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ChaRter \'i

IOUIS VIII, IOUIS IX, BLANCHE OF CASTILE AND THE RELIGIOUS

ORDERS

Te Louis VIII and the Monastic Orders

With the advent of Louis VIII (1223-6) to the French throne the
chroniclers declared in a grandiose way that the crown was reverting to
the Carolingian line, for the King's mother, Philip-Augustus' first wife,
Isabelle de Hainault, was descended from the counts of Namur who were linked
with the Carolingians. Gilles de Paris wrote a poem addressed to Louis
suggesting that he should take Charlemagne, his ancestor, as his model.1
Despite his lineage, however, Louis was not an impressive figure. The ¢
chronicler of Tours describes him as small and pale but very much the lettered

man, and Rigord dedicated his Gesta Philippi Augusti, William the Breton his

Philippide to him because of his love of learning.2 Matthew Paris commented
that he resembled his father very little.3 Probably this was because he
appeared somewhat more pious, and with a far greater interest in spiritual
affairs.u Yet in many ways his short reign marked a continuation of Philip's
policies, and this is true of his relationship with the church. He had a
firm grip on the political realities of the situation. Bishops and abbots
continued to act as royal councillors and to co-operate with the crown - it
was only with the Norman clergy that the king quarrelled over the issue of

5

military service.

1 L.VIII, pp.12-13; M.L.Colker, 'The Karolinus of Egidius Parisiensis',
Traditio, 1973, pp.199-325, esp. pp.204-5.
2 H.Fr. XVIII, 317; XVII, I, 118.
3 Paris, III, 82.
4 Le Nain de Tillemont, Vie de Saint Louis, Roi de France,
ed. J de Gaule, 6 vols, Paris, 1647-61 (=Tillemont), I,
k16,
5 LQVIII’ ppoq‘%-100 //;{“Y
h
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Louis' reign was brief in duration - 1223-6, and his unexpected
death provided many problems for his wife and young son in the government
of the realm. About 450 acts survive from his reign. Many of these were
the normal confirmations which important ecclesiastics and nobles would want
to acquire from a new sovereign. About 39% of the total went to the church
as a whole, and 26% to the monastic orders. It is probable that this high
proportion would have to be slightly reduced had Louis' reign been of longer
duration, as happened with Henry III.1 But even allowing for this, the king
was aware of the political importance of grants to monasteries, for a large
number of his acts were for houses outside the royal domain.2 Like Philip-
Augustus in Normandy,Louis helped to consolidate his position in the erstwhile
Angevin lands with well-placed grants. In Poitou the majority of these were
given to secular recipients, to individuals and towns, but he confirmed the
possessions of two powerful monasteries, St.-Jean-d'Angély and St.-Maixent, in

12245

This policy was more widely used in the South of France. Louis
VIII intervened in the Albigensian Crusade to become a crucially important
power in the Languedoc (1226). The church was a vital factor in the
domination of the region. Petit-Dutaillis writes: 'En réalit€ ce fut
le clergé méridional qui livra a Louis VIII les clefs du Languedoc hér'etique."+
One element in this relationship was the creation of close links with the
episcopate in the South, and the other, the use of grants made in a systematic

fashion to monasteries to spread royal influence.5

1 The figures are based on the acts in Petit-Dutaillis;
above, p. 42.

2 L.VIII, p.410.

3 L.VIII, no.135, p.t67; 1no.192, p.475.

b L.VIII, p.323.

5 L.VIII, pp.320-3; P.Belperron, La Croisade contre les

Albigeois et 1'Union du Languedoc 3 la France, Paris, 1843,
D380
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Pariage relationships aiming to subjugate the surrounding area were created
with the monasteries of St.-Antoine at Pamiers and St.-André at Avignon.

In both cases the towns and their fortifications were divided between the
king and the monks.1 Protections were also granted to Prouille, Saint
Dominic's foundation, and to the abbot of Grasse for his services in the
area.2 The clergy as well as the king were anxious for co-operation. The
abbot of Castres engineered the submission of the town and the surrounding
area, and the abbot of Belloc brought the king the obedience of the seigneur
and the commune of Puylaurent, the abbot of Feuillans, a promise of fidelity
from B. d'Aliou.3 The abbots of Feuillans and Saint-Gilles also worked for
the crown in their localities.h With the submission of the nobility the
power and influence of the French crown was thus made secure after the
widespread destruction. The attitude of Louis to the affair of the crusade
as a whoi; seems to have been an attempt to gain land and power for the crown
rather than to stamp out heresy. In this he was highly successful. He was
recognised by the Pope and the baronage as the heir of Amaury de Montfort,
which claim he enforced by the sword imn 1226, bringing the Trencavel lands
under his rule. Alfonso, his son, was to become count of Toulouse by his
marriage to Jeanne,heiress of the landj in 1271, their marriage being childless.
the county went to the king of France.

'The chief beneficiary of the Albigensian Crusade was

undoubtedly the French Crown'.5

In his grants to the monastic orders in his domains he was reasonably
generous to several royal abbeys. His major work was the completion of

his father's foundation of La Victoire, to which he granted lands.6

1 L.VIII, no.%420, p.504; nos.412-4, p.503.

2 L.VIII, no.406, p.502; no.403, p.502.

3 L.VIII, no.38#, p.500; 1no.38%, p.500; no.323, p.k93.

L L.XIéISI, nos408-11, 415-6, p.503; no.351, p.l96; no.368,

5 gél9e;ron .456; B.Hamilton, The Albigensian Crusade, Hist.Assn.

197%, pp.23, 29.
A ahove. nn. 204'5
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He left it £1,000 in his will and £4,000 to 40 other Victorine houses,

'Pro anniversario nostro faciendo'. A similar provision was made for 60

and £€,000 respectively
Premonstratensian and 60 Cistercian abbeys (£6,6200/for each order), and 20
houses of Cistercien nuns shared £2,OOO.1 The Premonstratensian house of
Joyenval was given &0 arpepts of woodland in 1224.2 It was, however, the
Cistercians as well as the Victorines who were the main recipients of grants.
Some Cistercian houses benefitted considerably from royal largesse. In
1226 Citeaux was given £200 rent from Béziers and Carcassonne, and in 1225,
Bonport was allowed 300 tonneaux of wine each year free from duty. The
king gave or confirmed a £19 rent to Chdalis for the anniversaries of
Philip-Augustus and the chancellor Warin. The Premonstratensian Silli was
given 60 acres in the forest of Gouffern (1224-5), Fontaine-Jean (Cistercian)
was granted land for a grange at Meun (1225).3 In 1215 Louis had given the
Cistercian house of St.-Antoine-des-Champs 40 arpents of woodland, probably
to celebrate the birth of the future Louis IX.'+ Other orders also benefitted.
The Benedictine Morienval, for example, was given the right of gathering dead
wood in 122#.5 The Hospitallers feceived a full confirmation of their
possessions in 1225,and in 1224, the commanderie at Corbeil was given a
rent of 50 measures of wheat. This was at the request of Queen Ingeborg,
who established 13 priests in their church to intercede for her family.6
The Templars, bankers of the crown, were less fortunate. They had to
recognise limitations upon their rights in Anjou and to relinquish claims

to a mill at La Rochelle (1224-5).7 At the beginning of the reign their

1 H.Fr. XVII, 310-11.
2 L.VIII, no.194, p.475.
3 L.VIII, no.428, p.505; 1no.259, p.k84; no.269, p.486;
no.216, p.478; 1no.198, p.476.
L H. Bonnardot, L'Abbaye Royale deSt.Antoine des Champs, Paris, 1882, p.2.
5 L.VIII, no.179, p.473.
6 gé;III, no.297, p.489; Le Roulx, no.1785, II, 320-1; no.1788, II,

7 L.VIII, no.286, p.488; no.201, p.476.
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Grand Master, William Chiteau, had to swear that the legacies of Philip-

Augustus to them would only be used to help the Holy Land.1

Louis followed his father in his interest in charity, and this
was to be continued by his wife Blanche of Castile and his son Louis IX.
In 1223 the king carried out the provisions of his father's will by granting
£1 a day to the poor of Paris.2 During a famine in 1225 he also gave generously

to the poor.3

In his own will he granted £3,000 to widows, orphans and as downe
for poor women, £10,000 to 2,000 leper-houses and £20,000 to the Domus Dei
foundations, £100 to each.u He was furthermore concerned that suitable
intercession should be provided for himself and his relatives. He asked that
after his death all his jewels should be sold and a Victorine house founded

with the proceeds - a grant that was eventually to be used in the foundation

> He created a chantry chapel at N8tre-Dame-de-Paris

of Cistercian Royaumont.
to intercede for himself and his son Philip who died before him (1225). The
chaplain was given £15 Par. rent each year, and Nétre-Dame itself, 100s. for

Philip's obit.6

Like Philip-Augustus, Louis VIII was well awre of the potential
political importance of monastic patronage, as his activities in the Languedoc
illustrate clearly. Yet he also manifested some generosity towards the
monastic orders, particularly to Citeaux and St.-Victor, and showed a concern

for charity. Some amelioration of the policy of Philip-Augustus, of giving

1 L.VIII, no.11, p.450 (1223).

2 H.Fr.XVII, 114-5; L.VIII, no.95, p.lt62.
H.Fr. XVIII, 307.

H.Fr. XVII, 310-11.

H,Fr,XVII, 202, below, Chapter V, section k.

[ NN B S,

L.VIII, no.258, p.484.
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money to the monastic orders only where it would benefit the crown in

a political sense, had occurred, although this was still a vitally important
consideration and was to remain so to some extent in the next reign. But a
new era in royal patronage of monasteries was dawning. Louis IX was, like
Henry III in England, highly generous to Citeaux, to the mendicants, to
charity, on a scale undreamt of by his predecessors, and which was on
occasions criticised by his contemporaries. Much of this has been attributed
to the influence of Blanche, his mother, yet perhaps also its beginnings, and
another guide and example, may be traced in the brief reign of his father,

Louis VIII.

2e Louis IX, Blanche of Castile and the Church

Louis IX came to the throne of France aged 12, and his mother, Blanche,
regent during the early years of his reign, exercised a strong and continuous
influence over him until her death in 1252. From her Castillian background
Blanche had gained a deep feeling for religion, but she also took a firm line
against the clergy where the political interests of the Crown were involved.

'Son exceptionelle pi&té n'empécha pas la Reine Blanche

d'agir, a 1'€gard du clergé, exactement comme ses

prédécesseurs avaient fait'. 1
Thus in 1230 she ordered the occupation of the bishopric of Beauvais because
Miles de Nanteuil, the bishop, had been fighting in Spoleto for two years.
She also disagreed with Thibaud d'Amiens, and his successor, Maurice,
Archbishop of Rouen, about the amount of competence they should afford to

the king's justice, and in 1232 seized the temporalities of the diocese.

Despite Papal strictures and episcopal Interdicts, in neither case was much

1 Lavisse, III (2) - C.V. Langlois,_Saint Louis, Philippe le Bel,
les Derniers Capétiens Directs, Paris, 1901, PP-16-17.
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conceded to the church. Regalian rights were firmly upheld during vacancies,
and churches given protection; for example in 1230, Gautier, seigneur of
Autremencourt, was forced to make reparation to the bishop for damages done
at Laon.1 The Grand Master of the Hospital, Warin, was chancellor and bishop

of Senlis, and Blanche used many ecclesiastics as counsellors and advisors.

This attitude to church government was followed by Louis who
throughout his reign maintained firmly that the church's powers should be
limited in secular affairs.2 In 1235 he was involved in a dispute between
the archbishop and the burgesses of Reims; his refusal to implement this
prelate's excommunication of the townsfolk unless the affair was reviewed by
the secular courts led to complaints by French ecclesiastics and Pope Gregory
IX. The Papal need for French alliance against Frederick II, however,
prevented the church's point of view from being strongly emphasised, and the

3

crown emerged the victor. Joinville's descriptions of an interchange
between king and clergy later in the reign, when Louis again refused to use
the secular arm to enforce excommunication, shows that this was a constant
royal policy.h As late as 1270, the king threatened to seize the goods

of the Bishop of Clermont because he had refused to obey the royal laws;

he had issued a debased coinage and excommunicated those who would not
accept it.5 The Pragmatic Sanction, a forgery attributed to Louis in the
fifteenth century, showed the king legislating for the French church as a

whole. This is a blatant exaggeration of the amount of control he exercised;

nevertheless, in 1247 the king did support the grievances of a group of

1 E. Berger, Histoire de Blanche de Castille, Reine de France,
Paris, 1895, (=Berger), pp.276~7, 279-05.

2 eg. for a general view: M. Bloch, La France sous les Derniers
Capétiens, 1223-1328, Paris, 1958, pp.50-1.

3 M.W. Labarge, Saint Louis, London, 1968, (=Labarge), pp.81-3;
Tillemont, II, 262-71.
L Histoire de Saint Louis de Jean, Sire de Joinville, ed.N.de Wailly,

Paris, 1663, (=Joinville), pp.22-3.

5 Labarge, pp.92-3.
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barons - against the financial exactions of the Pope and Papal appointments

to benefices - at the Curia. This is highly indicative of his view upon

the place of the church in society. He did not claim to govern the church,

but he claimed that ecclesiastical temporalities belonged ultimately to the
king, and that he could in times of need use church property as if it was

his own.1 Yet he upheld and respected the spiritual role of the papacy,

and gave Gregory IX and Innocent IV some temporal support against Frederick

II. He also went on Crusade from 1248-54 and in 1270. Joinville's accounts
of these expeditions highlight some lack of military competence in the king

but also his sense of piety and Christian devotion.2 His attitude to his

own position is well summed up by the Dominican Etienne de Bourbon. He tells
of how Louis, when critically ill in 1244, declared that he, the richest and most
powerful king on earth, was not able to snatch one extra hour of life.3
Another anecdote told by Etienne, of the young king disguising himself as a
servant to give alms to the poor, again underlines Louis's sense of pious
humil:i.t‘;y.liL It was this trait bequeathed by Blanche and added to his own natural
inclinations towards the religious life, which made Louis a figure who

impressed his contemporaries deeply, and gave his candidature for sainthood

its convincing quality.

The process of Louis' canonisation, examined by ten popes from 1272
until 1297, when it was passed by Boniface VIII as a move for political
reconciliation with Philip IV,5 was supported by many testimonies and by

the accounts of his life and miracles written by William of St.-Pathus,

1 Paris, VI, 131-2; Labarge, pp.92-3; Lavisse, III (2),
63-6.

2 Joinville, pp.39-233, 262-7.

3 Anecdotes Historiques .. d'Etienne de Bourbon, ed. A. Lecoy

de la Marche, Paris, 1877, (=Etienne), p.63.
i Etienne, p.443.

5 Labarge, pp.246-8.
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a former confessor of Queen Margaret and a Franciscan friar. He wrote

a French Life of Louis ¢.1302-3. This, together with the nearly contemporary
account of Geoffrey de Beaulieu (d. 331275), the writings of William of

Nangis (c.1300), a monk of St.-Denis (early fourteenth century), and the
memoirs of the Lord of Joinville (1272-1309), furnishes the principal evidence
about the king written by people who had known him.1 Yet the political
reasons for his canonisation and the hagiographical traditions into which

many accounts fall, might seem to obscure any pictures of Louis as a man;

as a cardboard saint he would not appear a wholly convincing figure. Many
records from his reign, however, such as letters, royal accounts and royal
charters, indicate that accounts of his piety, and his concern for charity,
the poor and the religious orders, his great devotion for masses, sermons and
relics, had a very real basis.2 Nor, as has been shown, did his piety clash
with his firm control of the ecclesiastical hierarchy in political matters.
Furthermore, the early chronicles and memoirs give insights into the personality

of the king which bring him very much to life.

Louis' great interest in religion has been treated fully by
hagiographers and by historians from his own time onwards.3 It is clear that
it was much admired but also that his attitude was considered somewhat unusual
in a king. His frequent hearing of masses and the canonical hours, his
communicating six times each year, his ascetic practices such as the wearing
of a hair shirt, and his avowed interest in the way of life of the friars,
together with his modest mien and humble dress, struck some contemporaries

as out of keeping with royal state.l+ It was also a marked contrast to the

1 Joinville; HJFr.XX; William of St.-Pathus, La Vie et les
Miracles de Monseigneur Saint Louis, ed. M.C.d'Espagne, Paris,
1971, (=St.-Pathus).

2 Some of these aspects of Louis' interest in religion are discussed
below; charity, Chapter V, section 5; relics, Chapter V,
section 7.

Chronicles as above, Tillemont, Labarge, Lavisse, etc.
L St.-Pathus, pp.33-6.

W
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behaviour of previous French kings, and joined with his mindfulness of

the political interests of the Crown, his own occasional compromises with
the Papacy, and his taxation of the church, brought him a certain degree of
criticism on both sides.1 Yet this royal lifestyle was not without its
imitators. Henry III's desire to emulate his brother-in-law led to the
gently comic scene in Paris in 1262, when Henry III heard so many masses
between St.-Germain-en-Laye and the royal palace that the Parlement,

which he was attending by virtue of his Gascon lands, was unable to meet
because of his tardy arrival. Even Louis' orders for the removal of all

the priests on the route the next day were not wholly effective. The account
of these events also reports the conversation of the two kings. Louis asked
Henry why he liked to hear so many masses, and Henry riposted with 'Et quid
vos praedicationes?' Louis replied that he liked to hear his creator spoken
of as often as possible; Henry then remarked 'Et mihi valde dulcius et

salubrius ipsum pluries videre quam de ipso audire'.2

Henry's admiration for Louis also extended to politics and to
building. The political power of the French crown was undeniably strong.
By the Treaty of Paris in 1259 Henry's right to Gascony had been recognised
in return for his abandonment of the English claims to Normandy, Maine,
Anjou, Touraine and Poitou - a highly equitable and much respected settlement.
Both Henry and the barons of England were willing to submit their case to
Louis in 1264 for arbitration, although in fact it was doubtful whether his
interventions proved in any way constructive in the long run.3 Henry also

tried to imitate Louis in his construction of Westminster Abbey in the court

1 Joinville, pp.241-2.

2 ed.M. Champolléon-Figéac, Lettres de Rois, Reines et Autres
Personnages des Cours de France et d'Angleterre, I, Paris,
1839, pp.140-2.

3 Labarge, pp.191-203.
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style; it was, however, a fq?ade to cover political weakness rather
than any manifestation of royal strength. But it was indicative that
the French court style was, like the French king himself, admired and

imitated throughout Europe.1

The court style as a genre of building cohered from various styles
of the Ile de France manifested in St.-Denis, Royaumont and St.-Germain-en-
Laye early in Louis' reign. It became the distinctive style of the court
because of the large number of important and specifically royal buildings
which were created in this manner from abbeys like Le Lys and Maubuisson,
to hospitals and friaries like Fontainebleau and Compiégne. The king also
gave money towards other building operations, such as the Cathedral at Tours
in the 1230s and 12405,2 and other great royal cathedrals, Amiens, Reims,
Beauvais, NOtre-Dame-~de-Paris, played an important part in the formation
and the dissemination of the style. Joinville's description of the king
building churches and monasteries throughout France from the time of his
accession, indeed, sums up the role of the crown in the creation of the style.

3

Its culmination was reached in the Sainte-Chapelle. This was an important
building architecturally, but also because it was designed to hold relics
including the True Cross and the Crown of Thorns. Thus it stood as a symbol

of royal power, its sanctification by God, and at the same time the special

place of the French people as custodians of these holy remains.

to sema extent .
The royal power over the French church wassreflected in the continued

appeals from ecclesiastics for royal justice. The Enguétes, surviving from

P land-disputes.ete,
1255, are full of the regulation of cases involving ecclesiastics and the

1 R. Branner, St.Louis and the Court Style in Gothic
Architecture, London, 1965, (=Branner).

2 F. Salat, La Cathfdrale de Tours, Paris, 1948, pp.7-10.

3 Joinville, p.257, and for the Sainte-Chapelle, below,

Chapter V, section 7.
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religious orders. The nuns of Fontevrault are re-affirmed a pension of
£6 in 1255, and in the same year two measures of oats were confirmed to

LY

the prior of St.-~Loup-de-Cérans against the protests of local men.
dispute between the Count of Blois and the Hospitallers over the justice of
Villefranche settled that the tenant of the count held high justice and
the Hospitallers the low.a The king had a reputation for impartial justice,
and in 1256 he allowed that the bishop of Orleans should hold the fief of

3

'Trugmacum' against royal claims. A high proportion of the cases involved
ecclesiastical corporations throughout France, and here is a vivid proof
that the work of Louis VI and Louis VII of encouraging appeals, and of
Philip-Augustus in developing a judicial system to deal with them, had come

to fruition.

The king issued justice to the religious orders, but he also
distributed largesse to them on a wide scale., This was done through pensions
and through charters granting land and privileges, as well as money for
buildings. William of St.-Pathus estimated that Louis spent about £7,000
each year in charitable donations to monks and friars, and that he gave extra
gifts of clothes and food. Each year he also distributed 60,000 herrings
amongst the religious orders.l+ The sum total, William continues, for all
the hospitals and friaries he built was more than £200,000 Tournois. When
his counsellors reproached him for this excessive expenditure, he replied
that God had given him all he had and what was handed out in this way was

given to the best use.5 William adds that Royaumont cost more than £100,000

1 ed. le Comte Beugnot, Les Olim ou Registres des Arréts, I,
1254-73, Paris, 1839, (=01im), p-l.

2 0Olim, pp.5-6.

3 Olim, p.6.

L St.-Pathus, pp.60-1.
5 St.-Pathus, pp.62-3.



and the Sainte-Chapelle more than £40,000 Tournois.1

The royal accounts confirm that the king was lavish in his donations.
From the household, perhaps between 10% and 24¥% of the total outlay went to
charitable donations in 1256-7.2 Furthermore, considerable sums were
transferred in pensions. The baillis and prévots were given allowances for
these in their accounts to the Temple, the royal financial bureau. The full
amount of money allowed by the king each year cannot be calculated,for only
fragmentary remains of the accounts are still extant, and the individual details
of expenditure in these are not always given. But the pattern of royal
pensions in certain areas at particular times can be traced, and, indeed,
provide an important insight into Louis' monastic patronage. The accounts
for the Ascension Term of 1248, for example, give a particularly full analysis
of the expenses of the prévots for Paris and Tours. In Paris,3 the full
allowance for the year was £1,137-8s-4d. Parisis for the third of the year;
pensions and gifts to monastic houses, royal chapels and the Inquisitors
absorb about £396 or 35%; most of these are payments for the term only, so
this would seem to be a representative sample of an account of one terme The
length of time involved is 136 days; therefore nearly £3 a day is allowed
in pensions for Paris alone. Later in the reign, with extra gifts to
hospitals and friaries this would be even higher, although the proviso must
be added that some of these rents may have paid for lands or rights granted
to the king, ie. with a return. £240 of the total, or about 60% goes to

/‘.u to Bag Héted -Pien , aInd 4
charity, much of this,£80 to St.-Lazare, as in 1202-3 - and only £56-10s. to

1 St.-Pathus, pp.4t0, 38.
2 below, pp. 250-1.

3 H.Fr.XXI, 261-3.

L Budget, p.98.
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chaplains and the Inquisition - about 14%. The remaining sum, about £100,
goes in pensions to the monastic houses. The situation reflects very
closely the pattern in Philip-Augustus' accounts, where large sums from
Paris were given to charity. The Tours accounts1show a different picture.
The total allowed here was £1,275-7s-5d Tours, and pensions and allied
expenses were responsible for £223-6s-6d., or about 18%. This would amount
to about £1-12s Tours each day during the term, although many of the pensions

were paid out pro medietate and not pro tertio. The total for the year,

taking these into account, would amount to £346-9s, or a little under £1 a
day; yet this might again need to be adjusted and increased by the expenses -
the lights for St.-Maurice at Tours, and the Inquisitor's grants, which

appear only once for the year and might have parallels in other terms. Of
the £223-6s5-8d only £19-6s-6d goes to charity - to the lepers of Chinon;

this is about 8% . £75 for half a year, however, is allowed to the
Grandmontine cellae of Bois-Rahier and Pommier-Aigre ~ 34%. Clearly their
Plantagenet connections, whether real or forged, were standing them in good
stead. Fontevrault received £35 for half the year, or 16%,while £33-4s went
to the Templars and the Dominicans and the rest to other monasteries. The
payments to Fontevrault, to the Grandmontine houses, to the lepers of Chinon,
and the £2.10s grant to the Templars may reflect Plantagenet grants taken over

by the Capetians, and their consistent payment pro medietate - although this

also occurs in isolated cases in the accounts from other regions - may reflect

a continuation of Anglo-Angevin administrative patterms.

The account for Evreux is somewhat less full.2 Some of the entries

occurring in Philip-Augustus' 1202-3 account again recur here. The grant

1 H.Fr.XXI, 280-1.

2 H.Fr.XXI, 266-7 and Budget, p.97.
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of 100s for the anniversary of the count who ceded the Evreyin is continued,
as is also the pension for the H8tel-Dieu. The nuns of St.-Sauveur have
had their grant severely reduced, while St.-Taurin does not appear at all,
and Savigny joins the list with 4Os. Tours. Nearly a quarter of the expenses
go to religious houses. In Mantes, by contrast, £95-10s from the £111-14s~10d
allowed is expended in this way; a very high proportion.1 This, however,
appears to be an exception. In many accounts no details appear; thus no
general overall percentage of royal allowances on pensions can be calculated.
The relatively full sections which do exist, however, indicate that it was
often a high proportion, perhaps between one fifth and a quarter of all
expenses - although in some cases the crown was gaining land or rights in
return. This kind of estimate falls into line with the amount spent on alms
from the royal household accounts, yet these figures can give no guide to

the proportion of royal income as a whole paid out to the religious orders
and to charity. They cannot include the incidental expenses, either on
building works and charity, or more important and more costly, on warfare.
The royal accounts indicate that more than one million pounds Parisis was
spent on Louis' first crusade in the period 1251-2 alone.2 Nor can they
include extra royal receipts, such as taxation and feudal dues. They do
imply, however, that a very much higher proportion of the royal income was
going to the religious orders than in the reigns of Louis' predecessors.

The king gave them greater amounts of money, he also gave more lands and
privileges, and founded many monasteries, friaries and hospitals. For the

orders he favoured, his reign, it would seem, was a golden age.

1 H.Fr.XXI, 266.

2 H.Fr.XXI, 515.
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2. Louis IX, Blanche of Castile, and the Religious Orders,

some Foundations and Donations.

Blanche and Louis founded between them a considerable number of
abbeys, priories, friaries, chapels and hospitals, and they gave help with
grants of land, money and privileges to a multitude of others. Early
in the reign they created three Cistercian abbeys, Royaumont, Le Lys and
Maubuisson,1 for Blanche had gained a strong interest in the White Monks
and Nuns from her Castillian upbringing. She also influenced Louis in her
interest in charity, and the king founded or refounded three hospitals at
Vernon, Pontoise and Compidgne, as well as helping many others; his charitable
interests also gave him a strong involvement with the mendicants, of which
he was a vitally important patron. He gave help to the University of Paris
helping to found the College of the Sorbonne,2 and created a number of royal
chapels. The most important of these was the Sainte-Chapelle, to intercede
for himself and to house royal relics. St.-Denis was rebuilt in addition
as the royal mausoleum. These were perhaps his strongest interests, and are
discussed below in some detail. But the king also founded houses for the
Carthusians and the Victorines, and he continued to give charters to the
other monastic orders. Yet it is striking that the Augustinians, the
Premonstratensians, the Military Orders, and many of the old Benedictine
and Cluniac foundations suffered by contrast with the favour shown to the

Cistercians and the Mendicants.

The Carthusians, however, maintained their favour with the crown,

and Louis moved an existing foundation from Gentilly to Vauvert: ‘'locum aptum

1 below, Chapter V, section 4.

2 below, Chapter V, sections 5 and 6.
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et ad vivendum sufficientibus providit'.1 In a charter of 1259 he grants
them a site as they have requested, with five measures of wheat from Gonesse,
and confirms the house and the lands at Gentilly.2 The land was in the
parish of St.-Severine, and in 1260 Vauvert was ruled by the bishop of Paris
to hold parochial rights over its own lands against the claims of the parish
church.3 In 1226, Pope Clement IV confirmed the foundation.4 The church
was by this time under construction although it was not completed until 1310,
The expense was borne in part by Louis himself. The style of the house was
simple and unvaulted, but according to Millin's engraving, it had the
four-lancet window in the West wall which put it within the ambience of

5 6

the Court style. In his will Louis left the '"new house near Paris' £100.

The Victorine Congregation profited somewhat from his reign.
Ste.-Geneviéve, for example, was given lands in 1258,7 and the mother-house,
the affirmation of its rights over wine-tithes in 1256, and an exchange in
1229.8 The prayer list, ¢.1260, for the priory of St.- Catherine-de-la-Couture,
the mother house of the Victorine group, the Val d'Ecoliers, says that Louis
IX built their house in memory of Philip-Augustus' victory and also of
Louis VIII:

‘et primum lapidem posuit, et donavit eam qualibet die

de triginta denariis, percipiendis quolibet anno tribus
terminis',

1 H.Fr.XX, 11; Tillemont, IV, 204-5.

2 AN.K 182, no.66; Tardif, no.336, p.349; Obit.Sens I (2),
702,

3 M.Félibien, Histoire de la Ville de Paris, ed. D.G. Lobineau,

Paris, 1725, (= Félibien), 11, 228-30.
Félibien, III, 230.

Branner, p.90; Félibien, I, 368-9.
Layettes, IV, 419-21, no.5638.

Gallia, VII, inst. 246.

o 3 O Uun

Tardif, no.798, p.346; 1no.826, p.348.



He furthermore granted a £20 pension, a measure of wheat, and 2,000

herrings for a brother to say a Requiem Mass each day. This took place

in 1229, The necrology also mentions Blanche for granting £30, but

likewise Geoffrey, Bishop of Le Mans, for £60, and Henry de Grossey, Archdeacon
of Reims, for £200.1 The house seems in reality to have been built on the
initiative of a group of serjéants from Bouvines, according to a letter of

1229 of the bishop of Paris, which confirms its foundation.2 By this time

the church had been completed.s The authors of the Gallia Christiana also

mention that William, a Templar, built the refectory, the hospital and

school and gave the choir stalls, while another Templar, Jean de Millai, who
gave most of the lands, paid for the dormitory and cloister; the king's
almoner, Herbert, financed the enclosure. The archives of the house are thin

3

on royal charters, although the foundation was clearly well endowed.

In 1229 St.-Catherine was grantéd to the Victorine Ste.-Geneviéve,
and may have been used by Blanche in connection with the wishes of Philip-
Augustus and Louis VIII to have Victorine houses founded in their memories.
The money which the Queen gave to St.-Catherine was perhaps an attempt to
placate the abbot of St.-Victor, an executor of Louis' will. A similar grant
she made to the Victorine Ivernaux, founded in 1218, may have been a parallel
to this, and may also underlie the tradition that Ivernaux was created in
fulfillment of Louis VIII's will.l+ Few other benefits, however, went to
the order. The abbot of St.-Victor assisted Louis in setting up the chapel

> St.-Victor

of St.-Guénard at Corbeil, but it was served by the Dominicans.
thus no longer enjoyed the same prestige with the crown as in the time of

the king's father and grandfather., For although Louis VIII had asked for

1 Obit.Sens. I (2), 646; Gallia, VII, 851; Tillemont, II, 29.
2 Gallja, VII, 851.

eg. AN.L. 919.

Branner, p.32.
Bonnard, p.318.

uF W
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a Victorine house to be created in his memory his wife and son founded

a monastery of a different order, the Cistercians, in fulfillment of this
provision. Yet the links of Louis IX and St.-Victor have an interesting
postscript. In 1303 Philip IV founded the abbey of Royallieu at Neuville-
au~Bois, which he dedicated to the canonised king. The religious were

Victorine canons from the Val d'Ecole.1

The relations of the Victorines with the crown are paralleled
more strikingly by the orders, who seem to have suffered from the favour
shown to the Cistercians, the mendicants and the hospitals. Although Louis
declared that he had a special affection for the Premonstratensians, and in
1231 gave their goods full protection,2 this was given little further practical
proof. Indeed, apart from some interest in the houses of Abbecourt and
Joyenval, the latter to which he gave land for a mill at Pontoise in 1228,3
his main gifts appear to have been made in his will, where he gave each abbey

£60."

The Templars and Hospitallers played an important rdle in the crusades,
as Joinville's accounts show, although the disputes between the orders
complicated the relations of Christian princes and their diplomacy with the

5

Moslems. The royal treasury remained at the Paris Temple and some royal
treasurers - Jean de Milli (1228-36) and Gilles (1236-50) were members of

the order.6 Royal accounts for the household, the baillis and sénéschaux,

1 P.Guynemer, Cartulaire de Royallieu, Compiégne, 1911, p.vi;
Gallia, IV, 1080.

2 J.le Paige, Bibliotheca Praemonstratensis Ordinis, Paris, 1633,
III, 761.

3 E. Marténe & A.Durand, Veterum scriptorum et Monumentum, Paris,

1724-33, (=Vet.Mon.),I, 121G.

L M.A. Dimier, 'Saint Louis et Prémontré', Analecta Praemonstratensiana,
42, 1970, pr. 139-49; Layettes, IV, 419-21, no. 5638,
5 Tillemont, III, 25-7. Thus in 1239-40 the king of Aragon and

the Templars made a treaty with the Sultan of Damascus and the
Hospitallers and Richard of Cornwall a pact with the Egyptianms.

6 ‘Templiers', pp.41, 61.
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and for extra expenses such as the building of Maubuisson were drawn up

here, and the Temple also acted as a royal bank; 15,000 marks' debt was

paid out to Henry III in 1259, for example.1 The Temple itself was

partially rebuilt in the Court style during the 124052 although royal
contributions were probably not very great. Neither Templars nor Hospitallers
seem to have benefitted from Louis' reign, apart from a few confirmations to

both orders and a grant of freedom from dues to the Hospitallers in 1269.3

The Grandmontines promised to celebrate masses for Louis and his
family in 1257, perhaps in response to a favourable answer to their request
of 1255, for the restitution of a wood taken away from them by Philip-Augustus.4
Also in 1255, Louis confirmed the possessions of the cella of Louye.5 This was
the pattern which typified royal grants to Benedictine, Cluniac and Augustinian
houses. Occasional gifts were made but confirmations and protections were the
usual pattern. Some Norman monasteries may serve as examples. In 1263
Le Bec-Hellouin was given a grant of wood to use in its rebuilding; in 1259
Jumidges a small parcel of land; and in 1258-9, Le Pré 21 acres in return
for a rent. Many other houses in the area, however, were given no more than
confirmations and safeguards.6 Yet by contrast the Norman Cistercians were
given lavish endowments, as at Le Trésor; a Dominican convent was founded
at Rouen and a hospital at Vernon. This pattern was paralleled elsewhere.
St.-Denis was the only Benedictine house in the Paris area to benefit

conspicuously from Louis, yet his support of many other orders in this area

1 '"Templiers', pp.41-7.

2 Branner, p.72.

3 Le Roulx, III, nos.3369, 3303; Layettes, II, 455, no.2936.
4 Layettes, III, 387-8, no.4381; III, 275, no.k219.

U

Vet.Mon. I, 1333.

6 CN, no.697, p.151; mno.614, p.116; 1no.610, p.115 et passim.



was particularly generous. The Languedocian monasteries also received
very little. In 1253, for example, Louis made a composition with the
Abbot of Grasse for lands supposedly given to it by Louis VIII. The king
was to hold these and the abbot was to receive an annual pension of £300
Tours in compensation.1 Land was also wrested from the community of

Psalmodi for the site of the royal fortified town at Aigues-Mortes.2

It is clear, then, that with orders he did not conspicuously
favour, Louis IX maintained the same pragmatic relationship at his predecessors -
particularly Philip-Augustus and Louis VIII - parting with little and often
in exchange for lands and rents, but granting safeguards and dispensing
Justice to maintain his influence. Yet unlike these kings, to orders he
did favour he was often exceedingly generous, on a scale undreamt of by
the earlier Capetian kings; one reason why he was able to do this was the

great expansion in royal resources.

4, Louis IX, Blanche of Castile and the Cistercians.

In the strong interest that Louis IX took in the Cistercian order
he was following the example of his mother, Blanche of Castile, and to
some extent that of his father Louis VIII. Blanche had spent her early
years in the Court of Castile, and her father, Alfonso VIII, and her
mother had founded several Cistercian houses - Bonaval (1164), Matallana
(1174), Ovila (1175-86), and, most important, Las Huelgas, c.1187, a
Cistercian nunnery at Burgos.3 This was to be a symbol of Castile and
their mausoleum. Blanche continued these traditions in France. She may
have influenced Louis VIII in favour of the White Monks, and certainly

did so in the case of Louis IX.

1 Gallia, VI, inst. 434-6,
2 Gallia, VI, inst. 202.

3 M.A.Dimier,Saint Louis et Citeaux, Paris, 1954, (=Dimier), p.10.
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In 1222 Blanche became a prayer-associate of Citeaux, while both
she and Louis VIII were remembered as special patrons of the order.1
The Cistercians interceded for the king and his family with many prayers
and masses. In 1244, for example, the General Chapter decreed:
'Scribatur per abbatias Ordinis nostri in regno Framnciae in
margine iuxta primum memento propria nomina regis et
reginae Franciae Ludovici et Blanchae, ut de ipsis habeatur
memoria specialis'. 2
Amniversaries for the king's ancestors were founded at Fontenay (1253-63),
3

and an exemption from toll granted in return,” and in 1239, Louis and his
wife Margaret went to the abbot of Vaux-de-Cernmay asking for his prayers to
remedy five years of childless marr:i.age.l+ In 1240, at the king's request,
the General Chapter laid down the day for celebrating the feast of the Crown
5

of Thorns. The prayers of the order were thus valued by Blanche and by
Louis IX very highly. But the Cistercians also rendered them valuable
services in other ways. In 1229, Br example, the abbot of Citeaux acted as

a peace negotiator with Henry III of England, while in 1268 the order as a

whole provided £20,000 for the Crusade.6

Louis and Blanche in return took their duties as patrons very
seriously. Matthew Paris called the king 'Ordinis Cisterciensis zelator

et protector'.7 He on occasions attended the General Chapter, as, for

1 Layettes, I, 556, no.1557; Canivez, II, 274, no.lk.

2 Canivez, II, 78, no.17; II, 170, no.12; II, 187, no.11.
3 Dimier, p.19%, no.408.

4 Gallia, VII, 890.

5 Canivez, II, 216, no.3.

6 Dimier, pp.26-7; p.201.

7 Paris, V, 59.



example, in 1244, when Blanche was there also.! 1In 1264, he supervised
the reform of the Cistercian organisation, and in 1241 put great pressure
on Frederick II to secure his release of several French Cistercian abbots.
These the Emperor had captured while they were on their way to the Papal
Council at Rome.2 The Cistercians thus enjoyed greater favour with the
French crown, particularly in the early years of the reign, than at any time

since the day of Louis VI and Louis VII.

As well as giving the Cistercians protection and intervening in
their internal affairs, Louis fulfilled another function of the patron,
that of granting material benefits, with great open-handedness. He and
Blanche founded three houses and helped several others. Other members of
his family also supported the order. One brother, Alfonse of Poitiers,bdptdtb
found a college of Bernardines and granted it to Cfaitvawxin 1245, while
another, Charles of Anjou, created the Cistercian abbeys of Realvalle and

3

Vittoria in his Southern Italian Kingdom. Constant gifts were made by

the king and his mother. The hougehold expenses of 1234 show that Blanche
made generous donations to houses of Cistercian nuns during the peregrinations
of the Court, £8, for example, to Villencourt. Louis himself confirmed the
freedom of tolls for the order given by Louis VI (1239), and a safeguard

for several houses given by Philip-Augustus (1258).4 Houses in outlying
parts of France were given protection as under the king's predecessors.
In'g.1245, for example, the abbey of Villelongue near Carcassonne was given

5

an order for the restitution of its rights which the Albigensians had usurped.

1 Anec.IV, 1382; Tillemont, III, 54-5.

2 Dimier, pp.34-5, 40-52.

3 Dimier, pp.125-6; Paris, IV, 257, and below, pp. 313-4,
n Berger, Blanche, pp.318-9; Dimier, p.164%, no.91; p.183,

no.289; H.Fr. XXI, 241.

5 Gallia, VI, 1020.
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Many Cistercian abbeys received protections of their goods and rights -
for example, St.-André-en-Gouffern (1248); Ourscamp was given protection
for its property in 1230, while in 1248 the foundation of an abbey,

La-Clarté-Dieu, was approved by the king.1

Some houses were given generous donations by the king and his
mother - and this shows a marked contrast with the restricted gifts of
Philip-Augustus. Clteaux received a confirmation in 1228, and in 1244 a
rent of £120 Parisis for the expenses of the Chapter; Blanche added £40.2
Pontigny was allowed various exemptions in 1248,3 and Port-Royal was exempted
from dues in 1244, and given £50 Tournois rent in ‘1211-8.1+ The abbey of
Le Trésor in Normandy, which later incorrectly claimed Louis as its founder,
received from the king 41 acres of land at Bois-Roger (1242), six arpents
of vineyard (1243) a grant of mortmain (1248) and 90 acres of woodland (1250),
together with £50 rent per annum from Blanche (1243), to which she added,
in 1246, 5s. a day and 100s. each year, for the anniversaries of herself and

5

Louis. L'Epau, the foundation of Berengaria, widow of Richard I, was
helped considerably by the king. In 1228 he gave this queen land for the
house, while in 1230 a confirmation of the foundation was issued which shows
that he had granted the site and a pension of £50 Tours, and the privilege
of taking dead wood from the royal forest of 'Longus Alnetus'.6 The King
and Blanche were present at the consecration of Longpont (1227), and granted

7

it pasturage (1236) and a confirmation.

1 Dimier, p.175, no.204; pp.158-9, nos.36, 39; Gallia, XIV, 327.
2 Tillemont, I, 487-8; III, 55-6.

3 Dimier, p.176, no.209.

L Gallia, VII, instr. 105-8.

5 G.A. Poulain, Les S€jours de Saint Louis en Normandie, Rouen,

1957 (=Poulain), pp.106-8; Tillemont, I, 436-7; AD Eure
H.1368, H.1380.

6 BN MS Lat. 1712k, ££.26-29, see below, charters; Appendix III, Nos.9-10,

and above pp. 139-40.
7 Tillemont, I, 476, IV, 114; Dimier, p.163, no.81.
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St.-Antoine-des-Champs, although not a royal foundation, also
benefitted greatly from royal generosity. The site for its church and
further lands were granted in 1227, and in 1233 Louis was present at its
dedication. In 1248 it was granted mortmain in all its possessions, and
in 1258 full exemption from custom throughout France.1 La Joie was also
granted part of its site in 1230, on the request of Philip of Nemours, and
the nuns were allowed to gather dead wood (1234). It received confirmations
in 1240 and 1248, a rent of Ss. Parisis each day, in 1248, and a safeguard
in 1269.2 Blanche gained the credit for the foundation of another house,

Biaches, near Péronne, €.1236. The Gallia Christiana, however, suggests

that the house was established by Peter Quercus, a canon, and a citizen
of Péronne, Fursey Botte, and was confirmed by Louis IX in May, 1236.3

In September, 1236, the General Chapter agreed to the request of Blanche
and Louis IX to found a Cistercian nunnery near to Péronne; the site was
inspected by the abbots of Preuilly and Barbeaux, and the chapter allowed
that the affiliation could take place without delay.4 This, then, was
the 'foundation' process. In 1237, Louis gave another confirmation,5 but

the Crown evidently gained more credit than was due to it from this transaction.

As well as grants of money and estates, Louis gave relics to some

houses. Vaucelles was granted a thorn from the Crown (1261), and Chaalis

1 Gallia, VII, 899-901, inst. 100, 107.

2 Gallia, XII, inst.67; Dimier, p.160, no.55; p.174, no.92;
P«175, n0.203; p.193, no.lt02.

3 Gallia, IX, 1138; Dimier, p.162, no.75.

L Canivez, II, 155, no.2; 166, no.60.

5 Gallia, IX, 1138; Dimier, p.163, no.8k.
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some relics of the Theban legions.1 Louis attended two tramnslations of

Saint Edmund at Pontigny, and took a great interest in the ceremonies there.2

But the links of Blanche and Louis and the Cistercians were manifested
most obviously by the foundation of the abbeys of Royaumont, Le Lys and
Maubuisson. Royaumont was the first and the most prestigious. ILouis VIII
had asked for a Victorine house to be founded in his memory, financed by
the proceeds of the sale of all his jewels, but Blanche decided to convert
this to a Cistercian house. It was sited near Asniéres-s-Oise, a royal
village for which Louis had had a particular affection. The land for the
house, Cuimont, was bought from the priory of the Paraclete, St.-Martin-de-
Borrenc, in 1228, and the transaction was confirmed by the bishop of Beauvais

and the abbess of the Paraclete.3

They changed the name of the site from
Cuimont to Royaumont, and Louis gave a charter of foundation. This stated
that the house was to be endowed with its domain land with full rights and
appurtenances, and given freedom from custom. It was to possess a mill,

the wood of 'Bornesius' of 302 arpents, an annual pension of £56 from Beaumont
and £50 from Pont-St.-Maxence, and large grants of wine and wheat. The dues
were to be paid on the anniversary of the death of Louis VIII.I+ At the same
time Louis confirmed donations made to the house by other benefactors.5 In
1229 he granted the grange of Lys which he had bought from the abbot of Senlis,

and added a man, and four measures of oats.6 By this time the first monks

from Citeaux had been installed.

1 Dimier, pp.103, 109,

2 Dimier, pp.114-8.

3 BN MS Lat. 9166, f£f.8-9; Tillemont, I, 490-2; M.A. Dimier,
'Saint Louis et Royaumont, Le siécle de Saint Louis, Paris, 1970,
pp.275-80.

L H. Duclos, Histoire de Royaumont, sa fondation par Saint Louis et

son Influence sur la France, I, Paris, 1867, (=Duclos), pp.32-7,
>5:  Gallia, X, 042, inst. 265; BN MS Lat.9166, f.1.

5 BN MS Lat. 9166, f.5.
BN MS Lat.S5472, f.11.



The king helped with the building of the house itself,1 and this
was effected with such rapidity that the consecration took place in 1235.
The plan was based on Longpont, where Louis and Blanche had attended the
consecration in 1227; the work itself was of high quality, and in a style
based very much on contemporary Parisian notions, but with a restraint and
a Puritanism typically Cistercian. Thus the mouldings, the bar tracery
were representative of the contemporary Ile de France, but the capitals were
plainly ornamented, and single lancets were used on the lowest window levels
as well as the more advanced double lancets with a single oculus.2 Branner
suggests that it was executed by a man well versed in local ecclesiastical

designs.3

The remaining fragments, parts of the cloister and the crossing
and the intact chapter-house, give some idea of the fineness of the original
building. William of Nangis wrote: ‘'ecclesiam intrinsecus constructam
ornamentis ecclesiasticis mirifice decoravit'.h For the East end, with its

5

seven radiating chapels” was to be used as the royal mausoleum, and rapidly
accrued elaborate decoration. This was certainly too much for the taste of
the General Chapter,who in 1253 ordered that:

'picturas et imagines et sculpturas, cortinas ac columnas

cum angelis circa maius altare de novo factas, ad

humilitatem et simplicitatem antiquam ordinis dirigat'. 6
They added, however, that this would not prejudice the royal tombs in the
church. For by this time Philip, the king's brother (d.1235), Blanche his

daughter (d.1243) and John his son (d.1248) were interred at Royaumont

1 H.Gouin, L'Abbaye de Royaumont, Paris, 1932, (=Gouin), p.8.

2 Branner, p.33; fig. V, I.
Branner, pp.33-6.
H.Fr.XX, 318.

Branner, p.34; plan, fig.V, 5.

N U W

Anec. IV, 1436.
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in fine and elaborate tombs, some of which are now in St.-Denis.1 Other
members of the family were also laid to rest there, and it is probable that
Louis intended for some years that this should be his mausoleum on the
Barbeaux pattern.2 The shift away from this plan may be marked by the

rebuilding of St.-Denis.

Certainly Louis and Blanche built and endowed Royaumont in a style
suitable for a royal pantheon. The number of monks rapidly increased from
20 to 140.°  William of St.-Pathus estimated that more than £100,000 Parisis
was spent on its construction. Surviving royal accounts mention it frequently
as in receipt of substantial sums of money. In May, 1238, it received

£466-13s-4d. from the receipts of the baillis and prévbts, while in 1248 it

was paid part of nearly £700 for crosses and further building works.l+ Louis
frequently went to stay there, to hear sermons, to pray during the vigil of
Saint Michael, to wash the feet of the monks and the poor, and after his
first crusade introduced a customary prayer there in chapter, for Bethlehem

the birthplace of Christ.5

He gave it some efficacious relics - the
translation of Saint Barge here from Asniéres in 1260, for example, was
accomplished with much splendour.6 The endowments he gave to the house

were also highly valuable. These included an exemption from all secular
exactions (1231 and 1270), land at 'Roupi' and 'Luppei' (1258), another pension
7

of £100 Tours (1244) and large grants of wheat and corn. He also granted

1 Gouin, pp.17-18.

2 below, pp. 306-7;tt.8nndmbug,y~°‘3'

Duclos, p.80.

H.Fr.XXI, lxviii, 260, 284; St.-Pathus, p.kO.

St.-Pathus, pp.38-9, 42, 37; Tillemont, I, 494,

A W

Duclos, pp.194-9; ed. S.M. Brown, The Register of Eudes of Rouen,
Columbia, 1964, (=Brown), p.426.

7 BN MS Lat.9166, ff.14-15, 35, 18; MS Lat.9167, p.437; MS Lat.
sk92, f£.21, tramscript, App.III, no.12; Gallia, X, inst.269-70.
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two safeguards in 1258; the fine for molestations was to be £1O.1 Both

Gregory IX and Innocent IV gave several bulls to confirm the foundation, and
granted Indulgences to those who visited it. Gregory granted a 40 days'
pardon, and Innocent added an extra nine.2 Gaignidres in his history of

the house commented that by the time of writing the buildings were in decline,
but that they must have been very fine in their heyday. Louis was, he said,

8'03

'aussy magnifique dans ses bastiments qu'admirable dans ses vertu

Blanche founded two Cistercian nunneries, one, Ste-Marie~la-Royale
(Maubuisson) near Pontoise (c.1236), and the other, Le Lys, near Melun (c.1241).
'Maubuisson' was to be her place of retirement and her mausoleum. She acquired
the site, 'Alneta', from St.-Martin-de-Viosne, and Richard de Turnho was put
in charge of the building works which began in 1236, drawing about £25,000
Par. from the Temple.l+ In 1237 the Cistercian General Chapter accepted her
petition to draw nuns from various Cistercian houses to staff her foundation.5
In 1239 she established a pension of &£100 from the Paris Temple and added
further rents of corn and wine.6 Louis granted a confirmation charter and
an extra £100 rent in the same year, and the archbishop of Sens confirmed

7

some of these donations. In 1244 Blanche added another rent of £100 from

1 BN MS Lat. 9166, £f.30-2; MS Lat.5472, £f.111: AD Seine-
Maritime, 11 H1.

2 BN MS Lat. 9169, ££.1525-38; MS Lat.S5h72, f.2.
3 BN MS Lat. 5472, f. 1.
L A. Dutillieux and J. Depoin, Cartulaire de 1l'Abbaye de Mauvbuisson,

2 vols, Pontoise/Paris, 1840, .1890, (=Cartulaire M), II, 1-46;
Berger, p.319.

5 Canivez, II, 173, no.27.

o

'"Templiers ',pp.32-3; Berger, p.319; AN JJ 26, f.16k.

7 AN JJ 26, £.164; Layettes, II, no.289%.
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Pierrefonds.1 The queen gave a full foundation charter to the house at
'Alneta' in 1241.2 She grants, for the souls of her parents, Alfonso and
Eleanor of Castile, and for her husband, the abbey which: 'de propriis

bonis nostris temporalibus fundavimus et aedificari fecimus', in the vill
previously called 'Alneta'. She grants the nunnery and its buildings, and

its site in full and perpetual alms. Then in 1242 land at 'Maloduno' itself
was acquired for £400. The name of this parcel was corrupted to 'Malus Dumus',
or Mauvais Buisson, which gave the house its vernacular name.3 By the time

of this acquisition the abbey seems to have been nearing completion. The
course of its construction can, indeed, be followed in a series of royal accountsf
These give details of the paying out of money from the Temple, and the buying
of food and materials for the work-force. For example, in 1239, £65 was

5

spent on buying pigs, £7-8s. on iron, and 66s. on lime.

In 1242 the works were completed, and the house was granted to
St.-Antoine~de-Paris; in 1244 the church was consecrated by the bishop of
Paris.6 Pope Innocent IV gave it various valuable privileges - in 1243,
exemption from paying tithes on new lands and 4O days' Indulgence for the

7

anniversary of its dedication, with full protection. He later confirmed
its privileges in several bulls.8 Urban IV was to reduce the number of nuns
to 140 in 1262, and Alexander IV to 120 in 1268, but Urban also allowed the

noble ladies to inherit land, a very valuable privilege.9 In 1244 the abbey

1 AN K 191, & (7), no.118.

2 Gallia VII, inst. 104; Cartulaire, M, I, no.1.

3 Gallia, VII, 927-8; BN MS Lat.1241, £.118 (extracts from another
Cartulary).

L H.de L'Epinois, 'Comptes rélatifs 3 la Fondation de L'Abbaye de
Maubuisson,' Bib.Ec.Chartes, 19, 1858, pp.550-67, (=L'Epinois).

L'Epinois, p.553.

Gallia, VII, 928.

Cartulaire,M, I, nos.ii-iv, pp.3-5.

eg. Cartulaire M, I, no.xix (1250), pp.15-18.
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Cartulaire M, I, nos. Xxix and xxxi, pp.20, 21-2; no.xxxv, pp.2i-5.



was formally handed over to Citeaux.1 The first abbess, Guillemette, was

a relative of Blanche and had been chosen by her from the abbey of St.-Antoine.2

Louis IX showed considerable generosity towards his mother's foundation.
In 1244 he gave it a full exemption from tolls and a protection3 and in 1245
granted pasturage for 500 pigs in the forests of Resty and Guise.l+ The
general royal accounts of 1248 mention a pension of £100 for the house from

5

Mantes. In the same year the king granted a full confirmation and the
privileges of mortmain in the lands of the abbey, and parts of the forest
of Breteuil, which Innocent IV confirmed in 1249.6 In 1261 he was present
at the tramslation of some relics of the 11,000 virgins from Pontoise to
Ma.ubuisson.7 Before his departure on crusade in 1270 he made the house a
final visit and freed it from all debts to him.8 Blanche had been buried
there after her death in 1252, and was remembered in the necrology as:
'fundatoris nostre, qui dedit ... ducentas libras Parisiensis pro redditibus
emendis ad usum conventus nostri'.9 Her tomb was placed at the centre of
the choir, and she was portrayed on it as a nun. Other members of her family
were later interred in the house, including her son Alfonse of Poitiers

(d.1271).1o The house was built upon simple lines, with single lancet

windows at least in the apse and the transept.11 Le Lys, where Blanche's

1 Cartulaire M, I, no.v, pp.5-6; no.vii, pp.7-8.

2 Gallia, VII, 928.

3 Cartulaire M, I, no.vi, pp.6-7.

L Cartulaire,M, I, no.viii, p.8.

5  H,JFr. XXI, 265.

6 Cartulaire M, nos. ix-Xx, pp.3-12.

7 H.FI‘. m’ 585.

8 Cartulaire M, I, no.xxxvii, pp.25-6.

9  Obit.Sens, I (2), 655, Erandenbury, p-A1-
10. Cartulaire M, II, 106-7.

11. Branner, p.40, note 19; plan, fig.V, 5; fig. V, 2.
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heart was buried, was conceived of on a similar plen,

Blanche founded the abbey of St.-Marie, near Melun, for Cistercian
nuns, in about 12#4.1 She acquired the site itself with the help of Alix,
Countess of Micon, and tithes and pensions from various local inhabitants;
for example, she bought some vineyards from Guérin Linsenet and Aveline his
wife.2 In 1246 Louis IX granted a £20 pension from Melun, which Philip
Augustus had given to Gervase Scautione in 1219, to the house,3 and in 1248
he gave the foundation charter. He granted the site, the monastery, the
dormitory, the refectory and cellar to the sisters in perpetuity, with 20
measures of wheat, 54 measures of oats, and £100 Parisis as yearly pensioms,
and 200 arpents of woodland in the forest of Biére. He also confirmed
Blanche's gifts of an annual 30 measures of oats, 10 of mixed grain and 5 of
corn, with £55 from Melun and £50 from Corbeil each year.h At the same time
he gave another charter, confirming to it further pensions - including £20
which Blanche had brought from Jean of Sens, £60 obtained from Peter of
'Ferritatus' and £13 from William de 'Brocenaio', - and allowing it freedom
from dues and giving it full protection.5 A third charter allowed for the
construction of granges and mills.6 In these charters the abbey is referred
to as Le Lys, 'Lilium', and in a charter of endowment 1250, Blanche describes
it as the foundation of herself and her son. She gives it another pension
of £50 Par. from Etampes, which formed part of her dowry, and 15 measures of

7

corn. Then in 1251 Louis gave a vidimus of this grant8 which was increased

Gallia, XII, 247.

2 A. Aufavre and C. Fichot, Les Monuments de Seine-et-Marne, Paris,
1858, pp.30-6; Gallia, XII, 247; AD. Seine-et-Marne, H.568,
££.97-8; H.565, £.78; A. Gronier-Prieur, L'Abbaye Nftre-Dame
du Lys, Amis des Monuments et des Sites de Seine-et-Marne, no.k,
Melun, 1971, pp.21-5, et passim, for a general outline of the
history of the house.

BN MS Lat. 13892, (=Cartulaire L), f.29.

Gallia, XII, inst. 72-3; Tillemont, III, 172-3.

Cartulaire L, H.26-7.

Cartulaire L, £f£f.28-9; see transcript, charters, below, App.III, no.13.

Cartulaire L, £.30, " " " " App.JII, no.1lk.

Cartulaire L, f£.30-31.
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further by the queen in 1252, while Louis was on crusade. The pensions
from Etampes were already worth about £150 Par, but she added another £50.1
The king himself gave another charter of confirmation from Joppa in 1252,
perhaps just after he had heard about Blanche's death.2 The house was
clearly flourishing by this time, as is shown by its deeds of acquisitiomn,

3

many dating from the thirteenth century.

After Blanche's death her heart was buried here, and Louis continued
to show favour to his motherts foundation. In 1257 he gave a further
coni‘irmation,l+ and lavished further gifts on the house - of 100 arpents
of woodland, pasturage for 300 pigs, and freedom from dues, tolls and customs.5
The wood of 'Malleyo', worth £40 p.a. was added in 1255, with its censum in
1260, followed by £10 from 'Canesium' in 1263 and then £20 from 'Moreto' in
1269. His final gifts were wine dues (1269) and freedom of buying and
selling (1270).6 All these grants were later confirmed by Philip IITI and

Philip IV, and the foundation by Innocent IV in 1250.7

The church was probably completed c.1248-53, and the conventual
buildings somewhat earlier.8 Surviving remains indicate the basic simplicity

of style, as at Maubuisson, with lancet windows and unornamented capitals.

1 Cartvlaire L, f.31-2; see below, charters, App.III, no.15;
AD Seine-et-Marne H.565, ff.10-11, 21-22.

r

AD Seine-et-Marne, H.565, ff.62-3 - printed in Inv.H. p.156.
AD Seine-et-Marne, H.565; H.568.

Cartulaire L, f.32-3.

Cartulaire L, f.33.

Cartulaire L, f.38.

Cartulaire L, f.l.
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. Gronier-Prieur, pp.125-7.
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Some windows, for example at the East end, contain a more complex style

of tracery clearly linked with the Court style.1 The monastery, while
adhering to Cistercian precepts, was thus to be a fitting monument to

the French royal house, and was to be highly fawoured by the kings of France
throughout the middle ages.2 It remained mindful of its royal origins,

and recent excavations have shown that parts of the church were decorated

3

with Blanche's arms, those of Castile and France.

5. Louis IX, Blanche and Charity.

Philip-Augustus and Louis VIII had showed a marked interest in
making charitable donations, but Blanche and Louis IX made them a major
item of expenditure. Not only were pensions and gifts made to hospitals for
the poor or lepers in particular towns, allowed from the receipts of the

baillis and prévdts, but large-scale gifts were also made from the house-

hold expenses. The 1234 household accounts, for example, show Blanche and
Louis handing out bread worth £1 a day and alms of 10s. from the Court.h
On special occasions larger sums were granted, such as £20 on the anniversary
of Louis VIII, and £60 and 5%-6d4. at Easter, in 1234.5 In the 1248 accounts
the king handed out £10 to 100 poor at Trenchebray, £10 at Falaise, 200s. at

, £18 ax Poisty 6
Corbeil, 200s. at Paris,” and £20 at Mante, for example. Louis clearly

followed Blanche in her example of giving generously to the poor, and a

charter which she gave to Le Lys in 1252 shows that the king had committed

1 A.Cist., figs. 208, 211; below, figs. V, 3-4,
2 Gronier-Prieur, pp.33-8.
3 R. Delabrouille, 'L'abbaye du Lys', Archéologia, 31, 1961, pp.30-3.

Ly H.Fr. XXI, 229, 232, 237, etc; Berger, p.266; R. Pernoud,
La Reine Blanche, Paris, 1972, p.119.

5. H.Fr. XXI, 229, 236-7.
6. H.Fr. XXI, 355"6.
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his almsgiving to her while he was in Palestine.1 William of St.-Pathus
said that he fed 30 poor at his table each day, and more during Lent and
Advent, while Geoffrey de Beaulieu estimated their number at 300. Three
would dine with the king himself at each meal, and would receive bread and
alms.2 Twice a year he would hold a general almsgiving in Paris, and
whenever he went to a province he visited rarely, such as Berri or Normandy,
he would hold feasts for 300 poor at a time.3 William of Chartres describes
him kissing and washing the feet of the poor at Royaumont, and William of

St.-Pathus his similar devotions each Maundy Thursday.

The hagiographical nature of many of the accounts tend to conceal
any picture of the king behind layers of sanctity. Occasional insights into
Louis' attitude towards charity do, however, emerge, which show him as genuinely
concerned about the state of his soul and the plight of his fellow men.
William of St.-Pathus describes a discussion the king had with Joinville,
who declared that he would rather commit mortal sin than be a leper:
'Le saint roi 1l'en bléma beaucoup et lui montra que mieux vaudrait &tre
lépreux, car le péché mortel est la 1lépre de 1'8me'. Joinville himself
relates the same story, and adds that he nevertheless refused to wash the

feet of the poor on Maundy Thursday with the king.5

Many minor entries
in the royal accounts reveal Louis' willingness to help individuals in
difficulties, as well as distributing a general largesse. In 1248, for

example, he gave 20s. to 'pueri defunctae Katerinae' from Paris.

1 transcript, App.III, no.15.
2 St.-Pathus, pp.57-8; H.Fr. XX, 11.
St.-Pathus, pp. 59, 61.

HoFro H, 35; St.—PathuS, pp.l{.5_9o.

wnw = u

St.~Pathus, pp.53-4; Joinville, pp.9-10.

6 H.Fr. XXI, 262.
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It is also clear that substantial amounts of money were often
involved. Each Ash Wednesday the king gave as much as £3,OOO,1 while
in his will he left £1,000 for the dowries of poor women, £600 for clothing
the poor and £100 for their shoes, and £2,000 for the care of orphans and
widows.2 Ste.-Pathus estimated that Louis spent about £7,000 Parisis each
year on monks, friars and charity, and gave in addition valuable grants of

3

food and clothing. The household accounts also show that a considerable
proportion of its expenses went in alms. De Wailly, in his discussion of
these, concludes that in the year 10/2/1256 - 9/2/1257, the household

spent about £175 a day, and nearly £17 of this - i.e. about 10% in alms,

In the period from 10/2/1257 - 9/11/1257, however, the daily expenses were
about £213 a day, alms accounting for nearly £52, i.e. 24%.br Even when he
was on crusade, in 1251-2, for example, the king spent a certain amount of
money from the household - as opposed to his military expenditure - on alms;
about 3% went in this way.5 As well as this kind of expenditure, the king

also allowed money as regular pension to hospitals and leper-houses, and

these are accounted for by the baillis and prévSts. The Ascension account

for 1248, for example, shows that these were widespread.6 In Paris, as much
as 60% of the total allowed by the king on alms went to charity.7 St.-Lazare
was in receipt of £80 for a term (one-third of a year), and the Hotel-Dieu

of 20s. each day. The accounts for other areas mention pensions to

hospitals frequently, although the proportions involved are often somewhat less.

1 H.Fr. XX, 12.

2 Layettes, IV, 419-21, no.5638.
St.-Pathus, pp.60-1.

H.Fr. XXI, lxviii.

Based on figures in H.,Fr. XXI, 512.

H.Fr. XXI, 261-84,

~NN 0y W

above, Chapter V, section 2.
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Thus at Asniéres, where £153 was allowed, 12d a day went to the Hdtel-Dieu.
At Gournai the lepers receives 49s. for a term, and at Senlis, 100s for half

a year.1

Charters given to hospitals also reflect royal generosity. Thus
for example, in 1256, the king gave the HOtel-Dieu at Montargis £10 p.a.
to sustain the poor,2 and in 1234, granted the HO6tel-Dieu at Melun the
chapel of St.-James-du~-Chitelet. In 1255, the possessions of the hospital
at Lessines were confirmed.3 The king was also claimed as their founder

by several hospitals where he had enlarged and rebuilt earlier foundations.

The Hbtel-Dieu at Compiégne had existed as a dependancy of St.-Corneille
from the ninth century, and had been granted 2 measures of corn as a pension
by Philip-Augustus in 1189, for the soul of Louis VII.’+ Louis IX refounded

5

it at a cost of more than £12,000 Parisis,” and he also gave it generous
donations and built the chapel and dormitorye. The buildings which survive
are based on the two aisled and gabled hall, well designed to serve its
function.6 According to St.-Pathus, the king and Count Thibaud installed
the first patients in 1260, and themselves served and fed the sick there.7
In 1259 it had been freed from toll by the king,8 and in 1260 he granted it
a full confirmation charter, which allowed it £100 and 20s. pensions, more

than 45 measures of wine and 30 of wheat, rights of usage in the forest of

Cuise for wood for building and burning, rights of pasturage for 140 animals,

1 H.Fr. XXI, 263, 265.
2 AN K.177, 12 (20).

3 Delaforge, p.32; Vet.Mon. I, 1330.

L Dr.Ozanne, L'H8pital St.-Nicholas du Pont de Compidgne, Compidgne,
1933, (=Ozanne), pp.2-8; P-A, no.247 (Rec.I, 324-5).

5 St.-Pathus, p.62; Tillemont, IV, 220-1.

6 Joinville, p.257; Ozanne, p.12; Congr.Arch, 72, 1905, pp.140-1.

7 Ozanne, pp.9-11; St.-Pathus, p.67.

8 Layettes, III, 199, no.4569.



and two pieces of land, one at La Villeneuve and one by the River Oise.

In 1268 he added another 128 arpents of land at Lacroix.1 He also obtained
papal confirmation for his refoundation. In 1261 Urban IV accorded
Indulgences to those who visited the chapel or gave it alms, while in a
patronage dispute with Simon, a Cardinal, in 1265, Louis was judged by
Clement IV to be the patron of the house because:

'in reditibus et aedificiis, in quibus erat tenuis,
dilateverat. 2

In 1266 the king granted the hospital to the Mathurins, or Trinitarian

Friars of Fontainebleau.3 This was also confirmed by Clement IV, who allowed
them to possess their own cemetary at the same time. The royal charter of
donation to Fontainebleau, of 1267, regulated the number of friars at 5, and
laid down that special prayers should be offered for Louis, his precedessors
and his successors.u The permission of the abbot had not, however,
unfortunately, been given for this transaction and a long conflict with the

Trinitarians led to their expulsions from the hospital in 1303.5

The hospital at Pontoise, situated near to the royal chiteau had
also originally been dependant upon the Benedictine abbey, in the town, but
had become a separate institution in the twelfth century. Louis VII had
given it tithes and a pension and Philip-Augustus a fair.6 The
cartulary of the house also contains other valuable donations from this

period - an example is the gift of vines at Vaugeroux by Walter Tyrel in

1 Ozanne, p.11.

2 Layettes, IV, 150; Ozanne, p.12.

3 Ozanne, p.13, and below, Chapter V, section 6.

L Ozanne, pp.13-1k.

5 Ozanne, p.1k.

6 J. Depoin, St.Louis et L'H8tel-Dieu de Pontoise, Pontoise, 1880,

Pp.7-9; Abbé Trou, Recherches Historiques, Arch&ologiques et
Biologiques sur Pontoise, Pontoise, 1341, p.74.
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1190.1 In 1255, Louis IX confirmed grants of corn to it, and in 1259

he exempted it from tolls.2 By this time he had clearly decided to refound
it, for he had acquired land in the area; the work began in 1256.3 The
hospital was to be run by Augustinian canonesses. In 1261, the king gave

it a charter granting the vill of Champaignes with £30 a year, wine rights,
and low justice, and another £300 in pensions; £200 from Pontoise and £100
from Par:i.s.br He later allowed it to acquire land worth a further £100. This
occurred in 1269 when there were already more than 40 sisters there.5 In
1262 he had confirmed the gift of his boutellier.6 In 1270 he granted it
mortmain on its lands but he also laid down that there should be no more

7

than 13 or 14 sisters in the house’ -~ the revenues for the sick were evidently

being used too extensively to support their nurses. Yet this also shows the
the

popularity of the foundation. Nor was his/only charitable foundation in

the area, for he is also reputed to have founded a leper house, and a hospital

for those from the Hotel-Dieu with dangerous diseases, in or near the town of

Pontoise.8

.Louis spent more than £30,000 Parisis on the refoundation of the
Hdtel-Dieu at Vernon. William of St.-Pathus commented that the expense
was undue because the hospital was situated in the best part of the town.

The king also, he says, gave the 25 Augustinian sisters, 2 clerks and the

poor they cared for everything they needed down to the cooking pots.9
1 J.Depoin, Cartulaire de L'H8tel-Dieu de Pontoise; Pontoise/Paris,
1886, (=Cartulaire P), no .iii, I, pp.1-3; BN MS Lat. 5657, ff.1-2,

21-22,

2 Cartulaire P, no.x1l, p.25.

3 Depoin, St.Louis, pp.16-18; H.Fr. XX, 11.

4 Cartulaire, P, no.xlix, pp.30-2; BN MS Lat.5657, ££.18-19 and
19-20; AN K.191, 4, no.18.

5 BN MS Lat.5657, ff.19-20, see transcript, below, App.III, no.16.

6 Cartulaire P, no.liii, p.34.

7 Cartulaire, P, no.lxvi, pp.iti-5.

8 Trou, pp.74-6.

9 St.-Pathus,p.62; H.Fr.XX,11; Gallia, XI, 662; Tillemont, IV, 94-6.



This was a twelfth-century foundation which was apparently somewhat ruinous
by the mid-thirteenth century.1 The pattern of Compiégne and Pontoise

was again repeated. In a visit with Eudes Rigaud to the house in 1256
Louis evidently decided to rebuild it, for in a charter he gave to the house
in this year the archbishop of Rouen mentioned that the king 'proponeret
edificiis et redditibus ampliare'.2 This he did in no small measure. The
house was completed by 1258-9 when the foundation charter was given. This
grants the house 'quod de novo edificare fecimus', suitable existing buildings
with the new ones, land at 'Spineto', 20 measures of white wine and 60 of red
each year,and an annual pension of £11+0.3 In 1260 he added 90 measures of
red wine from Vernon and 20 of wheat from Paci,u while in 1261 he gave

5

another £50 Par. from Vernon. Other miscellaneous rights and privileges

included a ‘quadrigam' (1259), rights over common pasture (1268), and

quittance of 68 measures of corn (1269).6 This was a hospital he visited

7

with some frequency,’' and it was one of his more important refoundatioms.

The poor of Paris were well-cared for by Louis, and many hospitals
later claimed vast feats of generosity upon his part. The archives of
the Filles-Dieu8 contain a hyperbolic history of its origins. Louis decided
in 1226, it says, that he wished to have 200 virgins chanting the offices
for him day and night, so he bought a site of 15 arpents in the vill of
St.~-Denis and built the house there. 1In fact it was founded in the 1220s

for former prostitutes, and its chief benefactors were William, Bishop of

1 Poulain, p.87.

2 CN, n0.570, p.106; Poulain, p.87.

12

, N0.609, p.115.

no.643, pp.123-4.

-

no.680, p.142.
, n0.634, p.121; no.731, p.162; no.764, pp.172-3.

Poulain, p.91.

0w 3 O W
2 1g Ig

AN L. 1053, 1no.Z2.



255

Paris who created it, and the religious of St.-Lazare and St.-Martin-des-
Champs who granted land, c.1226, as their charters indicate.1 Louis,
however, granted them a rent of £400, clothes, and in 1265, ordered that

they should number 200. He also granted them rights of drawing water.2
Félibien dismissed the earlier accounts in the eighteenth century, and said
of the £400 grant: ‘'c'est ce qui a donné lieu depuis & le regarder comme
fondateur'. The house was perhaps too large, for in 1275 Philip III reduced
its numbers to 80.3 Louis had, however, been a generous patron, and in 1248
granted the house of Filles-Dieu at Le Mans 40s. in alms, as the royal account

indicates.

The Quinze-Vingts, a foundation for the blind, appears, by contrast
to be a bona fide foundation of Saint Louis. Its origins are somewhat obscure,
for its first appearance is in 1260 when Pope Alexander IV granted the king
an Indulgence for it, and when Louis granted the bishop of Paris a rent of

> It was, however, already built

100s. for its site near the Rue-St.-Honoré.
at this time; its foundation must have been made some years earlier, perhaps
ce1254. The king assigned a chaplain to the house in 1260,6 and in 1261, he
confirmed the services to be said there. The chaplain was granted £15 for
his clothes and £1 Parisis for lights for the church - and this, like the
grant to the bishop of Paris, was still being paid out in the 12908.7

In 1269 Louis confirmed his previous donations to the house. It was to

receive a £30 pension from the Temple, which had been granted before 1267,

1  Félibien, I, 286-7; III, 116, AN L 1053, nos. 1, 5.

2 Félibien, I, 287-8; III, 604; AN K.182, no.58; Tillemont,
Iv’ 381-2’ v’ m; H.Fro n’ 110

3 Félibien, I, 288; AN L 1053,
‘+ H.FI'. m’ 355.
5 Félibien, I, 395; L. le Grand, Les Quinze-Vingts Depuis leur

Origine jusqu'd leur Translation au Faubourg St.-Antoine, Paris,
1 7, =LeGrand)’ pp.20—2.

7 L€ Grand, p.22; H.Fr. XXII, 624,
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and the blind there were to number 300 (quinze x vingts). He also
confirmed other earlier rents of £10-15s. granted to the house.1 William
of St.-Pathus said that the king built a large house for thelind on land
he had acquired in the parish of St.-Honoré, that he built the church of
St.-Rémi for the foundation, and that he often went to ring the offices
there.2 The later legend which, as regaled by the Fleur des Antiquitez

de Paris of 1532, suggested that Louis founded the house: fpour nourir et
loger trois cens chevaliers qu'il ramena d'oultre mer', appears to be another

fabrication by later admirers of the martial qualities of Louis.

The king also founded a house for a group of Béguines in Paris.

These were honest women who wished to live a life of solitude amnd contemplation
Geoffrey de Beaulieu wrote:

'domum insuper honestarum mulierum quae vocatur Beguinae,

de suo acquisivit ... et pluribus exceptis, maxime pauperibus

nobilibus, quamdiu viverent, de sustentatione quotidiana

providit'. &4
The Béguines which formed part of a very substantial and significant movement
in the spiritual life of the women in the Low Countries were often associated
with the Dominican Order.5 The king gave several grants to other houses -
in 1248, for example, £10 went as a pension to Cambrai and £40 to Senlis for
buying a house.6 The Parisian congregation of 40 was granted land acquired

from the Abbot of Tiron, near to St.-Paul's Church.7 The charter revealing

1 Le Grand, p.22; P.Dupont, Inventaire Sommaire des Archives ...
du Quinze-Vingts, Paris, 1867, p.3; AN K.182, 1(2) and 2(2);
Félibien, III, 270-1.

2 St.~Pathus, p.62; Joinville, p.258.
3 Le Grand, pp.11-12.

L M. Chapotin, Histoire des Dominicains de la Province de France, I,
Rouen, 1898, (=Chapotin), p.511.

5 Chapotin, pp.511-16; L. le Grand, Les Béguines de Paris, Paris, 1893,
pp.1-13; B.M., Bolton, 'Mulieres sanctae', Studies in Church History,
10, Oxford, 1973, pp.77-95.

6 H,Fl‘. m’ 356.
7 Gallia, VII, 959; Félibien, I, 380; Tillemont, V, 312.



257

this transaction is dated 1264. Stephen, Abbot of Tiron, writes to his
house and tells the community that he has sold the king the lamnd for £100.1
The king appears to have built the church and the conventual buildings,and
to have allowed money for each Béguine. He left another £100 to

enlarge it in his will, together with £20 for the poor there.2 To other
houses of the order he left another £1OO.3 Philip III was to give the
movement more than £600 during his reign,u but it was eventually suppressed
5

at the Council of Vienne in 1312,

As at Pontoise, Vernon and Compidgne, Louis 'fil agrandir la Maison-
Dieu de Paris'.6 Philip-Augustus had helped it and Blanche may have given
money towards the salle St.-Thomas. Louis granted it rents and made
further enlargements, probably the hall and the chapel which were constructed
_g_.1250—60.7 For this purpose he gave £200 Parisis from the Temple treasury

8 Other donations to the house included £20 rent (1232),9 and a

in 1260.
grant of victuals in 1248 and grants of exemptions and liberties in 1255.10

As earlier in the century, 20s. a day was paid from Paris,11 and other

1 Layettes, IV, III, no.4972; Le Grand, pp.12-15.
2 St.-Pathus, pp.60-1, p.40.

Layettes, IV, 419-21, no.5638.

Le Grand, p.15.

Tillemont, V, 315.

st .-Pathus, p.62.

E. Coydcque, L'Hétel-Dieu de Paris au Moyen Age, Paris, 1891, p.159.

o 3 O U F N

L. Briéle and E. Coy&cque, Archives de L'Hotel-Dieu de Paris,
1157-1300, Paris, 1894, (=ArchHD), no.682.

9  ArchHD, no.292.
10 AN K.182, 1(7), and 1(8); Félibien, I, 381.
11 H.Fr. XXI, 261.
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privileges, such as mortmain (1270) and freedom from pedagio (1269) were
to follow.' He bequeathed it £100, and the three other hospitals which
he had refounded £60 each. £1,000 was to be distributed amongst all
other H3tels-Dieu which were languishing.2 This like many others of his
donations, show that charity played a vitally important part in Louis"
patronage of the religious orders. The poor and sick were given donations
from the household expenses, and valuable gifts and endowments went to
hospitals and leper-houses all over France. The king's patronage of the

mendicants falls into the same range of interests.

6. Louis IX, the Friars and the University.

Louis IX, like Henry III, evidently found the lives and the ideals
of the Mendicant orders very much in tune with his own vision and aspirations.
In his later years, Geoffrey de Beaulieu wrote, he wanted above all to
become a friar:

'unam videlicet de duabus, Fratrum Minorum scilicet, sive

Fratrum Praedicatorum. Has etiam specialissime diligebat,

dicens, quod si de corpore suo posset facere portiones,

unam daret uni, relinqui alter'. 3
Had the queen died before him he would indeed have taken orders, according
to William of St.-Pathus,u but in the event, duties and cares of state
prevented him from doing so. Yet he would frequently spend time in the

friars' houses; in Compidgne, for example, he sat at table as an ordinary

brother.5 The Mendicants, indeed, claimed to have played a large part in

1 ArchHD, no.1013; AN K.182, no.14 (1).
2 Layettes, IV, 419-21, no.5638.

3  H.Fr. XX, 7.

L St.-Pathus, p.t2.

5 St.-Pathus, p.l4h.
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Louis' education,1 although the tradition that he was a Franciscan tertiary

was an unlikely one.2

During the thirteenth century the friars expanded rapidly and
dramatically in Francee. Out of the 423 houses extant in 1275, 195 were
Franciscan, 87 Dominican, 50 for friars of the Sack, 43 Trinitarians and 21
Carmelite. Other groups, the Austins, Crutched Friars, Mercedarians,
Pied Friars and Williamites, were each represented by less than ten houses.3
The king favoured several of these orders, and Like Henry III in England,
was probably the major patron of the mendicants in France. He gave frequently
and generously to each friar in Paris, often as much as 18d. each time he
entered or left the capital. When one convent was in debt he would give

L

it liberal financial aid.

Of the three known royal confessors all were friars; John of Mons
was Franciscan (1270s), and William of Chartres and Geoffrey de Beaulieu
were Dominican. Geoffrey was also Louis' almsgiver, and as his biographer,
an important advocate for his canonisation. The Dominican order, indeed,

formed a majority in the delegation to Rome in 1297 on his behalf.5

1 P.A. Callebaut, 'Les provinciaux de la Province de France
au XIIIe. siécle', Archivum Franciscanum Historicum, X,
1917, (=Callebaut), p.295.

2 M.T. Laureille, 'Saint Louis et les Franciscains', Les Amis
de Saint Frangois, 11, 1970, (=Laureille), p.8.

3 R.W. Emery, The Friars in Medieval France, 1200-15%0, New York,
1962 (=Emery), p.3.

L St.-Pathus, p.60; H.Fr. XX, 94,

5 L.K. Little, 'St. Louis' involvement with the Friars', Church
History, 1964, (=Little), pp.125-48; H.Fr. XX, 10;
St.-Pathus, p.#9; L.C. Barre, 'Les Franciscains et 1€ procas
de canonisation de Saint Louis', Les Amis de S. Fraqgois, 12,

1971, pp.3-6.




Like the Templars in the twelfth century, the Friars became, if not

royal bankers,1 royal envoys and messengers. A group of Franciscans

and Dominicans fetched the Crown of Thorns and the Holy Cross from
Constantinople in 1241, and of the three annual feasts to celebrate

the presence of the relics at the Sainte-Chapelle, one was celebrated by
the Franciscans, the other by the Dominicans.2 Both orders were also
involved very closely in the preaching of the crusades, and Henry of Cologne,
Grand Master of the Dominicans, went as a royal emissary to the Hoslems.3
In 1253 the king sent two Franciscans, William of Ruysbroek and Barthé&lemy
of Cremona on a mission to convert the Tartars - which proved unsuccessful.
Eudes Rigaud, the Franciscan archbishop of Rouen, negotiated the Treaty of
Paris with Henry III in 1259, and was an envoy to London in 1260. He acted
as a royal administrator in 1247-8, helping the king in his Inquests into
royal government which were probably modelled on the ecclesiastical Enguétes

5

of 1233, This man, indeed, seems to have been a close friend and associate

of the king. He married Louis' daughter to Theobald, Count of Champagne,
in 1255.6 When the king was ill in 1260 he made a special journey in order
4

to be with him., He also accompanied him on his last crusade, Thomas

Aquinas was probably another royal counsellor,8 and friars of both orders

1 Poverty and the refusal to handle money was one of their prime
tenets.

2 St.-Pathus, p.38; Little, pp.127-8; Laureille, pp.8-15.

3 Little, p.130; J. Moorman, A History of the Franciscan Order,
Oxford, 1968, (=Moorman), pp.300-1.

L Callebaut, p.319.

5 Little, pp.132-3; H.Fr. XXI, 257-93; Callebaut, p.336;
Brown, pp.211, 418.

6 Little, p.132; Brown, p.495.
7 Brown, p.lt27.

8 Chapotin, p.49k.



served the king in administrative as well as advisory ca.pacities.1

Louis enjoyed and valued the hearing of sermons to a marked
degree, and in these the mendicant orders specialised. His exchanges with
Henry III on the relative value of masses and sermons had a serious point
to them.2 At Compiégne he asked to hear preachings in the vernacular as

> Saint Bonaventura preached 19 sermons to the king as

well as in Latin.
Minister General of the I‘rr:\m:iscants,‘+ and Louis also admired the orations
of Hugh of Digne, who on one occasion, according to Salimbene, refused to
stay in the royal household because he thought this improper in a friar.5
The king's religious devotion was certainly recognised by the mendicants;
his custom of bowing during the 'et homo factus est' during the Credo became
a Dominican practice.6 He founded or helped several mendicant convents and
often, as with his hospitals, assisted with the building of their churches.
These buildings were normally in a simplified variant of the Court style:
the windows of the chapels at Longchamp and St.-Matthew-de-Rouen, like the
Carthusian Vauvert, show the typical lancet and oculi arrangement of

contemporary Parisian design, but used in a simplified form.7

As well as having a strong interest in preaching amd a love of poverty,
charity and humility, the mendicants, and particularly the Dominicans, reacted
strongly against heresy. This had clearly grown up from the activities of

this order in the South of France from the time of its inception, and during

1 Callebaut, p.319.

2 above, Chapter V, section 2; Champolléon-Figeac, I, 140-2.
St.-Pathus, p.tl; H.Fr. XX, 73; Little, p.128.

Little, p.127.

Moorman, p.118.

Chapotin, pp.49i-5.

N 0 D FEWw

Branner, p.90.



262

and after the Albigensian crusade; the conversion of heretics through
preaching had been one of Saint Dominic's major aims. The order was,
however, anxious to extend its activities in the Langue-d'Oeil, and in
Louis IX they found an enthusiastic patron. The king, according to Joinville,
believed that the only weapon a layman could use against a heretic was to ram
a sword into him, up to its hilt. He was probably also strongly prejudiced
against the Jews, and in 1240 burned the Talmud in public.1 Heretics, like
blasphemers, however, appear to have suffered more from his zeal. During the
12%0s Robert le Bugre, a Dominican friar toured France and interviewed
suspects:

‘quos omnes in fide diligenter examinatos, et et vacillantes

vel exorbitantes, adjuto brachio saeculari, et domino rege

Francorum impendente subsidium, fecit idem Robertus incendiis

incinerari'. 2
Despite the strong protests of the secular clergy, Louis gave him an armed
guard and full financial support. In 1234 he paid for the maintenance of
a group of heretics in prison at St.-Pierre-le-Houtier,3 and in the 1248
royal accounts there are references to the support of the Dominican
Inquisition in Paris, Orleans, Senlis, Amiens, Tours, and other widely

scattered towns in France.
The king founded and gave assistance towards several Dominican

houses. At Compiégne he moved an existing settlement from the middle of
the town. Part of his chfteau was given to the H3tel-Dieu, another part,
with the houses which he had bought in the parish of St.-Antoine, -to the

Dominican Order. He paid the abbot of St.~Corneille £100 in recompense.5

1 Tillemont, II, 408-9; V, 294-8;cf. Le Sidcle de Saint Louis,
PP.259-73.

2 Paris, III, 520; C.H. Haskins 'Robert le Bougre and the Beginnings
of the Inquisition in Northern France', American Historical Review,

7, 1901-2, PPO"37-570

3 H.C. Lea, A History of the Inquisition in the Middle Ages, II,
New York, 1956, pp.113=5.

l]. H.F‘r. m, ege pp0262, 26""’ 268.

5 H.Fr. XXI, 119; Tillemont, IV, 116-7.
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The site for the Dominicans was acquired from the collégiale of St.-Clément
'in qua domum praedicatorum edificare fecimus'.1 This foundation charter
was given in 1258, and granted seven librates of land given by the canons,
but the king had clearly favoured the house for some years. In 1257
Alexander IV had approved the foundation, the plan being that Louis should
accommodate the friars in the vicinity of his royal chéteau.2 When the
friars took possession the king gave them £100, but his total expenditure
may have amounted to more than £14,000 Parisis with the furnishings in

3

addition. Another Dominican foundation he made was in Rouen, St.-Matthieu,
for 50 nuns.h The Dominican order had been in the area since 1224, when

the duchess of Brabant had founded a house; in 1250 this had been moved into
the centre of the town on the initiative of Eudes Rigaud, the archbishop.
Louis was evidently another patron of the establishment; a letter of 1243
from the prior to him thanks him for his patronage and promises to intercede

5

for him in return. It mentions Blanche and Eudes as other benefactors.
Iouis evidently continued to be generous towards the house; in 1256 he
quitclaimed it of £10 p.a. and allowed it the use of the city walls and towers,
and in 1258 confirmed other donations made to it.6 Evidently after this he
decided to refound the house for Dominican nuns. Geoffrey de Beaulieu,
writes that:

'"Monasterium etiam Sancti Matthei iuxta Rothomagum de proprio

adquisivit, in quo posuit religiosas sorores de ordine beati

Dominici circiter quinquaginta ... et eisdem redditus
sufficientibus providit'. 7

Chapotin, pp.449-50.

Layettes, III, 372-3, no.4365.
St.-Pathus, p.40; H.Fr. XX, 76.
Emery, p.112; H.Fr. XXIII, 189.
Layettes, II, 516-7, no.3118.
Chapotin, p.33k.

H.Fr. XX, 11.

N O WU A
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Thus in 1261 the king acquired the manor of St.-Matthiewde-Rouen by an
exchange with Peter of Meullent - this was confirmed by the archbishop and
the Chapter.1 In 1264 the foundation charter was given. This explains
that the king had lately acquired the manor where the friars preachers are
dwelling, and wishes to found and enlarge the convent there, for sisters
of the order. He grants the site and its appurtenances, the existing
buildings and those he will construct, £40 Toursas a pension from Rouen,
the chapel of 'Glapion', dead wood and rights in the forest of Rouvray -
60 pigs may be kept there in perpetuity - and freedom from tolls. Some
items were again confirmed in the subsequent two years. In 1266 he added
1008, Tours and part of a church2 and in 1269 gave a confirmation, further
rights in the forest of Rouvray, 60 acres for a grange at Montégne, and
milling-rights at Villedieu.3 Later he added extra tithes and the right
to build another grange in the forest of Rouvray,h'and by his will left the

5

nuns a share of his books and £60.

Louis gave the Dominican house at Carcassonne important assistance.
According to Bernard Gui, an early fourteenth-century historian of this
establishment, there was a group of Dominicans in the town before 1247.
In this year, however, the king, who was in the process of rebuilding
Carcassonne, ordered the seneschal there to grant the friars a suitable
site. In 1254 he confirmed rights to draw water, and in 1255 the house
was accepted by the Dominican provincial chapter at Montpdlien6 But

the site of the house was too close to the River Aude, and was frequently

1 CN, nos.670-2, pp.138-9.
2 CN, n0.700, pp.151-2; n&.705-6, pp.153-k.

3 gg’ n°°759’ ppo17o-1o

L CN, nos.784-5, p.180.
5 Layettes, IV, 419-21, no.5638.
6 C. de Vic and J. Vaissete, Histoire Generale de Languedoc, IV,

Toulouse, 1872, pp.750-1.
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flooded, so on the request of the brethren Louis found them another
location on higher ground nearby in 1257, and also granted revenues for
their clothes in 1255. The house became one of the more important in the
area, and in 1265 Alexander IV allowed 100 days' Indulgence to those who
visited the church on the day of its dedication.1 Louis also gave charters
of confirmation to the house at Prouille, the foundation of Saint Dominic.2
Another house he appears to have helped is at MAcon, where he granted the
Black Friars a site near his palace and helped with the building-works in
the 12L40s. He had bought the county.g.1239.3 He was also generous to the
order as a whole - in 1257, for example, he granted it freedom from dues in

all his lands.l+

The house at Paris, the Jacobins, founded in the 1220s, was given
valuable grants. Louis built the dormitory, granted it wood, and left it

£100 in his will.5

He also completed the church which had been begun in
1221. This was a long, irregular, double-naved structure, and probably
resembled the existing Dominican church at Toulouse.6 Enguerrand de Couci

7

was another patron who spent £10,000 on the grand cloister. The traditions
of the order and near-contemporary biographers including William of St.-Pathus
claim that he founded the house at Caen, although since the documents of

the house were destroyed in 1526 this cannot be given any verification.

1 AD, Aude, H.259, no.1.

2 AD, H 464, no.1; H.465, no.1.

%3 Gallia, IV, 1080; Tillemont, II, 355-6; V, 207.

L AN, K.182, no.69; L.945, no.1k.

5  H.Fr. XX, 945; Layettes, IV, 419-21, no.5638; Chapotin, pp.89-92.

6 E. Lambert, 'L'Eglise et la Couvent des Jacobins de Toulouse et
1'Architecture Dominicaine,! Bull.Mon. 104, 1946, pp.178-81.

7 M.D. Roy, 'Saint Louis Bitisseur', Archéologia, 31, 1969, pp.15-20,
(=RO)') e

8 st.-PathuS, Po“‘O.



The king may have built the church and the cloister there, laying the
first stone.g.1235.1 On his death the whole order in France was left
£600 and a share of his books. But he did not confine his generosity

to France, for in the 1260s the convents at Barcelona and Liége received
spines from the Crown of Thorns.2 In recognition of his special links
with the Dominicans the General Chapter promised to say special prayers
for him in 1258,3 and it is perhaps significant that the most important
monument raised to the king himself, the house of St.-Louis at Poissi, was
staffed by Dominican nuns. It was founded by Philip IV in 1297, shortly
after Louis' canonisation. 'The church', according to Branner 'was a
full-fledged example of the best manner of the Court Style'; the plan

interestingly enough based closely upon that of Royaumont.L+

Louis also gave substantial aid to the Franciscans. When he
was on crusade, he founded a house at Jaffa in 1252, and endowed it with

> There was also a short-lived house at

books, vestments and furniture.
Damietta during the French occupation.6 But the majority of his patronage
to the order went to the house in Paris, the Cordeliers, which had been
founded'g_.‘Iz}O,7 for in this year the abbot of St.-Germain-des-Prés handed
over a parcel of land to the Franciscans. They had also, according to a
confirmation of the bishop of Paris, previously been established at St.-Denis.8

In 1234 the king granted St.-Germain-des-Prés a 100s. rent remission. The

monks had been paying the Crown this sum since 1209 in return for fishing-righte

1 Chapotin, pp.194-5; Tillemont, II, 191.
2 Chapotin, p.311.

3 Layettes, III, 418-9, no.kk25,

L Branner, p.136.

5 St.-Pathus, p.lLO.

6 Moorman, p.209.

7 Emery, p.109.
8 Callebaut, pp.299-301.
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in the Seine, and were now allowed to enjoy these in return for ceding

the Franciscans the place where they were living.1 Louis built the church
and the conventual buildings here, 'cum magnis expensis'.2 This was done
through money paid to Enguerrand de Couci. The church was dedicated in
1262-3, although it was not completed until the end of the century.3

It bore stylistic similarities to the Sainte—Chapelle.k In his will the

king left it £400 and part of his library.5

Franciscan houses in other areas were also given royal assistance.
The king confirmed the foundation of the convent at Falaise in 1256. In
1254 he had taken over the site, where the friars were already established,
from the founder, and he then regranted it to the brethren.6 He also
granted their site to the brethren of Carcassonne.7 The house at Assisi
was given a thorn from the Crown in 1258; another went to Compiégne, and
a third to Séez.

Louis gave considerable material assistance to the foundation of

9

his sister, Isabelle, for Minoresses, at Longchamp. She was believed

to have made a vow to become a nun when seriously ill at St-Germain-en-Laye,

1 Callebaut, p.305; Tillemont, II, 75.
2 St.-Pathus, pp.40, 62; H.Fr. XX, 37, 95; Callebaut, p.332.
3 Félibien, I, 286.

b H.Stein, Pierre de Montereau, Architect de 1'Eglise Abbatiale
de St.-Denis, Paris, 1902, p.27.

5 Layettes, IV, 419-21, no.5638.

6 Callebaut, p.325; Vet.Mon. I, 1318, 1336; C,N.no .54, p.91;
no.559, pp.103-4.

7 AD, Aude, H. 294, no.1.
8 Laureille, p.10; Callebaut, pp.330-1; Anec. I, 1348.

9 P.A. de Serent, 'L'Ordre de Saint Claire en France pendant 7
sidcles', Etudes Franciscains, 11, 1953, (=Serent), p.13k.
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in 1252. She wished to create her own house and consulted various
religious as to which order to choose. She asked Hemeric, chancellor
at Notre-Dame-de Paris whether she should found a convent or a hospital
for the sake of her soul, and told him that Louis had given her £3,000
Parisis for the purpose.1 Perhaps the king influenced his sister in
favour of the Clares. Certainly he was interested in this order.

In 1254, for example, he had visited the convent at B&ziers and granted
a rent to it.2 In 1255 the royal chaplain, Matthieu, was busy acquiring
land near to the Seine, North of Paris, With one transaction he gained
I arpents from Simon de Valle Grignon which belonged to the fee of
Ste.-Geneviéve;3 4 more came from Herméri de Montmartre, from the fee
of Jean le Flamard, for example.L+ Pope Alexander IV granted bulls of
confirmation in 1257-8, and introduced a rule specially ameliorated for

> Longchamp was almost completed by 1260, and Alexander IV

the royal house.
sent another bull authorising the occupation of the house by the Minoresses
at Reims, which was in its turn dependant on Sta.-Chiara at Assisi. This
took place in 1260 amidst great ceremony. The king was there and granted
a further 30 arpents of land.6 The rule was drawn up by the Minister of
the French province, brother Pacificz, whom Louis rewarded for his pains

with the gift of a spine from the Crown of Thorns.7 The convent became

wealthy very rapidly; local inhabitants added liberally to its possessions.

1 G.Duchésne, Histoire de L'Abbaye Royale de Longchamp, Paris,
1906, (=G.Duchdsne), pe1.

2 Serent, p.150.

3 AN, L, 1020, no.1; see transcript, below, Charters, no.17.

L Ib, no.2, no.3.
6 G. Duchésne, p.3.

Callebaut, p.295.
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In 1261, for example, Pierre 'dit le Martin' and his wife gave i4f

arpents of land at 'Lanoie'.1 In 1263 Isabelle retired to the house,

and according to her Life written by Agnes de Harcourt, spent her time

there clothed in miserable rags and helping the poor.2 She died in 1269,
and Louis attended her funeral. In 1270 she was translated to the

middle of the choir. A gisant was made which portrayed her as a Franciscan

3

nun - although she had probably never taken harvsws, In the necrology of

Longchamp she was remembered as the foundress with great reverence.

Louis' family followed this interest in mendicant convents for high-
born ladies. His daughter, Isabelle and her husband, Theobald, Count of
Champagne, founded a house of Clares in 1270, and this was refounded in
Paris in 1287 by Queen Margaret, who endowed this house and built it at

5

Lourcens. Blanche of Castile had influenced her nephew, Ferrand, Count
of Flanders, when he was a prisoner in the Louvre in the 1220s, to found
Franciscan houses - these he sited at Gand and Valenciennes.6 Alfonse of
Poitiers, Louis IX's brother, founded a convent at Montauban, c¢.1258, while

Philip IV created a house at Moncel (Oise), c.1309.7

The king also helped other houses of Mendicant orders, particularly
in Paris. He officially established the Friars of the Sack or Penitents
there in 1261, on land in the parish of St.-André-des-Arcs, which he had
rented from St-Germain-des-Prés for 705.8 He granted them wood and left

9

them £60 in his will. The church was begun under the royal aegis in

1 AN L. 1020, no.8.

2 G. Duchésne, p.7.

3 G. Duchidsne, p.8.

4  Obit. Sems, I, (2), 660.
5  Gallia, VII, 950-2.

6 Callebaut, pp.296-8.

Vi Gallia, IX, 852; Serent, pp.135-156; Abbe Deléttre,
Histoire du dioc2se de Beauvais, II, Beauvais, 1843, PP.395-7.

8 Tardif, no.842, p.345.

9 H.Fr. XX. 0O5. St.Pathnue. n Rl
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1253 but not dedicated until 1397. He also helped the foundations at

Caen, Rouen and Montréal.' He was regarded as the principal founder of

the Blancs-Manteaux or Pied friars on the strength of a similar grant of
their site worth 40s in 1258. He helped to build their church and in his
will left them £20.2 William of St.-Pathus claimed that he built the house
of the Parisian Carmelites in great measure.3 The house was founded c.1258,
possibly for 6 religious of the order he brought with him from Palest:i.ne.l+
In a charter of 1260 the prior of St.-Eloi conceded the site in exchange for
rents of £40 and 40s. paid by the king.5 Louis left the house £20. He
“gave the friars of the Holy Cross, the Crutched friars, two houses in the
Rue de la Bretonnerie and financial aid for setting up their house, and also
left them 520.6 The Austin friars were given a mill near the Porte Montmartre,

and bequeathed 515.7

The house of the Trinitarians or Mathurins in Paris had grown
from an earlier hospital in the 12205.8 In 1261 Louis gave them extra
land which had been originally granted out by Louis VII in 1137. This
included a house for which Peter Lombard had paid the king 51d. each year,
a grange taken back from Thomas Fenario worth 8s.6d, and a house from

Guilo Bros at 34d.9 Louis confirmed this grant in the same year and gave

a pension of 605;10 in 1258 he had confirmed a grant given by Nicholas

1 Y.Christ, Eglises de Paris, Paris, 1956, p.42; R.W, Emery,
'The Friars of the Sack', Speculum, 18, 1943, pp.323-4,

2 Felibien, I, 374-5; Roy, p.16; R.W, Emery, 'The Friars of the
Blessed Mary and the Pied Friars', Speculum, 24, 1949, pp.228-38.

3 St.-Pathus, p.40; H.Fr. XX, 94; Roy, p.16; Tillemont, IV 46,

L Emery, p.109.

5 Felibien, I, 353; Layettes, III, 456-7, no.Lk77.

6 Layettes, IV, 418-21, no.5637; Roy, p.16, J.B.M. Jaillot, Recherches
Critiques ... Sur la Ville de Paris, Paris, 1782, Quartier Ste.-Avoie,
PP«31-3.

7 Roy, p.16; AN. K. 182, no.182.

8 AN LL 1545, ff 267-8.

9 AN, LL 1544, ff.12-13; 1L 1545, ff. 163, 283.

10 AN, 1L 1544, ££.15-16.
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de Foisac1, which perhaps marks the beginning of his interest in the
foundation. He also built a house for this order at Fontainebleau some

time after 1248.2 There had been a royal chapel here in the twelfth century,
and the chaplain received 20s, in the 1235 household accounts;3 in the 1248
Baillis' account £28 is paid out towards the re-roofing of the chapel.h

There is no evidence whether or not this was for the benefit of the Trinitarians
Certainly the foundation charter was not given until 1255. This states

that the refoundation was for the souls of Louis VII and Blanche, on the
request of the chaplain of the chiteau, Master Nicholas, and with the consent
of the archbishop of Sens. Ths chapel of St.-Saturnin, founded by Louis

VII in 1169, was to be the basis of the foundation, which was to help the

sick and the poor.5 A confirmation charter of 1260 describes the house as
containing 7 friars and a number of sick, and its endowments as 60 arpents

of land at Fontainebleau, 54 at Corbuisson, 254 at Macherieu, 250 of assarts
at 'Mons Catonis', and more land at Bois-Roi and Brusoles. The king

reserves all justice on these lands for himself.6 In the same year the
administration of the H8tel-Dieu at Compidgne was granted to the house. The
buildings at Fontainebleau appear to have been quite considerable. The church
was a single aisle terminating in a polygonal apse with a wooden roof.
Fragments of sculpture discovered in situ suggest that its decoration was

7

executed in a simple variant of the Court style. The house was, however,

largely destroyed when Francis I rebuilt the chéteau.

1 AN, LL 1544, f,24; LL 1545, f£.380.
2 St.-Pathus, p.40.

3  H.,Fr. XX, 2hk,

L H.Fr. X, 27k,

5 AD, Seine~et-Marne, H.119; Inv.Somm. H., p.32; Tillemont, IV,
206-7 [ )

6 Vet.Mon. I, 1349-50.

7 A. Bray, 'Les Origines de Fontainebleau', Bull.Mon. 94, 1935,
PpP-30313.
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Louis was criticised for many aspects of his involvement with the
friars, for his extravagant almsgiving,1 for his protection of the Inquisition,
for his assumption of the sober mien and the dress of a mendicant.2 But
probably the strongest area of criticism came from his support of the friars
against the secular masters in the disputes within the University of Paris in
the 1250s. These were concerned with the organisation of the University and

> Although apparently

the relative powers of secular and mendicant masters.
settled by Innocent IV's Bull limiting the powers of the Mendicants in 125k,
they broke out afresh after the revocation of this document by Alexander

IV -~ who had also been the cardinal-protector of the Franciscans - with the
bull Quasi lignum vitae (125%--5).1+ The University threatened to dissolve

itself and William of St-Amour, leader of the secular masters, both preached

angry sermons against the Pope, and wrote the Tractatus brevis de periculis

novissimorum temporum. This described the Friars as ungodly men whose
advent heralded the end of the world and the coming of Antichrist.5 Like
the work of the extreme Franciscan, Gerard of Borgo San Donnino, the
Introduction to the Eternal Gospel, it was condemned by Alexander IV.6
William, who had defended his own works at the Papal court at Anagni, was
banished by the Pope to Franche-Comté. The r8le of Louisis difficult to
determine, but Mather than acting with some duplicity in these proceedings,
as Rashdall suggested, he seems to have adopted Yhe «Ble of 2
peacemaker. While he favoured the mendicants, he did net support

the oxtreme natuse of Alexander TJ€ views 89ingt the gecular

1 St.-Pathus, p.63.
2 Joinville, pp.239-40, 8-9.

3 H. Denifle, Chartularium Universitas Parisiensis, I, Paris,
1899, (=Chart.Univ), I,252-8, no.230; 1, 265, n0.237;

H. Rashdall, The Universities of Europe in the Middle Ages,
ed. F.M, Powicke and A.B. Emden, Oxford, 19;3, z:Rashdallj,

p.2830

L Chart.Univ. I, 276-7, no.2kLk,

Rashdall, pp.384-9.

Chart. Univ. I, 331-3, no.288; 342-6, no.269; Rashdall,
pp0386_7.
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maskters. His hostility towards William of St.-Aimour, (t seems,
developed only gradusily, stimuleted by Williem?t intrangigence, and
by the insults offered by him 2nd his followers bo Jowi hn‘mie.lf.1
Ruteboeuf, a close associate of William of St.-Amour, composed several
highly insulting verses directed against the king.2 In the 'Li diz de
Maistre Guillaume de Saint-Amour' (1257), for example, he put forward the
case against William's banishment. If the king had allowed this on the
request of the Pope then he is not master in his own kingdom; he has
committed an act against both ecclesiastical and secular laws, for he alone
is responsible for justice in his own realm:

'Mes je ne sai comment a non,
Qu'il n'est en loi ni en canon;
Quar rois ne se doit pas mesfere

Por chose c'on 1i sache fere'. 3
The king, he says, became angry with both parties, and deserted the cause
of the Mendicants as well as imprisoning William unjustly. But as Dujeil suggesis:

1 J
Partrale par natum, la podiie touche: sincire n'est pas véraee?

But as well as involuing himsel} in the politics of the Dniversity, tha King was aiso
generous to it. The Obituary of the College of the Sorbonne remembered
Louis:

'sub quo fundata fuit domus de Sorbona ... Magistro Roberto
de Sorbonio existente eius confessore pro tunc, canonico
Parisiensi et Cameracensi, dicte domus fundatore'. 5
For shortly after the dispute within the University Louis gave substantial

aid to it. William of St.-Pathus said that he bought two houses in the

Palais des Thermes area, at the cost of £3,000, and having allowed poor

1.

2 Ruteboeuf, Podmes concernant 1'Université de Paris, ed. H.H. Lucas,
Paris, 1954, (=Ruteboeuf), pp.28, 9-26.

3 Ruteboeuf, p.35.
L Ruteboeuf, p.37; Dujuil, p. 30&.
5 Obit.Sens, I (2), 748.
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scholars to live there, paid them between 2d. and 18d. a day according

to their needs.1 In 1254-5 he had probably purchased 35-40 houses in
the Rue-St.-Jacques, and in 1257 handed two of them over to Master Robert.
Robert added two to these, and more later.2 In a charter for Master
Robert dated 1257 Louis IX granted him the land for poor students and a

3

quitclaim of 10s. In 1258 he recompensed those who would lose from this

transaction;h and later granted more houses to Robert, which he had acquired

5

by sale or exchange. In 1259 Pope Alexander IV praised him for setting up
a college for Masters of Arts in Paris,6 and at the same time the Pope wrote
to the clergy of France, asking them to support Louis in this venture.7
Urban IV allowed 100 days of Indulgence in 1262 for those who supported the
College; in 1268 Clement IV accorded the Sorbonne the right to build an
oratory and to celebrate masses there.8 In his will the king left a total
of £235 to four colleges in the University of Paris. Despite his political

interference he was thus a generous patron of scholars as well as of the

friars.

1 St.-Pathus, pp.61-2; Tillemont, V, 320-k,

2 P. Glorieux, Aux Originesde la Sorbonne, Paris, 1965-6,(=Glorieux),
I, 87-9.

3 Chart.Univ. I, 349, no.302; Glorieux, II, 176, no.16.

L F.A. Berty and L.M. Tisserand, Topographie Historigue du Vieux Paris,
Region Centrale de 1'Université, Paris, 159?, p.582, no.cxi.

5 Chart. Univ. I, 377-8, no.329; I, 434, no.393.

6 Chart. Univ. I, 397-8, no.34?; Glorieux, II, 207, no.179.

7 Glorieux, II, 208, no.180.

8 Glorieux, I, 92; II, 315, no.270.
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7. St.~-Denis and the Sainte-Chapelle, Royal Relics and the

Court Style.

Under Louis IX, St.-Denis reached new heights of splendour and
was showered with royal benefits on a scale not emulated since the days
of Louis VII. A monk of the house, writing c.1297, describes the way in
which the king came to St.-Denis each year to celebrate the feast-day of
the patron:

‘accedens ad altare sancti Dionisii cum maxima devotione,
nudo capite, flexis genibus, oratione praemissa'. 1

He also paid the house 4 gold coins each year, perhaps symbolising the
price a serf paid to his Lord.2 He had a strong reverence for Dagobert,

3

for whom he built a magnificent monument in the church,” which represented
the king being rescued from demons by Saint Denis, Saint Maurice and Saint
Martin., In 1247 he had th bones of previous abbots and kings including
Louis VII, Abbot Suger and some Carolingians translated, and he also
commissioned many fine tombs for his predecessors on the French throne,
including Louis III, Carloman, Robert II and Louis VIﬁ Part of the royal
regalia was kept here, and in 1260 Louis granted the two great crowns of
Philip-Augustus to the house for safekeeping.5 Abbot Eudes Clément
baptised a child of the king in 1244, and the house provided several royal
envoys. Two monks went, for example,on a missimto Palestine in the 12505.6
Abbot Matthiemwas a governor of the realm in 1270 when the king went on
crusade.7 The king also received the oriflamme here, with great ceremony,

before going on crusade in 1248 and 1270.8

HoFrQ xx, 51 L]
Labarge, p.205.
T.S.R. Boase, Death in the Middle Ages, London, 1972, pp..48-51.

Tillemont, V, 36-7; Krandenbwsg, pp8!-3.
Tillemont, IV, 222-3; Layettes, III, 552, no.4640;  Gallia, VII, 391.

Gallia, VII, 389-90.
Tillemont, V, 124; Gallia, VII, 329,

M. Félibien, Hiﬁtgifﬁ de L'Abbaﬁe Royale de Saint-Denis-en-France,
Paris, 1706, =S-D. 1] pp.239’ 2 L4
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The North tower of the church had been badly damaged by fire
in 1219, and in 1231 the abbot, Eudes Clément, decided to undertake the
partial rebuilding of the house. William of Nangis suggested that this
was done through the counsel of the king, Blanche of Castile, and the
wise men of the realm.1 The extent to which the king paid for the work
was probably exaggerated by Fé€libien in his history of the house;2
nevertheless the links between crown and abbey were symbolised by the
placing of the arms of France and Castile in the choir and the crossing.3
The plan may have been evolved to fit Louis' own wishes:

'The crossing seems to become the centre of an enormous,

nine-squared grid, set like a martyrium in the middle of

the basilica. This may indicate the rejection of

Royaumont as a royal necropolis and the beginning of the

end of Cistercian dominance over royal taste'. L
The style of the building itself, which was executed by royal masters,
owes something to parts of Troyes and Amiens, but was unique in creating
the effect of a glass wall terminating in a rose window. The obvious
satisfaction of Louis in the design is reflected in his use of the same

2 These buildings, with

designer for his chapel at St.-Germain-en-Laye.
Royaumont, were important elements in the creation of the Court Style in

Architecture.

Louis also showered great material benefits upon the house.
'Ad honorem etiam Sancti Dionisii cartas aliquas, non
obstante usu contrario, in registris regalibus invento,
approbavit et robur habere voluit firmitas'.

One of these was from Charlemagne, another from Charles the Bald.6

1 H.Fr. xx, 320.

2 S-D. p.227.

3 Branner, p.lb.
L Branner, p.i8.
5 Branner, pp.51-3.
6 H.JFr. XX, 52.
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In 1270 he also confirmed two charters given by Louis VI and Philip I.‘I
St.-Pathus mentions another valuable privilege as the grant of freedom

from paying tolls throughout France,2 given in 1259. In the same year

he gave freedom from paying the‘gi_t;g_,3 while in 1270 he allowed mortmain

on all the abbey's possessions.h Some charters were more limited in scope.
In 1230, for example, he confirmed the settlement of a lawsuit involving
the abbey,5 while in 1270 he ordered the counts of Clermont to render
homage to the abbey for certain of their 1ands.6 After his death in
Palestine his entrails were buried at Montréal in Sicily, but his bones were

returned to the magnificent mausoleum at St.—Denis.7

One part of the interest which Louis showed in St.-Denis was
connected with the relics it contained. Their veneration and collection
exercised a continuous and strong fascination over him throughout his reign.
In 1267 he was present at the translation of the Madeleine at Vézelay, and
was given a large relic for himself.8 In 1261 he assisted with the
translation of Saint Lucien at Beauvais, and also attended several other
similar ceremonies - at Pontigny in 1247, and 1249, and at Orleans in 1259.9

In 1241 he was at Nogent-le-Vierges, a Benedictine priory of Fécamp, for

a display of the relics of Saint Brigid and Saint Maure, and he undertook

Tardif, p.351, nos.867-8.

St.-Pathus, p.41; Tardif, no.335, p.349, p.349; S-D. piéces, pp.cxxix-v
Tardif, no.837, p.349.

Tardif, no.870, p-351.

Tardif, no.809, p.347.

Tardif, no.351, p.351; S-D. piéces, p.cxxvi.

S-D. pp.2ik7-8.

Tillemont, V, 39-40.

Tillemont, V, 358.
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to rebuild the choir of the church, sending a mason c.1242-3, The building

bears obvious resemblances to the earlier Sainte-Chapelle.1

Relics which the king acquired for himself had to be given
suitable places for their enshrinekent. In 1262 he obtained some remains
of the Holy Theban Legion from Agaune, and placed them in the royal chapel
at his palace at Senlis. This had been founded by Louis VI,2 and Louis IX
evidently decided to rebuild it and to found a priory there for Augustinians
of Agaune. In 1261 he bought a house from Robert, son of Eudes le Boucher,
and his wife, 'pro edificio domus prioris et fratrum de ordine Sancti
Mauricii apud Silvapnectum commorantium'. A letter from the abbot of Agaune

3 The priory, parts

of 1262 confirms that the process was well under way.
of which still survive in the chiteau, was carefully constructed but modest
in size., It was to house 13 canons. The foundation charter of 1265 shows
that it was endowed with the land the king had bought in Senlis, 70 arpents
in St.-Pathus, 16 at Persan, with 30 measures of wine and 22 of wheat each
year., William of St.-Pathus valued the pension given by Louis at fAOO.l+
In 1269 Louis gave another charter allowing the prior to spend an extra
£1,000 on land from the royal fiefs - although the king reserved high justice
for himself.5 Pope Clement IV confirmed the foundation and the statutes
drawn up for it by Robert, Bishop of Senlis (1265).6

St.-Maurice was, as well as a house for relics, a royal memorial

7

chapel and a hospital. The anniversaries of Louis VII, Blanche and

Queen Marguerite were to be celebrated there each year with grants of

1 Branner, pp.66~7; Delettre, II, 294-6.
2 AD Oise, H.386; Gallia, XII, 1522, 3; L.VI, no.614, p.276.
3 AD Oise, H.386, no.1; Layettes, IV, 33, no.4738.

L AD Oise, H.386, no.4; St.-Pathus, p.40; Gallia, X, 1523;
Tillemont, IV, 255-8.

5 AD Oise, H.386, no.b.
6 Gallia, X, inst.235-8; Layettes, V, 258, no.772.

7 AD Oise, H.386, no.4.
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20s. to the poor, and his own with 40s. During dlent and Advent the
canons were to feed 30 poor a day, and 5 during the rest of the year.
On Maundy Thursday they were to wash the feet of the poor and to give them
3d. each. The services were to follow the customs of St.—Denis.1 This

foundation was thus a manifestation in microcosm of all Louis' main interests.

Royal chapels could intercede for the souls of the king and his
family, they could contain relics, and they could provide chaplains for
royal chiteaux. Many of them combined these functions. Some so-called
'chapels' were in fact chantries; in 1259, for example, the king granted
a £50 for 2 'chapels' to be set up in Chartres Cathedral to intercede for
his family. £12 was granted for a similar establishment at Nogent, under
the abbot of Coulombes.2 In 1255 Louis established a chaplain in the
royal chapel at Charny to celebrate masses there each day for the souls of
his parents. He granted an annual pension of £12 to sustain him; and
another at Poissy, was allowed £16.3 Special buildings were often created
for the purpose of intercession. At Pontoise St.-Vaast was built in the 1250s,
and another, two-storeyed building at Corbeil :‘.n._<;.‘1258.L+ A chapel was
ordered at Vincennes in 1248, and revenues of £15 p.a. and 60s. for lights
set aside for its incumbents, although it is uncertain whether the building

5

was ever completed. Another obscure foundation of the same type was

St.~Vincent at Bois-le-Roi near Melun, which was attributed to Louis IX,

The chapel at St.-Germain-en-Laye stands as an excellent example

of this kind of building. In 1223 Philip-Augustus had founded a chapel

1 Branner, pp.92-3.
2 Tillemont, IV, 209; Vet.Mon, I, 1259,

3 Layettes, III, 281-2, no.4225; Tillemont, IV, 70; Vet.Mon. I,
1307.

L Branner, p.92; Tillemont, V, 305; Trou, p.66.
Félibien, I, 320-5; Branner, p.65.

6 Delaforge, p«26.
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in the chfteau there dedicated to the Virgin Mary. In the 1230s, however,
Louis according to a letter of Simon, Abbot of Colombes, replaced it with a
building of finer work.' It was probably completed c.1238, and an extra
chaplain was added to say a daily mass there. The previous incumbent, a
monk of St.-Eloi, was to continue his prayers in the chapel of St.-Eloi in

2 The

the parish church, for which the monastery was allowed £40 p.a.
building is small but very fine, containing only three bays and an apse,
but in details based closely on St.-Denis. It was probably designed by

3

the same master. It also contains roughly sculptured heads which may be

portraits of the king himself, of Blanche of Castile and Queen Margaret.u

The highest honour was done to the relics of the Crown of Thorns
and the Holy Cross which the king obtained from the Emperor of Constantinople,
Baldwin, in 1239 and 1241, at a cost of at least £20,OOO.5 Louis had the
Sainte-Chapelle built in Paris as a 'reliquary of monumental size'.6 It
was intended to reflect the special glory of the relics themselves, and also
Louis' prestigious position as their guardian and custodian. Innocent IV
wrote in 1244 that: 'te Dominus in sua corona spinea, cuius custodiam

ineffabili dispositione tuae commisit excellentiae, coronavit'.7 At the

1 Layettes, IT, 384, no.2727. I.Hacker-Suck, 'Les Chapelles palatines du
Moyen-Age en France| Cahiers Archéologiques, 13, 1962, (=Hacher-Suck),

pp021?-57, eSp. p.238.

2 J. de Terlin, 'La téte de Saint Louis & Saint-Germain-en-Laye',
Monuments et Mémoires Fondation E. Piot, 45, 1951, pp.123-L40,
=Terlin), and esp. pp.133-i.

3 Branner, pp.51-3; fig.V, 6.

L Terlin, pp.123=k40.

5 Félibien, I, 292-306; Tillemont, II, 410; Paris, IV, 90;
H,Fr. XX, lvi.

6 Branner, p.57; Hacker-Suck, pp.238-43.

7 S.J. Morand, Histoire de la Sainte-Chapelle Royale de Paris,
Paris, 1790, zzMorands, pié&ces, pp.2-3.
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same time it emphasised the prestige of the French people, who were in

a wider sense guardians of the relics.

The building fulfills its function in a visually magnificent way.
Contemporaries were highly impressed. Matthew Paris heard in 1241 that the
king of France had ordered a chapel to be built in his palace 'mirifici
decoris'. ] Alexander IV understood that 'opere superante materiam'.2 It
was constructed upon two levels, the design of the larger upper chapel
leading the eye towards the focal point at the East end, the altar and the
relics, and enshrining them in stained glass and gold. The design marks a
break from the St.-Denis style, and owes much to the Cathedral at Amiens -
for example, its windows and the pattern of its dado. Branner suggests
that the architect was Thomas de Cormont who had been working on the Cathedral

3

previously. It was to be a vitally important building in the development of

the Court Style.’+ The chapel was probably substantially completed by 1246;
William of St.-Pathus estimated the cost at more than £40,000 Tournois.5

In 1246 Louis drew up his first set of statutes for the organisation
of the Sainte-Chapelle.6 The charter states that the chapel has been
founded to contain the holy relics, to intercede for the king and his family.
There are to be 5 major chaplains and two deacons to serve it. An annual
pension of £20 for each priest and £15 for each deacon is set aside;  they
are to receive extra payments for celebrating the canonical hours. Matthew,

who has been the chaplain in the foundation of St.-Nicholas created by

Louis VII and incorporated into the new foundation, is to be one of the

1 Paris, IV, 92,
2 Morand, pi2ces, p.3.

3 Branner, p.62.

k Branner, p.65.
5 St,.-Pathus, p.38.
6 Fglibien IIT, 119-22; Morand, pidces, pp.3-7.
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five major chaplains. In 1247 the Emperor Baldwin confirmed his sale of
the relics to Louis, The charter shows that they included, as well as the
Crown of Thorns and part of the Holy Cross, a portion of Christ's blood and
another of the milk of the Virgin, a chain which had bound Christ and part
of the stone from the sepulchre, part of the Holy Lance, the Holy Sponge and
a section of the head of Saint John the Baptist.1 Baldwin relinquished

all further rights to these. In 1248 the chapel was consecrated; the king
was granted an Indulgence for all those present by Odo, Cardinal-Bishop of
Frascati.2 This took place in April and in August the statutes of the
chapel were revised‘3 Extra priests were added and the pensions of the

five principal chaplains and the deacons raised to £25 each. The canonical
hours and the lighting of the church were also regulated, and, as before,
the right of the nomination of the priests was reserved to the crown.

Louis' successors were enjoined not to remove any relics or ornaments from
the church. In 1256 the king added an annual grant of 8 measures of whea‘l:.l+
The foundation was thus generously endowed and well able to carry out its
task of intercession for the king and for France. There were three annual
feasts there, one celebrated by the Franciscans, one by the Dominicans and

the third by the other religious of Paris in turn.

The Sainte-Chapelle became a pattern for building style. Other
buildings were to imitate its effect of total spatial unity as well as
its details, Many of these were royal buildings, some simple like Vauvert
or the Hotel-Dieu at Compidgne, or the Mendicant convents in Paris;

others more ornate, like St.-Maurice at Senlis or St.~Vaast at Pontoise.

1 Morand, piéces, pp.7-8.
2 Branner, p.65; layettes, III, 30-31, no.3666.
3 Morand, piéces, pp.8-13; Félibien, III, 122-5.

in Morand, piéces, pp.131k.
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But the distinctive style began also to spread outside the royal domain -

to the cathedrals of Clermont Ferrand and of Carcassonne, and outside
France - with the mendicant churches in Germany and Italy and the cathedrals
at Leon, Freiburg and London (01d St.Paul's), and Cologne and Westminster
abbey.1 Much of this can be attributed to the aesthetic attributes of

the style itself, but its importance went beyond this. The Sainte-Chapelle
was a religious symbol, a symbol of the devotion of the king of France to
Christ Himself and to His relics, and to the relics of the Saints. Its
design was conceived of to represent this idea and was a great artistic
influence throughout France and Europe. But the building became also a
symbol of the special sanctification of the French king and at the same time
his prestige and his political importance throughout Europe as a strong,

just and Christian monarch.

®* % & % % % % »

1 Branner, pp.85-132, passim; for Carcassonne, fig. V, 7.
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Fig. V, 1.

Royaumont, Val d'Oise,
fragment of north
transept, 1228-36.

Fig. V, 2. Maubuisson, near Pontoise, claustral buildings,
after 1236.




Fig. V, 3. Le Lys,
Seine-et-Marne,
mid-thirteenth
century, south
transept from

north transept.

Fig. V, 4. Le Lys, east end and transepts from nave.
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Pig. ¥V, 6.
St.-Cermain-
en-Laye,
Chapel, after
1238.

Fig. V, 7.
Ste=Nazaire,
Carcassonne,
after 1269.
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Chapter V1

ROYAL MONASTERIES AS MAUSOLEA - A SPECIAL CASE OF

MONASTIC PATRONAGE

1. Introductory.

Precisely where a medieval king chose to be buried might appear
a matter of indifference to the historian. Yet to his contemporaries it
assumed great importance, since the choice of a suitable church or monastery
involved both the salvation of the dead man and the standing and reputation
of his bereaved family. To the royal court, it would be a matter of royal
renown, and of pride in their house for the fortunate ecclesiastics chosen
as custodians of the royal remains. Although most medieval kings were
entombed in monasteries, there is great variety in the choice of sites for
royal burial, and there are also many different reasons for their selection.
In the later middle ages, a regal burial system crystallised. Royal houses
tended to have one great church of enshrinement, but like nobles and burgesses,
to be remembered also by chantries in special chapels, churches and
monasteries. Doctrines about intercession for the dead through the saying
of masses had cohered and reached general acceptance by this time. But before
the mid-thirteenth century the logic behind the site and circumstances for
burial of the great was far less consistent. Many ancient and well-éstablished
monasteries and cathedrals owed perhaps a reputation for piety or the possession
of an efficacious relic, or a personal connection with the ruler and his
family, to their choice as a royal mausoleum. Kings could also be entombed
in their own monastic foundations, and some of these were created specifically
as pantheons.

The period when the greatest variety in the choice of royal
mausolea occurs is from about 1100 to 1270. Before this, kings and

counts would be buried perhaps in their family monastery or perhaps in an
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important cathedral. But with the church reforms of the late-eleventh
century the system of the proprietary church was undermined. At the same
time new orders which aimed to throw off lay control were emerging. Yet
they depended to a very large extent on lay patronage, and because of
connections with royal lay-advocates as well as a reputation for sanctity
which would render their prayers highly efficacious, they were often chosen
as the custodians of royal remains. In the confused pattern of royal burials
two different sets of concepts emerged. One was that a king could found a
monastery specifically as the pantheon for himself and his immediate family.
The second, which gradually gained ground, was that kings should be entombed
in great mausolea which were a symbol both of dynastic, and later of
'national' aspirations. In their outward manifestations these churches
were not unlike the burial-houses of the early middle ages. Yet the concepts
behind them were of a different nature, and this development is a measure both
of a generally increased interest taken in burial, and the more sophisticated
doctrinal framework which had been built up around it. And royal houses took
full advantage of this development in using it to enhance growing dynastic
prestige.

The term mausoleum itself seems to have derived from the tomb
of Mausolus, ruler of Caria, which was created at Harlicanassus c¢.362 BC.
If reconstructions are to be believed it was a vast edifice, a house tomb
topped by a pyramid, and it fulfilled both entombing and commemorative
functions.1 This was likewise the pattern for ancient Egyptian and South
American pyramids, although purely commemorative mausolea are also possible.
Yet the definition of the term mausoleum as a shrine created for a great

leader, and its siting in a medieval monastery suggests an immediate

1e E. Panofsky, Tomb Sculpture, its changing aspects from ancient
Egypt to Bernini, London, 196% (= Panofsky, T), p.23.
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contradiction in terms. In one sense the mausoleum appears as the
expression of constant ideas about monarchy and religion basic to mankind.
The great leader, the Pharaoh, the Christian king, the communist leader,

is set above the people in death as in life. Worship, of him or for him,

is conducted around his mortal remains and in a setting of magnificence

and of awe. Yet in Western Christendom there was a very powerful tradition
that royal power, although sanctified, was inherently inferior to that of

the priesthood, particularly the Pope. This was the theory throughout the
middle ages, but the time when it had the greatest force and when the
credibility gap was narrowest was from after the late-eleventh century
church reforms until the thirteenth century. The royal mausolea should,

as religious houses created specifically for the burial of kings and their
families, illustrate the clash of these two elements in Christianity very
strikingly. Curiously enough they appear at the very time when Papal claims
for church separation and superiority were at their height. Mausolea such

as Westminster and Las Huelgas also appear as the symbolic representations

of the sanctified past of royal houses and their God-given power and authority
at this very time.

Certain ecclesiastical reaction to this phenomenon of royal
burial occurred, but it was limited in scope. The Grandmontines would bury
only their lay-advocates.1 The early Cistercian statutes prohibited the
burial of all lay folk in their churches,including kings. This was
modified and widened in 1157 when founders could be buried in the monastery,
and in 1152 and 1180 to allow the entombment of kings, queens and bishops
in the church choirs.2 In the late twelfth and early thirteenth centuries,
some Cistercian houses were founded specifically for the burial of kings,

as, for example, Barbeaux and Royaumont. Yet these mausolea were naturally

1. Giraldus, IV, 258.

2. Anec, IV, 1251-2; Canivez, I, 47, 87.
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thought of primarily as monasteries, for their religious functions
predominated over their secular importance. While they interceded for
the soul of a dead king, as indeed for society as a whole, it was to the
service of God that they were dedicated, and it was to the assumptions of
his vicar, the Pope, about the r8le of kings that they should adhere. It
is precisely in this area that they appear as atypical of the mausoleum
pattern in general.

Perhaps in practical terms it is unnecessary to overstate the
amount of tension between sacral kingship and the reformed church. Although

papal thunderings about the plenitudo potestatis and their genuine repercussions

in the ecclesiastico-political sphere should be afforded their full attention,
on the level of working relationships between church and state there is a very
real measure of compromise, Here the monastic mausoleum fits in. Although
theoretically out of place in the cosmology of the reformed church, symbolising
the Eigenkirche pattern, in reality it appears to have been accepted and used
as a symbol of monarchy sanctified by the church. Here it has connectionms,
too, with the 'primitive' aspects of medieval religion, and thus in certain

ways with other mausolea in other societies.

2. Royal burial before c.1100.

In the early middle ages kings and counts were often buried in
their own or their family monasteries. Despite the later tensions over
lay ownership of churches, the pattern of comital shrines persisted,
particularly in France, throughout the middle ages.1 The early Scots
kings were interred at Iona and later at Dunfermline, and the Merovingians

and Carolingians at St.-Denis, St.-Germain-des-Prés and Ste.-Geneviéve.2

1« below, appendix II.

2. J.M.Wallace-Hadrill, The Long-Haired Kings, London, 1962, p.228;
A.H. Dunbar, Scottish Kings, Edinburgh, 1699, passim; Legrand D'Aussy,
Des Sépultures Nationales, Paris, 1824, pp.300-14 Rreadenbusg,pp 49-67.
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The Anglo-Saxon kings were buried in the royal monastery of Glastonbury
or at Winchester.1 The special importance and sanctification of these
kings was reflected in the special prayers that were said for them; the

pattern of the tenth century Regularis Concordia in England has its parallel

in the earlier Merovingian prayer:

'prista Francorum regibus victuriam ut liberati a rebelli
suo salventur quia tu sulus pius omnipotens eternus'. 2

This idea of sacral kingship reached its height under Charlemagne who was
buried in his own palace chapel at Aachen, a great church created as a
symbol of Imperial power blessed by God. Nevertheless, it had not been
founded as his mausoleum as the debate described by his biographer Einhard
illustrates:

'corpus more sollemni lotum et curatum et maximo totius populi

luctu ecclesiae inlatum atque humatum est. Dubitatum est

primo ubi reponi deberet, eo quod ipse vivus de hoc nihil

praecipisset. Tandem omnium animis sedit nusquam eum honestius

tumulari posse quam in ea basilica quam ipse propter amorem
dei ... proprio sumptu in eodem vicu construxit'. 3

He was buried in an antique pagan sarcophagus he had brought from Italy.
Other kings were also buried in their own foundations -~ Otto I,
for example, at Magdeburg.u According to William of Malmesbury, King
Aethelred 'construxit monasterium de Bardeneia, ubi sepultus est circa
annum gratia DCXXII'.5 He calls him sanctus, and this is a frequent
pattern in seventh-century England. It seems probable, indeed, that the
foundation of a religious house was a sufficient guarantee of the holiness

of a royal prince or princess in this period to ensure their reverencing,

1. BL Add MS 6159, ff.104-6 gives a full list; some earlier entries
are perhaps fictitious; K.H.Kriiger, Konigsgrabkirchen, Munich,
1971, pp.30-3; 251-9.

2. Quoted Wallace Hadrill, p.229.

3, ed. L. Halphen, Eginhard, Vie de Charlemagne, Paris, 1947, pp.86-8.

4, R. Folz, La Naissance du Saint Empire, Paris, 1967, pp.218-20.
S. Dugdale, I, 623. ‘
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except in the case of very blatant wrongdoing. The normal pattern, as with
the cults of Saint Etheldreda at Ely or Saint Radegonde at Poitiers,1 was
that the founder was venerated both as a king or a queen and as a saint.
Frantisek Graus suggests that certain basic requirements had to be fulfilled
in the making of a saint-king:

'Die heiligen Konige der Fruhzeit zerfallen in drei gruppen;

1: den monischen Kénig, 2: den in Kampf gefallene Konig,

3: den emordeten und verratenen Konig'. 2
Yet the widespread emergence of saints gradually became rarer, and after
the mid-twelfth century the church took over the official creation of new
saints. Some kings, like Louis IX of France, were canonised, but natural
and spontaneous veneration of a hero for his deeds or for his life was no
longersufficient to make him a saint. Yet the political and unofficial
cults of Simon de Montfort and Edward II in England were far more successful
than that of Edward the Confessor which had both papal and royal support.

This paradox is a reminder of the natural admiration as well as the official

backing which might go into the making of a saint.

3. The development of ideas about burial, c.1100-1250.

With the arrival of the new orders, the choice of burial-houses
became much wider: kings sometimes took a cavalier attitude towards places
they had selected for this purpose. Henry III promised in 1235 that he
would be buried in the Temple church which he had helped to rebuild:

fquod cum pio cupiamus desiderio, sani et incolumes et liberum
habentes arbitrium de loco sepulturae nostrae disponere, et
ante diem nobis inde prospicere ... concessisse et dedisse

corpus nostrum Deo et beatae Mariae, et domui militiae Templi
Londinii ibidem debitae commendandum sepulturae.’' 3

1. Dugdale, I, 457.

2e F. Graus, Volk, Herrsher und Heiliger im Reich der Merovinger,
Prague, 1965, p.423.

3. Dugdale, VI (2), 818.
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Yet he was ultimately laid to rest in the great shrine of Westminster

which he had created for himself, his kingdom and Edward the Confessor.
Likewise Henry II promised to be buried in Grandmont but after internal
troubles in the order was interred at Fontevrault.1 The failure of royal
hopes and promises to materialise could cause great distress, as is shown
by the letter of the monks of Cistercian Beaulieu of 1228 begging the Pope
to allow them John's body since he had founded the house as his mausoleum.2
The young king, son of Henry II, had asked to be interred in Rouen, but was
hastily buried in Le Mans, from where he was later removed on the wishes of
his father.3 Monks valued royal remains greatly since they tended to put
the monasteries where they were lodged on the pilgrim and tourist map;

pride in their house and the compliance with the wishes of their founders also
played an important part. That a wider value was attached to these remains
is suggested by the large sums of money offered by the French for the burial
of King Henry V of England in France, where he died in 1422,

When a king has made his wishes about burial explicit these were
normally observed. Louix VII was buried at Barbeaux and Henry I of England
at Reading -~ at considerable inconvenience caused by the transportation of
his body from the forest of Lyons in Normandy to Berkshire. Yet not all
kings chose to be buried in their own foundations or in the houses of the
new orders. Philip I of France was laid to rest at the Cluniac St.-Benoit-
sur~Loire for which he had a particular affection, and Louis VII's wife
Adéle at Pontigny. The Empress Matilda arranged her interment at Le Bec-Helloui
before her father's death, when she was seriously ill in the 1120s.

Henry I argued that it was not a suitable resting place for a princess who

1 Gesta Henrici, I, 7.

2. T. Rymer, Foedera, London, 1727, (=Rymer), I, 193.
%. Gesta Henrici, I, 301-4.

L, W.St.-John Hope, 'On the funeral effigies of the Kings and Queens
of England', Archeologia, 1X (2), 1907, (= Hope), p.535.
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had been Empress of Germany, but Matilda characterically resisted him
strongly. She ultimately gained her wish, which was not, however, to
be implemented for several decades; she died in 1167.1 John had a
strong interest in Anglo-Saxon saints, particularly St. Wulfstan and
St.Oswald, and from this arose his wish for his burial at Worcester.
Roger of Wendover described his deathbed scene:

'Et his ita éestis, sciscitatus est ab eo abbas de Crocstuna,

si ipsum mori contigeret, ubi vellet eligere sepulturam, cui

rex respondens dixit '"Deo et Sancto Wlstano corpus et animam

meam commendo". Qui postea in nocte ... ex hac vita migravit ...

cuius corpus regio schemate ornatum ad Wigorniam delatum est

et in ecclesia cathedrali ab episcopo loci honorifice tumulatum.' 2
A fragmentary will re-iterates this wish, which was to be implemented:

'Sepultus est ... inter sanctos Wlstanum et Oswaldum'.3

Sometimes when a king had made no request about his place of burial
or was far from home, a suitable site near to where he had died would be
selected by his followers. Frederick I after his death on crusade was
buried at Antioch,u in the same way as Otto II had been buried in Rome.5
Winchester Cathedral was William Rufus' last resting place, after his murder
in the New Forest. This burial was very much a cursory affair, and William
of Malmesbury speculated on whether or not the tower of the cathedral would
have fallen down had this not taken place; Rufus was not popular with the
clergy.6
Yet the complete lack of ceremony attached to William II's burial

seems to have been exceptional, and became more so in the context of a

growing interest in royal entombment in the twelfth century. Monastic

writers give a clear illustration of this process. Detailed descriptions

1e J.Duch2sne, Historia Normannorum Scriptores, Paris, 1629, pp.305-6.
2. Wendover, III, 385-6.
3. Ann. Mon. IV, 407; Rymer, II, 533.

4, MGH, SRG, V, 91-2.

5. P. Lasco, Ars Sacra, London, 1972, p.92.

6. ed. W. Stubbs, William of Malmesbury, Gesta Regum, RS no.90, London,
1887-9 (= Malmesbury), IV, 379.
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of the death and burial of kings emerge in the spate of annals and
chronicles. Yet even in the graphic and slightly distasteful accounts
of William of Malmesbury and Henry of Huntingdon regarding the death,
decomposition and eventual entombment of Henry I1 an impression is left
that the interest of the monks describing the burials outstripped
considerably the care and consideration of the mourners of the dead king.
Ordericus' description of the dead Conqueror left almost naked on the ground,
despite the provisions he had made for his burial at Caen, is a clear
example.2

Kings had shown a great concern for their burial from the late
eleventh century, but from the mid-twelfth century onwards there is evidence
for a widening and growing interest among court circles in royal entombment.
This involved the finding of a suitably honorific burial house - Henry II's

3

barons objected to Grandmont because it was contra dignitatem regni sui” -

and the enhancement of the prestige of royal dynasties by the re-interrment

of their predecessors and ancestors. Henry himself was interested in genealogy.
Aildred of Rievaulx wrote a treatise addressing him as the cornerstone uniting
the Norman and English rzatces.l+ He had the bodies of Dukes Richard I and
Richard II of Normandy translated at Fécamp, with great solemnity, in 1162.

In 1164 the consecration of Reading, burial-house of Henry I, was a particularly
splendid occasion, as was also the translation of Edward the Confessor.5
In 1191 King Arthur was 'discovered' at Glastonbury after some royal prombting
in the late 1180s and he was re-interred in the newly built lady chapel.6

These examples serve to emphasise that the idea was growing that the honour

of the royal house should be manifested in the fittingly prestigious burial

1. ed.T. Arnold, Henry of Huntingdon, The History of the English, RS no.?74, Londo
1879, pp.257-8; HN, pp.14-15.

2. The Ecclesiastical History of Orderic Vitalis, ed.M. Chibnalli, IV,
Oxford, 1973, (= Orderic), pp.101-2.

3. Gesta Henrici, I, 7.
4, A.Squire, Ailred of Rievaulx, London, 1968, p.88.

5. Ann.Mon, III 42: H.II, Intrg.p.68; IG.Thomas The cult of Saints’
Relics 1in Meéieval Engiand. Ph.D.tﬁesis;Univ.of London, 1975, p.302.

6. above. Pp. 101-2.




of its past and present members. That Henry II was buried in Fontevrault
instead of Grandmont shows the concern of his court for this notion. The
young king Henry was eventually interred at Rouen and his entrails taken to
Grandmont.1 The remains of Henry II's mistress, Rosamund Clifford, also

received great care. The author of the Gesta regis Ricardi primi describes

the ire of Hugh, Bishop of Lincoln, on a visitation to Godstow nunnery in
the 1190s when he found her magnificent shrine in front of the main altar.
This Henry had erected with considerable care and expense, but Saint Hugh
had it torn down and Rosamund re-interred in the common graveyard outside
the church. The scene is described in great detail and obviously caused a
strong contemporary stir.2

But this interest was not confined only to the Angévin court.
The work of Suger at St.-Denis emphasised the glory of the French royal
house, while in 1166 Frederick I held a feast at Aachen for the exhumation

3

and reinterment of Charlemagne. It was these ideas which underlay the
emergence of the large-scale royal pantheon, glorifying its monarch, his
deeds and his ancestry. Yet this had to compete with the mausoleum of the
single ruler and his family which enjoyed considerable vogue especially in

the twelfth century, when the new orders provided a novel and wide choice,

and kings were taking a stronger interest in their fate after déath.

L, The mausoleum of the single ruler and his family.

By about 1100 a new idea about the burial of kings was emerging
which produced a group of monastic mausolea corresponding most closely

with their non-Christian counterparts, such as the Egyptian pyramids

1. Gra}lam’ pp.217-8.

2. Gesta Henrici, II, 231-2.

3. H.JFr. XIII, 722.
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or Germanic graves of great heroes. A monastery was, it seems, founded

by a ruler with the express purpose of his own burial there, and as a
personal shrine. These mausolea emerged slowly and enjoyed variable degrees
of success, for often the wishes of their founders were not observed, and to -
the chagrin of the monks were placed elsewhere, usually in a great dynastic
burial church. Yet despite their setbacks these monastic houses constitute
-a definite group within the development of the monastic mausoleum.

Their origins may owe something to Byzantine infliences disseminated
via the Norman Kingdom of Sicily, which was in constant contact with its
northern counterpart from the setting-up of both states in the later eleventh
century.1 Sicily was likewise closely linked with Byzantium,and 'as far
back as the first half of the tenth century the basileis had originated the
custom of selecting for their burial places not the traditional imperial
mausolea, but the churches of monasteries they founded with this purpose in
mind.'2

Thus Romanus I Lacapenus who died in 944 was buried at Myrelaion,
Alexius I Comnenus (died 1118) at Christos Philanthropos, and John II in
the heréon at the Pantokrator monastery built for this purpose by his wife
Irene.3 John II died in 1143; in 1145 his political rival Roger II of
Sicily granted his own monastic cathedral foundation at Cephalu two porphyry
sarcophagi:

'sarcophagos vero duos porphyriticos ad decessus mei signum
perpetuum conspicuos in praefata ecclesia stabilimus fore
permansuros, in quorum altero iuxta canonicorum psallentium
chorum post diei mei obitum conditus requiescam, alterum vero
tam ad insignem memoriam mei nominis, quam ad ipsius ecclesiae

gloriam stabilimus'. 4

One of these was to be in his memory, the other to hold his remains,

1. D.C. Douglas, The Norman Achievement, London, 1969.

Ce A. Déer, The Dynastic Porphyry Tombs of the Norman Period in Sicily,
Harvard, 1959, (= Deer), p.130.

3. Déer’ p.130.
L. R. Pirri, Sicilia Sacra, 3rd edn, Palermo, 1773, II, 800.
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yet this mausoleum was to be an empty one, for when he died in 1154 he

was buried for political reasons at Palermo, in the cathedrél. The

sarcophagi were to follow him there in 1215; one was used for Fredetick

II and the other for his father Henry VI.1 This was despite the protests

of the religious of Cephalu that Roger's burial there was 'principalis

causa, quando civitatem Cephalude re-edificavit et ecclesiam ibi fundavit.'2
Byzantium may have been one influence upon the growth of the

mausoleum of the single ruler and his family for contacts between the Norman

kingdoms of England and Sicily existed from their inception. But in Northern

Burope a similar burial tradition was also growing up in the later eleventh

century. To some extent,of course, this owed its origins to the idea that

a founder could be buried in his own monastery which was part and parcel of

the proprietary church system, as when, for example, Charlemagne had been

laid to rest at Aachen. TYet actually to found a monastery as a mausoleum

is based on a different set of concepts for it shows a singular concern of

the ruler with his burial and with the provision of intercession for him after

his death. The Vita Edwardi, indeed, suggests that Edward the Confessor

may have been moving towards this idea with Westminster:
'potissimum autem ob amorem principalis apostoli, quem
affectu colebat unico et speciali, eligit ibi habere sibi
locum sepulchri', 3
and he had it rebuilt in magnificent style, beginning before 1060. At

about the same time Duke William of Normandy began to build twin monasteries

for himself and his wife Matilda at Caen. These, St.-Etienne and

1. Pirri, II, 805; Déer, p.23; L.C.White, Latin Monasticism in
Norman Sicily, Harvard, 1938, pp.189-201.

2. Déer, pp.6-7.

3. ed. F. Barlow, Vita Edwardi Regis, NMT, London, 1962 (= VE),
pp.#4-5; F. Barlow, Edward the Confessor, London, 1970
(= Barlow), pp.229-30.
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La-Ste.-Trinite, were partly in penance for their marriage, for they were
deemed to be related within the proscribed degree.1 They may also, however,
have been. intended as twin mausolea. An account of a monk of Caen, written
shortly after William's death, describes William's burial at Caen 'sicut
antea disposuerat'. William of Malmesbury and Orderic Vitalis, however,
suggest that the place was chosen for him.z If William did choose Caen

as his mausoleum, perhaps both this and Westminster which could conceivably
have been erected in imitation, owe something as burial houses to pagan,
Viking and Germanic ideas about the glorification of rulers in burial. The

Carmen de Hastingae Proelio describes William entombing his defeated rival

Harold, after his death at Hastings, in the Viking manner, wrapped in purple
3

and under a mound near the sea. On the site of the battle, furthermore,
William created an abbey as a penance and as a memorial, insisting that the
high altar should be on the place where Harold was slain. A later chronicler
of the house claimed that he would have been buried here had he died in
England; Caen, however, appears to possess a stronger claim in this respect.
This royal interest in burial was given a strong and specific
emphasis by William's half-brother, the overmighty Odo, Bishop of Bayeux.

He was clearly filled with pride in himself and his cathedral and he ordained,

in a charter of 1091, that the . priory of St.-Vigor-le-§rand

should be the mausoleum of himself and his successors in the see - a provision

which he himself was unable to fulfil since he died and was buried at Palermo,

1. Douglas, pp.391-5.

2. Descriptive Catalogue of Materials, ed. T.D. Hardy. RS, II,
London, 1365, pp.14-15; Malmesbury, II, 337-8; Orderic, IV,
102-7, for the events of the funeral.

3, The Carmen de Hastingae Proelio, ed. C. Morton and H. Muntz,
OMT, 1972, pp.37-9; if this account can be accepted Harold was
probably later translated to Waltham; Hope, p.519.

4., ed.J.S.Brewer, Chronicon Monasterii de Bello, London, 1846, pp.36-9; E.Searle.

Lordship and Community, Battle Abbey and Its Banlieu, 1066-1538,
Toronto, 1974, Pe22e
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and which was quashed by Pope Lucius III in the late twelfth century.1

The evidence thus indicates that in the later eleventh century
it was coming to be accepted, not only that members of royal houses could
and should be buried honorifically in their own monasteries, but also that
these houses had a specific importance as places containing the royal tombs
and interceding for the kings; monasteries founded specifically as burial-
houses, a logical development of these ideas, seem to emerge in the twelfth
century.

With Henry I's burial house at Reading the idea of the monastic
pantheon of the single ruler is given greater définition. It was begun
£.1121 as a Cluniac priory and became an abbey two years later; this was
of Cluniac observance although not affiliated to that order, perhaps to
emphasise its status as a great royal house. Henry was a patron of the
Cluniacs; his nephew Henry of Blois, Bishop of Winchester, belonged to that
order and was a royal favourite. The king had given important donations to
Cluny and was a patron of St.Pancras of Lewes from which some of the monks
from Reading came.® Since it was not completed until 1164 it is hard to
gauge his financial contribution to the building works, although existing
capitals surviving from the 1140s, and the size and layout of the house

3

indicate that it was on a considerable scale. He used the estates of
three houses destroyed in the early eleventh century as the basis of the
foundation, but granted it some valuable lands, privileges, and also the

hand of Saint James which his daughter the Empress Matilda brought with

her from Germany.’+ Henry II was to increase the revenues by adding extra

1. D.Bates, 'The Character and Career of Odo, Bishop of Bayeux,
1049/50-1097's Speculum, 50, 1975, 1-20, esp. p.19; my thanks
to Dr Bates for information on Odo.

2. Brooke, pp.139-40; Kemp, pp.43-8; my thanks to Dr Kemp for
information about Reading.

3., J.C.B. Hurry, Reading Abbey, London, 1901, pp.1-2k.

4k, King's Works, I, 49-50; Leyser, passim.
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pensions in memory of his grandfather. When Henry I died he was probably
buried in front of the high altar, at the focal point of the church,1
although there seems to have been a memorial chapel to him elsewhere in
the church.

What is particularly significant about the burial, and about
Reading as a mausoleum, is that despite the existence of many suitable
places in Normandy, as, for example, Ste-Marie-des-Prés, where his bowels
were entombed, Henry I was brought from the forest of Lyons in Normandy
across the channel, at considerable inconvenience, to be buried there.
This is emphasised in William of Malmesbury's description. Other members
of his family, including Adéle, his second wife, were later buried there.2
With Reading, then, the idea of the royal mausoleum of a single ruler in
England had perhaps reached its first specific manifestation.

Stephen was buried at Faversham, Kent, which in its order and
status was modelled directly on Reading, an unaffiliated Cluniac house.

3, together

Its early history is somewhat obscure, but the foundation charter
with the description of his death and burial by various chroniclers imply
that Stephen probably intended Faversham as a burial house for himself
and his family. Certainly Queen Matilda and his son Eustace who died
shortly before him were buried there.br The evidence of the recent
excavations reinforces these suggestions. The building of at least part

of the house was accomplished with considerable speed since it was founded

as late as 1147-8 and a portion of it seems to have been completed by the

1. Gervase, I, 95.

2. HN, pp.14-15; Kemp, p.42.

3. Kemp, p.17; Reg.R. III, 300.

L, Wendover, 1I, 272-3.
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time of Stephen's burial in 1154. The church was built on a grand scale
with a square east end but three apsidal chapels on the end of an unusually
long choir. Some massive pieces of masonry found at the centre of the
choir were probably the bases of the tombs of Stephen and Matilda, and
B.J. Philp suggests that the whole plan of the east end of the church was
laid out to house them.

'The chapel at Faversham, it seems, was a mighty royal

mausoleum ... surely the raison d'étre for the establishment

of the monastery'. 1
If this is the case, Stephen must surely have envisaged Faversham as his
mausoleum and had it designed specifically to carry out this idea, departing
in this from the plan of Reading. Yet in its status and its function,
Faversham resembled Reading very closely. Henry II, however, in many ways
an imitator of his grandfather, broke away from this pattern of the individual
Cluniac mausoleum.

Yet the idea continued in England, for John seems to have founded

Beaulieu with the intention of making it his burial house, even though he
was eventually interred at Worcester. It seems ostensibly unlikely that
King John should found a Cistercian house, and it may have been as a means
of gaining the support of this wealthy order, as an act of piety or diplomacy
after one of his periodic disputes with it. A less credible story comes
in the suggestion that this was done in a moment of bad conscience for having
ill-treated the Cistercian abbots.2 Whatever his motives the course of the
foundation is clear. In 1203 he granted his manor of Faringdon to the
Cistercians and in 1204 changed the site of the proposed abbey to Beaulieu,

Hampshire, 'prope locum ubi Willelmus rex Ruffus occisus est'.3 He seems

1. Pevsner, N. and E. Kent, pp.304-5; Philp, p.15 and see plan,
fig. II, 3.

2. VCH, Hants, II, 14O.
3. Dugdale, V. 682-3; Ann.Mon. II, 256; BL Cott.Nero A XII, f.1.
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to have given fairly generously to the abbey, but although it was begun

in 1204 the building was fairly slow. The monks did not take possession

until 1227, while the final dedication was not until 1245.1 A great deal

of interest was taken in Beaulieu by Henry III and he may have contributed

generous sums.2 The style of the remains of the abbey is that shared by

a group of buildings erected by the kings and their associates in the early

part of the thirteenth century. But the plan of the church is pure Clairvaux

III (1155-75), and it seems that some French masons were employed including

Durandus of Rouen in the 12205.3 The eastern parts consisted of an

ambulatory and radiating chapels. This, as well as being a Cistercian pattern

was well suited to its function as a burial-house. For John when he built

Beaulieu, undoubtedly intended it to be his mausoleum. He had had this in

mind since 1199 when he had promised to build a Cistercian house, 'seque

ibidem ::‘,epeliendum'.,l+ and he clearly took considerable care over the project.

He wrote to the Cistercian abbots of England asking for special care to be

given to it: ‘'rogamus vos attentius, quatinus intuitu Dei, auxilium faciatis

novae abbatiae nostrae Bello Loco'.5 He may have repented the idea of his

burial there towards the end of his reign; there is a hiatus in his gifts

to Beaulieu and an increasing interest in St.Wulfstan; donations to

Worcester Cathedral priory became numerous.6 And it was there that he was

buried, in fulfillment of the instructions he gave on his deathbed.7
These events upset the monks of Beaulieu very bitterly, and in

1228 they wrote to Pope Honorius, demanding that the body of John should be

1. Ann.Mon. II, 304, 337,
2. Charter of Henry III, granting free-warren, App.III, no.8.

2. Pevsner, Hants, p.95; W.H. St.-John Hope and H. Brakespeare,
'"The Cistercian Abbey of Beaulieu', Arch. Jnl. 63, 1906,
pp.129-86, and see Hockey.

L, Ann. Mon. I, 25.
5. Dugdale, V, 680.
6. Ann. Mon. IV, 395; VCH, Worcs, II, 98-9.

7. Wendover, III, 385-6.
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returned to them since he had promised to be buried there:

'Innotescat sanctitati vestre quod serene memorie Iohannis,

quondam rex Angliae, pater noster domum Belli Loci fundaverit,

sicut pluribus notum est in Anglia, in eadem domo igitur

sepulturam elegit post fata communia, et ut dicitur, hoc sollemne
vovit ... (Sed) non potuit corpus eius ad dictam domum deferri ...'.

1

This letter is a clear illustration of the fully fledged idea of the burial
house for the single ruler, for this is what John intended it to be. 1In
the context of his disputes with the Cistercians the choice of this order
to intercede for him becomes more credible if viewed in the context of the
French Cistercian mausolea of the royal house.

The Cistercians were extremely popular in France in the twelfth
and thirteenth centuries, and large numbers of their houses founded by
nobles were used as mausolea. The royal house was an important patron of
the order and gave generously to Cclteaux and Clairvaux and Pontigny.

When Louis VII founded a monastery at the Sacer Portus in 1147, it was
within this pattern. In 1156 he moved it to a better site at Barbeaux.2
Four years before this the Cistercian general chapter had ruled that

'Nullus praeter regem sive reginam, sive archiepiscopos et
episcopos in nostris sepeliantur ecclesiis'. 3

In 1157 it further allowed that

'ad sepeliendum, non nisi fundatores recipiantur'.
Thus the way was opened to royal burials in Cistercian churches; it is
possible that Louis built Barbeaux with such considerations in mind.
Certainly the move to a better site came after the relaxation of the
statutes, and the endowments were increased considerably.5 In 1178 he
granted £100 a year 'ad luminaria eidem ecclesiae ministrando' inm his

memory;6 this implies he proposed to be buried here, an event which took

1. Rymer, I, 192.

2. Gallia, XII, inst. 41.

3, Canivez, I, 47.

L.  Anec. IV, 1251.

5. BN MS Lat. 5466, £f.196-238;c}. Kvandenbusg, pp-87-8.
6. Anec. I, 591.
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place after his death in 1180.

Adele, his widow, gave a charter in 1183 confirming the house
for his soul 'cuius corpus requiescit humatum in praedicta ecclesia'.1
He lay beside the high altar, although no tomb was made for him until the

thirteenth century.

Adéle was to be buried in Pontigny, and another queen, Berengaria,
wife of Richard I, was like her husband also interested in the Cistercians.
In 1229 she founded the abbey l'Epau, near Le Mans, on land given to her
by Louix IX, and with the help of the Bishop of Le Hans.2 The remains are
those of a fine church of the 1230s, but she was not to supervise its
construction, for she died in 1230 and was buried there.3 It seems likely
that this house was intended by Berengaria as her mausoleum. The assistance

of the French crown with its connections with Citeaux is also interesting.

St.-Denis was already in the twelfth century becoming the shrine
which represented French sacral kingship,and Louis VII was the only king
to be buried elsewhere. But there were several commemorative houses founded,
including Chaalis, and Philip-Augustus asked for a similar Premonstratensian
abbey to be created in his nemory.h This was never implemented, but Louis
VIII asked for another similar Premonstratensian abbey and gave donations to
the inhabitants of Asnieres-sur-Loire where it was to be situa.ted.5 But
when Louis IX and his mother Blanche of Castile carried out these requests,
the order was to be Cistercian, a group in which the queen was very
interested. As well as being a memorial, it seems clear that Louis
intended it to be his mausoleum, for as with Stephen at Faversham, close

members of his family who died before him were buried there. These included

1 Gallia, XII, inst. 58.

2 M. Aubert, L'Architecture Cistercienne en France, Paris, 1947,
I, 332.

3 Gallia, XIV, 536; figs.III, 13-14, App.III, charters, nos.9-11.

4 H.Fr. MI’ 114.
5 Branner, p.32.
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his brother and some of his children, Blanche (1243), Jean (1248)

and Louis (1260). He also spent a great deal of time in the abbey, Royaumont,
and according to the thirteenth century Vie de St. Louis, 'leur donna

et assigna rentes et possessions pour eulx vivre largement et habundement'.

In 1245, for example, he gave £500 annual pension, and in 1249, large

areas of arable land. In 1235 the abbey was consecrated in his presence

and he gave relics of the true cross and the crown of thorns.1

Surviving fragments of the abbey indicate both its size and the
comparative lavishness of its style. The plan is of the normal apsidal
east end type, but it was executed in the style of court buildings. The
Cistercian general chapter of 1253, indeed, objected to the excessive
ornamentation of the building, and suggested that much of it should be
removed, probably with little effect. Branner considers that Royaumont,
with St.-Denis which was rebuilt in part in the 1230s, was a decisive
building in the formation of the French Court Style of the mid-thirteenth
century which crystallised in the Sainte-Chapelle.2 Certainly its magnificence
made it a fitting royal abbey and potential mausoleum, until Louis was buried
in St.-Denis, preferring the Saint's symbolic custody to the intercession of the

Cistercians.

Yet the choice of the Cistercians fits in with the pattern of the
single burial house, and Louis may well have been imitating his mother
Blanche in creating a Cistercian pantheon. Her parents founded a Cistercian
nunnery at Las Huelgas, Castile, in the 1180s, which was to be their dynastic
burial house. The queen had also the examples of Barbeaux and 1'Epau to

work from, and in'g.1236 she began the convent of Maubuisson where she was

1 Gallia, IX, 842-3; P. Lauer, 'L'Abbaye de Royaumont',
Bull. Mon. 72, 1908, pp.168-215;c}. Krendenbusy, pr-‘|2-3,- Crinnes, pp- S4-6 .

2 Branner, p.56; Labarge, p.52.
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to be interred.

In 1244 she also founded Le Lys, a twin house, where her heart
was to be buried.1 Both were given generous endowments, and were
executed on a grand scale.2 When Blanche was dying in 1252 she retired
to Maubuisson and was clothed in the habit of a nun. The anonymous
chronicler says

'L'an MCCLII mourut Blanche, la sage, la vaillant,

la bonne roine de France ... et fu enfui en

1'abbaye de Maubuisson, deles Pontois'. 3
And as at Royaumont relatives of Saint Louis were buried here later in
the thirteenth century, while his sister, Isabelle, was buried in her own
foundation for minoresses at Longchamp.

A different manifestation of the idea of the mausoleum of the
single ruler and his family is to be found at Arbroath in Scotland. In
about 1178 William the Lion, King of Scots, founded a Tironnais house and
dedicated it to Thomas Becket, who had been both a personal friend of the
king and a symbol of Scots resistance to Henry II. The image of the murder,
indeed, appeared on the abbey's aeal.5 The endowments included the
Breckbennock of Saint Columba, a highly prized relic, and the shire of
Arbroath.6 The eastern parts of the abbey were completed by William's
death in 1214, and show strinkingly advanced Gothic features, probably
influenced by the rebuilt Canterbury Cathedral begun in 1174 - although

the plan is a reminder of the austerity of the order involved.7 An

1 Gallia, VII, 927-8; XII,247 and inst. 72-3.

2 BN MS Lat.3292, ff.1-38; see charters, App.IlI, nos.13-15.
3  H. Fr. XXI, 83 (1286-1314).

b G. Duchésne, pp.7-8.

5. R.L.Mackie and S. Cruden, Arbroath Abbey, Edinburgh, 1954
(= Mackie), pp.3-5.

6  NLS Edinburgh, MS Adv.34/4/2

Vi Mackie, p.21.
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excavation of 1816 found the tomb of William the Lion, placed in front
of the high altar, executed in Purbeck marble. Fordunwrote that after
his death his body

'ad Abirbroth cum magno deferebatur honore sepeliendum, sicut
rex ante mortem praeceperat ... Et sepultus est in ecclesia
monasterii de Abirbrothoc ante majus altare, quam ipse, ad
honorem dei et Sancti Thomae martyris Cantuariensis
Archiepiscopo, a fundamentis construi fecerat...' 1

William had thus planned Arbroath as his pantheon, and it stood both as
this and as a symbol of opposition to the English crown.

But by the thirteenth century the idea of a mausoleum of the
single ruler was becoming submerged by the large scale dynastic pantheon.
The failures of Cefalu, of Beaulieu, of Royaumont, illustrate this process
at work. At the same time the personal ecclesiastical memorial to a great
man remained man remained a feasible proposition, for during the twelfth
and thirteenth centuries memorial mausolea were founded. These were
monasteries and chapels built in memory of great men but not containing
their physical remains apart from, in certain cases, the heart or entrails.
These were in a sense prototype chantries, and as doctrines of intercession
through the saying of masses became stronger in the thirteenth century, they

were to merge with them.

Se Mausolea as Memorials.

One kind of memorial house contained the heart or entrails of a
king or queen. Very often these were given to a house with which the
In Gesmany {rom t\u. leatie century, omd amove widely
king or his family had connect1ons. from the twelfth century, a king was

usually eviscerated, as with Henry I omn his death.2 His entrails were

1 A. Lawrie, Annals of the Reigns of Malcolm and William, Kings of
Scotland, Glasgow, 1910, pp.399-400.

2 Malmesbury, IV, 379; HN, pp.14-15; Erandenbusg, pp.43-4.
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given to Ste.-Marie-des-Prés and those of the young king, son of Henry II,
to Grandmont.1 Sometimes the heart was detached from the body, and was
3 cusbom which may have origindted id Gumany n the et century.
buried separately,/ The earliest example of thiq,wig probably Robert of
m {rance
Arbrissel, c.1117,2 and the earliest royal example, perhaps Richard I.
His body was at Fontevrault, his heart at Rouen and his entrails at Charroux

in Poitou.

'Pictavis exta ducis, sepelitque tellusque Chalucis,
Corpus dat claudi, sub marmore Fontis Ebraudi,
Neustria tuque tegis, cor inexpugnabile regis,

Sic loca per trina, se sparsit tanta ruina,

Nec fuit hoc funus, cui sufficeret locus uwnus'. 3
The custom of heart burial became very popular in the thirteenth century.
Louis VIII gave his heart to St.-André at Clermont,h while Blanche of
Castile's heart was buried in her own foundation of Le Lys and her body

5

at Maubuisson. Louis IX who died on crusade was divided between Montré&sl
in Sicily and St.-~Denis, and Henry III between Westminster and Fontevrault.6
So widespread did the practice become that in 1299 Pope Boniface VIII forbade
the mutilation of the dead, although Benedict XI (1303-4) was prepared to
relax the rule in favour of Philip IV of France. In the later middle ages
licences for the separate burial of hearts and bowels became a valuable
source of revenue for the papacy.7

In these cases intercession would be centred in the royal 'relics'.

Some monasteries were, however, founded as memorial mausolea and possessed

1 HN, p.14; Gesta Henrici, I, 301-k.

2 C.A. Bradford, Heart Burials, London, 1933. (= Bradford),
pp.38-41;  body at Fontevrault, heart at Orsan; Rrondenbusg, py.q‘i’s .

Wendover, II, 283-4.
Gallia, II, 410.
above, Chapter IV, section 4.

Bradford, p.42; Rymer, II, 533; Tillemont, V, 173-4,

N 6N o W

Bradford, p.47.
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no remains. The French royal house took a particular interest in this
kind of foundation. As early as 1059, Anne, wife of Henry I of France,
may have refounded St.-Vincent-de-Senlis in memory of her husband.1

Louis VI continued this tradition. In 1127 Charles 'le Bon', his cousin,
was assasinated at mass in Bruges.2 Louis, who had evidently been close
to the count of Flanders, refounded a Benedictine priory as a Cistercian
abbey in his memory. The mother house was Pontigny, and the name of the

3

priory was changed from Calisium to Caroli Locus, or Chsalis. Louis

also showed concern for his own soul, for he created the chapel of
St.-Nicholas-au-Palais in Paris 'anime sue consulens', as Louis VII's
confirmation charter explains.k Philip-Augustus and Louis VIII asked for
Victorine houses to be founded as memorials to them, and Philip and Louis
IX founded memorial chapels at the royal chateau of St.-Germain-en-Laye.

A letter of Simon, Abbot of Colombes, of 1238 describes the foundation by

Philip of 1223, and the amplification of the cultum divinum by Saint Louis,
5

who added his own chaplains to say mass each day in a twin foundation.
The chapel rebuilt by Louis is very much in the St.-Denis style, and may
have been created by the same architect. Likewise Louis VIII founded a
chapel ¢.1227 in Nétre-Dame-de-Paris, allowing £15 pa. for his own obit
and retaining the right of nomination of the chaplains to his family.6

It became accepted that royal foundations should celebrate masses and

anniversaries out of gratitude to their founders, as a letter of 1243 from

1 Gallia, X, 1508.
Ross, passim.
L.VII, pp.104-5, no.18; BN MS Lat. 11003, ff.1-2.

Tardif, pp.292-3, no.565.

w £ W

Layettes, II, 384, no.2727; Branner, p.52.

6. L. VIII, p.484, no.258.
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the prior and brothers of the Dominican St.-Matthieu-de-Rouen illustrates
clearly.1 But perhaps the culmination of the memorial chapel in France
came with Louis IX's Ste.-Chapelle, to house the relics he had acquired
and to intercede for the souls of his family.2 A similar kind of royal
foundation in England was the creation in 1273 of the hospital of St.-
Katharine by the Tower by Queen Eleanor, to pray for the souls of herself

and her family and to help the poor and sick of London.3

The thirteenth-century memorial chapels follow in their development
the twelfth-century memorial monasteries and chapels, yet the memories of
their founders are commemorated in a different way, by the saying of masses
for their souls. Endowments are provided for chaplains to fill this
specific function. This kind of memorial was made possible by the development
of the doctrines of intercession. Before the thirteenth century a layman,
a king, could hold a special position in a monastery by becoming a confrater,
as did Louis VII at Cam:erbury.l+ Substantial gifts to or important
connections with monastgries were also rewarded by anniversaries, or prayers
said each year in perpetuity. Louis VI's anniversary was celebrated each

> Queen Joan of Sicily bequeathed

year at St.-Denis on August 2nd.
Fontevrault an annual rent of twenty marks in 1199 for the anniversaries of
herself and her husband, and both she and her mokther, Eleanor of Aquitaine,
granted £10 for chaplains to celebrate their memories there.6 In 1240

Henry IIlgranted the monastery of Bury-St.-Edmunds a tun of wine per year

-

Layettes, II, 516-7, nos.3118-9 (1243).
2  Obit.Sems. I (1), 337.

3 C. Jamieson, The history of the royal hospital of St.-Katharine,
Oxford, 1952, pp.19-21.

4  Gervase, I, 293; see Krandwihusy , pp.47-105.
Obit. Sens. I (1), 337.
CDF, pp.390-3, nos.1100, 1105.
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so that the monks should say mass for him regularly.1

The introduction of daily as opposed to yearly masses said for
the soul as a means of intercession was becoming widely accepted in the
thirteenth century.2 In 1215 the doctrine of trans-substantiation
official at the Fourth Lateran Council, and at the same time the feast
of Corpus Christi became widely popular. So masses and their concomitant
intercession value came to reach a new prominence and became the aim of
making grants to monasteries and setting up memorial chapels. This is
the essence of the chantry system which became widely popular in the later
middle ages, when the foundation of monasteries even by kings was becoming
a rare and expensive process. It is clear, moreover, that the crown was in
the forefront of this development, particuarly in France. When it became
customary that a king should be laid to rest in the family mausoleum, a
chantry foundation, as at Colombes, would also provide for personal intercessior

as a personal memorial.

Some monasteries might also serve as memorials to the deeds of
their founders, to their martial victories, and thus act as a symbol of
royal leadership. Battle abbey was founded by William I as a penance
but also as a symbol of victory, and Alcobqfa owed its creation to the
victory of its founder, Alfonso I of Portugal, over the Moors, and became
the focus for both Christian and Portuguese sentiments and loyalties. In
€.1222 Philip-Augustus founded a house of Victorine canons to celebrate
3

another decisive victory, Bouvines, 1214. He called it La Victoire.

The same name, Vittoria, was used by Louis IX's brother, Charles of Anjou,

1 Cal.Ch.R., I, 250-1.

2 K. Wood-Legh, Perpetual Chantries in Britain, Cambridge, 1965, p.k4.

3 Gallia, X, 1503, inst. 233; Duby, pp.178-8h.
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as a memorial to the battle of Tagliocozzo, 1268, where the Hohenstaufen claims
to Sicily and Southern Italy were ruined. He founded a Cistercian Abbey
on the battlefield c.1277. Simon de Montfort comstructed a Premonstratensian
monastery 231214 in the diocese of Chartres at Gramdchamp, in memory of the
battle of Muret where he had defeated and killed King Pedro of Aragon.1
A priory of the Val d'Ecoliers was founded for Louis IX in 1229 in memory of
his father and again of Bouvines. This seems in a sense to combine the
functions of both intercessory and memorial foundations. Its prayer list
reads
'In primis orare debemus et tenemur pro animabus
illustrissimorum regum Franciae, videlicet Philippi et
Ludovice filius eius, pro quibus instituta fuit domus ista,

pro gaudio et victoria quam habuerunt de inimicis regni in
conflictu ad pontem Bovinarum, anno domini MCCXIII',

6. The large scale monastic mausoleum as a focus for political,

social and religious sentimentse.

Monasteries like St.-Denis, Aachen, Iona and Winchester had at
certain times been the accepted burial houses of royal lines. Yet in the
twelfth century a new development of this idea began, which was to make the
royal mausoleum on a large scale the focus of loyalties to the crown and what
it symbolised. This only emerged very gradually from existing houses like
Fontevrault and St.-Denis which by the twelfth century had become this.

But clearly these models had a considerable impact, for L;s-Huelgas and
Westminster seem to have been created specifically with such a process in

mind,.

The monastic mausoleum always gives expression to the interest

of a king in a particular order and house, and this emerges very clearly

1 Cal.Ch.R., I, 250-1.

2 Obit.Seps. I (2), 647.
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in the case of the large scale pantheon. This type of burial house is an
extension of the comital burial house, and the history of Fontevrault
illustrates this very clearly. Indeed, in a sense it stands at the 'take-off
point' for these larger shrines. It might seem at first sight somewhat
strange that Henry II, Richard I and Eleanor of Aquitaine should be buried at
Fontevrault, even allowing for the donations of Henry I to that house. But
it reflects both the political situation of the Angevin Empire and the links
of both the counts of Anjou and the Dukes of Aquitaine forged with the order
from its foundation in the late eleventh century.1 The choice is also
explained by the reputation of the order itself, both through its noble
connections and the strictness and asceticism of its way of life. Henry was
clearly concerned about the quality of his intercessors, and an internal split
and the amelioration of the rule of the order of Grandmont, of which he was
considered lay-advocate, made him or his nobles ~ the process is not clear -
reconsider his decision to be buried there.2 Fontevrault had been endowed

by Fulk V of Anjou with the tolls at Pont -de-Cé which were a lynch~pin of the
abbey's economy, and his family had perhaps assisted with the building of the
church, with its curious use of domed bays popular in Anjou. William IX of
Aquitaine had also given generously to the order.3 Henry and Eleanor had
continued this patronage. Henry refounded Amesbury in England as a priory

of the order and granted the mother-house more than £75 in pensions from England
alone; he gave money for building-works there and he also left it 2,000 marks
in his vill.u It was plainly a suitable location for him to be buried,
although he may not have decided this for himself., Gerald of Wales'
assertions that it was ironic that Henry had been buried at the place where

he had tried to force Eleanor to take the veil do both an injustice;5 her

1 Boase, pp.1-10; Edouard, passim; Mon.¥World p.172.

2 Gesta Henrici, I, 7.

Boase, p.3.

Gesta Henrici, I, 135-6; Gervase, p.261.
Giraldus, VIII, 306.

wm & W



316

interest in the house, like his, was very strong. In the year 1199 alone
she gave lands, a town, £210 rent and clothing to the nuns. In 1204 she
retired there to die.1 Richard I whose interest in Anjou was very strong,
was also buried at Fontevrault, 'sicut ipse adhuc vivens ordinaverat'.2
More clearly than with Henry this was fulfilling a definite request. The
tombs of Henry, Richard and Eleanor, probably dating from the first decade
of the thirteenth century, appear to be first visually explicit isants,3
and it seems possible that this form of tomb might have been developed to
glorify the royal house through its burial, by the abbey and its patrons;

certainly they convey grandeur and stateliness.

By the thirteenth century however, the direct connections of
the Angevins and this house were weakening. It was politically isolated
after the loss of the northern parts of the Angevin Empire, in a disputed
area, and with its initial fervour somewhat eroded. The old links
continued for some while, for John's wife, Isabella of Angouléme, and
sister, Joan of Sicily, were buried here and Henry III's heart was brought
there in the late thirteenth century.“ Abbesses still enjoyed English
connections, but the majority of patronage from England was lavished on
Amesbury. In England, too, were the mausolea of John and Henry III, a
reflection of the changed political situation. Thus Fontevrault was

never to become & great mausoleum; its significance waned with the Angevin
IhIpire.
Fontevrault seems to have been a direct influence on the convent

of Las Huelgas, in Burgos. Alfonso VIII of Castile founded this Cistercian

house in the 1170s and 1180s on some lands of the royal domain outside

1 .CEO pp0388-91o nos.1096-11010
2 Wendover, II, 282-4,
3 P&nOfSkU ’ T, poS?o

k  Hope, p.526; Bradford, pp.80-1; G. Zarnecki, The Monastic
Achievement, London, 1972, pp.91-2.



his 'capital’; he intended it as a large-scale mausoleum for his family

and it exhibits many features of this kind of house. The Angevin influence
came through his wife who was the daughter of Henry II and Eleanor. Like
Fontevrault this was a house for high-born ladies, not to be addressed as
'sor' but as 'sefiora dona'. The house was endowed very richly and was given
privileges similar to those of the abbey of Fontevrault, according to a papal
bull of 1188, The nuns were Cistercian and not Fontevraldine, but the
style of the earlier part of the church, built in the late twelfth century,
is typical of the so-called Angevin style, found in Maine, Anjou and Poitou
and used by Henry II inseveral foundations such as the charterhouse of

Le Liget, and by Richard I at the palace in Poitiers. Its most obvious
manifestations are the thin shelled and steep vaults which function like
ribbed domes.2 At Las Huelgas these appear in the chevet in the north
transept and the side-chapels.2 It would seem likely that the queen

brought an architect with her upon her marriage, and this influence is
paralleled in other ways. She introduced certain Arthusian legends

popular at the Angevin court into Castile - for example Thomas' Tristan,3
and continued her family's traditional ecclesiastical interests by founding

a Fontevraldine priory at Véga in the 11908.4

The choice of the order may, however, have been due to the king,
for the Cistercians had become exceedingly popular in Spain from the mid-
twelfth century onwards. Alfonso VIII was also much concermed with
building up Castile vis-a-vis the Moors, and with emphasising specifically

Castilian features, centred upon his most important town, Burgos. He

1 J. Gonzalez, El Reino de Castilla en la Epoca de Alphonso VIII,
Madrid, 1960 (= Gonzalez), I, 532-3; Mon.World, p.173; Zarnecki,
p.85-6.

2 J. Berthelé, L'Architecture Platagenet', Congr.Arch. 60, 1903,
pp.234=75.

3 M.D. Legge, Anglo-Norman Literature and its Background, Oxford,
1963, p.58.

4  Gonzalez, I, 509.
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created a place of enshrinement there for the Castillian royal house,

a large scale mausoleum. Yet the Cistercians were primarily a French
order, and he was following a French patterp in chosing them as custodians
of the family tombs. Most of Las Huelgas' church was built ¢.1215-30 and
is pure French Cistercian Gothic. Blanche of Castile, Alfonso's daughter,
was the mother of Louis IX of France, and her interests in the Cistercians
derived as much from Castile as from the traditional links of the French

royal house with the order.

Yet the Cistercians were reluctant to accept nuns into their order,
and the affiljation of Las Huelgas and its dependent houses was uneasy in
the late twelfth and thirteenth centuries. A bull of Clement III of 1188
decreed that it was to be an independent house under the Cistercian rule,
rather similar to the relationship between Cluny and Reading and Faversham.
Here perhaps is the weakening of an important tenet of the Cistercian order
because of the pressure exerted by a royal house, similar to the modification
of their statutes to allow burial in the first place. For Alfonso wanted
this to be a nunnery, but Cistercian and highly prestigious. In 1191 he
asked the general chapter to compel the other 15 houses of Spanish Cistercian
nuns to admit to the hegemony of the abbess of Las Huelgas. Yet its
position was only established gradually, and it was not affiliated officially
to the order until 1199. The abbess was left a considerable degree of
power, including preaching and hearing confession, until this was forbidden

in 1228.1

The ideas behind the creation of Las Huelgas emerge clearly in
contemporary and near contemporary chronicles and charters. It was to

be a burial house and the focus for political loyalties. Lucas de Tuy2

1  D.J. Lekai, Les Moines Blancs, Paris, 1957, pp.290-300.

2 Gonzalez, I, 527-9.
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gives an account of how Alfonso VIII has suffered in his wars with
Aragon, and

'post haec coepit cogitare de salute animae suae et

construxit monasterium Sancte Marie in Olgis Burgensis

civitatis'.
Jimenez de Rada wrote

'bellum de Alarcuris corde altissimo reponebat, sed ut

altissimo complaceret, prope Burgis ad instantiam

serenissimae uxoris suae Alienore regine monasterium

dominarum Cisterciensis ordinis edificavit'.
The house was built on the site of a royal palace near Burgos and endowed
with lands on a wide scale - some removed from Benedictine monasteries
such as Sto.-Domingo at Silos - rents, tolls, and in 1212 the 'Osperdale
del Rey', a hostel on the pilgrim route to Compostella. In 1199 Alfomso
gave a charter promising that he would be buried there:

tpraeterea promissimus (sic) in manu praedicti abbatis quod mnos

et filii nostri, qui comsilio et mandato mostro acquiescere

voluerint, in supradicto monasterio Sancte Marie Regalis

sepeliamur, Et si contigerit quod in vita nostra transferramus

nos ad religionem promisimus quod ordinem Cisterciensem

suscipiemus et non alium'., 1
This he again reiterated in his will (c.1204),

'Item dono pro meo anniversario, monasterio Burgensis Sancte

Marie Regalis quod ego et regina uxor meus construximus,

ubi corpus meum tumuletur, Castrum Ordiales et Lerido's 2
He himself, his wife and children, and most subsequent members of the
Castilian royal house were laid to rest there and were placed in the
nave when the Church was completed in 1279. Burgos, with the Cathedral,
palace and royal monastery thus became very much the focal point of
Castile. Alfonso's daughter was abbess there from 1205-18, and his
son Henry was crowned king in the church in 1214

'Tunc ipsa civitatis Burgensis civitas regni vocata est
et in regnum solium sublimata'. 3

1 Gonzalez, III, 208-10, no.682.

2 Gonzalez, III, 341-7, no.769.

3  Gonzalez, I, 529; E.Lambert, L'Architecture Gothique en Espagne,

Paris ’ 1931 , p°200‘
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In the thirteenth century the royal house of Portugal, perhaps
inspired by the example of Las Huelgas, began to develope the Cistercian
house of Alcobaga as a mausoleunm. This had been founded by Alfonso I .
with the assistance of Saint Bernard, after the Portuguese victory over the
Moors at Santaren. The charter of endowment of c.1153 made the house
an important and wealthy establishment, and was backed up with further
grants so that the eighty monks possessed at least thirteen vills.1
When Alfonso died in 1185 he was buried in the Augustinian house of
Coimbra, as was Sancho 1 (1211).2 In the late twelfth century, however,
Cistercian houses were coming to be used more frequently as mausolea.

In 1185 Pedro Alfonso, son of Alfonso I, who had been a monk of Alcobq?a,
was emtombed there.3 Alfonso II (d.1223) asked to be buried at Alcobq?a
in his will, and was generous towards it.u Sancho II did likewise, and
granted 3,000 miravedis for his anniversary - although he was in fact
buried in Toledo.5 Alfonso III was entombed at Alcobq?a in about 1279,
in a side chapel in the South transept, with Alfonso II.6 His wife
Beatriz and many of her children were also placed there, and later Pedro
I and Ignez de Castro.7 The church is based closely on Clairvaux III in

plan and design, and was built in the late twelfth and thirteenth centuries.

1 Mon.World, p.227; E.Korrodi, Alcobaca, Porto, 1929, PP.77-8;
A. Reuter, Chancelarias Medievais Portuguesas, I, Coimbra,
1938, 1n0.166, pp.234-6, no.181, pp.260-1; F.A. Brandao,

Chronica de D, Alfonso Henriques, ed. A.M. Basto, Porto, 1945,
(= Brandao5, p.152.

2 A. Pimenta, Fontes Medievais da Historia de Portugal, Lisbon,
1948 (= Pimenta), pp.50-1.

3  Brandao, pp.146-50.

4 F.A. Brandao, Chronicas de D.Sancho ed D.Alfonso II, ed. Basto,
Porto, 1945, p.255; Pimenta, p.52.

5 F.A. Brandao, Chronicas de D, Sancho II ed Alfonso III, ed.Basto,
Porto, 1946, pp.120-3.

6 Ib. p.329.

7  Korrodi, pp.79-80.
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As at Las Huelgas, a particularly French order is thus being used to
emphasise the dignity of another royal house, and emphasise the support

of the people for their kings.

As Castile had its Las Huelgas and Portugal its Alcobgga, Sicily's
centre for royal burials became Palermo Cathedral. This was not, however,
until the claims of Monréale had been defeated. Roger II had been buried
in Palermo but William IT made Monréale, his own great and wealthy royal
monastic foundation, an archbishopric in 1183, and moved the tomb of his
father William I there from the palace chapel. He intended Monréale to
be the greatest monastic house in Sicily, the mausoleum of the dynasty,
and the symbal of his political opposition to a party of nobles centred
upon Palermo. But despite these intentions, Monreale became the pantheon
of Willjam and his father alone.1 His heir was Constance, and she and
her husband, the Emperor Henry VI of Germany, were both buried at Palermo
cathedral, which had been rebuilt in the late 1170s and 1180s on a more
grandiose scale. Constance's will of 1195 made this site of interrment
an express demand, and the Emperor Frederick II, who died in 1250, and
was very strongly connected with Sicily, drew up a similar provision:

'Ttem statuimus, ut si de praesenti infirmitate nos mori
contigerit, in maiore ecclesia Panormitana in qua divi
imperatoris Henrici et dive imperatricis Constantie, parentum
nostrum memorie recolende, tumulata sunt corpora, corpus
nostrum debeat sepeliri.’ 2

Thus Palermo, a cathedral, was perhaps the most developed example of
a mausoleum as the focus of unity, as it was at once the coronation
church, the metropolitan church and the pantheon of the kingdom of
Sicily.

These royal shrines which grew up in the late twelfth and

thirteenth centuries were a manifestation of the growing consciousness

1 Déer, pp.14-15; White, pp.132-k4.
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of the monarchy of its role as the sanctified leader of its people and the
increasing focusing of the loyalty of the subjects towards the crown.
Sometimes they might also be a compensation for political weakness.

Probably the earliest example of this proto-nationalism was feund in

France. The early twelfth century works of Guibert de Nogent show some
consciousness of the idea of being 'French'.1 Certainly its earliest
manifestations are in the work of Abbot Suger, who made the Benedictine
house of St.-Denis the burial church and the symbol of sanctified monarchical
splendour of the French royal house. Clovis, the first Christian king of
France had been buried there together with his family in the sixth century,
and Dagobert refounded it most lavishly.2 It had continued as a mausoleum
for the Carolingians and the Capetians, on the lines of a comital burial
house, and as an important centre of pilgrimage to the shrines of Saint
Denis and his legendary companions Eleutherius and Rusticus. When Abbot
Suger reformed the monastic life at the abbey and rebuilt the church
(11208-1150e), he was increasing both the glory of the patron saint and

the reflected renown of the French monarchy. This was done partly in
visual-artistic and in architectural terms. Rather than following the
puritanical attitudes of Saint Bernard, against whom he was to some extent
reacting, he adopted and adapted the theories of the fifth century
pseudo-Dionysius the Areopagite. These are given expression in the
rebuilding of the church of St.-Denis to allow more pilgrims to pass through,
and also in his writings, and are summed up in the belief that the mind
through the contemplation of material objects of beauty comes into

an apagogicos mos or trance-like state, and is 'de materialibus ad
immaterialia transferendo' - lead towards God.3 These ideas found

material expression in the rebuilding of St.-Denis with its novel Gothic

1 The Memoirs of Guibert de Nogent, ed. J.H. Benton, New York,
1970, pp.9-10.

2 VWallace-Hadrill, pp.182-3, 224,

5 J. Evans, Art in Medieval France, Oxford, 1948;  Panmofsky,
Suger, p.48.
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vaulting, and its decoration created specifically to induce a feeling

of religious awe. This was by means of intensely coloured glass set
against a dark background, and proportions which would lead the eye
upwards and towards the east end, focusing attention on and above the
high altar. These ideas were original when put into practice, and the
abbey was to become an important artistic and religious influence. But
it was also a symbol of monarchical glory, of pride in the French royal
house, its past and its present and its special sanctification by God.
The ancient tombs were restored by Suger, and the sacred ornaments of
kingship were kept there, the crown, the sword and the sceptre, and the
Oriflamme., This was the venerable banner of the Vexin, held from St.-Denis
by the French crown, and given into the hands of Louis VI by Suger.

The growing cohesion of the French people behind their king was made
implicit in all this. As a burial-house enshrining both the kings
themselves and the support for them from the French people, St.-Denis was
highly influential. Louis VI, Philip-Augustus, Louis VIII and Louix IX
were buried there, and in the 1240s parts of the church were rebuilt by
Saint Louis in the emerging Court Style, and again became an important
architectural influence, Its plan may have been designed specifically
to make it a vast mausoleum,1 after Louis' probable rejection of Royaumont
in this capacity. For Louis gave his ancestors a fitting place of
entombment, and he restored and rebuilt many of the ancient tombs housed
in the church. Its own past thus remained of constant importance to the

French crown.

When Henry III rebuilt Westminster abbey in the thirteenth century

he imitated the architectural style evolved by the French court very

1 Branner, p.i8; Bﬂcndcnbu;g,]r.et-tt,



324

closely. He also made it the mausoleum of the English royal house,

It shows a mingling of French and English influences in a very striking
way, for on the one hand it expressed the devotion of the English kings

to their past, and on the other, it imitated the latest French-style
coronation, relic and burial churches. Like Las Huelgas, it was intended

as the focus of loyalties towards a monarchy in a relatively weak position.

Westminster's refoundations was in one sense an expression of the
Anglo-Saxon revival in twelfth and thirteenth century England, looking back
to the past and relating it to the present in a similar way to St.-Denis.
Edward the Confessor had moved his palace and one centre of government out
from London to Westminster. He refounded the abbey from a much earlier
settlement and rebuilt it in the Norman Romanesque style, the plan bearing
a considerable resemblance either to Jumiéges or to Bernay.1 The abbey
became more closely connected with the Anglo-Norman royal house as the twelfth
century drew on. Matilda, the Anglo-Saxon wife of Henry I was buried there.
Since she was of the blood of the old English royal house, Henry II could
claim descent from it - and he gave strong support to the canonisation of
Edward the Confessor in 1163. The cult was used to enhance his image, and
although it suffered a considerable setback from the death of Becket, it

was still in existence when Henry III took it up.2

Like St.-Denis, Westminster was conceived of as the mausoleum of
English kings, who were commended to the protection of their sacred and
sanctified forbears, and especially to Edward the Confessor. The church
was to be a centre of pilgrimage and his shrine was at its focal point.
Henry had a particular devotion for him; he celebrated his feast each

year with great reverence and was to be buried in the sarcophagus from

1 The Bayeux tapestry illustrates this point; EHD, II, 253-4;

H. Fernie, 'Enclosed apses', Archeologia, 104, 1973, pp.235-60
(= Fernie).

2 VE, pp.229-30.
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which the Confessor had recently been translated.1 A flourishing

cult would also doubtless have provided a good counterpoise to the anti-
monarchical Becket worship; this was in fact a failure since the
popularity of the royal saint was very limited. But these preoccupations,
and the rebuilding of the abbey and of the palace as an imposing symbol of

monarchy is one element in the making of Westminster as a mausoleum.

Yet in this context it is worth recalling that Henry had promised
in the 1230s that he would be buried in the Temple church. The choir
was being rebuilt at the time with his help, for this was the time of his
greatest enthusiasm for the military orders.2 In the 1240s, however,
Henry began to realise the potentialities of Westminster and to continue
the rebuilding he had already begun, but using elements of the French
court style. For a second time the abbey was a symbol both of the

avant-garde and of 'foreign' influences.

Both the functions and the architectural features of several
French royal churches seem to find reflection in Westminster. This is
not accidental. The English and Henry III were very conscious of the
aims and activities of Louis IX, and the two kings appear to have viewed
one another in a spirit of personal and political rivalry.3 Thus shortly
after Louis IX had created the Sainte-Chapelle to house his relic
collection, Henry III installed his own at Westminster. The ceremonies
he used bore a marked resemblance to those used by the French king.bf
Likewise, Reims had recently been rebuilt as a coronation church, and
Royaumont and St.-Denis as mausolea. The court style used in all these

churches finds a clear reflection in the proportions and some of the

1 Paris, IV, 156, V, 28, 297.
2 Dugdale, VI (2), 818.

2 above, Chapter V, section 2.

4  Paris, IV, 90-2, 641-2.,
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details at westminster.1 These features were intended to emphasise

the importance and prestige of the English crown using some of the
trappings of the French monarchy. They were also used to create a
magnificent mausoleum at the focal point of which was placed the tombs of
Edward the Confessor and Henry III. Although Westminster was not to
gain great prestige through the cult of the Confessor, it became the
accepted royal mausoleum and the principal coronation church for the
English royal house. A number of queens and princesses, however, in the
late thirteenth century, such as Beatrice of Brittany (9.1275), and
Eleanor of Provence (d.1291) were buried in the church of the London
Franciscans, while Eleanor of Castile (d.1290) was divided between Lincoln
and Black Friars', London.2 Yet despite the burial of Edward II at
Gloucester after his murder (1327), Westminster was to remain the

outstanding dynastic mausoleum of the English royal house.

7. Some Conclusions

It is clear that it would be a somewhat misleading process to
attempt to detatch the mausoleum from the context of the religious and
monastic scene of the middle ages, for it stands as a specific example of
the patronage interests of kings, and as a symbol of their growing interest
in burial in the twelfth and thirteenth centuries. On the other hand its
function as a burial-house often modifies it as a monastery to a certain
extent. Thus with the Cistercian pantheons; royal pressure from France
may perhaps have caused the use of their houses as mausolea in the first
place; royal pressure from Spain helped to bring the nuns into the order

in the case of Las Huelgas. Royaumont was built in a style which was

1 P, Brieger, English Art, 1216-1307, Oxford, 1957, pp.1-15,
106-34; King's Works, I, 130-57.

2 Bradford, pp.89-92.
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far more lavish than was normally acceptable. In all these cases the
power of the king and his value as a patron modified the strictness of

the statutes. In other cases, Faversham being an outstanding example,

the plan of the religious house was modified to fit its function as a
royal shrine. Yet the royal patronage and the building of magnificent
houses to contain royal relics would affect the standing of the chosen
orders in a very positive and valuable way, and hence the necessary changes
seem to have been relatively easily accepted. This is a reminder that in
talking of its removal of the control of the church from the secular arm,
the extreme reformers were in a minority and in an academic and untenable
position in the face of the necessity of creating good working relationships

with those from whom the vital finances would come, and especially kings.

Although the mausoleum is always firstly a monastery, as a royal
shrine it had a pattern of development of its own. 1In the early middle
ages kings, like counts, were buried in their 'family' momnasteries and
cathedrals. But with the eleventh century and the ecclesiastical reforms,
and the growth of new orders, there was some weakening in the control of a
patron over his 'own' house - at least in theory - and a greater range of
choice in burial sites. This was the period of the greatest variety in
sites of royal burial. Kings often created mausolea as their own personal
pantheons, or were buried in houses with which they had private links.

But from the twelfth century there was an increased awaremess about the
pasts of royal lines, and with the growing care for the remains of a king's
predecessors came the heightened realisation that his body should be laid
in a suitable shrine. Thus evolved the dynastic mausoleum, symbolising
loyalties to the crown past and present and the sacredness of kingship.

At the same time kings were remembered personally by chapels and chantries

set up to intercede for their souls through the saying of masses.
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While in the later middle ages the pattern of burial remains static
especially in contrast to the late eleventh and twelfth centuries,
underlying both was the new consciousness of the importance of giving

the ruler honour in death as well as in life.
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Chapter VII

ROYAL AND NON-ROYAL FOUNDATIONS

1. Methodology of the study.

The vital place of kings as founders and patrons of monasteries
has emerged clearly from the foregoing discussion. Yet other founders,
the nobility, curial servants, ecclesiastics and townsfolk created the
vast majority of the new houses of the twelfth and thirteenth centuries.

To quantify and to compare the proportion of the houses of all the orders
founded by these different groups at different times would demand a vast
study beyond the scope of the present work. Statistics of this kind can,
however, be used in a more limited field to produce interesting results.

For one way of estimating the typicality of kings as founders, and of the
importance of royal patronage to certain monastic orders, is to calculate
the approximate number of houses founded during given periods of time, and
to compare the number of royal houses with them. In certain cases, the
important r8le of the royal patron will emerge clearly; in others he

will be seen to follow the general trend or to be virtually unaffected by it.

In this study, the periods of time used are twenty years in
length; the overall periods vary in their starting-point according to the
different orders and their dates of foundation, but all terminate in 1300.
The Benedictines are studied from 940 onwards in the case of England and from
1000 in the case of France, to give a longer overall view and to show the
importance of royal patronage in the tenth and eleventh centuries. The
other orders are examined from the period in which their mother-house was
founded onwards in twenty-year periods until 1300, unless their foundations
ceased earlier.

Where the figures given as totals for the periods are expressed

in percentages, these have been calculated in terms of the total number of



330

houses covered by the table, but do not include earlier or later
foundations.

The total number of houses in the sample, whether the table is
expressed as a percentage or not, is given in brackets. The number of
royal foundations is always given in absolute and not in proportional
terms.

Three main areas have been selected for comparison, as the map VII,
1 shows. These are designated England, the Angevin Empire, and France.
The English area includes Wales; the other areas are based on the
ecclesiastical provinces which co-incide most nearly with the political
boundaries of £2j180, allowing that they should be similar in area. The
Angevin provinces are Rouen, Tours, Bordeaux and Auch; the French ones,
Sens, Reims, Bourges and Lyon. These distinctions are by no means water-
tight; ©parts of the province of Rouen were under French influence and parts
of Bourges under the Angevin. These areas are nevertheless a suitable frame
of reference for a general study. It must be borne in mind that in the
thirteenth century the political situation in France changed. The Angevin
province was divided between the kings of England and France. French
influence was also extended into the Languedoc. A small area, comprising
the provinces of Albi, Toulouse and Narbonne has therefore been added for
the study of Louis IX's foundations for the friars. General comparison is
provided by an overall view of the pattern of foundations in Scotland.

The calculations for the numbers of houses in England are based

on the work of Knowles and Hadcock, Medieval Religious Houses, England and

Wales;1 because of the comprehensive nature of this work it has proved
possible to include both abbeys and priories in the calculations involving

the Benedictines, Augustinians and Premonstratensians. Cells are not,

Te KH.
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however, included. These orders are represented by abbeys and large
conventual priories in the Angevin and French provinces. This is firstly
because of the great number of priories involved, and secondly because of
the problems involved in cataloguing them and in estimating their dates of

foundation. The series Abbayes et Prieurés de L'Ancienne France1 is

valuable for information concerning abbeys and some priories, but it is by
no means comprehensive nor does it provide enough detail to form the basis

of a quantitative study. Used with the Gallia Christiana, and the lists of

Cottineau and Backmund,2 it provides enough information to work out the
pattern of foundation for abbeys and major conventual priories of the
Benedictine, Augustinian and Premonstratensian orders. Clearly, of course,
this is not going to provide the same degree of detail or of accuracy as the
English calculations which include priories; sometimes small royal priories
which are included in the number of royal foundations, came into being at a
time when no abbeys and greater priories were created. The calculations are
in these cases only a very general guide to overall trends. The Benedictine
numbers normally, except when the contrary is stated, include the Cluniacs
and the congregation of Tiron; the Augustiniansg~the Victorines, Arrouaisians
and the congregation of the Val d'Ecole., It must also be borne in mind that
the origin of some houses is extremely difficult to date; where no date at
all can be put upon a house it has been omitted from the calculations; other
houses of uncertain date have been attributed to the twenty-year period most
nearly approximating to any information given.

In the case of the Cistercians the abbeys only form the basis of
the calculations; save in England, where conventual priories for women are

included. These figures have been drawn up with the help of Van der Meer's

Te BB.

2. Galliay Cottineau; N. Backmund, Monasticon Praemonstratense, Straubing,

1949-56
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Atlas de L'Ordre Cistercien; they give a relatively accurate comparison

between the three areas. For the Gilbertines and the Carthusians, priories
were the normal daughter-houses and form the basis of the study, and for the
Grandmontines, the cells. The works used here are Knowles and Hadcock, the

excellent article upon the Carthusians in the Catholic Encyclopaedia, and

the list of Grandmontine cells in the thesis of J.R. Gaborit.1 The data
for the dates of foundation of friaries in France has been drawn from

R.W. Emery, The Friars in Medieval France.2 The military orders and hospitals

cannot be included in this survey because of the general problems encountered
in the case of Benedictine and Augustinian priories in the French provinces;
royal foundations in Scotland are, however, tabulated as a comparison, and

3

the information has been derived from Easson's study of Scottish monasteries.

2. Monastic foundations and royal houses - a comparison of trends.

(i) Benedictines

The Table VII, 2, quantifying the foundations of the Black Monks
and the Cluniacs from 940 -~ 1300 in England shows clearly the importance of
royal patronage in the mid-tenth century, the time of the monastic revival
under Saint Dunstan, and in the mid-eleventh century. This second was the
time of the Norman implantation of monasticism. Edward the Confessor
refounded Westminster and William I and William II founded five houses and
several alien priories in England; most of these were between 1060 and
1080, at the time of the most significant increase in Benedictine foundations
as a whole, and running slightly ahead of general trends. With nunneries,

however, royal foundations tended to reflect existing trends; Henry I's

1 'Carthusians', New Catholic Encyclopaedia, III, Washington,
1967, pp.162=7. Gaborit, Vol II, for list.

2. Emery.

2. D.E. Easson, Medieval Religious Houses, Scotland, London, 1957.
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and Stephen's foundations came into being at a time of popularity for

the foundation of Benedictine nuns. The Cluniacs appear not to find
popularity with the crown. The Benedictine houses founded by Henry I and
Stephen, however, both followed the Rule of the order while being officially
unaffiliated to it. If this is taken into account, it will be seen that
these foundations follow the trend of the popularity of the Cluniac way of
life rather than running ahead of it.

The table VII, 3, shows the number of Benedictine and Cluniac
abbeys and conventual priories founded between 1100 and 1300 in France and
and Angevin Empire. The French crown was an important patron in the eleventh
century in the foundation of houses for men. Louis VI and Queen Adéle
founded two nunneries in the early twelfth century. Both groups of
foundations were made at times of general popularity for the order. Henry I
likewise probably founded a nunnery in Normandy in the early twelfth century.
William I's r8le again emerges as one of great importance in the creation of
Benedictine houses. He was following the example of earlier dukes of
Normandy who had founded several houses in the earlier eleventh century as
part of the general revival of monasticism in the province. The same holds
true in Anjou and Aquitaine. Nobles, ranging from dukes to local counts,
always founded the great majority of Benedictine houses in France, in England
and in Germany; Scotland forms a dramatic contrast here.1 The crown took
the initiative for about one-=fifth of the Benedictine houses in England;
many of these were early medieval in origin. Nobles founded more than half

and the church about one-fifth.

1. Below, pp. 337-8, 351.
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(ii) Augustinians and Premonstratensians.

The English Augustinian houses were given an important lead
from the Court of Henry I as the table VII, 4 illustrates. Carlisle and
Cirencester, for example, with the houses in London were influential in the
spread of the order. Stephen founded some small houses and Henry II
created abbeys varying in size from Waltham Abbey to the small Hough on the
Hill. The large royal monasteries were in general an exception. There
were about 23 abbeys and 218 priories founded in England. Several abbeys
were royal; the vast proportion of priories were founded by nobles.
Canonesses reached their greatest popularity in the late twelfth and thirteenth
centuries. Henry II's foundation precedes this trend but fits in with his
patronage of similar groups offering a similar way of life, such as the
Gilbertines. The Premonstratensian canons with about 34 abbeys and two
priories were also favoured conspicuously by lesser nobles and by curial
servants such as Glanville and Peter des Roches. They found a royal patron
in the Angevin Empire in Richard I, and in France, in Louis VI and Louis VII's
queens, as table VII, 5, shows.

The houses in table VII, 5, consist of abbeys and very large
conventual priories only; hence Louis IX's Augustinian foundations, which
were smaller priories, appear to take place in a vacuum. This was clearly
not the case, but the figures do show that in general terms, as in England,
the Augustinians in France and the Angevin Empire were less popular in the
thirteenth century than in the twelfth. Certainly the French royal
foundations, many of them Victorine, reflected a general popularity of the
canons in France, as did the Empress Matilda's Augustinian house in Normandy.
Abbeys of both orders for women were, as in England, found relatively

infrequently.



(iii) Cistercians and Savigniacs.

Table VII, 6, shows the foundation of Cistercian abbeys
(including conventual priories for women in England) in all three areas
between 1100 and 1300. In England and Normandy, the height of popularity
of the order, c.1120-70 is reflected in the foundation of four houses by
the Empress and Henry II. Henry I had created one; and Stephen and his
wife four, for the congregation of Savigny. Richard I, John, Henry III
and Edward I also continued to patronise the white monks. 1In the twelfth
century the French crown founded two houses; here it seems to have followed
the pattern set by the nobility who played an important role in the creation
of 49% of the abbeys in the two decades between 1120 and 1140. The royal
interest returned in the thirteenth century with the monastery of Royaumont
and the two Cistercian numneries of Le Lys and Maubuisson, created by
Blanche of Castile; thése followed in time the greatest expansion of
the white nuns in the area. In England abbeys and conventual priories for
women reéched their maximum level of foundations in the twelfth century,
and the Angevin Empire shows high points in abbeys for women both in the
mid~twelfth and the thirteenth centuries. Thus in general terms, royal
foundations for the Cistercians appear to follow numerical trends set by

other founders.

(iv) Gilbertines and Grandmontines.

Table VII, 7, indicates that Henry II became the patron of an
already well-established order in the Gilbertines. His favour to Grandmont,
by contrast (Table VII, 8), in his creation of up to seven cells in the
mid~twelfth century, appears to have added an impetus to the foundations of
the order in the Angevin Empire. The same may have been true of the 2 - 4
foundations of Louis VII during the same period (1160-80); these came

early in the two decades marking the apoges of its growth in France.
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(v) Carthusians.

The importance of Henry II as patron of the Carthusians is
illustrated by Table VII, 9. His priory at Witham was unique in England
for almost a century, and Le Liget formed part of a very small group in the
Angevin Empire. Louis IX followed a diminishing trend in the French

province with his foundation of Vauvert in the mid-thirteenth century.

(vi) Fontevrault.
The chronology of the houses of the Fontevraldine order in France
is somewhat obscure and accurate figures are difficult to tabulate. The
early writers of the Order itself, together with references taken from

Abbayes et Prieurés de L'Ancienne France, and J. Edouard's Fontevrault et

ses Monuments,1 however, suggest that the order spread rapidly in Anjou and

its surrounding area between 1100 and 1120 and its foundations probably
reached their peak in what was to be the Angevin Empire at this time. They
seem to have continued at a high level until the middle of the twelfth
century and then dropped off. In the French area they reached their greatest
numbers after about 1120; thus Louis VI's foundations and joint-foundations,
all three dating from before 1120, came early in the development of the order
in the region. Henry II's patronage of the mother-house was following the
interests of the counts of Anjou and the dukes of Aquitaine; in England,
however, he played an important role in founding one priory and granting

the land for a second out of the five there, as table VII, 10, shows.

Henry II, indeed, appears to have played an important role from the numerical
angle, in the creation of houses for the Gilbertines, the Grandmontines,

the Carthusians and Fontevraldines. Yet he was not vitally influential in
spreading these groups. In England the Gilbertines were already well-

established and the Carthusians and Fontevraldines gained little general

1. BB; Edouard.
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reputation from the royal example. Both Henry and Louis VII may,
however, have played a decisive rdle in increasing the popularity of
the order of Grandmont. Here the statistical data clearly supports

historical evidence.

(vii) The Orders of Friars.

The thirteenth century saw a dramatic expansion of the
Friars in Burope. Some orders were given a considerable degree of
assistance from the French and English crowns. Table VII, 11, illustrates
all the foundations of the thirteenth century of the nine orders in the
three areas in France. Iouis IX's importance is clear in the case of
the Franciscans, the Dominicans and the Trinitarians, and to a lesser extent
with other orders in the Paris area. It is noticeable, however, that apart
from his Franciscan house in Normandy, most of his foundations were made
after the different groups involved had reached their numerical peak in
the various regions. Later in the century royal interest dropped, but it
was to be revived by Philip IV on a lesser scale.

Table VII, 12, shows that Henry IIIl's foundations came at the
time of greatest expansion for the Franciscans, Dominicans and Carmelites,
and followed it in the case of the Austin Friars. Edward I was an important
patron of the Dominicans and Carmelites, and royal foundations rose
proportionately during his reign, which marked a general decrease in the
number of new houses.

Kings could thus in certain cases influence the fortunes of the
monastic orders in their lands by the example of their foundation and endowment
of religious houses. An extreme example of this is Scotland. As Table VII,
13, indicates, the crown implanted monasticism here with other founders
lingering well behind. This is the case in particular with the Benedictines,

the Cistercians, the order of Val d!'Ecole, the Augustinians and the
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Franciscan and Dominican friars.

Yet this case is unusual. With the arrival of the new orders
the English and French kings had lost their pre-eminence as founders. As
greater and lesser nobles, royal administrators, ecclesiastics and later
burgesses began to create monasteries of varying sizes in large numbers,

a king became only one of several potential patrons, albeit a vitally
important one because of his political power, his resources and his
influence. For many orders, the crown made no foundations -~ as with the
Premonstratensians in England; in others, as with the Cistercians in
France, it seems to have followed a general trend. Sometimes it was in
the vanguard of helping a new order, as with Louis VI and Fontevrault,
although the amount of influence it exercised here should not be exaggerated.
Henry I's support of the Augustinians in England, however, like Willjam I's
of the Benedictines, was probably decisive for their future fortunes and
development here - and is directly visible in statistical terms. Henry
II's patronage of the Fontevraldines in England and the Carthusians was not
followed generally although was of great significance proportionally, but
his support of the Grandmontines was probably more generally influential.
Clearly these tables of foundations cannot be used in isolation from
historical sources. They are valuable, however, in illustrating general
trends in the foundation of monasteries of certain orders, and in showing

the extent to which royal foundations were typical of these developments.
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Symbols

ViI. Tables VII, 1 - VII, 13, to illustrate and compare

royal and non-royal foundations.

w2
H1
St
Emp

R1

H3
Ed1

L7
PA
L9
Pl
BL

Ber

Is

Ad
Ad(L6)
1:16
1:16(2)

used for royal foundations.
= William I

= William II

= Henry I

= Stephen

= The Empress Matilda
= Henry II

= Richard I

= John

= Henry III

= BEdward I

= Louis VI

= Louis VII

= Philip-Augustus
= Louis IX

= Philip IV

= Blanche

= Berengaria

= Eleanor

= Isabelle

= Adéle

= Adéle, wife of Louis VI
= one house founded or refounded by Louis VI

= one house, a possible foundation or joint foundation
of Louis VI
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Map VII, 1., Areas ror the comparison of religious foundatiorns,

Fnzland.- areas of England and Wales in the provinces of Canterbury

and York.
France.~ provinces of Reims, Sens, Lyon, Bourges.

Angevin Erpire.- provinces of Rouen, Tours, Bordeaux, Auch.

languedoc.- provinces of Albi, Teulouse, Narbonne.
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Tabl~ VII, b, WU TINTAN AND PREMONSTRATENITAN ARCSYS AND FRIORICTS

PO Jh ID IN FMGLAND, 1100 - 1300,

Houses Pates
1100-20 20-40 LO-60 60-80 80-1200 1200-20 20-43  40-60 60-30

Augustinians - Me. (tctal
251 housss as a + 8 22 17 1% 15 10 9 4 1
Royal founiations (astual 2:KE1 4:HI 2:5t  3+2(2):H2 1:H2 - - - -
nos.) 1:5t 1:ad

(HI)
Aucustinians - We=en (total - 2 2 1 [ 1 5 2 -

16 heuses, actual LISy

Royal foun.ztioms {(astual - - - 1:H2 - - - - -
nos."

FrE&~cntré - Men (total 45 - - 27 20 38 9 2 2 2
nouss 1 1 ) . -

80-1300
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Table VII, S. AUGUCTTNTAN AND PREMONSTRATENSIAN ARPTYS IN

FRANCT AND THE ANGFVIN EMPIPE, ~ %021%0,

Houses Date

1060-80 80-~1100 1100-20 20-40 L40-60 &0-8C 8C-1200 1200-°0 20-40 40-60 60-80 80-1300

Angevin Empire

1 Augustinians, Men 10 % 13 1?7 17 - 6 10 - 3 - -
(48 houses as a %)

1 Royal foundations - - - - 1:Emp - - - - - - -
froe these (actual
nos)

2 Augustinians, Women = - - 3 3 2 1 - - - - -
(9 houses, actual
nos.)

r
(]
]
(]
]

3 Premonstratensians, - - - 2 4 2 3
Men (13 houses,
actual nos.)

3b Royal foundations
(actual nos.) - - - - - - 1:RI - - -

France

4 Augustinians, Men
(78 houses as a %) 10 17 12 21 13 12 6 2 7 - - -

4b Royal foundations
(actual nos.) - - 1:16 - 2:17 1:L7 - 1:Ad 1:Pa - “:L9 -
(L7)  1:.9(2)
S5 Augustinians, Women = - - - - - -
(3 houses, actual
nos. )

6 Premonstratensians, = - - 72 22 2 2 2 - 2 - -
Male (43 houses as

a %)

6b Royal foundations
(actual nos.) - - - 1:L7(?) - - - 1:Ad - - - -

(L?)



1b

3b

55

6b

Houses

England

Table VII, 6.

CISTERCIAN AND SAVIGNIAC ABBEYS IN EMGLA ID, FRANCE

Men (total of 109 houses

expressed as a %)

Royal foundations
(actual nos.).

Women (Abbeys and

priories - 29 houses as a %)

Angevin Empire

Men (66 ho<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>