalité des maisons de Toulouse et de Barcelone
pour fa prévondérance méridionale’, Mefanges @ Histre du Mover-Age dédsés & la mémoire de Loz
Halphen (Paris, 19510, pp. 313-211. Alonso was a more powerful ruter than Sancho uf Navarre and he
had come w Richard's aid in 1183 (Recwerd des Hutortens, xviil. 2181 But ar this date Aragon and
Navarre were drawing closer topether—chiefly in order o resist the expansionis poiicies of Castile
{(Gonzaler, i. 7oy-12, $27--33), and il Richard was now looking for a marriage alliance, it may be that
Allonso 11 had no daughters of a suitable age. The dynastic pelicies of the Spanish kingdoms s an
extemely obscure subject, but as Do W. Lomax has poined out, what passes elsewhere {ur
‘old-fashioned “Kings and Battles” history in $pain still remains 1o be written (D, W. Lomax, Another
Swerd for 52 fames (Birminghany, 19744 p. 270 L have been unable 1o obtain [ M. Lacarva, Histora
politrea del reino de Navarra desde sws sngoes hasta s vicorparaaan a Castiila {2 vols., Pamplona, 14745

¥ Howden, Gesta, i1, 235.

* Howden, Chramice, 15 194 Chromele of Ruchard of Bevizes, p. g9,

S The quarrcls in England between John and Longchamp were just a storm in g teacup which
never seviousty threacened the lsbric of government; notice the Jack of haste in Walter of Cownances’s

vewarn o England in the sammer ol tiga.
8 ansher, Histana de expedicione Fredenoy bmperatong, in Quellen zur Geschckte des Krenzruges Kaver
Frivdrichs I ed. AL Chroust {Berdin, 19285 p.oes.
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treachery. In Junuary 1394 John bad made a oeaty with Phitip, conceding the
whole of Normandy east of the Scine, the key foriresses of Touraine, including
Loches, and the homage of the most powerlul noble in Aquitaine, Count
Ademar of Angouléme ™ Then in March 1194 Philip received the homage of two

more of Richard’s restless vassals: Geollrey de Rancon and Bernard, viscount of

Brosse.® In this same mond: Richard returned 1o England, and wlhile he dealt
with aflairs there and in Normandy, Sanche of Navarre undertook an active role

in the suppression of revoltin Aquitaine. After ravaging the estates of Ademar of

Angouléme and Geoffrey de Rancon, Sancho’s treops moved north to lay siege
to Loches, where it was arranged thac Richard would joir them, On 13 June, the
day after the king's arvival, the castle was taken by storm ' On 4 July Richard put
Philiy w fight at Fréteval. Two and a hall weeks Tater, on 22 July, he wrote in
triumph (o Hubert Walter, announcing the capture of all the castles of the coune
ol Angouléme and ol Geollrey de Rancon, The dty of Angouléme itsell had
fallen in asingle day.%?

The shattering speed with whick Richard had overwhelmed the old and
lormidable alfiance of Angouléme-Rancon suggests that the groundwork had
been most effectively laid by Sancho of Navarre. Some indication ol the value of’
the Navarre alliance in 1192 and 1194 can be obwined from Diceto’s summing
up of Richard’s position in the summer of 1194 {rom the castle of Verneuil 1o
the Cross of Charles (in the Pyrenees) there was no one Lo stand against him. %

Aboul Berengaria hersell we know almost nothing. 8lie moves silenly in the
background of evenis. Contempoerary writers found tinde in her either to praise
or to hlame. They dismiss her in a phrase: one calls her 2 lady of beauy and
good sense; another describes her as sensible rather than auractive.® After they
were married Berengaria and Richard did not spend much vme together. There
were thnes when force of circumstances gave them no choice in the marter, but
there were tmes also when Richard preferred o do without her, The clearest
evidence of this comes from the pen of Roger of Howden. He reported an
incident, appavently in 1195, when a hermit camie 1o the king and rebuked him
for his sins, telling him o remensber the destruction of Sodom and abstain [rom
illicit aats, for il he did not God would punish him in a fitting manner, At hrst
Richard ignored the warning but when, some time later, he was souck by an
illness, he recalled the hennit's words. He did penance and, says Roger of
HMowden, tied o fead @ better Bie. This meant regular attendance at morning
church—and notleaving until the service was over: & meant diswibuting alms to
the poor. v also meant avoiding illicit intercovrse; instead he was to sleep with

ML, Ryner, Foedera, Canventiones, Luterae o Acta Publica, ed. A, Clacke. F. Holbrooke and ], Caley iy
vols. i 7, 1816-69), 1. i 57. Loches had been wemporaniy ceded to Philip in July 1193 as security for
e pnplementation of the reary ol Mantes iHowden, Chrome, i, 217-20k bue John was now
preparved o countenance ity permanent loss, Ademar ol Angoutéme had rebelled i 1193 and had
heen capruved tAddenda Chromeo Andegavenst S, Alfnnn in Recueid des Histareens, xviid, 243 bud his velease
wis one of the terms of the treaty of Mantes.

B0 Laseties du Frdsor des Chares, ed. 1B A Teuler and oihers 15 vols., Paris, 188319003, 1. 176

Y Recued des Historrens, sviil. 4250 Howden, Chromca. il 25325 Diceto, Opere i 117,

o8 Honwden, Gesfa i, -7,

“ Dicete, Opera, i 119, The effecuveness of the ATTeSE IPGOPS 10 1302 and 1 gy was such as o
suppest the possibaliny thae their fghddng qualitdes were among the atiacions of the mariage of
Berenpara,

o famosae pulchrasdings e prudemiiae vivginem i Witliam of Newburgh, Historia Renan Anghearin
in Chromcles 6f the Revgns of Stephen, fenry [ and Ruwhard 1 ed. RO Howlew (g vols., Rolls Ser. 1884~ 1.
3400 "puctia pradentiore guam padchra’ sChromede of Ruchard of Dewzes, p. 251
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his wile, a marital dury whieh he had presumably been neglecing # Their
marriage, however, remained childless.

Richard's inability o produce an heir and the hermit's warning are the (wo
main planks on which the case lor Richard's supposed homosexuality are
based. ™ B the fast thirty years it has apparently become impossiliie o read the
word “Sodom’ without asswming thart it vefers 1o homosexuality. This cells us a
goud deal about the culture of our own gencration: its unfamiliarity with the
Old Testament and its wider interest i sex. In fact, however, the maledictions of
the Old Testament prophets are ravely complete without a reference o the
destruction of Sodom and, more often than not, this phrase carries no
homosexual implications. [t refers not so much to the narure of the offences as to
the terrible and awe-inspiving nature of the punishment. The picture which
chielly ierested the praphets and the preachers who followed in their footsteps
was the apocalypuic image of whole citics being overwhelmed by fire and
brimstone.’” 1n the days when people read their Bible all the way through and
when they appreciated the value of a good sermon no one understood the
hermit’s words (o mean that Richard was a homosexual

There are two other pieces of evidence which are supposed (o show that
Richard was homosexual. The first is Howden's deseription ol the {riendship
bewween Richard and Philip Augustus in the summer ol 1187, According to him,
Philip honoured Richard so highly that every day they ate ar the same table and

u Howden, Chrontea, iii. 288-ga. The whole passage is sawrated with Biblical imagery, Balaan's
ass, fepers anmowncing salvation to Samaria and the fike, bur onlv ene image as caughe tie eve of
zoth-contury bistorians: "er ... dixit: Esto mamoer subversianis Sodomae, ot ab ilicitis e absiine: sin
autemn, venlet super e ultio digna Dei'

“ Among modern historians who either st or imply that Richard was homosexual ave the
lollowing: Warren, Kmg fohn, p. 2o 8. Runciman, A4 Huslory of the Crwsades 13 vols., Combridge,
1951 it b, 595 11 Novwich, The Keradom the Sun, 11304 Lrg7al, pp. 564-5: G. Mathew, The
Court of Richerd 11 $1965) pp. 138 {1 By far the mosy detailed discussion ol the subrect is that givet
Heundage, pp. 58, 8-, 202, 212-13, 257-8 where it is linked with his terncin sl unmaciriy”. Hoche
Encyclopaedia Briannica ts anything 1o g£o by, then this view of Richard has achivved the sttus ol
orchadoxy, The New Encycopecdie Hrvamnce Gosth edin, Chicago, 19745 v, B2y {signed GOWS,
Biarvowll 1is hardly surprising (o find that he now ligures in hiscories of homesexugtiv, eg. NC L
Garde {ie., in drag?l jonathan to Gide: the Hemosexual i Hustory {New York, 196gl. pp. 191=-4. A, f.
Rowse, Hommexuals m History 1197715 and chau it is in this guise that he appears in films and popular
storical novels.

0 Thus Moses threatened those who forsouk the covenant and worshipped other gods with the
destruction of their land, ‘in exempium subversionis Sodomae’, Deut 2g:24. but sodomy was not
among the sins which Moses apparendy had i mind, although they tncluded s wide vange of sexud
offences, Deut. 27: 1 5-06, For some similar references 1o the overthvow of Sodom see Isa 1301y, Jer.
1918, 50140, Amaes {111, A verse which makes particularly dear the link beoween Sodom and sinin
general is Jer. 25114, while an the other hand, the prohibitions of male homaosexuality in Lev. 1822
and 20013 conain no reference to Sodom. Among much later evidence & passage {rom s lelter written
by Bonilace to King Avthelbald of Mercia makes it clear thist it wats possible 1o regard adudtery as the
gricvous sin ol Sadom: ‘si enim gens Anglorunt .. spredis legalibus conubibs adulierando o
luxoriande ad instar sedomitane gentis loedam vitun vixerin de sali conmixdone meretricum
acstimandum ¢s1 degeneres poputlos et ignobiles, et furentes libidine fore procreavdos.. " (D Bnefe
des hethgen Bomfaties and Lidlis, ed. M. Tangl (Berlin, 10361, no. 73, 1 15100

# Srubbs, for example, in his inroduction w the foneraroan Reips Ricerdt looked at Richard’s vices
and considered them to be less heinous than Henry 1H's and John's {(Memonals of Rickard 1.5, pp.
xx-xxi). Cartelliori clearly believed that Richard's sins were hewerosexual ones: “gab er sich in
Messina, dessen Frauen den nordischen Kriegern recli begebrenswert ersehienen, gasz seinen Listen
hin® (AL Cartelbiert, "Richard Lowenhere', Prableme der Enghschen Sprache und Kultwr. Festsehrft fohannes
Hoops zum 60 Geburistag iberreicht, ed. W, Keller (Heidelberg, 3923). p. 136t A shmilar view was tahen
ty the author of the standard French wark on the dukes of Aquitaine 1A, Richard. {fustare des Comtes
de Poow tn volst, Paris, 1gosh i, 3500 For an cardy 2oth-century novelist's interpretation see M.
Hewivea, The Life and Death of Rechard Yea-and-Nay hyoon
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shaved the same dishes; at night (e bed did not separate them. The king of
Srance loved him as his own soul, and their mutual love was so great tha the
lord king ol England was stupelied by its vehemence ® To @ modern reader the
meaning of these words may seem blindingly obvious, But it s, in fact, an
obvious mistake to assume that ricual gestures such as kisses or sleeping in the
sane hed, retain a unitorm meaning o all ages.”® It would be easy and
wearisome 1o compile a long list of instances of men sharing a bed where it is
clear that the significance of their action is noc sexual but political, One example
will suflice: L'Histeive de Guiltaume le Maréchal tells us of un occasion when William
shared a bed with Henry 117" The jongleur who composed the poem knew
perfecly well what his audience would understand by this, and the meaning of
Howden's passage is made plain by his comment that King Henry was stupefied.
what Richard and Philip were doing was not making love but making a political
gesture, @ demonsuration of an alliance divected against the Old King.

The second alleged piece of evidence is Richard’s coronation banquet. 1t was,
in Brundage’s words, ‘a bachelor party’. Women were excluded and this, argues
Brundage, itlustrazes Richard’s detestation of women.™ As it happens, Richard’s
coronation is the first one for which a detailed description—again by
Howden—survives.’ 1 is nonetheless clear from references Lo the coranations of
Edgar and Edwy in the enth-centary lives of Oswald and Dunsean that the ladies
dined separacely,”™ Moreover, in the mid twelfth century Geotfrey of Mommouth,
deseribing King Avthur's crown-wearing at Caerleon, writes that the king went
of{ with the men o leastin his own palace and the queen retired with the married
woinen to feast in hers: for the Britons sull observed the ancien: custom of Troy,
the men celebrating festive occasions with their fellow-men and the women
eating separately with the other women.™ On the basis of the coronation
banguel we couid reasonably argue that all carly medieval English kings were
homosexual, but noc that Richard was in any way unusual.

So lar as | have been able to discover the carliest reference to Richard's
homesexuality dates from 1948.7% Thirteenth-century opinion was in no doulbt
thar his interests were heterosexual. According 1o Walter of Guisborough,
Richard's need for women was such that even on his death-bed he had them
brought o him in defiance of his docor’s advice.”? Although Walier of
Guishorough was writing a hundred vears later his view ol Richard’s character
was grounded in his reading ol the contemporary chronicle of William of
Newburgh.’® There is the legend o Margery, the king of Almain’s daughter, who

' Howden, Gesla, i 7.

" The poing has been well expressed by € Morris, The Disovery of the Indtvsdual, roso-rza0 Ligyel,
. gh-7.

VL Hstore de Guiltawme le Mardehal, od. P Meyer (3 vols., Paris. 15gr~1goi ], i g2y, 1 Sg¥1-4.

¥ Brundage, p.o257.

" Hawden, Gesta, i 28-9

W Phe Histonians of the Churck of York, ed. §. Raine i3 vols., Rolls Ser. 1 87g-g4). i 436-8: Memeortals of
St Duostan, cd. W, Stabbs (Rolls Ser., 38745 po 1ev. See also thdl, pp. 1go-t, 285-4 for carly
Lzticentary cleborations ol this incident

S The Historta Regun Britannae of Geoffrey of Monmouth, ed. AL Griscom {1929), pp. 4506-7.

|, 1. Harvey, The Plantagenets, r154~1485 {1ga8), pp. 85-4. Harvey's claim that he was "breaking
the conspiracy of silence surrounding the poputar hero Richard” suggests thad this niay indeed nurk
the beginniong of the fegend. 1 'so, it has obtained wide currency with remarkable rapidity.

M Fie Chromede of Walter of Gransbarough, od. H. G, Rothwel {iCamden grd ser, Ixxxix, 1g57h po 142,

B Chromeles of Stephen, Henry I and Richard 1,4, i, William of Newburgh wrote of Richard’s
wnarriage in terms whick show that he expected the king o find pleasare inicided., i 34650
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helped Richard 1o pass the e of his captivity in a pleasant manner.” There is
also the story of the nun of Fontevrault. As told by Stephen of Bourbon, a
Dominican friar and a popular preacher, Richard wanted one of the nuns so
badly that he threawened to burn down the abbey unless she was delivered 1o
1im. When the nun asked what it was that atoracted him so much and was told
that it was her eyes, she sent for a knife and cut chem out, saying, ‘Send the king
what he so much desives’ ¥ The same-story had been told by a contemporary of
Richard, Peler the Chanter, a famous master in the schools of Paris, but in his
swritings he refers only te a king of the English, giving no name.®! Possibly he was
just being cautious: we do know that Stephen of Bourbon claimed to have
listened to Peter’s sermons. 2 But whomever Peter the Chanter may have had in
mind it is clear that the chirteenth century did not suffer from the iliusion that
Richard preferred monks. Nor did the late rwelfth-century bavons of Aquitaine,
to judge ar least from their complaings as recorded by Roger of Howden ®

In one respect the marriage cearly failed. There were no children, no heirs.
The terms of the weaty of Messina in March 1191 make it clear that heirs were
very much in Richard’s mind, as one would expect, as he awaited Berengaria's
arrival in Sicily.® After all, he already had one son, Philip, to whom he had
granted the lordship of Cognac.® But no legitimase children came. The
consequences of this were certainly disastrous—Richard’s death was followed bya
disputed succession and the accession of John, the most overrated king in
English history. Historiaps sometimes write as though Richard was responsible
for this—but suppose Berengaria were barren or thit, {or some other reason,
like Henry | and Adela of Louvain, Richard and Berengaria could not have
children. What then could Richard have done? He might, presumably, have had
the marriage annulled-—-but while the Navarre atliance remained important this
would have been politically {colish.

There are, however, (wo pieces of evidence, neither of which has so far been
discussed by historians, which make it possible to guess that by the lare
cleven-nineties the Navarre alliance had oudived its usefulness. The first is a
document from the Navarrese chambre des comptes which shows that in March
1196 King Sancho VII accepted the homage of Arnold-Raymond, viscount of
Tartas. The viscount proclaimed his readiness to make war or peace whenever
Sancho required i ang stated that this would apply to the king of England evenif
his own difficulties with Richard were o be seuted.*® The implication here seems

™ Der mutelengfische Versroman iber Richard  Lowenkerz, ed. K. Bruaner Vienng, 1918} This
Vg th-century Middle English version is based on a igth-contury Anglo-Norman romance: see, for
example, G. Paris, ‘Le roman de Richard Ceeur de Lion', Romanta, xxvi (1897), 361,

S Anecdoies histongues . . . d Fotienne de Buiwrbor, ¢d. A. Lecoy de la Marche {Paris, 1877), pp- 231, 4381,

4 See | WL Baldwin, Masters, Prsices end Merchands: the Sacial Views of Peter the Chanter and bis Circle (2
vols., Princeton, 1970, i. 250, il 1833,

87 Anecdoles historiques, p. 1 g.

5 Howden, Gesta, i. 2ge: ‘Mulieres namque et [ilias cu cognatas liberorum hominum suorun vi
rapicbat ¢t concubinas iltas facichat; et postquam in cis libidinis suae ardorem extinxerat, radebat
cas mikitibus suis ad meretricanduem’.

Lt siorex Angl’ haberer duos heredes masculos aut plures’ {Landon, p. z30; Diplomatic Dot
ments, 1. 14).

8 frchives historigues de Poitow, v, 21=2; The Greal Rolf of the Pipe for the third year of the regn of King

Jolm, ed. .M, Stewon (Pipe Roll Soc., new ser., xiv, 1936) p. 2831 Haowden, Chromica, iv. g7.

Howden's statement should, however, be treated with cantion {J. Gillingham, “The unromantic death
ol Rivhard I', Specudum, tivivgygh 18—41)

6 Nowm sit ... quod Arnaldus Raymundi, vicecomes de Tarais, recipit Sancium, regem Navarre,
in deminun super omnes homines et sit vasallus ipsius, et facht cidem regi hemintum guod semper
ad vohimtatem et mandatum ipsius Taciat guoram vel facial pucem cum omnibus hominibus
quandocumgue ipse mandaverit. De vege awem Anglic istad nominatim cotvenit Sancio, regi
Navarre, Arnaldus Raymundi, vicecomes de Tartads, quod si forte rex Anglic vellet ¢f emendare
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o be that Sancho leoked upon Richard as a potential enemy. Possibly Sancho
was, by now, allvonted by Richard's treaunent of Berengaria. What it does seem
permissible to say {s that 1196 was a year of general diplomatic realignment in
the south-west—a realignment probably Hnked with the death, in April 1196, of
one of the most dominant figures on the polideal stage, Alfonso 11 of Aragon.¥
Navarre and Aragon had been aliies, chielly against Castile, but also perhaps
against Toulouse, After Alfonso’s death Aragon and Castile came to terms, 3 and
by 1197 Sancho of Navarre was isolated and in grear difficulties—which he

attempred o solve by seeking aid [rom the inlidel. This is reflected in one of

Roger of Howden's romantic stories about the daughier of the emperor of Africa
who [ell in love with King Sancho.® Richard’s share in the general realigniment
ol 1196 was his peace wreaty with Toulouse, a treary marking the end of what
william ol Newburgh called the Forry Years War® In Qctober 1196 Raymond
V1 of Toulouse married Richard’s sister Joan, and by the terms of the marriage
seulement recovered the Quercy.S! Once a firm peace was made with Toulouse
the Navarre alliance lost its rason d’étre~al} the more so when Sancho became
more in need of help than able to provide it Iuis in this new context that we
should interpret the second picce of evidence, a lewter writien by Innocent 111 on

29 May 1198. In this Innocent informs Richard that he has written 1o the king ol

Navarre, asking him o hand over to Richard the money and the castles—
‘Rocca Bruna' {7 Rocaflort) and Saint-Jean-Pied-de- Port—which Berengaria's
father had bestowed upon her as her dowry. Innocent also made clear that he
was acting in response o reguests made by Richard's envoys and 1hat he had
carlier written 1o the archbishop of Narbonne on the same subject,” From
Inmoceni’s leter it seems that by 11¢7 the marriage had become a source of
dispute rather than the basis of a mutally profiable alliance. By (his time
Richard had presumably given up ail hope of a son: in 1397 he was prepaved 1o
recognize John as his heir” Whether or not he ever thought of mareying again
we do nor know—I[nnocent's tetter sugpests that e was thinking along the lines

injurias quas rex Anglie inthic (i, ¢ componerer cam coden rege Anghie proprer emendationes
sifarany injurfaram vel propuer alia, semiper tamen pro velle ac mandato Sancii, regis Navarre, laciat
pucrram conera regem Anglie, quandocumaue idem rex Navavre mandaverit, vel faciat pavem cum
vege Anglie’ { Doruments des avchives de ta Chambre des Comptes do Navaree, 1196-1384, ¢d, |.-A. Brnails
[Paris, 18ge), pp. 1-3h

¥ There is a conventent sumary of Allonso 11 reigi by [.-F. Cabestany, *Alfons ¢} Cast” in P, E.
Sehrammand others, Eh Primers Comtes-reis Uavcelona, 1g6o), pp. 55-90.

B Cirot, *Chronique luine', p. 262,

¥ Howden, Chroniea, iii, go~2. For a hostile view ol the episude on which this remanticizarion was
based see Radered archicpucopn Toletara Histaria de rebus Hispamar, bk, 7, che xxxii.

*Belium quoque Tolosanum, quod illustri Anglorum regi Henrico et lilic ¢jus Ricardo res
sunmni negoui fuerat, e per annos quadraginta vires multoram auriverat populorum, codent
tempore, Deo propito, exspiravic (Willlam of Newburgh, Hustena, 1. 4513, Aldhough the chronicers
sy nothing of the war with Toulouse alier Richard's vewurn from capuivity, #t s clear that it had
continued unabated (see the wnms of the ey of Louviers tlan. 11960 in Landon, pp. so7-8%
Presumably King Philip's grant of rights over the abbey of Figeas 1193) Bad been intended 1o keep
the count of Toulouse in his camyp (Recued des actes de Philyppe Auguste, i, ed. H. F. Delaborde, €.
Petit-Dataitlis and J. Monicac (Paris, 1943}, no. ¢85).

U Howden, Chrona, iv. 124-5; Diplomatic Docurents, i. 204, zog: C. de Vicand ). Vaissew, Histore
gendrate de Languedse, <, E. Dulaurier and others 116 vols., Toulouse, 187219065}, vi. 1 75-5.

T un pecaniam et caseella sanci lohannis de Pedeport e Rocea bruna, Gue pater suus tbi aom
filia sua concessit in dotem, sine aliqua dilliculute restitua’ {Selected Letters of Pope Innecent 111
concermng England, 1198-1216, ed. C. R, Cheney and W H, Setuple {19531 p. 5L

#his, as Landon points our, is the teic implication of the eomvenants which John made, ar his
brother’s wish, with Count Baldwin Vi of Flanders and Count Philip of Namuwr on § Sept. 11yy
(Landon, pp.r2-ul
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of insisting that the terms of the marriage setrlement be carried out rathér than
of breaking the seulement. Nonetheless by 11978 the marviage was clearly no
ionger working—either as a diplomatic insrument or as a means of producing
an hetr, : )

Innocent’s letter contains the last reference to Berengaria in Richard’s liie[im(’,‘
We next hiear of her when Hugls of Lincoln visiied her in April 1199 to tell her of
her hushand’'s unexpected death at Chalus.®® Berengaria did not re-marvy and,
for the rest of her life, she remained a shadowy ligure in the background.*® Never
again did she stand as close to the cennve of the stage as she c.li_{i du_ring the
complex negotiations of 11go~1, But {or the historian of l_hc poh'ncs .Of western
Furope this brief episode in her lile is important for the light which it sheds on
Richard I's siyle as a ruler. Although by rig7-8 Ric}mrd may have bcc_n
disappointed by the resuits of his marriage, we are not entided 10 h_cht!vr {.hill his
attitude wwards it was negative lrom the start. On the contrary, in the light of
the remarkable circumstances in which he was married, it is clear that, as a
politician, Richard was able to outmanoeuwvre a tactician as astute as Philip
Augustus. Lt is equally clear, morcover, that he was neither a r(:luf'lant husba.ml
nor an irresponsible ruler who went off on arusade while neglecting 10 provide
for the security of his dominions, in the south as well as in the north.

Joun Cruninciam

“oadim of Evosham, Magne Vita Sancti Hugonss, ed. . L. Douie and H. Farmer (2 vols.
tdinburgh, 1961-2J, ii. 136, ) ) . . o

950 i viduitate laudabili din vixit ot in civitie Conomannis ox donatione propier nuptiss (quam
habebat lrequendus morabatur, eleemosynis et oratonibus et piis 0|n’r|i:us_mlt‘ndcntlu. castitais ot
religionis exemplo provocans studia feminarum, ¢t in cadem civitawe vitae L'!.ll'Sl.llilmlz‘IIC‘l exitu
conswmimavit’ (Redend archiepscapn Toletans Hidoria de Rebus Hupantae, bk 5. ch. xxiiil. For her
probleins with John, see C. R. Cheney, bnecent 11 and England (Stutigart, 1g30], gp. 22, io1.




