 William of Poitiers Gesta Willelmi ducis Normannorum et regis Anglorum
The gobbet summarised in this paper is taken from the Gesta Guillemi of William of Poitiers written after the Norman conquest of England in 1066, between c.1071 – 1077. An analysis will provide reasoning to the meaning behind the narrative and conclude with an understanding of the author’s intent. 
 Poitiers was a contemporary of Dudo of Saint Quentin and William of Jumieges, both of whom chronicled Norman medieval activity. Little is known of the personal life of William of Poitiers (WP), as he left no record of his own years, yet Orderic Vitalis writing in the eleventh century says that WP served as a knight before studying at Poitiers, possibly under the guidance of Hildegar at the school of Saint Hilaire-le-Grand (Davis, 1981, p.86-87). It has also been suggested that WP was a chaplain of Duke William during his master’s life and thus was commissioned by the Duke to record his life achievements (Davis, 1981, p.88).   
The manuscript, though not originally found in its entirety, highlights the career and succession of Duke William and his conquering of England in 1066. The section being analysed for this paper is an account of Harold taking an oath of faithfulness to Duke William after the Duke liberated Harold from the imprisonment of count Guy, and the anticipated death of King Edward of England. Harold Godwinson was born to and affiliated with a grand and prominent Anglo-Saxon family, his father being the Earl of Wessex and his brother-in-law King Edward the Confessor. With both men believing themselves to be the successors to the throne, Poitiers writing alludes only to the notion that it is William who is the rightful heir (Davis & Chibnall, 1998, p. xv). 
There is little debate from scholars that WP was an ‘impressive, classical scholar and stylist of distinction’ (Davis & Wallace, 1981, p.71) and through his connections to those in the seats of power, intended to compose a masterful piece of literature.  The imitation of classical authors is the tone set throughout the entire manuscript as WP compares William the Conqueror to Julius Caesar and used as a means to not only ‘flatter the Conqueror but also to flatter himself as an accomplished man of letters’ (Davis, 1981, p.72). The resulting manuscript would serve as a panegyric to the Conqueror and, speculatively, that WP would consider himself worthy of a promotion within the kingdom of the new heir (Davis & Chibnall, 1998, p.xxi).  
William of Poitiers’ version alludes to the greatness and generosity of the Duke and that King Edward of England had ‘already appointed him as his heir, and who held him in the same affection as a brother or son’ (Davis & Chibnall, 1998, p.69). This first sentence can be attributed to the Inventio Sancti Wulfranni (c.1053) according to Davis & Chibnall which ‘stressed the blood-relationship between King Edward and the Norman dukes’ (p.xxvi) and that WP ‘gives the most complete and coherent statement of William’s case’(p.xxvi). In the first few lines William of Poitiers is informing the reader of the Duke’s right of inheritance to the English throne, and we see this in in William of Malmesbury's Chronicle of the Kings of England where the author continues the notion that the King ‘gave the succession of England to William, Earl of Normandy’ (The Project Gutenberg book, 2015). However, in Malmesbury’s chronicle, a reference is also made to the dying King’s wish that the succession should go to his brother’s son Edmund and family in the first instance. WP’s omission of English inheritors, and ‘persuasive narrative about William’s legitimacy’ (Winkler, 2016, p. 458) can be viewed as his own individual panegyrical style to ‘buttress his moral judgements of Harold Godwinson and William’ (Winkler, 2016, p.458). It is in the first lines that the reader is led to believe in William’s destiny and that it appears to be supported by Harold. Edwards death ‘aspiring to the heaven by the saintliness of his life’ (WP) implies that such a good Christian as the King, has received instruction from God that it is his wish also for William to succeed the throne. Poitiers’ writing ensures that the reader is enticed into believing this ultimate higher authority is behind the decision and therefore no questions need to be asked. 
Poitiers’ habitat geographically played a part in his narrative, and this is identifiable when comparing the Gesta Willelmi to the formidable Bayeaux tapestry (BT). WP places Harold at Bonneville when taking his oath whereas the BT states it was Bayeaux (Davis & Wallis-Hadrill, 1981, p. 82). The narratives which flow from both sources continue to fluctuate in their accounts which leads to uncertainties of whom is correct, and we are left to question whether WP or the BT ‘are wholly convincing’ (Davis & Wallace-Hadrill, 1981, p. 82). WP placement of the oath at Bonneville was the ‘ducal palace nearest to him and the BT probably made for the Bayeaux Cathedral’ (ibid., p.82). By considering the gobbet within the context of the entire manuscript, the geographical positioning of WP, ‘a Norman from Poitiers’ (ibid., 82), and the difference in locations, it begs the questions, is the reader getting the truth from either source, and how did the authors determine their particular literary styles? 
Poitiers’ familiarity with classical authors is evident in this narrative ‘through the implicit comparison of William with Theseus’ and the themes of oaths and negligence (Winkler, 2016, p.472). Harold swears an oath of allegiance to the Duke which he then breaks, and the author chooses to inform the reader this is upon Harold’s return to England (ibid. p74). Winkler suggests that had Poitiers chosen the moment he seized the crown upon the death of Edward the Confessor, the significance of criticising Harold later ‘is a rhetorically elegant choice; enabling Poitiers to draw an analogy to Theseus’ fateful sea journey’ (Winkler, 2016, p.474). 
[bookmark: _Hlk125465647]In this particular extract from the Gesta Willelmi, Poitiers eulogistic style of narrative manifests unmistakably. As one of the conquerors own chaplains, writing a work ‘clearly destined for his master’s ears, saying what he felt his lord would like to hear’ (Gillingham, 1992, p.141), the intended audience being the elitist of the Normans whom William relied upon, Poitiers continues to place William as a figure of adulation and venerates his every action. From the image of William as a God worshipping Christian, to his valiant rescue of Harold from prison, and his empathetic kindness shown towards Harold, Poitiers was writing ‘for a society which remembered the events’ (Shopkow, 1997, p.195). Potentially instructing them how they should receive the Duke, through his biased characterisations and portrait of ‘William as the ideal Christian ruler’ (Shopkow, 1997, p.91). 
Poitiers’ tale confirms William, Duke of Normandy, as the rightful heir to the English throne, and this being authenticated by Harold’s sworn oath of allegiance. Under Poitiers’ pen, William can do no wrong and is presented to the reader as a generous and sympathetic noble, dedicated to his religion who will work with and not against, English nobility. Having possibly been instructed to write the Gesta Willelmi by William, knowing of Poitiers intellect and former experience as a knight, WP has produced a work of Norman propaganda and the passage analysed corroborates his intention to ignore any negativity and uphold the greatness of Normanitis.  
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