Commentary 
Geoffrey Malaterra was a Benedictine Monk who lived in the mid Norman period, his works The Deeds of Count Roger of Calabria and Sicily and of Duke Robert Guiscard his brother is said to have been written in about 1098 as it references the First Crusade but not the falling of Jerusalem (1099). In his works he writes that he comes from “a region on the other side of the mountain” which is believed to mean the alps, this is generally considered by Historians to imply Norman heritage. However, some historians such as Kenneth Baxter Wolf believe him to be of other European descent[footnoteRef:1]. It is generally believed that he came to work under Roger I of Sicily[footnoteRef:2] and therefore regardless of his heritage it would be a reasonable deduction to make that Geoffrey would have prospered under Norman rule writing their histories. From this it is easy to infer that he would have written with inclination to portray the Normans positively, he would not have done well to tarnish their reputation in his account.  [1:  Kenneth, Baxter Wolf. Making History: The Normans and their Historians in Eleventh-Century Italy. (Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania. Press. 1995) pp. 143–4]  [2:  Baxter Wolf, Making History: The Normans and their Historians in Eleventh-Century Italy. Pp. 144-5] 

It is therefore interesting to note that in the extract, the Normans are described as being “greedy… hypocritical and deceitful”. This gives us a view of Normans that is generally more associated with contemporary pieces written from a non-Norman perspective – similar to the opinion of Pope Leo IX in a letter to the Emperor: “sparing, with respect for the fragility of humanity, not infants, old people or women; despoiling, burning, and tearing down the churches”. Unlike other contemporary pieces written by historians in Norman society like the Count of Montecassino (While not a Norman himself, he would have had good relations with Normans and would not have wanted to endanger that) who depicts the Normans as being the sons of God, stating that “the hand of God aided him in all things” (Duke Robert Guiscard). In Malaterras’ account of the Norman deeds he is unafraid to depict the true nature of the Norman conquests as unruly and dishonourable, making note that they are “greedy for profit and power”. This is an important piece of historiography that shows a more unbiased account of their actions that does not excuse their misdeeds as acts of Satan (much like the Count of Montecassino[footnoteRef:3]). Fromm looking at this account, the Normans are portrayed as three dimensional, with flaws and imperfections of their own, not simply being Heroes of God like is seen in many contemporary accounts. Naturally, Malaterra does not slander the Normans reputation extensively (like seen in Pope Leos account) and does go on to depict how the Normans were “prepared to put up with hard work, hunger and cold; they are much addicted to hunting and hawking”. It is easy to see the Scandinavian heritage of the fierce warrior peoples that the Normans descended from portrayed in these descriptions. Malaterra goes on to describe their strength in mind as well as body – “much addicted to the cultivation of eloquence” – depicting these warriors as more than just savages, separating them from their Northern kin as a people of higher intellect.  [3:  “But the devil, armed with subtle malice […] and he introduced into the minds of the Christian knights the fire of love and fame. And those who had become proud fell.”] 

The Normans were a proud people, they commissioned many pieces of writing to recount their tales and deeds, much like Geoffrey Malaterras account. It is therefore of great likelihood that the Normans were proud of their greed and deceitful nature that Malaterra brings up, they did everything they had to do to gain power and were not ashamed of being labelled as such. If they had have been they would not have commissioned works like Geoffrey Malaterras – nor would they have allowed it to become as popular as it did.
Geoffrey Malatarra writes with a great deal of admiration for the Normans, in the extract he writes that it is and has been custom since the days of the ancients that the deeds of great men are to be recorded and preserved forever. However, his account is not, as previously mentioned, full of praise for the Normans and does not depict them as perfect as was common. This gives a great deal of credibility to Malaterra’s writing as he is able to admire the Normans for their aptitudes and strengths while still being able to identify that they were far from perfect. By writing a balanced account of who the Normans were, drawing attention to both strengths and weaknesses of character we are able to see that there must have been some truth to his words. Malaterra was able to identify their faults and decided that they were not evil enough and were great
