Printed Primary Sources

Baronial Opposition 1258-1265

The long term causes of baronial opposition are rooted in the early years of Henry III’s personal rule. These are drawn attention to before more immediate causes are discussed.  The printed source material for this exercise has been drawn from documents printed in anthologies or collections of source materials, or from secondary works in which historians have printed and/ or translated key primary sources.
1. Hennings, Margaret. A., England Under Henry III (1216-1272) Illustrated from Contemporary Sources  (London: Longmans, 1932) pp. 34-35. 
This source indicates the king’s inclination to unpopular methods of government.  Letter from Richard de St. John, a chaplain, to Ralph, bishop of Chichester, the chancellor. June, 1230. Royal Letters, i., no. cccx. ( Ancient Correspondence, vi., 130).

Hubert de Burgh, mentioned here, had proven himself an admirable Justiciar during Henry III’s minority.  He and the men of the Cinque Ports had scattered a French fleet off Sandwich with the Dauphin, who had been in London claiming the Crown, shortly afterwards agreeing to leave England. The Justiciar had also re issued the Great Charter in the king’s name. This source suggests the king’s fiery determination to secure the arrival of a certain legate, John de Columpna. It was believed that this would prove disadvantageous to the whole Church of England. Indeed the oppression of the English Church is alluded to.  There is evidence of an increasing reliance on foreigners.  The Justiciar was eventually arrested and cast into prison in 1232.

2.  Hennings, Margaret. A., England Under Henry III (1216-1272) Illustrated from Contemporary Sources  (London: Longmans, 1932) pp. 56-59.

Disastrous expedition to Gascony.  Letter from Henry III to the Emperor Frederick II.  September, 1242.  Close Rolls, 1237-1242, pp. 530-2.
Henry III believed that an excellent opportunity of recovering English power in France presented itself in 1241. The king supported Hugh de Lusignan, count of La Marche, and his wife Isabella of Angouleme, former widow of King John, together with the lords and cities of Gascony in their revolt against the French King, Louis IX. The latter had extended French influence in the south by his investment of his brother as count of Poitou. Henry’s efforts proved fruitless; having taken a large army to France, he was defeated and lucky to obtain lenient terms of peace.  The whole episode infuriated the barons.
3. Wilkinson, B., Constitutional History of Medieval England 1216-1399  Volume III The Development of the Constitution (London: Longmans, 1958), pp 252-253

 II.  Opposition of the universitas to papal exactions, 1245

The Pope, Gregory IX, was engaged in a struggle with the Emperor, Frederick II; his legate in England, Otto, was ordered (1237) to raise money in England to provide the necessary funds for the war. Otto demanded a fifth of all clerical goods for the ‘crusade’ against the heretic Emperor.  But the Pope went further. He provided three hundred Roman clergy with benefices in England, so that he might obtain the support of their families against Frederick.  Few of those thus favoured ever visited the country from which they drew their incomes. This source refers to the injurious usurpations and the lawless plundering which the Roman Curia had perpetrated against both the regnum and the Church.
4. . Hutton. W. H. ed., Simon de Montfort & his Cause 1251-1266 (London:G.P. Putnam’s Sons, 1888) pp 48-50.
1254.  Sicily offered to the king’s son Edmund.  M. Paris, Chronica Majora vol. v., pp. 457-8.

The Sicilian arrangement did irreparable damage to the king’s reputation and soured relations with his subjects as much as anything else.  On the death of Frederick II in 1250, Pope Alexander IV offered the crown of Sicily, which Frederick had held, to Henry’s son, Edmund, for a considerable price; he also arranged – again at a price – for Henry’s brother, Richard earl of Cornwall, to be crowned King of the Romans (emperor elect). Neither of these high sounding dignities was of any value; Edmund never set foot in Sicily, and Richard, though he was crowned at Aachen, was never acknowledged in Germany.  Matthew Paris’ words need to be treated cautiously because he was actively inclined to denounce Papal encroachments and oppression, the tyranny of the king and his foreign adherents. He had entered the Benedictine abbey in St Albans in 1217.  Lying in close proximity to London it was a renowned centre of intelligence; furthermore state documents were sent there to be preserved or copied which would have made Mathew Paris in many ways a valuable authority. He also knew the king well in his later years, and although Chronica Majora – a history from the Creation until 1259 - is not entirely his own work, Paris is directly responsible for the years 1235-59 and thus was writing at the time of baronial discontent.
5.  Hutton. W. H. ed., Simon de Montfort & his Cause 1251-1266  (London: G.P.Putman’s Sons, 1888), pp 66-68.
1257, July 22. Expedition to Wales.  M. Paris Chronica Majora  vol. v., pp. 639, 640.

Henry had been obliged to fight a campaign, which would prove wholly unsuccessful, against Llywelyn ap Gruffydd, grandson of Llywelyn the Great (1194-1240). Prince Edward had been given the rule over Chester and the Four Cantrefs of Wales but such was Edward’s hostility to Welsh custom, this as yet, inexperienced man strengthened the position of Llywelyn who assumed the title of Prince of Wales in 1258. Henry returned to find opposition hardening against him and Llywelyn took advantage of the baronial war which followed by moving south to reassert his supremacy over Powys.  Matthew Paris laments the ‘wretched English’ who are trampled under foot by foreigners and whose ancient liberties are extinguished.  Paris’ language is emotive, passionate and lively, which makes for entertaining reading but he appears to abandon political neutrality for one of active partisanship. Even though we have the luxury of reading sometimes eye witness accounts, this lack of impartiality must be borne in mind.
6.  Hutton. W. H. ed., Simon de Montfort & his Cause 1251-1266 (London: G.P.Putman’s Sons, 1888), pp 68-69.
1258, April. Answer of the barons to the king’s demand for money.

M. Paris, vol. v., p. 680

The Sicilian agreement hitherto mentioned had exacerbated the king’s debt but when he came before the magnates and begged for supplies all he received was unpalatable advice.  They had been aware of Henry’s obligations to the Pope since October 1255 but remained entrenched in their opposition as they had never approved the venture. The agreement necessitated that Henry must reach Sicily with 8,500 armed men by 1st March 1259. Matthew Paris refers to Henry’s spurning of deliberation and prudence together with his lack of wisdom. 
7. Douglas. David. C. ed  English Historical Documents III 1189 – 1327  (London: Eyre & Spottiswoode, 1975), p 361.
  36.  The Sworn Confederation of Seven Barons, 12 April 1258

(Bemont, Simon de Montfort (Paris, 1884), App. 30 French )

The Sworn Confederation of Seven Barons came together in response to the king’s commitments and tried to ensure that such folly was not repeated. Headed by Richard of Clare, earl of Gloucester it was designed to ensure, mutually the cause of right.  They demanded that Henry and Edward acquiesce to submit to their advice, and henceforth to agree to all that they suggested should be done. 

8. Sayles G.O., The Functions of the Medieval Parliament of England (London: The Hambledon Press, 1988), pp 64-77

Parliament of Oxford: June 1258   

Close Rolls, 1256-1259

The barons, demanding a redress of grievances from the king set up a commission of twenty-four barons to put the kingdom in order. The resultant Provisions of Oxford stipulated that fifteen barons, led by Simon de Montfort and Richard de Clare were to form a permanent council, a legalised form of baronial oligarchy, which would control the whole action of the king’s government.
9. Hennings, Margaret. A., England under Henry III (1216-1272)  Illustrated from Contemporary Sources (London: Longmans, 1932), pp 95-96
   61 The king is absolved from his oath touching the Provisions. 1259.

Continuator of Gervase of Canterbury (R.S.), ii., p. 210

This document refers to the king’s securing of a letter of absolution from the pope which absolved him from the oath he had previously made with the magnates of the realm in the Oxford Parliament.  It instigated the dismissal of baronial sheriffs and ministers and brought England to the brink of civil war.  As happened in the Wars of the Roses, some two hundred years later, Henry issued a manifesto defending his position. The source refers to a great dissension between Henry and his barons, who did all they could to compel him  to observe his oath.
10. Hennings, Margaret. A., England under Henry III (1216-1272)  Illustrated from Contemporary Sources (London: Longmans, 1932), p 105
  69 Montfort declares war on all who refuse to accept the Provisions of Oxford.  May, 1263.  Annals of Dunstable, p. 221

In 1263, war broke out.  The protagonists, under Simon de Montfort and Roger Clifford met at Oxford and proclaimed as public enemies all those who opposed them, excepting the king, queen and her children. Henry refused their demands which precipitated open rebellion.

11. Hennings, Margaret. A., England under Henry III (1216-1272)  Illustrated from Contemporary Sources (London: Longmans, 1932), pp 112-113

   79 The Mise of Amiens is rejected by Simon and his supporters.  
Liber de Antiquis Legibus., p. 60 (Camden Soc., 1846)
Both sides had agreed to acknowledge the arbitration of the French king Louis IX in the dispute. Equal opportunity was given to each side to submit their complaints but given that the Provisions of Oxford had been at the very heart of the dispute Louis felt bound, in the Mise  (award) of Amiens, to restore to Henry III all that he had held prior to May 1258.  De Montfort’s resultant appeal to war smacked of bad faith and it was the royalists who began the conflict auspiciously. Liber de Antiquis Legibus  contains a history both of London and of the kingdom, probably written circa 1274, thus some ten years subsequently, by Arnold Fitz-Thedmar, a London alderman.
12. Wilkinson. B., Constitutional History of Medieval England 1216-1399 Volume III  The Development of the Constitution 1216-1399 (London: Longmans, 1958), p 304
  IX  First Parliament of Simon de Montfort, June 1264 Stubbs, Select Charters., 399-400
The rebels still had widespread support and defeated the royalists at Lewes.  An attempt at settlement was seen in Simon de Montfort’s first parliament of June 1264 to which four knights from each shire, referred to in the document, were summoned.  Three electors were also set up to nominate the royal council and reform the state of the kingdom. The exact limits of the king’s authority however remained unclear. Simon probably did not wish to usurp the nature of kingship, and to divide authority would, he believed ultimately cause it to revert to the ruling monarch. A form of government which would ultimately prove satisfactory to himself remained elusive to Simon.   Bishop Stubbs was considered a renowned constitutionalist and is remembered particularly for his Select Charters and Other Illustrations of English Constitutional History published in 1874.
13.  Wilkinson. B., Constitutional History of Medieval England 1216-1399  Volume III  The Development of the Constitution 1216-1399 (London: Longmans, 1958), p 305

  X  Second Parliament of Simon de Montfort, January 1265.  Stubbs, Select Charters., 403
The Marcher lords were to prove very resistant to Simon’s cause but they were pacified by December 1264, and in the parliament which followed in January 1265 Simon tried valiantly to reach a settlement. Prince Edward, who had been restrained in Wallingford Castle was surrendered to the king on the condition that the latter swore an oath to maintain the government as it stood.  This move merely augmented the list Simon’s enemies and a defection from Simon ensued. 
14. Hennings. Margaret., England under Henry III (1216-1272) Illustrated from Contemporary Sources (London: Longmans, 1958), pp 125-126
   86  Growing dissatisfaction with Montfort.  1265.  Rishanger,  Chronica, p. 30 et seqq.
Gilbert of Clare, the young earl of Gloucester, together with Roger Mortimer headed the list of people who defected from Simon. Perhaps Simon was guilty of forgetting that he was but one among many barons, that he could not rule England like a dictator but needed the co operation of his fellow barons. Many of these had grown to suspect his motives.  They were uneasy, this document suggests, at such treatment of kings and their sons.  Simon, for example took the royal castles under his power and disposed the whole realm according to his will.  His support evaporated and he was defeated at Evesham by the superior forces of Prince Edward. 
