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Portion of Edited Text 
Concerning the coronation of King John and how he succeeded his brother.
After King Richard died, Count John, his brother, succeeded him, in the duchy and in the kingdom. When he heard of the death of his brother, (whose court he had left a little while before because of the shortage of cash and because of certain disagreements which had arisen between them), he immediately went to Chinon castle, which was being kept by the royal treasurer, and the castle and the treasurer were handed over to him by Robert of Turnham[footnoteRef:1], soon he took other castles and cities of Normandy, without any resistance; and so by the common election of the nobles and the acclamation of the citizens, he was made Duke of Normandy at Rouen in the octave of Easter. [1:  There are slight contradiction and differences between this account and that of Roger of Wendover's Flowers of history. In Wendover’s account it is John De Turnham not Robert De Turnham that actually surrenders to King John, the treasury, Chinon castle, Saumur and other fortresses entrusted to him. Also, it was Robert De Turnham’s’ nephew, Thomas De Furneis that delivered the city, castle and therefore the county of Anjou to Arthur. No mention is made of any advice received from King Phillip II (France). These differences could potentially be the result of conflicting accounts and retellings before its eventual inclusion within the chronical.
] 

However the Bretons hearing of King Richard’s death, relying on the advice and aid of King Philip, took possession of the county of Anjou and the city of Le Mans and were received by the citizens of the area; who unanimously rebelled against the duke, and tried by every means to make the prince of that land, the boy Arthur, their lord, namely the son of Geoffrey, count of Brittany, who was born second after King Richard. So Duke John then burned down Le Mans[footnoteRef:2], and sent his army against the Angevins. But King Philip, invading Normandy from other side, did not allow the duke to combat the Bretons for long. [2:  King John’s burning the city of Le Mans can be interpreted in several distinct ways: 1) A direct move out of spite for the betrayal he endured from the citizens he was rightfully the King of.  2) A military move as a means of reducing the number of strongholds available to those actively rebelling against him, 3) As a means of demoralising his enemies, as they would have undoubtably had family and friends made homeless / destitute by this action. Although, this might have galvanised the rebelling Britons even more, and increasing an already deep-rooted hatred of John.] 

Although he was being invaded thus one after the other by foreign armies, Duke John meanwhile secretly sailed to England with his intimates, was crowned with much pomp among the citizens on Ascension Day by Lord Hurbert, Archbishop of Canterbury at Westminster. Then King John returned to Normandy taking with him a mighty English army, which fought eagerly all that summer against the French army, a sufficiently aggressive army it showed its worth.
Concerning the peace treaty between the king of England and the King of France.
1200AD. After the wearisome exhaustion of each king’s army, after many discussions about making peace, at length the two kings, treating together reciprocally about a final agreement, drew up a peace formula of the following nature. Namely that King John quit claimed to the king of France and his heirs in perpetuity the whole of the Norman Vexin, with Gisors and the rest of the castles located in the Vexin, this land King Henry his father had once given to King Louis in return for his assistance against King Stephen. King Louis then gave away this land again as a marriage portion with his daughter Margaret, whom the young King Henry married. However an exception was made of all the land of the archbishop of Rouen; also of the beautiful castle de Faro [Gaillard?] and the island of Andelys and Boutavant, which are sited in the aforesaid land of the archbishop, and which King Richard had built. Moreover King John gave as a marriage portion with his niece (namely the daughter of Petit, King of Spain) whom Louis, a young man of nice disposition, the son of King Philip married, all the castles which the same Philip had captured in Normandy, of which he was seized on the day on which the bravest of kings, Richard, died, namely Vernon, Pascy, and Ivry and Normancourt.
He also gave as the marriage portion the city of Evreux, with the whole county, and the Auvergne and Berry. Also King John granted that if he should die without an heir of his first wife, the son of the King of France should have the homage of Hugh of Gounay and the county of Aumarle after the king’s death; but if the niece of the King of England died without issue, the aforesaid homage and the whole of the aforesaid marriage portion would revert to the rightful heir of the king of England. Moreover King John gave King Philip 30 000 marks. Then the King of France restored to the King of England Tours, and all the castles which he had captured in Touraine, and he received the homage of the king if England for all the lands, fees and tenements which King Richard, or King Henry his father, had ever held of him, or of his predecessors, except quit claims and marriage portions. And he took his homage for Brittany and this was according to the judgement of his court; and the King of France handed over Arthur to the King of England[footnoteRef:3], who received his homage for Brittany and Richmond. Then the King of England gave the earldom of Gloucester to the count of Evreux in exchange. And then both kings swore in their bodies that they would keep the peace that had been set down in writing and sealed with their seals. [3:  The Treaty of Le Goulet is substantially important, as it impacted both Britain and France. Although the concessions made to Phillip II reduced the English holdings within northern France, its’ overall benefit was to England’s King John. The treaty resulted in France’s recognition of John’s claim to the throne, over that of Arthur. Also, as part of the peace, France handed the prisoner, Arthur, over to John. This provided an added layer of security to John’s rein, as now Arthur could not raise rebellion at home or in France. However, Arthur would disappear without a trace during the next war between England and France.
] 

Concerning the king’s taxation (exactio)
After King John had made this peace overseas, in as much as he was a lover of peace and had arranged to lead a quiet life without any battles, considering how many had laid in wait to ambush the kingdom, and how many unfortunate things had happened to his father and his brothers and all the kingdom as a result of frequent recourse to battle, he returned to England urgently demanding an aid from all the kingdom to pay the aforesaid 30 000 marks. Therefore an edict went out from the king’s justices throughout all England, that each working plough should pay three shillings; this undoubtedly heavy tax very much weakened the people of the land, since a heavy exaction of scutage had preceded it[footnoteRef:4]. For two marks had been paid on the shield although never more than twenty shillings on the shield had been levied. [4:  When King John returned, there were many other means of taxations implemented. These included the 3 shillings plough tax as stated, however, there were more drastic measures utilised. These are highlighted in Kate Norgate’s John Lackland (Pages 122-125). Towards the end of Richard’s reign, even castles were being seized as a means of recuperating arrears owed to the crown. These were then acquired by John when they were surrendered to him, along with numerous Barons’ sons. These individuals were ransomed; however, this tactic has been assessed by Norgate as “equally ineffectual in compelling payment”, as the seizure of the land had been previously. This contributed to the rift between John and the Barons, which would cause chaos later in his reign.] 




Concerning the disagreement which arose between the king and the Cistercians and the making of peace.
Then the King of England coming to the province of York, demanded money from certain abbots of the Cistercian order[footnoteRef:5] coming there to meet him, and also from the rest (of the order); wishing to subject the order to the servitude of taxation, which up till then had been free of all kinds of customs. [5:  Cistercian Order: A monastic Roman Catholic order founded in 1098 near Cîteaux, Burgandy, France. Members of the order believed in strict adherence to the Rule of St Benedict, a solitary life. However, as the order developed it adopted stricter asceticism. These Monks and Nuns rejected all feudal revenue, preferring to be self-sufficient. Hard manual labour was a key part of their daily lives. King John throughout his reign, had disagreement / issues with the church, including the Cistercians early in his reign. John imposed questionable and harsh taxation methods as a means of raising revenues. The Cistercian hierarchy had increasingly opposed such measures. Ralph of Coggeshall described them as “very heavy exaction which greatly impoverished the peoples of the land”, in and for an examination of which see Jane Frecknall Hughes and Lynne Oats’s King John’s Tax Innovations.
] 

Those abbots then, not yet having had the advice of the rest of their co-abbots, and fearing that if they endorsed the royal tax, afterwards the order would be reduced to liability to servile customs, replied simply to the king that they in no way authorised any monetary taxation, except by common counsel and the assent of the general chapter. The king was extremely exasperated by their reply, in anger and rage he ordered his sheriffs (proceeding by word of mouth with those present, and by letter with the absent) that they should oppose the men of that order by whatever means availed, and do them harm, that they should take no judicial action against those that did them harm or falsely accused them, that they should not assist them in any business, but they were to hand over everything to the king[footnoteRef:6]. [6:  By giving this order, John effectively suspended the rights and protections afforded to members of the clergy, in this case the members of the Cistercian order. The use of “do them harm”, as a Royal order has 2 avenues of interpretation:  1) The actual physical harming of members that the agents came across, however, given the protections of the clergy, the more likely connotation being, 2) to enable these agents of the crown to interfere with and seize the church’s property and goods, which would then be handed back to the crown.  King John’s proclivity to tax and interfere with the clergy, is supported, and covered in Wendover’s Flowers of History.  As in 1208 responding to the papal interdict his agents, “Converted all their property to the king’s use, giving them only a scanty allowance of food and clothing out of their own property. The corn of the clergy was every where locked up, and distrained for the benefit of the revenue”.] 

Therefore, those men of virtue, being very sad and fearful after a cruel edict of this nature, sent the king’s mandate to Lord Hubert archbishop of Canterbury, begging him to meet the king about his harsh edict and mitigate his hostility, however he might, with prayers and gifts. Gently pitying their afflictions and calamities, he freely rebuked the king for such great cruelty, denouncing him as a persecutor of holy church for daring to inflict such great and numerous annoyances upon foremost sons of the church, whom church praised and honoured for the quality of their life and the austerity of their rule; whom kings and princes of the earth till now had always held in such great veneration that they had given them lands and extensive possessions and protected everything of theirs with the shield of defence.
Then the king, countenancing the archbishop’s reproof for the time, recalled the priors uselessly by new letters, but his savage mind did not lay aside its hostility against them. After he had gone abroad, the archbishop, in order to placate the king’s mood, pledged him, on behalf of the order, a thousand marks of silver, however on this condition, that he should endorse with the protection of his seal all those charters and liberties, which king Richard had confirmed to them; but he utterly despised this offering, as if it were next to nothing. And then he sailed away breathing fire [menaces] and slaughter against the followers of Christ, complaining loudly to the overseas abbots about the response of the abbots in England. Therefore, having paid the king of France that 30 000 marks, and having subdued all this enemies and pacified them, he returned to England around about the feast of Michealmas[footnoteRef:7], together with his wife, namely the daughter of the count of Angouleme, whom he had married abroad on the advice of King Philip; for he had divorced his first wife, namely the daughter of the Earl of Gloucester, on a mandate of the lord pope, on grounds of consanguinity. Then on the very day, that is the Sunday after the feast of Michealmas [8 October], that was to wear the crown at Westminster, and his wife who seemed to be about twelve years old was to be consecrated queen, early in the morning, before they went to the church, he commanded Hugh de Neville, the chief forester, and a certain man of another rank, to order all the foresters in office in England that they should summon everyone of the Cistercian order to remove all their plough horses, and pigs and flocks and all their animals from the lord king’s forest by a fortnight after Michaelmas week; and that if after the given date they were found in the forest, they were to be taken and sold to the king’s use. [7:  Michaelmas, or the Feast of Micheal and all angels, was one of the four “quarter days” of celebration in a year.  These were “spaced three months apart, on religious festivals, usually close to the solstices or equinoxes”, these include the dates and days of: March 25th Lady Day, 24th June Midsummer, 29th September Michaelmas and 25th December Christmas. During Michaelmas, harvests were to be brought in, servants hired, debts paid, etc. Henry VIII, when splitting from the Catholic church, abandoned this practice and instead adopted the harvest festival.
 ] 

Therefore when the king’s most cruel edict[footnoteRef:8] had been promulgated, each house provided for its flocks meanwhile, as best as it could, and patiently bore the lord king’s great anger; crying out in their tribulation to the Lord their defender, to change the mood of the king to gentleness towards them and mercifully to free his flock from the tribulation of evil and grief. [8:  Ralph of Coggeshall was a Cistercian Monk, then Abbot of the Coggeshall Abbey between 1207 and 1218. His religious leaning and sympathies are highlighted through his writings. His disapproval of King John appears confined to certain areas, i.e. the King’s interaction with Cistercians, his taxation policies, and the peace with France. Although these biases in no way remove from the clear and organised event driven narrative, Ralph has constructed in this chronical. His use of language, such as the “king’s most cruel edict” and the “king’s savage mood”, suggest and highlight an overall bias, resentment and / or a dislike of the measures and actions taken by the king upon the order in which Ralph served.] 

He most certainly did hear them, He who foes not fail those that believe in Him, and He quickly delivered them from this tribulation. When the king’s mandate had been made known, the archbishop sent his letters to all those abbots, warning them and advising them to meet at Lincoln for the visit of the king on the eve of St. Edmund [19 Nov] so that united together at the same time they might more easily incline the king’s savage mood and himself to mercy and the grace of reconciliation, Then, freely consenting to do his bidding, they met at the place named on the given day by democratic vote believing, more in the protection of the Lord then in the efficacy of their own virtue. Therefore they all met together there on the next day, that is on St. Edmund’s day [20 Nov], they hastened respectfully to the archbishop as he arrived outside the town, and dismounting from their horses they all of them fell down at his knees, humbly beseeching him mercifully to look after their affairs, and to move the king’s mood which was exasperated against them to the grace of good will by his solicitude. Then the archbishop completely overcome by the humility of so many distinguished people, got down from his horse and prostrating himself too, wept. Then he promised that he would be their helper and adviser in all matters, and having heard their advice, he promised to look after the security and interests of the order as best as he could and to apply himself to placating the king’s attitude by all possible means. Then he urged them that they should go outside the town on the morrow to meet the king as he arrived, and that they should receive him with the humility that was appropriate so that they might more easily alter his mood to piety and mercy. But afterwards, discussing this amongst themselves, it was agreed that they should not go to meet the king outside the town; lest by any chance they might be disparaged in any way by the royal outriders who knew that the king’s mood was hostile to them, and lest they might be received with derision by the triflers of the royal hall[footnoteRef:9]. [9:  The Cistercian Abbott’s concerns over being disparaged by the Kings outriders, was well warranted. As John’s earlier moves to tax the Order and their subsequent refusal, enraged the King. John’s instructions to his sheriffs, would have undoubtably spread to his bannermen and soldiers, as stated within the chronical. However, the “derision” by those at court, suggest that there was animosity from all ranks of the nobility not just the King. This was potentially in response to the favourable treatment the church received, compared to them (by ways of taxes, revenues, and benefits). Although displeased and enraged by the actions of the Cistercians, it must be noted that King John’s mood eventually lightened. It is believed that “after he dreamt that he was being flogged by Cistercian abbots”, he decided to establish what was supposed to be the Royal Abbey of St. Mary of Beaulieu in 1203. ] 
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