PTROLOGUE

Paris in the Year 1200

For the inhabitants of Paris, the calendar year 1200 began on Easter, 9 April,
and ended on Holy Sarurday, 24 March 1201, Following the custom of the
king’s chancery. (To avoid confusion, however, I shall remain with the sys-
tem of daring employed roday.) The reigning monarch was Philip, the sec-
ond of his name in the Capetian dynasty. The royal historiographer Rigord
bestowed the sobriquet “Augusrus” on him because the king had c:f.ﬁgmented
the roy::.l domain with the addition of Vermandois and because he was born
in the month of August.

Born in Paris on 12 August 1165, Philip Augustus was thirty-five in 1200,
and he had :1lre:1dy benefited from two decades of:polirical experience, hav-
ing been crowned on 1 November 1179 at the tender age of fourteen. The
year 1200 was, however, a moment of _polirical transition in Western Fu-
rope. At Rome the :1ged Pope Celestine 111 had expired two years earlier,
and the cardinals rep laced him with Innocent 111, a youthﬁﬂ successor. Lhe
leadershi_p of the Empire to the east was contested by two candidates, Otto
of Brunswick and Philip of Swabia, each crowned king of the Romans in
1198. To the west, King John had just succeeded his brother Richard the
Lionheart, who died unexpectedly in 1199. He was not enly king of England



2 PROLOGUE

now but also duke of Normandy, count of Anjou and duke of Aquitaine,
Eudes de Sully, a first cousin of the king, hadjust repl:u:ed Maurice de Sully,
whose long service as bishop of Paris ended in 1196, The royal administra-
tion of the city was confided to two prévor—baillis (roy::l agents), Robert de
Meulan and Pierre du Thill:ly, after the disgr:u:e of a certain Thomas.

As with newspapers today, medieval chroniclers reported the memorable
events of their d:ly and :1rr:1nged them in chronological order, year by year,
Among the events that most affected the city of Paris in 1200, three were
broadcast with banner headlines by beth the French and English chroni-
clers. The first was a papal interdict on royal lands to discipline King Philip
Augustus for his unlawful marriage, the second, a peace at Le Goulet nego-
tiated between King Philip and the English King John over the latter’s fiefs
in France, and the third, a gener::.l strike by the students of Paris to protest
inl':ringernents against their rights.

ALL THE LAND OF THE FRENCH KING
IS PLACED UNDER AN INTERDICT,
—Rigord de Saint-Denis.!

On 13 January, Pope Innocent 1T closed the churches in Philip Augustus’s
lands to force the king to dismiss his concubine, Agneés de Méran (Andechs-
Meranien), and to restore Queen Ingeborg of Denmark as his legirimare
wife, Philip’s first wife, Tsabelle de Hainaut, died in 1190 on the eve of the
Third Crusade, 1e:n-'ing Prince Louis as his only son—and sickly at that.
Thus, on his return from the crusade in 1191, the king’s urgent business was
to remarry and reinforce the royal lineage.

Philip’s second marriage, to the Danish princess Ingeborg, lasted only the
wedding night of 14-15 August 1193, What happened on that fateful night
may remain forever an enigma, but what is known is that the next morning
Phili_p announced his intention to separate from her and refused her admit-
tance to his bed After obmining an annulment from a church council com-
Posed enrirely of his familiars and headed by his uncle Guillaume, archbishop
of Reims, he married Agnés de Méran to leave no doubt about his intentions
to make the separation permanent. Agnés pleased the king well because she
delivered him a daughter, Marie, in 1198 and a son, Philippe, in 1200,

Ingeborg, however, refused to return to Denmark, as she was bidden,
and instead appealed her case to the papacy Pope Celestine III was slow to
respond, but the energetic Innocent T11, who succeeded him in 1198, made
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the king’s marital irreguiarity an urgent item of business. After encountering
nothing but recalcitrance, Innocent i"ina_lly levied the interdict that closed
the churches to the faithful on the i«'.ing’s lands.

The French chroniclers detailed the people’s suﬂ:erings when they were
refused the sacraments, and churchmen endured the kings displeasure as
well. A_mong the bisho_ps of the kingdom under royal control, thirteen re-
mained ioya.l to the king and refused to obey the papal command. These
included the i«:ing’s uncle, Guillaume, archbishop of Reims, as well as the
abbots of Saint-Denis and Saint-Germain-des-Prés at Paris. At least six ob-
served the interdict, though, most notably the bishops of Paris and nearby
Senlis. Phili_p’s agents ruthlessly des_poiied the lands of these _prelates, es-
pecially Eudes de Suliy, bishop of Paris, who was punished more severely
because he was a royal cousin.

The rigots of the interdict, however, did prompt the king to recpen ne-
gotiations. Phiii_p argued that he had acted in good faith, believing that his
marriage to Ingeborg had been annulled by the previous council. When the
archbishop of Reims admitted that the oath deciaring the annulment had
been fraudulent, Phiii_p made him the scapegoat for the aborted affair and
upbraided him: “You were a fool for having pronounced sucha judgment.”

By September Philip agreed to a temporary reconciliation with Queen
Ingeborg and to submit his _plea for annulment to the judgment of the _pa_pa_l
court. At these concessions, the pope lifted the interdict, but Phiiip swept
Ingeborg off to his castle in Etampes to the south of Paris and sequestered
her there, When Agnés died in 1201, thus removing the stigma oi"biga.my, the
pope was further persuaded to legitimize the births of Marie and Philippe.

Despite the tribulations, Phiii_p had i:irl.'.lii}' attained his immediate goa.l,
that oi:_producing a second legitimate heir to the throne, but the scandal
of his marriage had been broadcast by the interdict that closed down the
churches in Paris, and it was publicized by the chroniclers. His erratic behav-
ior jeopardized roya_l authority at a crucial moment when it was contested
by two parties, the kings of England under John and the students of Paris.

PEACE IS ESTABLISHED BETWEEN THE
FRENCH KING PHILIP AND KING JOHN OF ENGLAND.
—Rigord de Saint-Denis.”

The greatest threat to the French king’s authority arose from the dynastic
inheritance of Henry 11, the Angevin king of England. From his mother,
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Henry had received Normandy, with ovcriordship over Brittany, from his
father, Anjou, Maine and Touraine in the Loire va_iley', and from his wife,
the vast duchy of Aquitaine to the southwest Thus most of western France,
encircling Paris and the roy::.i domain on three sides, had p::.ssed intact to
Henry’s son, Richard the Lionheart.

Richard and Philip Augustus were persuaded to depart together on the
Third Crusade in 1190, but their return the Following year opencd a decade of
warfare during which Philip attacked and Richard defended his French lands.
The more spectacular victories of the 1790s went to Richard. At Fréteval, for
ex:unple, Philip lost his baggagc train in an ambush, and at Courcelles-l&s-
Gisorsa bridge coila_psed under the weight of'heaviiy armored troops. Twenry
French knights were drowned, and Phiii_p himself was fished out of the
waters, Richards determination to resist French aggression is made evident
by the massive fortress he erected at Chéteau-Gaillard on the Norman fron-
tier between Rouen and Paris. Even the count of Flanders, the king’s brother-
in-law, allied himself with Richard. Intermittent truces and treaties had little
effect in breaking the Angevin’s stranglehold on Paris and the reyal domain.

Then, on & April 1199, a totally unexpected event changed Philip’s for-
tunes. Richard, the renowned warrior, was killed while bcsicging a castle in
the southern province of the Limousin. At the age of Forry—one and at the
height of his powers, he had P.’.lid little attention to his own succession and
thereby left the English-Angevin throne open to dispute. What followed
was classic in such dynastic contests, There were two contenders. One was a
younger brother, John, count of Mertain, the other was a ne_phew, Arthur,
count of Brittany, the son of an older brother, Gcoﬁrcy. Who had prece-
dence was not yet established in English law

Phiiip’s strategy was to support the claims of Arthur, the weaker of the
two, just as he had previousiy supporred John against Richard A year after
Richard’s death, Phiiip found himself in position to strike a bargain with
Jehn. In return for recognizing John's disputed claim to the threne and for
compelling Arthur to submit to his uncle as overlord, Philip was able to
extract important concessions,

Already in January 1200, Philip had conceded lands to the count of
Flanders in the treaty of Péronne, from which John benefited > Now John
granted Phiiip the Norman county of Evreux, the contested parts of the
Vexin, the borderland between Normand}' and the Tie—de—]:rance, the con-
siderable sum of 20,000 marks of silver and, most important, formal rec-
ognition that John held all of his continental lands as vassal of the king of
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France. These terms were recorded in a “peace” sealed at Le Goulet in the
Vexin on 22 May 1200.%

As was customary, this important agreement was confirmed by a mar-
riage between the two families. In this case, it was between Louis, age ne:lrly
thirteen, eldest son and heir of Phﬂip', and Blanche, age twelve, daughter of
Al_phonese VTII, king of Castille, and niece of John through his sister, Elea-
nor. On 23 May 1200 the nuptials were concluded in the Norman part of
the Vexin at the vﬂlage of Port-Mort, not, as might be exp ected, in Paris, be-
cause the bishop had closed the churches of the diocese of Paris during the
interdict. _]ohn was given an open invitation, nonetheless, to visit the roy::l
cap ital after the ban was lifted, and he took adv:mtage of it, arriving the fol-
lowing Spring in Paris, where Phili_p entertained him regaﬂy at his _palace.

SERIOUS DISCORD BETWEEN THE SCHOLARS
AND BOURGEOISIE AT PARIS.
—Raoger de Hoveden 2

Whatever hindrance the papal interdict posed to Philip Augustus in his
maneuvers with King John and the count of Flanders, it must have severely
restricted him in a police action in 1200 that involved the students of Paris.

Throughout the twelfth century, masters and students had flocked to the
schools of the roy:ll city, swelling the popularion on the Ile-de-la-Cité and
the Left Bank. Whether mature masters or youthful students, these men
were clerici, thereby chiming clerical status that placed them under the ex-
clusive jurisdicrion of the ecclesiastical authorities. Signiﬁed by the tonsure,
the shaving of the crown of the head, this status endowed clerics with two
important _prix-"ileges. The first, the Priwifegmm CdRonis, protected their per-
sons as sacrosanct. Any physic:ll violence against their bodies would resultin
automatic excommunication for the perpetrator, a cohsequence that could
be relieved only by severe penance. One did not treat a cleric roughly with-
olut serious consequences, The second was the prﬁwif&ginmﬁrﬁ, which placed
them solely under the jurisdicrion of the ecclesiastical courts,

Guamnteeing immunity against the police and secular courts, these priv-
ileges were not cle:lrly defined and did littde to inhibit the unruly behavior
of clerics. Philip Augusrus was quoted as marveling at the bmvery of cler-
ics who entered mélées brandishing swords but without armer or helmets.
Little should he marvel, however, when the clean-shaved pate offered more
protection than a helmert.
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An incident occurred at Paris in February 1200 that was not unexpected
in the _pre—Lenten season and became a routine throughout the thirteenth
century. Kindled by the abundance of wine, a riot broke out in a tavern.
Fighting between a group of German students and the proprietors of the
establishment left one of the latter close to death. The owners enlisted
the roya.l prévet, Thomas, and his agents to riposte against the students
hostel, provoking a mélée in which five students were killed.

Outmged, the masters sought justice from the king, and he, fearing that
the masters and students would de_p:lrt from the city en masse, resp onded in
July with a solemn charter that dealt with two major issues.® The immediate
one was punishment of the prévot and his accomplices. The masters re-
quested that the royal officer be whipped like a school boy, but the king had
more severe measures in mind. The prévot was kept in j.’.lil until he agreed to
submit to an ordeal. If he lost, he was to be executed, if he was cleared, he
must abj ure all roya.l functions and renounce Paris. An inquest was ordered
to ferret out and punish his accornplices.

With justice to the malefactors satisfied, Philip turned to the hrger issue
ofpolice jurisdiction over masters and students who enjoyed clerieal status.
In careful detail, the two basic privileges of:p ersonal immunity and exclusive
jurisdiction of the church courts were defined, reinforced and implemented.
In effect, Phihp’s charter gr:mted to the Parisian scholars the clerical liberties
for which the m:lrtyred Thomas Becket, the English :1rchbishop of Canter-
bury, had given his life, and in turn it refused the compromise that King
Henry IT had proposed in the Constitutions of Clarendon of 1164. We shall
return to these issues later but simply note here that Philip’s charter of 1200
was a clear victory at Paris for Becket’s princi_ple. The document concluded
that on the first or second Sunday after a new prévet took office, he and the
Parisian townsmen were to swear in a church in the scholars’ presence to
observe the charter.

Philip’s quick capitulation te Thomas Becket’s unusual interpretation of
the issue of criminous clerics was doubtlessly induced by his 1—'ulner:1bility un-
der the interdict, but it was also reinforced by the masters and students’ threat
to leave town, as the chronicler Roger de Hoveden asserted. With clerical
masters and students constituting a significant proportion of the Parisian pop-
ulation, however, it compromised maintenance of law and order in the roy::.l
city We shall see that, in effect, every cleric was allowed one major crime, free
from corporal punishment. Once the king was in a stronger position in 1205,
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however, he renegori:u'ed the terms of the question and induced the cierg}'
to accept the basic compromise of Henry II. By then Philip was no longer
under threat of interdict, but the menace of a university strike and migration
became a permanent condition in the royal capital of the thirteenth century

On 3 September 1200 the Latin poet Gilles de Paris presented a book, titled
the Karolinus, to Prince Louis just two ciays before his thirteenth i:)iI'i'hci:l)-r.'T
(Miniatures in the manuscripts illustrate the poet presenting the work to
the seated prince.) A canon of the church Saint-Marcel to the south of Paris,
Gilles belonged to a small circle of court poets that included Guillaume le
Breton, the roy::i hisroriographer, all of whom were inspired by the Vergii—
ian verse of Gautier de Chatillen.

Gilles had been working on his beok for two years, one in writing and
the other in correcting the work Just as Vergil had created the hero Aeneas
to instruct the emperor Augusrus, so Gilles as_pireci to promote the emperor
Charlemagne as an exemplar for the young prince. One book each was de-
voted to the Frankish ernperor’s cultivation of the four cardinal virtues, and
a fifth a_p_piioci these to:u:hings for Louiss benefit (wtiflitas). Tna iengthy work
(2,232 verses by Gilles’s count), the elaborated styie of the Karolins might
have been hard going for the young marn, but it incorpor:u'ed an educational
program that included a thorough training in the liberal arts, a program
that Philip Augustus undoubtedly desired for his son.

Since the Karolinus was written for an occasion, it was revised up to the
last minute, a concluding section (the captatio benevolencie) was added after
it was presonteci. A work of circumstance, it also acknowiedgoci the three
major events of the year that had attracted the chroniclers’ attention. In var-
ious separate passages, Gilles returned to the scandal of the king’s marriage.
Aithough the interdict had been lifted by the time the captatio was com-
posed, Gilles could not refrain from recalling the cierg}"s and the peopie’s
sufferings; the chants of the office were suspended, the prelates and clergy
were oxpoiieci, and the land groanoci under ox_pioimtion and taxation. The
king, Gilles wrote, should renounce his concubine and return to his iegiri—
mate marital bed. In Septombor, the young prince Louis had been married
for little more than three months, thus roca_iiing the treaty of Le Goulet with
King John. Despite the turbulent times and the king’s i::liiings, Gilles none-
theless reaffirmed that France fared better under Philip’s yoke than other

lands fared with their kings. The king had defended the realm and extended
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his power abroad, even to Acre in the Hoiy Land. Strong castles protected
the borders against Normandy, where the church and pecple suffered un-
der Richard the Lionheart, an impious king, righti:uiiy slain. WNow, the text
concluded, the brother John seeks to make peace and to cede land, sealed
by a marriage between his niece Blanche and the roya_i youth. (This portion
of the text evidently had not yet been fully brought up to date.) Despite the
fathers marital scandals, Louis was nonetheless oi:pure roy::.i blood, the heir
of a chaste mother, Isabelle de Hainaut, and a good Father—good fruit from
a good tree. To illustrate the prince’s dyn::stic heritage, Gilles app ended to
his poem a di:igrani of a gene::.iogic::.i tree in which Louis’s major forebears
were underscored in red.

Mo direct allusion was made to the great student strike of 1200, but the
atmosphere of the Parisian schools thoroughiy informed Gilles’s captatio,
Against the ca_iurnny of those who claimed that the city of Paris contained
no learned men, he invoked the names of some sixteen celebrated scholars,
including,
now a great teacher. “Let no one obscure the citys renown in so many teach-

of course, that of Guillaume le Breton, his former student and

ers, he concluded. “Lutetia [that is, Paris] remains the fertile mother of so
many poets.” On compietion of his verses for the young prince, however,
Gilles announced his own intention to abanden the arts for the doctrines
of faith and good works, the domain of theoiog}', certainiy the presminent
subj ect t:iught in the Parisian schools.

We shall return to these three events of 1200, but it is sufhicient now
to recoghize that they signify important transitions, The events themselves
were fortuitous: the consequences of a traumatic wedding night, an un-
foreseen death and a banal tavern brawl, all briiiianti}' illuminated by brief
fashes of lightning, Nonetheless, they reveal that the royal power of the
C:lpeti:ins Was exp:inding, that urbanization required better poiicing and
that the schools were _pi:lying an increased role in the city’s life. Equaiiy im-
portant, Phiiip’s matrimonial behavior suggests that, des_p ite the inexorable
momentum of institutions, there is :1iw:1ys space for caprice, the unforesee-
able and the inex_piicabie. The i«'.ing’s personai comportment defies any as-
sessment of his character before and after the event History that does not
:1cknowiedge the intervention of fortuity is not Worthy of the name.

In the accounts of the contemporary French and English chroniclers, the
decade preceding 1200 was a _period of disappointment and setbacks for
the ruler of Paris. It opened with an ungiamorous crusade (in contrast to
Richard’s) and was punctuated by miiitary reverses, Phiiip’s messy marital
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life, bad weather, famine and destruction. These gloomy events have con-
spired to conceal fundamental transformations that were also ta.king place.
The royal domain was expanding, roya.l administration was improving,
vast construction projects were undertaken, urbanization was progressing
and the schools were transformed into the university—changes that al-
tered the face of the city The year 1200 itself was a brief moment of peace,
when the clouds of war rolled back before they gathered again for the inva-
sion of the Norman-Angevin lands. Tt was a fortuitous moment oFsunlight,
and it gives us a better view of the Capetian cap ital,

An obstacle thart plagues historians of medieval Paris is the penury of
sources. Often, enough material survives to mise ones expectations, but I':lrely
is it enough to give satisfaction. T shall simp 1)1 offer what is available and at-
tempt to resist (not :1lw:1ys successfully) the lir:my of what is missing and
what I cannot know: The scarcity of sources and my efforts te avoid anachro-
nism also preclude the genre of history that is generaﬂy called “the history of
ex—'eryday life"—that is, how ordin::ry people lived, ate, clothed and housed
themselves. Unformnately, information for this kind of inquiry is rare before
the late thirteenth and fourteenth centuries,

The normal procedure for writing the history of Paris during the Middle
Ages, therefore, is to select an extended period of two to three centuries,
a_uowing ohe to benefit from the relative abundance of decumentation that
accumulates at the close of the period. This approach has been undertaken
by Jacques Boussard (1976) and Raymond Cazelle (1994) in their authorita-
tive volumes in the Histoire génén:ﬁs’f de Paris and recently and successfully
by Simone Roux in her Paris au moyen dge (2003). Often, however, it suc-
cumbs to the temptation to read backwards from the late evidence to fill
in the lacunae of the early period, thus committing the historical sin of
anachronism. Historians of medieval Paris have long benefited from the
riches found in the well-known Livre des métiers of Etienne Boileau (1268),
the Livre de taille of 1297, the Cris de Paris, Mesnagier de Paris and the four-
nal &d'un !Jamgfois (thirteenth to fifteenth centuries). ﬁlrhough continuity
cannot be disregarded, these late texts have too often served to characterize
the earlier period as well. Whenever we hear the phrase “In the Middle Ages
one did such and such at Paris. .. )" we may suspect that the late medieval
period is again beingprivileged.

Rather than proposing a history of Paris over several centuries, my ap-
proach is complerely different. I shall concentrate as much as possib le on the
year 1200 to sharpen and captute the signiﬁcance of the historical moment.
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The meager sources encompassed in one year, of course, offer 2 minimum
of data. The date 1200 is therefore emblematic—indeed a code word. T have
allowed myseii:a decade in either direction, occasiona_liy succumbing to the
need to include a little more, but my constant effort has been to righren my
inquiry as much as _possibie around the single year.

My project has been made possible by the appearance of new collec-
tions of sources that originared around the year 1200 in Paris and were in
fact generated by the institutions in which I am interested. The Capetian
monarch}', for exarn_pie, began to record its financial accounts in 1190 (first
extant copy 1202-1203), to establish archives at the royal palace in 17194 and
to compile chancery registers in 1204. At the same time, Bishop Eudes de
Sully began collecting the synociica_l statutes (1208) and drawing up a list
l:pafr.r'ﬂé) in 1204 of all the churches in his diocese. The masters of rheology
began enlisting their students as reportatores to write down the lectures and
ciispumtions of their classrooms to be circulated in rnuiti_pie copies, Thanks
to these new collections, we are offered a sustained look at Paris for the first
time in the city’s history. To be sure, T have also made use of those sources
that have traclitiona.lly served the historians of Paris: the chronicles written
for the king and the churches, the mass of charters preserved in ecclesiastical
cartularies, the notices in the obituaries and the corpus oi:roya.l documenta-
tion that has constituted the commen patrimony for historians.®

My p:lrricuiar contribution, however, is to add to this traditional herirage
another company of witnesses who have not been exp loited for their testi-
mony on the city. Drawing on my stuciy Masters, Princes and Merchants: The
Social Views qufrfr the Chanter and bis Cirele (1970), 1 offer the testimony
of the theoiogians who formed a circle around the i'igure of Pierre, chanter of
Notre-Dame (d. 1197) one of the celebrated scholars of his time. An ex-
tended portrait will be offered of the Chanter in Chaprer Two, but since
the others of his circle are not as well known in a Parisian context I shall
offer brief introductions here. They were (1) Stephen Langton (d. 1228), an
Engiishman, who was perhaps the Chanters student, but cerrainly his eol-
ieague since the 1180s. He was proliﬁc in commenting on the scriptures, in
arguing disputations and preaching, In 1207, Pope Innocent I1T elevated him
to the rank of cardinal and appoinred him archbishop oi:C:mrerbury, which
drew him inte Engiish Poiirics. (2) Robert of Courson (d. 1219) was likewise
English and the Chanter’s chief student before he became canon of Noyon
and Paris. His writings include a collection (Summa) of quicstiones that reor-
ganized and completed the Chanter’s own collection. Pope Innecent made
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him a cardinal in 1212 and commissioned him as P.’.l_p:ll leg:u:e for France to
prepare for the Lateran council of 1215, (3) Thomas of Chobham (d. 1233~
1236) was a third Englishman who evidently studied with the Chanter at
Paris before he returned to S:Llisbury as subdean. His Summa canﬁﬁamm, a
guide to confessors, ada_pted the discussions of the Chanter’s school at Paris
to be ap_plied in England. (4) Pierre de Roissy (d. ca. 1213) first appears in
1198 in the company of the charismatic preacher and student of the Chanter,
Foulques de Neuilly. Having spent years at Paris, he became chancellor of
Chartres by 1208 and wrote a Manuale de mr)steriis ecclesie that bears the im-
print of the Chanter’s and the Parisian influence.” These masters were keenly
interested in the sacrament of penance as it was applied in the confessional.
Absorbed with idenrifying and curing sin, they sharpened their sensitivities
to their surroundings and recorded, without inhibition, what rhey saw, Lheir
lectures on the Bible, their classroom dispumtions, their sermons and moral
treatises cast a penetrating light on the Paris of 1200 that they inhabited.'®

The members of the Chanters circle of theologians were not only percep-
tive observers, they were also convinced reformers who were sharp 1)1 critical
of their society. Conditioned by Pierres French temperament, they could
not resist the temptation to faire la legon to their contemporaries. Although
the history of medieval Paris is often treated as rriumphal progress, this vi-
sion can be corrected by the criticism and doubt their perspective _provl'des.
Beneﬁring from this perspective, I shall not treat Paris in the year 1200 as
the poet Dante viewed paradise, that is, as a heavenl}' choir of angels all
singing in harmony. Rather, I shall consider the contentious issues that were
raised at the time. For example, should money be expended on sumptuous
architecture, such as Wotre-Dame, when the poor are still going hungry?
Is it reasonable to enforce celibacy on the lower and younger clergy when
it promotes fornication and pedemsry? Are ordeals the best way to arrive
at judicial verdicts when they often produce false judgments? Is the death
penalty ap propriate—even for convicted hereticse—when inhocent victims
may suffer? Is heredimry succession the best way to select kings, when it
often produces immature and unsuitable candidates and when election by
the people offers a viable alternative? Thanks to the sensitive conscience of
these rheological masters, important issues such as these will be raised as we
consider Paris around the year 1200,

To approach the world of the hity, who were illiterate in Latin and un-
derstood only the vernacular, I have also explored the literature that was
composed in French for their enjoyment. I have chosen the contemporary



12 PROLOGUE

romances of Jean Renart, who wrote between 1200 and 1209, but because
his writings were devoted to the concerns of the aristocracy who lived out
side of Paris T have enlisted them oniy occasionaiiy.” For my purposes,
therefore, the contemporary chroniclers, the ecclesiastical charters, the roya.i
documentation and the treatises of the theologians serve as four poweri"ui
searchiights that sweep simuitaneousiy across the terrain of the city and hei_p
illuminate its features during the nighr of hisrory.

To capture Paris in the year 1200 aspires to the optimism of Jules Miche-
let, who fashioned history as “resurrection” —that is, to bring a historiecal
moment back to life. !’Lirhough all historical epochs are equa.i in the sighr
of God, as Leo_poici von Ranke Fa.mousiy maintained, some e_pochs have not
commanded the same attention as others. In the twelfth century, for exam-
pie, historians have been so seduced by the seif—fashioning of an Abélard, a
Suger, a Plerre the Venerable or a Bernard de Clairvaux that they close down
the century by 1153 at Bernard’s death; in the thirteenth, the remarkable
piety of St. Louis, the monumental ratiocinations of Thomas Aquinas and
the traumas of Philip the Fair have likewise monopolized historians’ atten-
tion. Although Paris in 1200 has no stellar heroes to entrance the imagina-
tion, important forces were nonetheless at work. Like the haii:—cornpiered
construction of Notre-Dame or the walls surrounding the city, Paris was in
transition. The full realization of its potentiai was yet to come, but enough
can be perceived for us to anticipate the power of the future monarchy, the
renown of the university and the influence of the church—inciuding its ar-
chitectural and musical triump hs—all to prepare for Pariss eventual domi-
nation not only of the kingdom of France but of Western Europe as well.

To attempt this resurrection T shall first intreduce the city itself and the
majority of its inhabitants, the bourgeoisie, before T uncover the faces of its
two ieading ﬁgures in their respective spheres, Pierre the Chanter and Phiiip
Augustus. Since they are both male, T shall also seek to discern the visages
of women that remain stubborniy hidden behind the sources. T shall then
turn to the major concerns of the ciry—rhe royai government, the church
and the schools—and shall conclude with its contemporary deiights and
_pieasures, balanced by its approaching fears and sorrows, before assessing its
final achievements.

The recent millennial celebrations naturaiiy _prom_pteci me to write Paris,
1200, but T have mentally inhabited the city of Pierre the Chanter and Philip
Augusrus for a haif—cenrury', it is from this i:amiiiarity that the idea grew,
When T first arrived as a student in 1953, I encountered the formidable fig-
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ure of the Chanter in the manuscript folios of his questiones at the Bib-
liotheque MNationale Richelieu. When my wife and T returned to take up
residence in the city in 1997, we found ourselves drawn to an apartment
on rue Ch:lrlemagne, which iz prorecred by the largesr surviving segment
of Philip's wall. Between these two dates T have been happily occupied with
numerous projects, all centered on the year 1200 and all focused in one way
or another on the city of Paris. It would not be too much to say that the
temptation to write Paris, 1200 has been irresistible, arising, indeed, from
the core of my being.

During the four years of writing this book, Caroline Bourlet has gra-
ciously included me in her Groupe de travail sur Paris au Meyen Age at the
Tnstitut de Recherche et d Histoire des Textes, where I have proﬁted from
the experience of colle:lgues in the later Middle Ages. Boris Bove, in par-
ticular, shared with me his research on the bourgeoisie before he _published
his important thesis. Good friends and coﬂeagues have always responded to
my questions, however importunate, ﬁmong those helpFul on this project
were Nicole Bériou, Frangoise Bercé, Dany Sandron, Patricia Stirnemann
and Michel Zink Craig Wright lent me his indispensable book on Notre-
Dame when the Johns Hopkins Library was so inconsiderate as to have lost
its copy. And, as during the past half century, Jenny Jochens has been my
first and last reader and my most dependable critic. To all T wish to record
my grarimde.

On 13 November 2000 the Department of History at Johns Hopkins
Unix-'ersity, as is its custom, invited me to deliver a va.ledictory lecture on
the occasion of my retirement from re:lching—::frer forty years, In the spirit
of the moment, I chose for my talk the title that has become the subjecr of
this book, and T was overwhelmed by the number who attended. If T needed
it, this response was final confirmation of how much I owe to my friends,
colleagues and the great university that have encouraged and supported me
over the past four decades. T trust that this book testifies to my heartfelt

thanks.



