
Richard I and Berengaria of Navarre 
F R O M  T H E  inid twelfth century to the end of the thirteenth century the five 
rcigning queens of England were Eleanor of Aquitaine, Berengaria of Navarre, 
Isabella of AngoulPme, Eleanor of' Provence and Eleanor of Castile. Simply t o  
list these names is to suggest that their husbands had important political and 
cliploinatic interests in  south-western Europe. O n  the other hand 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 concentrate 
allnost euclusi\,ely on the lands on  either side of the English Channel, o n  the area 
ol the old Anglo-Norman realm. I t  is easy enough to understand why they have 
chosen to confine their history within these narrow geographical limits. The 
northern Plantagenet lands and, above all, England are relatively rich in the kind 
ol' tlocurnentation to which historians o f  politics have grown accustomed: 
ii;iri-ative soiirces and the records of central government. By contrast, there is 
t.clati\.ely little ol'this type ot'evidence to be found in the lands which comprised 
the southern part ot.  the Plantagenet empire. Although this difference may, i n  
l)r:ictice3 cause historians to neglect the south,' we should not assume that the 
Plantagcnets themselves shared this attitude. The paucitv of familiar kinds of 
cvidcrice m a y  imply that politically and culturally, the south was a very different 
sort o l k c i c t y  It-om the north; but i t  does not mean that the  Plantagenets were 
northerners who believed that the south did not matter. 

In this article. by focusing attention on ,idst one of these royal marriages, I 
hope to suggest that i f  we are to understand the Plantagenets we must be 
prepared t o  travel south-as they did when they chose their queens. At the same 
time an  investigation of'the circumstances of Richard 1 's  marriage should help to 
dispcl two myths: the old, but still vigorous myth that he was a negligent king 
who was 'a total loss i n  the counsel-chamber',2 as well as the flourishing modern 
tnytli about his activities in the bed-chambcr. 

T'hc \vell-ktiown facts about the marriage are few and can be quickly 
suiiimarized. Berengaria of' Navarre was brought to Richard's court. then at 
Messina in  Sicily, i n  March 1191.  She accompanied the crusader-king 011 his 
journey east and they were married i n  Cyprus, at Limassol, 0 1 1  1 2  May 1191 .  

After- the crusade they saw little of each other and there were no  children. These 
!acts can be fitted quite easily into the conventional portrait of Richard as an  
irresponsible crusader, indifferent to serious matters of politics like the 
succession to the  throne, sacrificing his kingdom's future for the sake of present 
plvasures. As a result 110 historian has bothered to give them much thought. 

' l'trc niost notable exception to this was Sir Maurice Powicke, the only English histoi-ian ot this 
pc'i iod to give due weight t o  the allairs of thr south-west, see F. M .  Powicke. The I 3 th  Century iOxtord, 

dillicult to wad. Powick s relerenccs to Richard's rnarriagc in The Lorr o/Normandy, 1 1 9 + 1 z o ~  (2nd  
d n . .  h~lanchcster. 1961 ), pp. 8.5-6. 98, makr it plain that lie saw its diplomatic significance. Howevrl- 
i t  is o i ~ h  through an investigation of t h e  extrdordinarv circumstances of the wedding that we can see 
just tion iriipoimiit i t  i n  fact was. Moreover-though Powirkr himselfwould certainly not have liked 
thi,--liis Lo.!.! o/ Normandv, precisely becautr i t  concentrates on  Normandy. tends to reintol-ce the 
itiiprcshiun l l i a t  the south did not inattei- much. I n  this ai-cicle, as in much else. I dni  gr-atc*fiiI to Mr.  

, \ o h i r  Pi.cst\virli ,ind Professor Christopher Brooke tor their help and advice. 

l I J i 3 ) .  [)I). (j.5-1 19. P J I  18-though these are probably the least read pages in a book which is 

' , I .  Hr.uiid;ipc. RichnrdLzo~ihearf ( N e w  Yoi-k .  19741, p. 260. 
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If the) are mentioned an)where they are simply stated as though they Miere 
'oidinar-v tacts' trlling us nothing that we would not expect. In fact they are 
rxti-a-ordinary and remarkable. Plantagenet kings did not ordinarily get married 
i n  Cyprus. I t  is true. of.course, that Richard was going o n  crusade, but if he was 
anxious to get niarried, why had he not married in  the twelve months which 
elapsed ber\t.een the death of his father in J u l y  I 189 and the start of the crusade 
in Jul)  I I C ~ O ?  O n  the other hand, if he was reluctant to get married, why not use 
rhc c ~ u s a d e  as an e x c u ~ e  to postpone -1 ~ e d d i n g ? ~  The hypothesis which will be 
advanced here is that niarFing Berengaria of Navarre while o n  his way to 
J ~ r i i ~ a l e i ~ i  was an ingenious diplomatic device deliberately adopted by Richard 
in order to cut his way through a thicket of political problems, and  that this in 
itselt givc-s sonic indication of the importance which he attached to the alliance 
Lvith Naval I-c' 

Berengaria left the coui-t of her father, King Sancho VI, at some date towards 
t h r  enti 0 1  1 igo.* Her husband-to-be was the most powerful ruler in western 
Europe: king of' England, duke of Normandy and Aquitaine, count of Anjou. 
F o r  the last hftren or  sixteen years he had been actively involved in the political 
,tnd miliiarv life of. the Angevin empire, but like most sensible princes he  had 
ticlaved inarriagc until he had entered upon his inheritance-until he was in a 
position to asses> accurately his political and diplomatic needs. He  was now 
rhirt)-three years old, a famous soldier looking forward with confidence to the 
great task ahead ot' him: the recapture of Jerusalem. He was the most eligible 
ha( hrloi- in Europe and as Berengaria, the daughter of a minor Spanish king, 
tr.avelled 1 0  ineet him, she may well have felt that she had cause to congratulate 
h i - s e l t  o ~ i  her good fortune--except for one thing: Richard was betrothed to 
5ollleollc else 

\lore th;tri tiverity years earlier, at the treaty of Montmirail in January I 169, 
Hciii.y 11 at id  Louis VII had agreed that Richard should marry Alice, Louis's 
wcontl daughter by his second wife. Constance of C a ~ t i l e . ~  Alice was handed over 
i o  Angrviri custody, and  although the marriage ceremony had never been 
prrtOrniet1, the betrothal had been fcrmally confirmed o n  several occasions, 
rnost r cc rn t l y  i t i  July 1189, in a n  agreement between Philip Augustus and  
Richard Mhich was made immediately after the Old King's death.6 It is clear that 
i t  \vould i i o t  be easy Cur Richard to withdraw from this long-standing 
c.iigngenirni. TCJ d o  so would seriously jeopardize the alliance with Philip which 

<Tlti\ \$mi ld  ha ic  11re11 a pr r lec r ly  redsoriablt2 excusr and had. in tact. already been uted. Bv [he 
(('I 111, i l t c .  ] L I I \ -  I i Y q  ,igrrenirni hct\vc.cn Hrnn I I  and  Philip .4ugusrus. Richard's marl-iagr to Alict, 
w<i\ p o ~ i l ~ o t i r ~ l  u i i t i l  d t i r t  his r r t u rn  II.OITI c r u d e  1 Roger oi' Howdrn ,  Gesta R r q s  Henrirr Serrcndr 
Ht,nedir& 4hbattj td W S t u b b \ ' I  v o l b . ,  Rolls  Ser.. 18671, 11. 7 0 ' .  

r l r 1 9  I\ I I A ~ C ~  u 1 ) o i t  the evidencr tha t  her pariy, conducrrd bi Elmnor ot Aquitainp. had  reached 
Lodi i m d i  hlt lCin~ bi zo J a n .  I 191 1.1. F. Bohnicr. Rege.rlu Jmperii. I V .  i i i :  Die RegeJten d e ~  Kaiterrrrrhes 
i i n f c r J l r l n n t h  I /$'d G Baaken1Cologne. 1 9 7 2 ' ~  1 1 0 .  116,  l i . . ; ~ ~  

[;oil\t' itl(c 01 C,tsttle d i rd  on 4 Ocr. 1 1 0 0  i i t  giving birth to her. s o  hy thr t i i i t r  of rhr tt-rary 01 
\ l c i t i i t 1 t i i . t 1 1  .Al~cr w a j  about 8 \-ears d n d  3 monrhr  old. Her  betrothdl to R i t h a r d  had been a subjrci 01 
d i x u \ ~ l o t i  ' t i  k d \ i  sincr [he spring ut I 168 ilettcr ot J o h n  of Salisbun to Baldwin. archdeac-ori ot 
I ot i tc\ .  / . e t / p r c  o/John u/ Salisbun. 11. td. M'. J .  Xlillrr aiitl C. N. L. BI-aokr iOxlord. 19791. pp.  564-6). 
5~ lil\o I L i I p l i  (it. Diewto. Opprn Hir/orrra, rd. \Y. Stubbs I P  \ ( > I \ . .  Rolls Ser.. 18761, i .  331  and  The 
Hivwud \ l 'ork\  u /  GPwmr. 0) Cantprhur). ed.  W. Stubbs i z  \ - d s . ,  Rolls Scr., 1879-80). i .  2 0 8 .  

" I i  ttdd htsr tierti coilhi-mrcl di Nonancourt  i i t  S r p t .  I 1 7 7  IHo\*,den, Grsta. i .  I ~ I  1. Then. alter an  
I t l i r i - ludc dut 111y d t t c  11 Hrnn toyed ivt ih  t h r  idea ot  ni,trr\-ing Alice to his  !oungc.ct son. Jolin. and  
K i c l i ~ i t  (1 r o  .I d,tughtc.~ < i t  Fi-edci-ick Barbarotra. i t  \va\ tonfirinrd again in March I 1x6 l ~ b i d . ,  i .  soh, 
j I q. $ 4  + '  0 1 1  t l i i r  v p l i ~ ~ ~ t i r ~ ~ i l  ~liplorrtatic episode sec F. T I ~ I L I I ~ .  Drr Konige LWI England und duar Retch, 
i>;z-- l  j ; ;  \17/ Pineni HIirkhluk nu /  ihr I erhaNnir ; t i  den Slaufenz iHciilelberg. 1961 J ,  11. 76. Fitiallv the 
~ ~ ~ ~ t o t l i ~ i l  wci\ ~ o i i t i ~ t ~ i r d  rxvice in  l u l ~  I 189. once betore H e n n  I I ' r  dear11 and  o n c ~ e d f t e r  i t  IHowdrn, 
( , P > I f l .  I I  j " .  7 4  
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had been the pivot of Richard’s policy since November 1188. It was this alliance 
which had enabled Richard to fight for his inheritance and which was now a n  
essential part of the preparations for the Third Crusade. With the lessons of the 
years since 1 1  7 7 before his eyes, n o  serious crusader could be ignorant of the 
damaging effects of the long drawn-out hostility between Capetian and  Angevin. 
Moreover since December 1183 the question of Alice’s marriage had been linked 
with the sensitive problem of the Norman Vexin7-an area of vital strategic 
importance which Richard could ill afford to put at risk. 

All 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 it that he 
had been persuaded to send his daughter on what, on the face of it, might well 
have turned out to be a humiliating wild goose chase? Few historians have given 
any thought to the preliminaries to Richard’s marriage, but those who have are 
unanimous in stating that Sancho was persuaded by Eleanor ofAquitaine. She, it 
was said, ‘went in person to Spain to conduct the negotiations and to escort 
Berengaria to For Edmond-Rent Labande it was Eleanor who saw that 
Richard’s marriage was a political necessity and took action in order to bring it 
about.g 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 matters domestic and political, she [Eleanor] 
then arranged, and perhaps personally negotiated, the marriage of Richard and 
Berengaria, daughter of the king of Navarre. Thus she set aside his long-standing 
engagement to Alice . . . If Henry I 1  had, as the gossips said, actually dallied with Alice, 
Eleanor may have been motivated by disgust and spite.’” 

In attributing all the initiative to Eleanor, historians are lending support to the 
traditional picture of Richard as an  enthusiastic crusader who took n o  thought 
for the future. He went off ‘without designating a n  heir’,” apparently indifferent 
to the succession problem. Eventually his mother ‘bullied him into taking 
Berengar of Navarre, whom she had brought from Spain for the purpose’.12 

But there is, in fact, not a shred of evidence to show that it was Eleanor who 
had conducted the negotiations. Historians have taken it for granted that she 
did, partly because she escorted Berengaria to Sicily and partly because of their 
belief that Richard was uninterested in such matters. They have assumed- 
without evidence-that the negotiations filled a gap in Eleanor’s itinerary, 
between 6 April 1 1  go when she was with Richard at Argentan in Normandy and 
20 January 1 1 9 1  when she and Berengaria arrived at Lodi. The effect of this 

’Howden. Gesta, i .  343-4, i i .  74. In 1 1 5 8  Louis VII had designated the Norman Vexin as the 
mantagtum of his daughter Margaret (Alice’s elder sister) on the occasion of her betrothal to Henry 
11’s eldest son Henry. After the Young King’s death in June I 183, Henry 11 was determined to retain 
the Norman Vexin and the possibility that it  might be regarded as Alice’s muritugrum was raised. For 
further discussions see below pp. 165-6. There is a valuable appendix on the Vexin in L. Landon, The 
Itinerary ofKtng Rtchard I (Pipe Roll  SOC., new ser., xiii, 19351, pp. 2 19-34. 

Landon, p. 2 2 7  n. 6.  
E.-R. Labande, ‘Pour une image vkridique d’Aliknor d’Aquitaine’. Bull. SOC. des Anttquaires de 

/’Clues/. 4thser.. ii  (1952) .  218-19. 
I ”  E. A. R.  Brown, ‘Elranoi- of Aquitaine: parent, queen and duchess’ in W. W. Kibler. Eleanor q/ 

Agurfaine: Patron and Politinan iAustin. 1976). pp. 20-1, 32. Among other historians who attribute the 
diplomatic initiative to Eleanor are A .  Richard. Htstorre des comlss de Poitou, 778-1204  ( 2  vols.. Paris. 
igogi, i i .  2 7 2 :  H. G .  Richardson, ‘The letters and charters of Eleanor  of Aquitaine’, Eng. Hist. Reu.. 
lxxiv (1959) .  P O I :  P. Rassow, Der Prtnzgemohl. E m  pactum mafrtmoniale aus &m Jahre 1188 (Weimar. 

I ’  Brundage, pp. 7 1 - 2 .  Srealso F. Barlow, The Feudal Kingdom ofEngland, 1 0 4 2 - 1 2 1 6  (1955). p.  355. 
19iO). P. 79. 

W. L. Warren, KzngJohn (Harmondsworth, igGGi, p.  58 .  
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asslimption was to make i t  seem likelv that the major part ofthe negotiations had 
taken place during the second half of the year 1 igo. i.e. after Richard had already 
set ott' on the first stage of his journey to 0 ~ t r e m e r . l ~  But this interpretation 
rnakes Sancho as rash as i t  makes Richard negligent, and it is fundamentally 
impla'usible. Before allowing his daughter to leave home in such ambiguous and 
ditficult 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. It 
is. of' course, precisely the absence of any documentation bearing directly on the 
question of the marriage negotiations, which has permitted historians to give 
Eleanor the credit for taking the initiative. There are. however, a few scraps of 
evidence which can be pieced together to suggest the outlines o f a  v e q  ditferent 
siory-even though not one of these scraps taken in isolation seems to have 
anything at all to do with the marriage. 

A starting-point is the following passage in Roger of Howden's C&a Regis 
Ricardi : 

R I C H A R D  1 A N D  B E R E N C A R I A  OF N A V A R R E  

Eodeiii anno, posl Purificationem beam Dei genitricis Maria?, Alienor regina mater regis 
Ricardi. ci Alays soror Philippi regis Francirr. et Baldwinus Cantuariensis archi- 
cpiscopu\. er Johannes Norwicensis cpiscopus; Hugo Dunelmensis rpiscopus; 
Godefriduh Wintoiiiensis episcopus; Reinaldus Baroniensis episcopus; Willelmus Eliensis 
episcopus; Huberrus Salcsberiensis cpiscopus; Hugo Cesrrensis episcopus; Gaufridus 
Ehoracensis elecrus et trarer regis Ricardi; et Johannrs comes Merrtonii frater regis. 
rrianslietaverunt de Anglia in Normanniam pvr mandatum regis. Et habito cum illis 
t u i s i l i o .  tfominus rex statuit Wik*lnium Elyensem cpiscopum cancellarium suuni, 
suinmuni pstitiariuni Aiigliz. Et concessit Hugoni Dunrlmensi episcopo ,justitiariam a 
Ilumirir Hunibri usquc ad terram regis Scoria. Ec [ k i t /  Gaufridum Eboracensem 
electum ct Johannem comitem Moretanii fratres SUOS ,jurare quod Angliam non intrarent 
a b  illa hora ante annos rres prxtcritos. nisi per licentiam illius.I4 

This council was held in mid Mitrch at Nonancourt, close to the French 
t)order.Is Since i t  was decided to banish John and Geoffrey from England for 
ihree years it  is clear that family matters and the awkward problem of the 
succession were raised at this meeting. The presence of Alice of France might also 
he taken to imply that her future was 0x1 the agenda-though Howden does not 
mention it .  His silence could mean either that no formal decision was 
rciached-tlic matter still being at the stage of private discussion-or simply that 
there wen* sonic things about which he was in the dark. This raises the question 
01' the  source 01' Howden's information. In all probability the source was Hugh 
du Puiset. the bishop of' Durham. Roger was in residence at Howden-a minster 
which belonged to the church of'Durham-and must have met Bishop Hugh in 
i igo.'" Did Hugh simply tell Rogcr what had happened? Or did he also pass on 
t o  the chronicler il copy of' the writ summoning him to the confcrence? Two 
phrases iacd b? Howdcn suggest the latter. The hrst is the phrase 'per mandatum 
regis'. The second is the phrase used to date their Channel crossing: 'post 
Puriticationern beatae Dei geriitricis Mariac'-atter Candlemas ( 2  Frhruary). 
Since they clearly did not cross early in  Februat? in order to attend a meeting in 
mid March, Howden has adopted a rather curious form of dating-unless he 

' J  Lantlon. lip. 30. 3; .  2 2 7  11. ti. H e  and Philip lelr Vkelav o n  4 J u h  I 190. 

IJ Ldticlon, p. 26. 11 is worth noting rhc witness lists 10 rharrerc nos. soq and 233. 
l 6  Horvdc.ti. Grsla. i i .  ioq. I iiin gratelul to M r  David Corner lor help on this poinr. as on much else 

H~i\s&~ii.  Gcsfa. ii. 105-6. 

coiii-erriiii)r Royer of' H t w d t w .  
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had before him a copy o f a  writ issued at Candlemas, in which case i t  would be a 
iiatura 1 enough choice of words. 

I t ’  then we ask where Richard was on  2 February, the answer is that he was in 
Gascony, at la Reole on the River Garonne. No chronicler tells us what he was 
doing there and we can only speculate. We are not, however. entirely without 
cvidence. Three extant charters in favour of the abbey of la Sauve were issued 
there on 2 ,  3 and 4 February. The witness lists show that o n  those days Richard 
held court attended by many of the greatest lords of Gascony, both ecclesiastical 
and secular. Among churchmen there were the bishops of Agen, Perigueux and 
Bazas as well as the archbishop of Auch, the metropolitan of. Gascony. and the 
abbots of Clairac, Chaise-Dieu, Moissac, Brant6me and Cadouin. Among 
laymen there was the seneschal of Gascony, Elie de  la Celle, Bernard count of 
Armagnac, Bernard count of Vesone, Gaston viscount of Bearn, Peter viscount 
of’ Castillon, and a host of other lords.’’ It may be that many had gathered 
simply to 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 to deal 
with business which concerned Gascony. If Richard was already considering a 
marriage alliance with Navarre this would naturally be one such item. 
Considerations of’ political geography alone would suggest this, but there is a 
further point to be borne in mind: Berengaria’s dowry. Richard and Berengaria 
were eventually married in Cyprus on 1 z Ma); 1 I 9 I ,  O n  that day Richard settled 
on her all his Gascon possessions bevond the Garonne as her dower.lg Clearly 
th is  was a profoundly important question which cannot have been decided on  
the spur ot’ the nioment either in Cyprus o r  in  Sicily. I t  involved not only 
Richard, Berengaria and the Cascons. It was also bound up with diplomatic 
relations between Gascony, Navarre and Castile. At the Castilian court it was 
claimed that, in 1 1  70, when Henry 11’s and Eleanor’s daughter. Eleanor, married 
Alfonso VI I l  of Castile she had been granted Gascony as her rnaritugium, though 
the grant was to take effect only after her mother’s death.*” To settle Gascony 
upon Berengaria was to create complications and conjure up the danger of 
conHicting claims. Thus, in Berengaria’s dower settlement, i t  was stipulated that 
she should enjoy her Gascon revmues only during the lifetime of Eleanor of 
Aquitaine. After Eleanor’s death Berengaria was to have those estates in 
England, Normandy and Poitou which Henrv I1 had assigned to his queen and 

” II there was 110 appropriate saint’s day o r  fcstival, Howderi dated evrnts either by  using the 
Roinan calendar ie.g. ‘mense Martio, XVII”  Kalendas Aprilis’. tbtd., i i .  1071 or in the form ‘XI” die 
Decenibi-is’ iibtd.. ii. i o i ) .  Even il  he did not know the prrrise dates of their Channel crosqing there 
was certainlv n o  need Ior him to choose a form as vague as  ‘after 2 February’. 

‘I Landon. p. 2 5 .  Two of the rharters were published by Cirot de la Ville. Htxtorre de l’abbaye el 
tongrigahon de Nofre-Dame de la Grande-Sauue ( 2  vo l s . ,  Paris, 1844-51, i i .  I 19-2 I (including the names 
of P witncscs  omitted b) Landonl and  the third b, E. Martene and  U.  Durand. Thesauru~ n o ~ w  
AnPrdoforum ( 5  vols.. Paris, I 7 I 71, i. cols. 636-7. 

’’ E. Martbne and  U. Durand. Veterum Scriplorum el Monumentorum .4mphsstma Collerfto ( 9  vols . ,  Pari\, 
1924-351, i ,  rok. 995-7. 

2u In I ’04 aftei- Eleanor’s death Allonso V l l l  invaded Gascony in wppor t  oJ his rlaim: ‘rex rastelle 
cuin quibusdam de vassallis suis intravit vasconiam et ter? totaiii occupuit preter baionarn et 
hurdrgalini. habuit et blayarn et borc que sunt ultra garonam ct terrani que est inter d u o  maria’ iG. 
Cirot, ‘ l ine chronique latirie inkdite des rois de Casrille’. Bull. Hispuntque. xiv i i q i z ! .  266-8). See the 
discussion of this episode, which has been almost totally ignored by English historians, in Y .  
Rmouard .  Bordeaux sous fes Rots d’Angleferre (Bordeaux. 19651, pp. 21-6 a n d ] .  Goiuale7. El Reino de 
Casftlfu en la ipoca de Alfomo F I I I  ( 3  vols.. Madrid. 196u!. i .  865-75. Eventually. i n  1154.  Altonso X 
~enuirnced all Castile’s c-laims t o  Gascoriy. and  his sister, Eleanor. married Henrv Ill’s eldest 5 o n .  

Edwdr-d fPowirke. Thr ijlh CPnl?iry, l i p .  I 16-18). 
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Ivhich had been confirmed by Richard." An assembly attended by the magnates 
o t' Gascony would he the proper occa5ion for some formal announcement, if not 
discusion, o la  matter ot this kind. Twenty years earlier a very similar court had 
assenihled at Bordeaux to witness the formal marriage settlement between 
Eleanor a n d  Altonso VI I I  of Castile in the summer of 1 1  70." And that questions 
ol loreign policy ivere indeed being discussed at la Reole in February 1190 is 
suggested by the presence of one man who, in the witness lists, stands out in 
striking wntra5t to all those Gascons: Hem? son of the duke of Saxony, i.e. 
Henry of Brurislvick, son  of Henry the Lion.2s I suggest, therefore, that the 
question of Richard's marriage was among the important public and dynastic 
busiiiess discussed at la Reole and that i t  was to take this further that, on z 
Fcbi-uarv 1 i g i .  Richard sent writs summoning a council to meet i n  Normandy." 
The facts that the council was to meet on  the eve o f a  conference with Philip of 
France and that Alice wa3 summoned to attend point in this direction. 

From Nonancourt Richard rode the eight miles to Dreux to meet Philip on  
16 Mai-ch. We do not know what the two kings said to each other, only that the 
c-rusade, which had hecn due to start at Easter, was postponed until 24 June. 
They necded more time to complete their  preparation^.^^ Were these prep- 
arations simply the massive material organization of the crusade-or did they 
include diplomatic preparations? In wishing to discard Alice and  marry 
Berengaria Richard was caught in a very awkward diplomatic situation. I t  is clear 
that Philip would be disgraced if his sister were dropped in this fashion and he 
did nothing to avenge her honour.26 Could Richard afford to state his intentions 
publicly:' I f  he did. would that destroy the fragile peace between the kingdoms 
aiid cause further interminable delays to the crusade o n  which his heart was set? 
Perhaps only when he and Philip were already o n  crusade could he marry 
soineone else \vithout inviting an  immediate attack upon his lands. But it could 
n o t  have been easy to pel-suade Sancho of Navarre to send his daughter to be 

.'I ' Po \ t  tircc.>auni vero iam dtrtae matt-is nosirae si eadem uxnr nostra superstes fuerit. praedicta 
oiiinili ultiCi Guai-onain sibi as5ignata i n  pace diniittet. et assignavimus ei in Anglia tunc habendum 
dotdlttiuirr irgiriar-urn . . . i n  Nnrmannia CIC.' (Martine and Durand. Amplcssima Collerho, i. col. 995). 
But altrr Richat-d's death. John  did not feel bound to observe the promises made to Berengaria, see 
I ) d U \ \ ,  11. y;. 

C;oIiZ'lIC2. I 1q0-:3. 
'' Lcindon.  p. 2 j t i .  9 I 7 .  For ~ n t r  wide-ranging $peculations on the possible implications of Henry 

01 Brutiwt( k . 5  pi-ewnw at la RPole see Rassow, pp. 85-7. 
'' Thrrr \GI\ plrtrt\ ol time Lor writs sent l Iom la R+ole on 2 Feb. to be received in England and 

AI tcd Lipon Bi\hop Hugh ol Durham was apparently engaged in governmental duties at Westminster 
t h t  ougliour ]<i t i .  d i i d  Fel). See G. \'. Scaminell. Hugh du Pucsef,  Bishop o/ Durham (Cantbridge, iq561. 
I )} ) .  294-j. 
.'I Ditcro. O p p r a .  I. 7 7 .  Complete cet-rain? here is impossible since Howden says that nq,Junr was 

fixed meeting in Jan .  (Gerta. i i .  10.51, while the author of the Ittnerarzum Regr 
Hzrordt \ , I \ \  t l i a t  i t  was tiaed l o 1  i July ar a meeting in mid March (Chrontclej and Memorials ofthr Reign 01 
H u h a r d f . d  W. Stubbsiz vols. ,  RollsSrr. ,  1864-51, i .  1461. 

l h  1 he clearest piece ol evidence for this obvious point is Bertrand de Born's sirrienfes 'S'ieu tos aissi 
w t i h w .  Whalcver the dnte ol this poem [see below 11. 271, its fourth stanza illustrates the kind ot 
ptvssurr Philip \<as uridcr t o  appear to be doing something to save his sistrr'c. arid his own,  
i c 1 i u ta t i  o 11. 

tlir drparrure date <it  

E pois iioti es per sn teri-a iros, 
Membrelh sa snr el mai-itz orgolhos 
Que la laissa e no  la vol  tenet; 
Aquest forfairz mi sembla desplazer 

(Pob ies  complet~r de Butran de Born, ed.  A. Thomas (Todouse. 1888) ,  no. 18) 
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married somewhere abroad in these ambiguous and hazardous c i r ~ u m s t a n c e s . ~ ~  
I n  February 1190 Richard may well have found that he needed more time to 
complete such intricate negotiations. 

In April Richard travelled south again, through Anjou and Poitou. By 8 May 
he was at  Cognac on the river Charente. We next find him at Bayonne close to the 
border with Navarre on  6 June.** According to Roger of Howden i t  was o n  this 
trip to Gascony that he hanged the lord of the castle of Chis for the crime of 
highway robbery.29 Though many of this lord’s victims had been pilgrims o n  the 
way to Compostella, it is hard to believe that it was devotion to the cult of St. 
James-however much the Moor-slayer may have appealed to Richard-which 
alone had brought hiin into the Pyrenees. It may well have been o n  this occasion 
that Richard found the opportunity for a face-to-face meeting with Sancho to 
bring the negotiations to a satisfactory conclusion. Now at last Richard was ready 
to go. But far from him going on  crusade without a thought for the problem of 
the succession, i t  rather looks as though the opposite was the case: that he had 
postponed his departure until most of the problems surrounding his marriage 
had been resolved. Richard was by no  means just a fanatical crusader who 
neglected everything else. 

Even so, when Richard and  Philip left Vkzelay in July I igo  there was one vital 
task still to be tackled. Somehow Philip had to be persuaded to drop his 
insistence o n  a marriage between Richard and Alice. It was obviously not going 
to be easy. Philip reached Messina o n  16 September 1ig0.~O A week later Richard 
arrived. The two kings conferred and Philip announced his intention of leaving 
for the Holy Land that same day. But n o  sooner had his fleet left the harbour 
than the wind shifted and, much to his dismay, Philip was forced to return to 

”All the more so i t ,  as has been suggested, Richard had once before offered marriage to 
Berengaria and then withdrawn. The case for an earlier betrothal is based upon the lines which follow 
immediately upon those quoted in n. 26. 

E tot ad& que s’en vai perjuran, 
Quel reis Navars I’a sai dat per espos 
A sa filha. per que I’anta es plus gran. 

Dating a poem, even a siruenies packed with political allusions, is, of course, a hazardous business, but 
most students of Bertrand de Born have been inclined to favour composition c. I 188. The best 
disrussion of the dating problems is by C. Appel, Bertran urn Born (Halle, 1931) .  p. 60. See also A. 
Cartellieri, Philip I I  August, Konig uon Frankreich ( 4  vols., Leipzig, 18gg-igzz), ii. 157 n. 4. I f  the poem 
can be dated to 1188 this would suggest that the marriage negotiations ot  1 1 9 0  were in tact 
re-negotiations and that Berengaria’s betrothal had at least been discussed in the 1 2  months between 
Nov. 1 1 8 7 ,  when Richard took the cross. and Nov. 1 1 8 8 ,  when he came to terms with the king ot 
France. Richard and Philip were at  war on and off throughout this period and there are signs that 
Philip was nervous about his sister’s future (Howden, Gesla, i i .  29, 35-6, 39-40, 45-6. 491. The 
advantages which a Navarre alliance offered to a crusader duke ot Aquitaine (see below pp, 166-7) 
applied to I 188 just as much as to I 190. 

28 Landon, pp. 32-3. 
29 Chronicu Magistri Rogen de Houedae. ed. W. Stubbs (4  vols., Rolls Ser., 1868-7 I ) .  iii. 35. Howden’s 

source for- this information, which is not in his earlier work, the Gcsla, is by no means easy to 
detrrmine. Landon. p. 32 identifies the ‘castellum Wilielmi de Chisi’ as Chis in the county ofBigorre. 
Hautes Pyrenees, but this is doubtful. A more likely alternative is the rol d e  Cize just north of 
Roncrsvalles. a famous landmark and the site of Charles’s Cross which traditionally marked the 
southern border o f  Aquitaine: see the Vezelay Chronicle in R. B. C. Huygens. Monummta VczeliacenJia 
\Corpus Christianorum, Continuacio mediaevalis, xlii, Turnholt, 1976), p. 588 and Diceto, Opera. ii. 
I 19. For the importance of the col de Cize in pilgrim lore see J. Vielliard, Le Gurde du Pe‘lerin de 
Sainf-Jarques de Compostelle (2nd edn., Micon. 19501, pp. z. 4,  6, 1 2 ,  20-2, 24. For Richard’s activitv in 
this region in I I 7 7  on behalf of pilgrims to Compostella see Howden, Gesla, i. 131-2, clearly based 
upon a report which Richard had sent to his father in England. There are some useful maps in L. 
Vizquez de Parga, J .  M .  Lacarra and J. Uria Riu, Lar Aregrinactones a Santiago de Compostela i3 vols.. 
Madrid, 1948-9). 

Howden, Gejla, ii. 124. 
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.Clessiii,t aiid t o  turthcr meetings wi th  the king 01' England." Other business 
tlctaiiird the crusaders until the end ol the first wrek in October.S* By this time it 
\ \ i t \  laic in thc year tor il sate passage to the Holy Land and so they decided to 
\\.iiirc.i. i i i  Sicily.3J Not  uiitil February I 191 did the question of' Richard's marriage 
(oiiie t o  tlir surlace once inore. The news reached Messina that Eleanor and 
Hnwgdria. accompanird hy Count Pliilip of Flanders. had arrived at Naples. 
Ricliartl w i t  soinc gallcys t o  meet thein there aiid convey thcni to Messina. But 
iiltliouph Count Philip was allowed tu embark, Eleanor and Berengaria were 
iiot: Tiiiic-iwl's otlic.ials apparcntly claimed that their escort was too large.34 
There was ohvioiisly more to i t  than this transparent excuse and so Richard went 
to Tdnci.ed to deiiiand an explanation. The two kings met at Catania on 3 March 
and spcni live days together. According to Roger of' Howden, Tancred eventually 
(iiiilcssed t o  Richard that he had been listening to Philip's insinuations. The 
F i w i c h  king appareiitly had warned Tancred that Richard's word was not to be 
idietl iipoii: that Iic had no intention of'keeping the treaty they had made last 
O(.tobcr, and instcad was planning to deprive Tancred ol his This is a 
curious siop and however well inl&nt.d Roger 01' Howden was, he is unlikely to 
Iigi\e overlicard thc priviite convcrsatioii of' two kings. Nonetheless the  fact that 
E.It-;tiior iilid Berciigaria were kcpt away from Messina suggests that Howden is 
doing ii1oi.r thari simply repeating anti-French gossip. Tancred was under- 
stitlldably iien'oui about the crusaders but clearly he had nothing to fear froni 
Philip's small force. His problem was Richard and the Angevin army. Although 
die! were dlies. Richard's assault oil Messina and the circumstances in which the 
iillidncc lidti been lorged, were hardly such as to dispel all Tancred's doubts. Yet 
i t  was rit,il that he read Richard's intentions correctly. The king of Sicily's 
insecurity w 5  fertile ground for Philip's diplomatic skill-these were just the 
kind o1'teai.s hr- had pla\ed upon when separating Henry 11 from his sons. What 
Philil) waiiied is clear enough: he wanted to save his sister's honour. As the news 
c,inic* that Eleanor and Berengaria had crossed the Alps and were travelling 
southiw-ds through Italy, so Philip's concern grew. But at the same time their 
joiirncy ilia) have raised his hopes of drawing Tancred over to his side. For 
Tancred too had iiew which gave him cause for grave concern. Henry VI had left 
Grrniany a d  was heading in the direction of Sicily. I t  is not hard to imagine 
Taiicred's Icelings when he learned thar Eleanor and Henry VI had met at Lodi 
o n  20 Jiinuai? 1191 .36Just what lay behind this meeting? Were Richard and his 
old niother planning to throw in their lot with Henry? These were the fears 
which Richard h;td to dispel when he met Tancred at Catania and, eventually, he 
siiccecded. The t w o  kings exchanged gifts as a token of their renewal of 

",lu\i 11)i .a iiioinciit i t  mwied  possible io spciiilatr that Richard and Philip itlight come 10 .in 
riiiicahle ~ettlc.nirnt involving Philip's marriage t o  Rirhard'r widowed sister Joan (Howden. GI~o, i i .  

I 2 j-h and idrm. Chrontro. 1 1 1 .  jbl. Howden was priwmahly an ere-witness of some 01 these meetings 
5iwc hr hiid loined Rirhavil ai Marseilles(ibtd.. p. 381. 

':This ot1ii.i Iiurinc,\ inrludcd thr quarrel witt. King Tancred olSitilv ovev Joan's tlowrr and the 
I .ipiurr ul Xlrwna. On the Siciliati poliiics 01 this prriod see D. Clrinriiti. 'The ririuiiistances ol 
( ; t w i t  l 'ai icml'r  .iicc>bion t o  thr kiiigdom 01 SKIiy. diichy ol Aptilia and ihc prinrlpality 0 1  Capua', 
\ f d o q t i  .4n/oniu . l faron,p  [Bruswls. 1968i. pp. .ji-lo. 
" 0 1 1  h!rtliii~rtanc*aii wraitirv and sea ronditionr s w  F. Braudrl. Thr Mrditmanmun and thr 

lI,vftfmunropi I t 'erMin fhr A p  a/ Philip / I .  tranr. 5. Knnolds I I  w l s . .  1972-3i. I. r46-45. 
'' Howden. Grr/a, i i  I j; and. with soincadtlitional details. idem. Chronira. i i i .  05. Thrrr wotrld haw 

1wii tinic loi tlic. I\VO ladies to rearh Lotli by 2 0  Jan. I i g i  I r e  above n. 41 il' Rirhard. as soon as hr 
I~acl clrctdrtl io \siiiiei I I I  Sicilv. say inid Ort. I 190. had srnt instrurtions 10 his moihrr t o  tJrilig 
Bc~ciigaria to him. 

'' Howtlen. G ~ J ~ I .  11. i.j!J-bo: idrni. Chronaa. i i i .  97-9. 
'b Srr almvc 11. 4 a i ~ d  Rawow. 1). 79. 
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tiriendship. Richard gave Tancred the sword Excalibur which had once belonged 
to King Arthur. Tancred’s gift was more prosaic, but possibly more useful: four 
large transport ships and fitteen  galley^.^' 

The French king had been playing a dangerous game. Once Tancred was 
convinced that he had nothing to fear from Richard, then Philip became the 
victim of his own intrigue. He  protested his innocence, claiming that the wholt. 
thing was a put-up job, a scheme devised by Richard to give him a n  excuse for 
breaking his promise to marry Alice. For two reasons, however, Philip’s defence 
does not ring quite true. Firstly, because Tancred’s agents had prevented 
Berengaria from leaving Naples-an unnecessary complication if it was all ,just a 
charade. And secondly, because the count of Flanders, on his arrival in Sicily, 
took Richard’s side against King Philip-which might suggest that he did not 
believe the French king’s story.38 At all events i t  is 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 but he could never marry her since she 
had been his father’s mistress and had borne him a son. This was a grim 
accusation to make since Alice had been entrusted to the Old King’s custody, but 
Richard claimed that he could summon many witnesses able to testify to its truth. 
I n  the face of this terrible threat to his sister’s honour Philip gave up his struggle 
to save her ~nar r iage . ’~  In return for 10,ooo marks he released Richard from his 
promise.. Other clauses in the treaty between the two kings drawn up at Messina 
in March i i g i  regulated most o f  their outstanding differences, above all the 
question of Gisors and the Norman Ve~ in .~O There can be n o  doubt that Philip 
regarded this treaty as a humiliation. In a gesture which perfectly expressed his 
feelings he chose to set sail from Messina on  30 March, just a few hours before 
Berengaria a r r i ~ e d . ~ ’  In the opinion of Rigord, the chronicler of Saint-Denis, the 
quarrel between the two kings began at the moment when Richard rqjected 
Alice.42 

What this curious episode in Sicily makes abundantly clear is that great 
obstacles had stood in the way of Richard’s marriage to Berengaria and that he 
had fought hard to overcome them. He was no  reluctant husband, pushed into 
marriage bv a bullying mother. But some questions still remain. Why was he so 
keen to discard Alice? And why was he  so keen to marry Berengaria? 

The fate of Alice, twenty-five years in the Old King’s custody, puzzled 
contemporaries ,just as much as it has puzzled historians: ‘One of the minor 
mvsteries of Henry 11’s reign’ is how Professor W. L. Warren described it .43 
Gossip said that Henry seduced her and that Richard would not marry his 
father’s mistress. Warren has denied this, arguing that the rumour comes from 
prejudiced sources-Gerald of Wales and William the Breton.44 On the other 

” Howden. Gesta, ii.  1.59. 
s8 Ibid., i i .  160; idem, Chronica, i i i .  95.  
’9 Howden. Gesfa,  i i .  160-1 ; idem. Chronica, i i i .  gy .  

For the text of the treaty 01’ Mcssina see Diplomatic Uocummtr preserved in the Public Record OfJice. I :  

1 1 0 1 - - 1 2 7 2 ,  ed. P. Chaplaisiig64), pp. 14-16; Landon, pp. 219-31. 
4 1  Howden. Gerta. i i .  I 6 I .  

‘‘ Rigord. Gesta Philippi Augusti in Euvres de Rigord et de Guillaume Ie Breton. histonens d~ Phihppr 
,4uguste. ed. H .  F. Delaborde ( 2  vols.. Paris. 1882-51, i. 107-8 .  By marrving Berengaria i n  C y l m ~ s  
Richai-d avoided some awkward problems. I f  the wedding had taken plarr in the Holv Land. would 
Philip have been among the guests? 

43 Warren believes that ’Richard simply had no desire to marrv her and maintained his 1-ductance 
with his custornaryobstiiiacy’(W. L. Warren, Henry I I  ( 1 9 7 3 ) .  p. 61 11. 

‘‘ Gii-aldus Cambrensis, Opera, ed. J.  S.  Brewer and others ( 8  vols . ,  Rolls Sei-., 11161-91J. \ i l l .  232; 

William the Breton, Phifzppidor. in (Euvres de Rigord et de GuiNaume le Brelon, ii. 8 9 ;  The Chronde o /  
Richard of Deuizes, ed. J .  T. Appleby 1iy63), p. 26. 
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hand Hoivden'T evidence cannot be altogether ignored. The problem of 
wductioii apart, however. there were good political reasons why Richard should 
11ot  n1al-i.~ Alicr. After the death o t t h e  Young King in 1183 Philip demanded the 
i-estoratioii 01. the Norman Vexin, on the grounds that i t  had been his sister's 
rnarz/agzurn. Hem-! 11, i n  reply, argued that the Norman Vexin belonged of right 
t o  the duchy o f  Normandy and that Philip's father, Louis VII, had acknow- 
ledged th is  in 1160 0 1 1  the occasion of Margaret's marriage to the Young King. 
E w n t u , i l l v .  in December 1183. Philip ;innounced that he was willing to let Henry 
keep thc Sotman  Vexin on condition that he paid Margaret a n  annual pension 
01' 2 , 7 0 0  /zrJres and on the understanding that the Vexin was to be held by Alice's 
l i i i s h i i d . ' 5  But \\hat this agreement failed to make clear was what would happen 
t o  the Vexin i f  Alice 1-eniained unmarried. It' either Richard o r  John  married her 
i t  u ~ ~ u l d  Irnd plausibilin. to Philip's claim that this vital territory was his sister's 
iii'iri-iage portion and, as such, might one day be returned to France. If  Henry I1 
;ind Ric-h;iid \canted t o  maintain that it belonged of old to Normandy then it was 
\;it& n o t  t o  contuse the issue. Alice was better left unmarried, a political pawn in 
thcir h a n d s .  

b ' hy  w+ Richard s o  anxious to mai-ry Berengaria? A romantic attachment is 
1 1 0 1  impc~ssible.'~ but i t  Lvould ine\-itably have been secondary to the re- 
quircmieiits of  tliplomac)-. Historians write of Richard's preparations for the 
govci.riaiicc. ot his doniinions during his absence on crusade as though they 
iiivol\,v England o n l y .  In fact ot'coui-sr i t  was-as always-the continental lands 
,ind Irontiers \ \h ic . l i  dcrrianded most attention. Here in France alone the Angevin 
cwpirc u s  laced by tour othrr ' f t d a l  empires'-to adopt Professor Le 
Pntourcl'+ ~ c i - n i i t i o l o ~  . 4 7  These were ):he empire of the counts of Flanders, the 
Capctiaii cnipii.t.. the empire of' Blois-Champagne and  the empire of Saint- 
C.ille\-7'cinli)u\r. 111 the crisis of 1 1  73-4 three ofthese 'empires' had.joined in the 
,ittack 011 H r n n  11." In the crisis of'Richard's rule as duke ofAquitaine in 1183,  

(tie lo~ir-th-To~tloiise-had supportvd the Young King in his war against 
Rich;ird."' 111  1190 the position was that the princes who ruled three of these 
nc.iglihouring empires had taken the cross: Count Philip of Flanders, King 
Philii). C(~i in t  Thcobald of Blois and Count Henry OF Champagne. Ordy Count 
Kavi i ion t l  V of Toulouse intended to si.ay at home. Richard can have been in no  
t i o u t , t  \ \ ha t  t h i \  niciint. For the last six years he and Raymond had been in an 
~ i l i i i o s t  continuous state of war.50 At that dramatic conference at Bonsmoulins in 
X o ~ t ~ i i i b ( ~ i  I I 88 when Henry I 1  drove his son to rebellion by publicly refusing to 
, i c k i i o \ v l e t i j y  hirn a s  his heir, Richard turned to Philip and  knelt and did homage 
t o  hi:n. H e  did homage riot orily for all the lands which his father had held o f the  

"' 140 \ \ ck i i ,  (,PJ[U. 11 $04-6. Thi\ agret'irirllt \\'as c ~ ~ l l h l ~ l l e d  111 Mal-ctl 1186 l fbld. ,  il. 343-4: ct. 
l J i t ( . r , i ,  O p e i a .  11. 40 IOI tlir I ~ Y I  01 rtir I IXb coIeiidiit bt.nvern Xlar-garer and H e n n  I 1  srr I.andorl, 
l'ii 2 2  ;-b H\ i t \  t c - I l i i r  Hciii \  \c'I\ , r l w  ~ w r m i t t e d  1 0  i -r tdi i l  Mdrgai-rt's 'dorlario pimptri. nuptias'. 

Ih 0 1 1  ili(, c \ i& i i ( ( ,  01 A i i i h i o i w .  this. at  lr<i>t. I \  \vti;tr was tirlirved bv the soldiri-s i n  Richard'F 
, I  ~ \ ~ i d i i r g  d i i i n  ~ , ~ ~ i i I i i ~ i i ~ r ,  L'brtoirp de l a  Guerr? Smnle. rd. G .  Pans  iParir. 1897) .  11. I I j0-2. ' E l i  rris 
I',I\c,II i i iu l t  ' i i i i t ~ , ,  D r \  (111r i l  c\trit cociis clc Pr i t i r rs " .  

'I 1. L r  P.iiiliiicl, ' I  l ie Plantagerirt d o ~ ~ i i r i i o i i \ ' .  Hrjtori. I l i q h  j'. sRq-?oX. 
I' \\.,IIIYII, tltmv I / .  p p  i 2 1 - 2  

+'' Tilt. \ C I  i o1 iwc \ \  01 t h i c  ttirrat t o  Ric.tiard's 1)os i t i on  in Aqiiirairir has brc.ii under-estimated bv 
~\,III(,II ihid , [ I ! > .  5 q z - $  , S w  1. Gillingham. Ri t /~n rd  the LlonhPnrf '1978I.  pp. 86-98, Thr b e s t  W L I ~ C ~  

( 1 1 1  ~ ' \ ~ ' I I I \  111 rttc Li i i i ou \ i i i  iii I 1h.3 i f  r t i r  c t i ~ o i i ~ c l r  of C;euftirv dr Vigeoi\  in M .  Bouquet, Heru?tl der 
/{ i i tur ierr \  d r ,  ( .n ic icr  < /  I I P  /a Cranrt. ctl. 1.. C)rli\Ic, z 

"'On riir \v<ii  \ \ i 1 1 i  Tiii~Ioii\c wcrbrd , xviii. 2 2 s :  D~rt. to.  Oprm.  ii. .$:{-4. 5 5 .  H O \ ~ C I I .  Gerla. i. 34.;. 
II 54-0.  ( , I I , I I ~ I I I \  (..iiill)iriiv\. viii. 2 4  j-b: the disru\\ioii in Warrrii. Henry I / .  pp. 82-7. 613-2 I .  Srr 
I 1 1  \ l i t i d \ ,  f ,zhprh (tnd Pohttrai Pouvr In Toulouv,  1 0 5 ( + - - 1 2 1 0  'New kork. 1qj41, pp. 60-6 tor th r  
t,tlc( I ot itiv \\,II O I I  ( i i i i i~ Ra\iiiontl'\ pocition. 

v o l ~ . .  Paris. 18Oq-lq04l. uv i i i .  P I Z - - Y O .  
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king of France, but also for the conquests which he, Richard, had made at the 
expense of T ~ u l o u s e . ~ ’  The most important of these conquests was the Quercy, a 
traditional bone of contention between Aquitaine and T o ~ l o u s e . ~ ~  That Richard 
still held this region fifteen months later is suggested by the presence of the abbot 
o f  Moissac at the court at la Reole in February 1ig0.~’ It was inevitable that 
Raymond would grasp at the opportunity presented by Richard’s crusade. All the 
length of the 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 to 
Berengaria of Navarre. When in the first six months of 1190 Richard twice 
travelled south it was to arrange a crucial alliance which would help safeguard 
his dominions at their most vulnerable point.54 

In diplomatic terms Richard’s marriage proved its worth. In  1192 while he was 
still in Outremer a revolt broke out in Aquitaine. The leading rebels were the 
count of PCrigord and Bernard, viscount of Brosse, but in all probability they 
were encouraged by Philip-who had returned in time to  celebrate the 
Christmas of 1191 at Fonta ineblea~~~-and by Raymond of Toulouse. 
Berengaria’s brother, Sancho, brought a large force of knights to help the 
seneschal of Gascony and together they took the war into Raymond’s lands, 
advancing right up to the walls of T o u l ~ u s e . ~ ~  Nowhere else in the Angevin 
empire had Richard’s absence caused any serious I f  he had returned 
home by Januaiy or February I 193,  as seemed likely when he left Acre in 
October I 192, ic  would have been clear to historians that the arrangements he  
had made for the government of his dominions during his crusade had worked 
t.xtreniely well. As i t  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 to Germany in the spring of I 194 to serve as hostages 
for the payment of the remainder of the ransom.58 At the same time Berengaria’s 
brother Sancho once again led an army to the assistance of the Angevin officials. 
hard-pressed as they were by a combination of King Philip’s attacks and John’s 

Howden, Gesta, ii. 50; Diceto, Opera, i i .  5 8 ;  CVororks of Gervase ofCanterbury, i. 435-6. 
After their occupation by Henry 11 in the campaign of 1159. Cahors and the Quercy seem to 

have, remained in Angevin hands until Raymond V and his son took advantage of Richard’s 
difficulties in 1183 to recapture them. Richard’s re-conquest took place either in 1186 (perhaps 
ternporarilyJ or  in 1188. According to Diceto, Richard estimated the revenues of Querq at 1 , 0 0 0  

marks or more (Diceto, Opera, ii. 58). 
5yLa~idon,p.25:CirotdelaVille,ii. i i g .  
54  Richard‘s most obvious ally in this part of the world was undoubtedly Raymond ofToulouse’s 

old rival. Altonso 11 o f  Aragon (C. Higounet, ‘La rivalite des maisons d e  Toulouse et de Barcrlone 
pour la preponderance mbridionale’, Mdanges d’Hzstoire du M o y m - A g e  didits Q la m’moirr de Louis 
Halphen (Paris, 19511, pp. 313-2 I ) .  Alfonso was a more powerful ruler than Sanchu of Navarre and he 
had c01iir to Richard’s aid in i 183 (Recued des Histonens, xviii. 2 1 8 ) .  But at thir date Aragon and 
Navarre were drawing closer together-chiefly in order to resist the expansionist policies of.Cartile 
1.Gonzalez. i .  709-12, 827-33). and if’Richard was now looking for a marriage alliance, i t  may be that 
Altonso 11 had no daughters o f a  suitable age. The dynastic policies of the Spanish kingdoms is an 
extremely obscure subject, but as D. W. Lomax has pointed om, what passes elsewhere for 
‘olcl-fashioned “Kings and Battles” history’ in Spain still remains to be written (D. W. Lomax. Anothpr 

S u w d / o r  St. James (Birmingham, 19741, p. 1 7 ) .  I have been unable to obtain J .  M.  Lararra, Historia 
polittra d d  w i n o  de Navarra desde sus origines hasta su. incorporation a Castilla (I vols.. Pamplona, 1973). 

55  Howden, Gesla, ii .  235. 

I’ The quarrels in England between John and Longchamp were jus t  a storm i n  a teacup which 
never seriously threatenrd the labric of’governnient; notice the lack ol haste in Walter olcoutanres’s 
rrtui-n to England in the sumtilei. of 1190. 
’’ Ansbert. Historia de expedicione Frederici Imperatoris, in Quellen LUT Geschichte des Kreuzmges Kaiser 

F‘riedrichsI, ed. A. Chroust (Berlin, 19281, p. 1 0 7 .  

Howden, Chronica. iii. 194;  Chrontcle o/Rzchard ofDeuizes. p. 59. 
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treachev. In January 1194 John had made a treaty with Philip, conceding the 
whole of Norniandy east of the Seine, the k q  fortresses of Touraine, including 
Loches. and the homage of the most powerful noble in Aquitaine, Count 
Adeniar o f  A ~ i g o u l i m e . ~ ~  Then in March 1194 Philip received the homage oftwo 
more ot Richard's restless vassals: Geoflirey de Rancon and Bernard, viscount of 
Brosse.60 In this same month Richard returned to England, and while he dealt 
with afhirs there and in Normandy, Sancho of Navarre undertook an active role 
in the suppression of revolt in Aquitaine. After ravaging the estates of Ademar of' 
Angoul+nie and Geoffrey de Rancon, Sancho's troops moved north to lay siege 
to Lorhes, where it was arranged that Richard would join them. O n  13 June, the 
day after the king's arrival, the castle was taken by storm.61 On 4 July Richard put 
Philip to High at Friteval. Two and a half weeks later, on 2 2  .July, he wrote in 
triumph t o  Hubert Walter. announcing the capture otall the castles ofthe count 
of' Angoulhie and 01' Geoffrey de Rancon. The city of AngoulCme itself had 
fallcii in a single day.62 

The shattering speed with which Richard had overwhelmed the old and 
torniidable alliance of' hngoul2me-Rancon suggests that the groundwork had 
been most ef'fectively laid by Sancho of Navarre. Some indication of the value of 
the Navarre alliance in 1192 and I 194 can be obtained from Diceto's summing 
up of Richard's position in the summer of 1194: from the castle of Verneuil to 
the Cross ot Charles (in the Pyrenees) there was no one to stand against him.6s 

About Berengaria herself we know alniost nothing. She moves silently in the 
background of events. Contemporary writers found little in her either to praise 
or t o  bl;tme. They dismiss her in a phrase: one calls her a lady of beauty and 
good sense; another describes her as sensible rather than attractive.6* After they 
were niarried Berengaria and Richard did not spend much time together. There 
were times when l o r e  of circumstances gave them no choice in thc matter, but 
there were timrs also when Richard preferred to do without her. The clearest 
evidence 01' this comes lioni the pen ot Roger of Howden. He reported an 
incident. apparetitls in 1193. when a hermit came to the king and rebuked him 
for his sins, telling him to reniember the destructiorl of Sodom and abstain frorri 
illicit acts. lor if' he did not God would punish him in a fitting manner. At first 
Richard igiiored the warning but when, some time later, he was struck by an 
illness. he recalled the hermit's wortls. He did penance and, says Roger of 
Howden. tried to lead a better life. This meant regular attendance at morning 
c.hurch--aiid not leaving until the senice was over; it meant distributing alms to 
the poor. 1 1  also nieant avoiding illicit intercourse: instead he was to sleep with 

'q 'I. R\II~I*I .  Fordm?. Cunim/tonr.c. Lilfrrorr/ Arfa Publiru. cd. A. Clarke. F. Holbrooke andJ. Calcy (4 
vuls. i l l  7 .  1 8  1h-69:. I. i. ;7. Loch- had been temporarily ceded to Philip in July I I 93 as security for 
ilic* itnplrnir~ital~oii 01 thc trearv ot Mimtrs 1 Iirnvch. Chrontca. iii.  i I 7-20), bur John was now 
11rcparrcI t o  ~ I J I I ~ I C I I ~ I ~ L ~  its Iwnnanent loss. Ailentar of A n g o u l h c  had rebelled in I 193 and had 
hcrn C . ~ I I I I I  id ~Add~nda Chrontro ..lndrgusrnr~ S. Albrni in Rrcurd drr Hrrlonrnr. xviii. 324). hut his rclrase 
w,i\ ow ol iltc tcrtnr ol rhr ~rmty ol Mantes. 

M, Layllrr d1t frhurdr~ Chr l r ) .  cd. J .  B.  A. 'reulcr and otlters i j v o k .  Paris. 1863-1gorjI. i .  1 76. 
kt Rpntnl dpt Htrforwn,. uviii. S J  j: Howden. Chmnira. iii .  r p :  Dicrro. Oprzo. i i .  I 17. 
': Ho\\.tlrn. bnla. i t i .  2 j j - 7 .  
*' Dicctri. Oprro. i i .  I 19. The cllrrrivenrss 01 rl;e Savarrrsc. troops in I 192 and I 195 was such as LO 

wg)rc.*l ria. pin4iiIin thar tlirii tightin): qualities w r c .  ~ S I I O I I ~  the attractions (it' the tilamage ol' 
Bclcllgal Id. 

hi '1a111os;rr pulchritudinis e l  pritdcntiae rirginen~' 1Wi\\iatn ol Nrwburgh. HII~WIU Rerum AnKfifarm 
1 1 1  Chrunidrc o/ fk Reqm o/S/rphnl. H m y  11 ond Rtd-hord 1. ell. R .  Ho\vlett ( 4  uols.. Rolls Scr.. 1884-9). i. 
'+ 10  : ~pi ic l l~  pt~itdciitiorc quain pulchra' 1 Chrnnirlt o/Rirhord o/ DPIWL p. n i l .  
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his wile, a marital duty which he had presumably been Their 
marriage, however, remained childless. 

Richard’s inability to produce an heir and the hermit’s warming are the two 
main planks on which the case for Richard’s supposed homosexuality are 
based.66 In the last thirty years it has apparently become impossible to read the 
word ‘Sodom’ without assuming that i t  refers to homosexuality. This tells us a 
good deal about the culture of our own generation: its unfamiliarity with the 
Old Testament and  its wider interrst in sex. I n  fact, however, the maledictions of 
the Old Testament prophets are rarely complete without a reference to the 
destruction of Sodom and, more often than not, this phrase carries n o  
homosexual implications. I t  refers not so much to the nature of’the offences as to 
the terrible and  awe-inspiring nature of the punishn~ent. The picture which 
chiefly interested the prophets and the preachers who followed in their footsteps 
was the apocalvptic image of whole cities being overwhelmed by fire and 
b r i n ~ s t o n e . ~ ~  In 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 to mean that Richard was a homosexual.6s 

There are two other pieces of evidence which are supposed to show that 
Richard was homosexual. The first is Howden’s description of the friendship 
between Richard and Philip Augustus in the summer of 1187.  According to him, 
Philip honoured Richard so highly that every day they ate at the same table and 

b5 Howdrn, Chrontca, i i i .  288-90. The whole passagr is sdtuiated with Biblical irnagen,. Balaani’s 
a,s, lepers .innouncing \alvation to Saniarid and the like. but onlv one image has caught the rye 111 

noth-century historians: ‘et , . . disit: Esto mernor subversionis Sodomae. et ab illicitis te abstinr: sin 
autern, veniet super te ultio dignn Dei’. 

Among niodern historians who either state or imply that Ricliard was homosexual are the 
I;)llowing: Warren, King John. p. 2 0 :  S.  Runciman, A Htsfory of /he Crusade.r i.3 vols.. Camhridgc-. 
19.51-4). i i i .  4 1 ,  59:J.  J .  Norwich, The Kingdom in the Sun, 11330-94 i i q 7 0 ) .  pp. 364-5: G. Mathrw, Thp 
L‘ozcr~ o/ Richard I1 (1968). pp. 138 t f .  By lar the most detailed discussion d t h e  subject is that given 111 

Brundagr, pp. 38, 88-9. 2 0 2 ,  n l n - l g .  2.57-8 where i t  is linkrd with his ‘emotional immaturitv’. I1 the 
Enqyclopaedia Britannica is anyching to go by. thrn this view 01 Richai-cl has achieved the status 0 1  
or-tliodoxy. The NPUJ Encyrlopaedca Britanntra ( 15th edn.. Chicago, 1974). xv. 8 2 7  (signed G.CV.S. 
Blarl-owl). I t  is hardly surprising to find that he now figures in histories ot homosexunlit\. e,g. N .  1. 
Cdrde ii.e., in drag?)Jonalhan to  Gtde: the Homosexual in Histov (New York. 19691, pp. 191-.5: A. L. 
Rowsr.  Homo.rexua1.r in History ( 1 9 7 7 ) ;  a n d  that i t  is in this guise that he appears in t i l~ns  and popular 
historical novels. 
‘’ Thus Moses thredtened those who forsook the covenant and worshipped other gods with t h r  

clrstruction ol their land, ‘in exemplum subversionic Sodornae’, Drut.  zg:z5. but sodomv was nor 
among the sins which Moses apparently had i n  mind. although they inrluded a widr I-angr of cexual 
ollences, Deut. 2 7 :  15-26.  For zome similar reterenres to the overthrow ofsodom ser Isa. 13:19, ,Jrr .  
4 9 : 1 8 ,  50 :40 .  Amos 4 :  I I .  A verse whirh inakes particularly clear the link between Sodom and sin i n  
general is J r r .  z3 :14 .  whilr on the other hand, the prohibitions ot male homosexualirv in Lev. 18:22 
arid 2 0 :  13 contain no reference to Sodom. Among much later evidence a passage 11-om a letter written 
t i \  Boniface to King Aethelbald of Mercia makes i t  clear that it was possiblr to I-egard adultery as the 
gricvous sin of Sodom: ‘si enim gens Angloruni . . . spretic legalibus c-oiiubiis adulterando c r  
luxoriando ad instar sodomitanr gentis Ioedam vitani vixerit, de tali rornmixtione meretricum 
ac5timandum esr degeneres populos et ignobiles. et furentes libidine tore pi-ocreandos.. ,’ (Dip Enr/r 
des hrtltgen Bonrfatiw und Lullus. ed. M. Tang1 (Berlin, 19161, no. 73, p. 1 5 1  I. 

m Stubbs, tor example, in his introduction to the Itmerarium Regis Rccardi looked at Richard‘s vices 
and considered them to be lesz heinous than Heniv 11’s and John‘s (Memortals o/Richard I. i ,  pp, 
us-xsil. Cartellicri clearly believed that Richard’s zins wcre heterosexual ones: ‘gab er  sich i n  
Mrtsina. dessen Frauen den nordischen Kriegern recht begehrenswert erschienen. gatiz seinen L i i t r n  
hin’ ( A .  Cartellieri, ‘Richard Liiwenherz’. Probleme der Englzsrhen SprachP und Kultur. Fes/schrtft,/ohannts 
Hoopr sum 60 Geburtrlag uberreicht, ed. W.  Keller (Heidelberg. 19251, p. 136). A similar view was taken 
h y  the author of the standard F-rench work o n  the dukes of’ Aquitaine (A .  Richard, Histoire dps Com/t\ 
dp Poitou ( 2  vols.. Paris, 19031. i i .  330). For an earlv 20th-century novelist’c interpt-rtarion see M .  
Hewlrct. The Lt/e and Death a/ Richard Yea-arid-Nay (1900).  
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4iaretl the same dishes; at night the bed did not separate them. The king of 
France loved him as his own soul. arid their mutual love was so great that the 
lord king of England was stupefied by its ~ e h e m e n c e . ~ ~  To a modern reader the 
meaning of' these words may seem blindingly obvious. But it is. in fact, an 
olivious mistake to assume that ritual gestures such as kisses or sleeping in the 
siiiiic bccl. retain a uiiilbrni nieaiiirig in all ages.'O It  would be easy and 
wearisoiiw to compile a long list of instances of nien sharing a bed where it is 
dear that the significance ottheir action is not sexual but political. One example 
will sutfiw: L'Histoire de Guilluume lp Marichuf tells us of an occasion when William 
sharcd a bed with Henry II." The jongleur who composed the poem knew 
perlkctly well what his audience would understand by this, and the meaning of 
Howdcri's passage is made plain by his comment that King Henry was stupefied. 
M'tiar Richard and Philip were doing was not making love but making a political 
gesture, a denlolistration of'an alliance directed against the Old King. 

The srcwid alleged piece of evidence is Richard's coronation banquet. I t  was, 
in Briuidage's words, 'a bachelor party'. Women were excluded and this, argues 
Brutidage, illustrates Richard's detestation of women.'* As it happens, Richard's 
c~ronatioti is the first one tor which a detailed description-again by 
Howden--sun.ive~.~~ I t  is nonetheless clear from references to the coronations of 
Edgar and Edw? in the tenth-century lives of Oswald and Dunstan that the ladies 
dined separately." Moreover, in the mid twelfth century Geoffrey of Monmouth, 
describing King Arthur's crown-wearing at Caerleon, writes that the king went 
offwith the men to least in his own palace and the queen retired with the married 
wcxnen to teast i n  hers: lor the Britons still observed the ancient custom ofTroy, 
thc men celebrating festive occasions with their fellow-men and the women 
eating separately with the other w011-1en.'~ On the basis of the coronation 
hariquet we could reasonably argue that all early medieval English kings were 
homosexual. but not that Richard was in any way unusual. 
So tar as I have been able to discover the earliest reference to Richard's 

homosexuality dates from i948.76 Thirteenth-centuy opinion was in no doubt 
that his interests were heterosexual. According to Walter of Guisborough, 
Richard's iieed lor women was such that even on his death-bed he had them 
t,rought to him in defiance of his doctor's advice." Although Walter of 
Guisborough was writing a hundred years later his view of Richard's character 
was grounded in his reading of the contemporay chronicle of William of 
Ne\~burgIi.'~ There is the legend of Margery, the king of Almain's daughter, who 

nq Howdeli. Gnto, ii .  ;. 
'" Tlir piini has been well rxprrh5t.d by C. Morris. Tfu Disrovm ofthe Indivtdud. I O S O - I ~ O  \1972), 

'* L'Hufotrrde GuillaumeIr.4larirhal.ed. P. Mewr lgvols., Paris. 18g1-igot). i .  ~ q . 1 1 .  8981-4. 

'' H o w l r i i .  GeJla. i i .  78-9. 
'' T h p  Hutonan, o/ thp Churrh of York. ed. J .  Rahe '3 ~015.. Rolls Ser.. 1879-94). i. 136-8; M & l  o/ 

SI Dunstan. rd. W. Stubbs (Rolls Ser.. 18741. p. 100. Set. also hid., pp. 1g0-1, 283-4 for early 
I zlti-ceittui~ rlaboratioin ol this incident. 

111). yb-7. 

BI itiltlagr. p. 2 ; ; .  

'' The IIisfona Hegum BnfanntacofGeofftcr oj.%nmoulh. ed. A. Griscom (igi?g). pp. 456-7. 
76 J .  H .  Harue)'. The flanfugewir. I I  64-1486 \ 1948). pp. 33-4. Ham-ey's claim that he was 'breaking 

the. cotispirdn of silcnrr sunounding the popular hero Richard suggests that this may indeed mark 
itic beginning 01 thr legc*nd. I t  u). it has obtained wide current). with remarkable rapidity. 

The Chronicle o/ Waltrroj Guuborough, ed. H.  G. Rothwell (Camden 3rd ser.$ Ixxxix, 1957). p. 142. 
"Chrontrlrr o/ Sfrphm. Henry / I  and Richmd I, i ,  ii. William of  Ncwburgli wrote of Richard's 

marriage in tentis which show. that he expected the king to lind pleasure in i t  (ibid.. i. 546-7). 
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hrlped Richard to pass the time 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 threatened to burn down the abbey unless she was delivered to 
him. When the nun asked what it was that attracted him so much and  was told 
that i t  was her eyes, she sent for a knife and cut them out, saying, ‘Send the king 
what he so much desires’.80 The same-story had been told by a contemporary of 
Richard, Peter the Chanter, a famous master in the schools of Paris, but in his 
writings he refers only to a king of the English, giving no  name.s’ Possibly he was 
just being cautious: we d o  know that Stephen of Bourbon claimed to have 
listened to Peter’s sermons.82 But whomever Peter the Chanter may have had in 
niitid i t  is clear that the thirteenth century did not suffer from the illusion that 
Richard preferred monks. Nor did the late twelfth-century barons of Aquitaine, 
to judge at least from their complaints as recorded by Roger of H o ~ d e n . ~ ~  

In one respect the marriage clearly failed. There were no children, no heirs. 
The terms of the treaty 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.84 After all, he already had one son, Philip, to whom he had 
granted the lordship of Cognac.85 But n o  legitimate children came. The 
consequences of this were certainly disastrous-Richard’s death was followed by a 
disputed succession and  the accession of John, the most overrated king in 
English history. Historians sometimes write as though Richard was responsible 
for this-but suppose Berengaria were barren or that, for some other reason, 
like Henry I 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 alliance remained important this 
would have been politically foolish. 

There are, however, two pieces of evidence, neither of which has so far been 
discussed by historians, which make it possible to guess that by the late 
eleven-nineties the Navarre alliance had outlived 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 it and stated that this would apply to the king of England even i f  
his own difficulties with Richard were to be settled.86 The implication here seems 

’’ Der mittelenghsrhe Versroman uber Richard Lbwenherz, ed. K.  Brunner (Vienna, ig 13). This 
I 4th-centuq Middle English version is based o n  a 13th-century Anglo-Norman I-omance: see, for 
example, G. Paris, ‘Le roman de Richard Cceur de Lion’, Romania, xxvi (1897). 361. 

“Anecdotes~sloriques. .. d’hennedeBourbon, ed. A. LecoydelaMarche(Paris, 18771, pp. 2 1 1 ,  431. 
SeeJ. W .  Baidwin. Masten. Princes and Merchants: Lht Social J’irws ofPeter the Chanter and hu Circle (2 

vols., Pi-inceton, 19701, i. 256 ,  ii. 183-4. 
8 2  Anecdotes hutoriques, p. 19.  
85 Howden, Gesta, i .  z g n  : ‘Mulieres nanique et filias et cognatas liberor-urn horninum suot-uni vi 

rapiebat et concubinas illas faciebar; et postquam in eis libidinis suae ardorem extinxerat, tradebat 
eas niilitibus suis ad meretricandurn’. 

s4 ‘Et si rex Angl’ haberet duos heredes rnasculos aut plures’ (Landon, p. 230; Diplomatic Docu- 
ments. i. 141. 

85 Archives historiques de Poitou, IV. 21-2;  The Greal Roll o/the Pipe/or the third year of the retgn of King 
/oh% ed. D. M. Stenton (Pipe Roll Soc., new ser., xiv, 1936). p. 283; Howden, Chronica, iv. 97. 
Howden’s statement should, however-, be treated with caution (J. Gillingham, ‘The unromantic death 
ofRichard I’,Speculum, liv (19791, 18-41). 

86 ‘Noturn sit . . . quod Amaldus Raymundi, vicecomes de Tartais, recipit Sancium, regem Navarre, 
in dorninum super omnes homines et sit vasallus ipsius. et facit eidem regi hominium quod semper 
ad voluntatern et mandatum ipsius faciat guerram vel faciat pacem cum omnibus hominibus 
quandocurnque ipse rnandaverit. De rege autern Anglie istud nominatim convenit Sancio. regi 
Navarre, Arnaldus Raymundi, vicecomes de Tartais, quod si forte rex Anglie vellet ei emendare 
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t o  be that Saiicho looked upon Richard as a potential enemy. Possibly Sancho 
was, by i i o w ,  atl'ronted by Richard's treatment of Berengaria. What it does seem 
pennissible t o  say is that I 196 was a year of'general diplomatic realignment in 
the south-west-a realignment probably linked with the death, in April I 196, of 
one 01' the most dominant figures 011 the political stage, Alfonso I1 of Aragon.0' 
Navarre and Aragon had been allies, chiefly against Castile, but also perhaps 
against Toulouse. After Altbnso's death Aragon and Castile came to terms,8o and 
by 1197 Sancho of' Navarre was isolated and in great difficulties-which he 
attempted to solve by seeking aid lrom the infidel. This is reflected in one of 
Roger ot' Howden's romantic stories about the daughter of the emperor of Africa 
who fell in love with King Sancho.O9 Richard's share in the general realignment 
of' 1196 was his peace treaty with Toulouse, a treaty marking the end of what 
William 01' Newburgh called the Forty Years War.go In October 1196 Raymond 
Vl of' Todouse married Richard's sister Joan, and by the terms of the marriage 
setdenlent recovered the Q u e r c ~ . ~ '  Once a firm peace was made with Toulouse 
the Navarre alliance lost its ruison d'dre-all the more so when Sancho became 
niore in need of help than able to provide it. I t  is in this new context that we 
should interpret the second piece ofevidence. a letter written by Innocent 111 on 
ng May I 198. In this Innocent informs Richard that he has written to the king of 
Navarre, asking him to hand over to Richard the money and the castles- 
'Rocca Bruna' ( ?  Rocafort) 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 to requests made by Richard's envoys and that he had 
earlier written to the archbishop of Narbonne on the same From 
Innocent's letter it seems that by 1197 the marriage had become a source of' 
dispute rather than the basis of a mutually profitable alliance. By this time 
Richard had presumably given up all hope of a son: in I 197 he was prepared to 
recognize John as his heir?3 Whether or not he ever thought of marrying again 
we do nor know-Innocent's letter suggests that he was thinking along the lines 

iitjurias quas rex Anglie intulit illi. et coniponeret cum eodem rege Anglie propter emendationes 
illaium injuriarum vr l  proptei alia, semper tamen pro velle ac mandato Sancii. regis Navarre. faciat 
guerrdin contra regeni Anglic. quandocumque idem rcx Navarre mandaverit. vel faciat pacem cum 
rege Anglie' Documents dtr archrvrr & la Chambrr der Compfrs dr N a v a m ,  i 1961384.  ed. J.-A. Brutails 
(Paris. tBgot.~?yr. 1-34. 

"'Thew is a convenient summa? ~ I A I ~ I I s o  11's reign byJ.-F. Cabestanv. 'Alfons el Cast' in P. E. 
Sc hramm and others. E / s  Primer> Comfrr-rcis (Barcelona. 1960). pp. 55-99. 

Cirot, 'Chronique latitie., p. 162. 
Howdni. Chromca. iii. 90-9. For a hostile view ol'the episode on which this romanticization was 

based see Rodrnn archrepisropi Toletani Histona dr rebur H u p m a r .  bk. 7. ch. xxxii. 
'Bcllum quoque Tolosatium. quod illustri Anglorum regi Henrico et filio ejus Ricardo res 

runimi mqot i i  luerat. ct per annos quadraginta vires multorum attriverat populorum, eodem 
tcmporr. Deo propitio. exspiravit' (William of Newburgh, Htsfrma. ii. 491 ). Although the chroniclers 
say nothirig ol the war with Toulouse after Richard's return lrom captivity, it is clear that i t  had 
continued unabated (see the terms 01 the treaty of Louviers (Jan. I 196) in Landon. pp. 107-8). 
Prrruniably King Pfiilip's grant of rights over the abbey of Figcac I t  195) had been intended to keep 
ihe cotitit ot Toulousc in his camp lRrcwil drj ales dr Philtppr Auprtr .  ii. rd. H. F. Delaborde, C. 
Pait-Dutaillis and J. Monicat IParis, 19431. no. 485). 

y 1  Howden. Chronica, iv. 124-j; Diplomatic Doncmcnl~. i. 804, log: C. de Vic and J. Vaissete, Hutorre 
gcnirolr dc Langurdoc, ed. E. Dulaurier and others (16 vols.. Toulousr. 187n-1905), vi. I 73-5. 

92 *. . . ut pecuniam ct castella sancri lohannis de Pedeport et Rocca bruna. que pater suus tibi cum 
htia sua conccssit in dotem, sine aliqua dilticultate restituat: (sskcltd b t t m  o j  Pope I n n w d  I l i  
roncrmg England, I 198-rrf6. ed. C. R. Chenq and W. H. Semple(t95sL P. 5).  

9'This. as Landon points out. is the tacit implication of the covenants which John made. at his 
hroiher'\ wish. with Count Baldwin Vl of Flanders and Count Philip ot' Namur on 8 Sept. I 197 
!Landoh.pp. 121-2). 
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of  insisting that the terms of the marriage settlement be carried out rather than 
0 P  breaking the settlement. Nonetheless by I 197-8 the marriage was clearly n o  
longer working-either as a diplomatic instrument or as a means of producing 
an heir. 

Innocent’s letter contains the last reference to Berengaria in Richard’s lifetime. 
We next hear of her when Hugh of Lincoln visited her in April I 199 to tell her of 
her husband’s unexpected death at  C h a l ~ s . ’ ~  Berengaria did not re-marry and, 
fo r  t h r  rest of her life, she remained a shadowy figure in the b a c k g r o ~ n d . ~ ~  Never 
again did she stand as close to the centre of the stage as she did during the 
complex negotiations of 11 90-1. But for the historian of the politics of western 
Europe this brief episode in her life is important for the light which it sheds on 
Richard 1’s style as a ruler. Although by 1197-8 Richard may have been 
disappointed by the results of his marriage, we are not entitled to believe that his 
attitude towards i t  was negative from the start. O n  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 outmanoeuvre a tactician as astute as Philip 
Augustus. I t  is equally clear, moreover, that he was neither a reluctant husband 
nor an irresponsible ruler who went off on crusade while neglecting to provide 
for the security of  his dominions, in the south as well as in the north. 

J O H N  G I L L I N C H A M  

yq  Adam ol Eynsham,  map^ Vila Sancli Hugonis, ad. D. L. Douie and H.  Farmer ( 2  ~ 0 1 s . .  
Edinburgh, 1961-2). i i .  136. 

95 ’ .  . . in viduitate laudabili diu vixit. et in civitate Cenomannis ex donatiorie propter nuptiar quam 
habebat trequentius morabatur, eleemosynis et orationibus et piis operibus intendendo, castitatis et 
religionis exemplo provocans studia teminarurn. et in eadeni civitate vitae cursuin felici exitn 
corisuriitiiavit’ (Rodertci archteptscopi Tolelani HiJloria d~ Rebus HupantaP. bk. 5 .  ch. uxiii). For her 
problemswith]ohn. seeC. R. Cheney. lnnocenlIIIandEnglanci(Stuttgart. 19761. pp. 2 2 .  1 0 1 .  


