The Anglo-Saxon chronicle is a collection of manuscripts which each describe the history of Britain. Each manuscript has a different start date and end date in the years they are recording, the earliest date is 60 BC, which in the parker chronicle it is stated that Julius Caesar came to Britain (Bately 1986), the last date is in the Peterborough manuscript and it is 1154 AD, the year King Stephen of England died (Garmonsway 1953). The Anglo-Saxon chronicle consists of eight different manuscripts. These are the Parker/Winchester manuscript, two different Abingdon manuscripts, the Worcester manuscript, the Laud/Peterborough manuscript, the bilingual Canterbury epitome, the Cottonian fragment and the Easter table manuscript.
Each manuscript is different in several ways when compared to each other, they were mostly made in different locations, at different times and contain different information. The Winchester manuscript is the oldest surviving manuscript of the Anglo-Saxon chronicle. It was started during the reign of King Alfred the Great and continued to the tenth century (Swanton 1997), it is a contemporary source of Danish raids and actions from king Alfred’s reign to the end of his son Edward the Elders reign in 924 (Swanton 1997). There are two Abingdon manuscripts, the first was written by a single scribe in the second half of the tenth century (Swanton 1997), it contains annals which began from 60 BC and ended in 977 AD which was the death of Edward the Martyr (Swanton 1997). The second manuscript was written by two scribes in the mid-eleventh century and covers the time from 60 BC to 1048 AD (Swanton 1997), the first scribe recorded information from 60 BC to 490 AD and the second scribe wrote down information from 491 AD to 1048 AD. The Worcester manuscript was written in the middle of the eleventh century (Swanton 1997). Unlike the other manuscripts this one takes an interest in Scotland, it also describes the virtues of Queen Margaret of Scotland and her English ancestry (Swanton 1997). The Peterborough manuscript starts from 60 BC and ends in 1154 AD (Garmonsway 1953). This is the most recent manuscript and it has been maintained the longest (Swanton 1997). From 1132 to its end in 1154 this manuscript was not written in old English, instead it shows some of the earliest examples of Middle English (Swanton 1997). The Canterbury Bi-Lingual Epitome was written in both Latin and Old English. It starts from the year 3 and ends on 1058, this was the death of pope Stephen IX (Swanton 1997) The Cottonian Fragment is a single leaf that contains annals from 1113 and 1114 (Swanton 1997), this leaf contains the phrase ‘he came to Winchester’ (Swanton 1997: xxviii) so it is thought that this fragment is from Winchester.
The Anglo-Saxon chronicle can be seen as a political device, it was started towards the end of King Alfred the Greats reign (Swanton 1997). An example of the chronicle possibly being used as a political device is that when a king succeeded to the throne of the kingdom of Wessex the parentage and heritage of this person was often listed, an example of this is Cynegils which in the Winchester manuscript it is stated that ‘611. Here Cynegils succeeded to the kingdom in Wessex and held it 31 years. Cynegils was Ceol’s offspring, Ceol Cutha’s offspring, Cutha Cyrnric’s offspring’ (Swanton 1997: 22). The importance of the parentage being stated is because it is a way of a ruler showing their legitimacy as a monarch and this can potentially strengthen their position against anyone who would think about taking the throne or as a way for a king to show the ealdormen below him that he is rightfully the king. 
The chronicles had many writers, each one of these authors would have their own opinions on the events they were writing about. This bias can sometimes be seen, an example of this is that in Peterborough chronicle whoever was adding to it in 1066 was showing a pro-Godwinson attitude to Harold Godwinson, however the Worcester chronicle at this time showed an anti-Godwinson attitude. The Peterborough chronicle praised Godwinson’s victory over King Harold of Norway and stated that Edgar Aetheling was a good and wise man and stated that King William become very angry when he heard of Edgar’s arrival in a local district. This shows that the author at this time was biased against William the conqueror and this person possibly believed that Edger Aetheling, the last remaining male in the house of Wessex, should be king. The Worcester chronicle states that William the conqueror won the battle of Hastings because England was in sin. It was also stated that when troops surrendered at Berkhamsted the author said it was a folly that they had not done so sooner. This can either mean that the person writing the chronicle supported William or he thought the war was lost for Godwinson and his followers so it would be pointless continuing the war.
The style of the chronicles has changed during the time it was being recorded. It started out as a small piece of information, normally just a date a king died and another succeeded, but the passages soon became longer and had more information. The initial manuscripts had a line for each annal (Swanton 1997) this shows that whoever wanted to record information only intended to include one or maybe two events that happened that year, this means that the people who were writing in the manuscript cared little for historical perspective. As time passed it become more common for who ever was recording information to put more information and detail into the events, and at times even stories, such as the coup d’état at Merton (Swanton 1997) or even poems, such as two different poems in the Parker chronicle and the Laud chronicle on the year 975 which is when king Edgar the peaceful died (Garmonsway 1953). Most of the annalists who wrote in the Anglo-Saxon chronicle were anonymous and impersonal but there were a few exceptions, one being a scribe who showed shock in discovering the thoroughness of king William the conqueror’s Domesday book. 
The Anglo-Saxon chronicle can be seen as important because it was written in old English, old English was the earliest form of the English language and was used from c. 450 to c. 1150 (British Library 2018) , the importance the manuscripts being written in old English is that it shows a decline in the use of Latin in Britain since the Romans left Britain in 410 AD ( English Heritage 2017). In the 9th century when the first manuscript was being written there is a clear decline in Latin study as almost no one in Britain spoke Latin (Garmonsway 1953). the use of old English is important because the Peterborough chronicle was written in English for almost a hundred years after the Norman conquest. After the Norman conquest English was not the language used in court or at schools (Garmonsway 1953) and anyone who owned land or was a person of upper class would be speaking French, so perhaps the continuation of using old English in manuscripts can be seen as defiance from monasteries against the Normans. Another reason why monasteries would have continued to use old English to write manuscripts such as the Canterbury bi-lingual epitome after the Norman conquest is an attempt to preserve English culture, an example of this would be Monastic scriptoria at Worcester which would continue to make old English copies of Anglo-Saxon texts like cartularies (Swanton 1997).
The Anglo-Saxon chronicle is the first history written in English to refer to years as AD (Garmonsway 1953). All modern history texts use BC or BCE and AD or CE but when the chronicle was being written in the ninth century although AD was becoming more commonly used up until this century most annals and chronicles would refer to a year as in King’s X’s time or  in a certain year of X’s reign (Swanton 1997), an example of this is in the Winchester chronicle which says “Year I. Octavian ruled 56 years, and in the 42nd year of his rule Christ was born” (Swanton 1997: 4), this method of recording history can be difficult to convert into the system we use today, in all the time old English was used there are only about 3,037 surviving text which consist of about three million words (British Library 2018 ) this is not a lot words, in comparison Charles Darwin who lived from 1809-1882 (BBC 2016) wrote over four million words (British Library 2018 ), since not many old English texts have survived it can be difficult to determine when one king’s reign has ended and another has started so although stating a certain year in a kings reign is better than not giving any date, it would be more useful to modern day historians if the year was given in AD.
The Anglo-Saxon chronicle can be seen as useful in giving an insight in British life from when the Romans left Britain to the twelfth century. Although the chronicle is useful it should not be seen as reliable, this is partially because when the chronicle was started in the late ninth century many of the events it was writing about had little to no evidence for and some were stories being passed down from generation to generation, this means that facts and figures would have become distorted over time. Another reason why the Anglo-Saxon chronicle is not a reliable source is because it has had many people who have added and removed things from it, this would be fine, but each person would have their own biased opinions. Although these annalists should not show their opinions some people would include or exclude information subconsciously and some would do it purposely, others such as in Peterborough chronicle show their opinions on certain people such as Edgar Aethling. Another reason why the Anglo-Saxon chronicle should not be seen as reliable is because when writing about the current monarch of the time most people would only write good things about their monarch, this is partially due to the belief of the divine right of kings and that in the catholic religion  in the Old Testament god chose kings to rule over Israel and in the New Testament the first pope told all Christians to honour the Roman Emperor, almost everyone at this time in Britain was Catholic so most people believed to some extent that the king was chosen by God and because of this it would seem unlikely that many annalists would write bad things about the current king. An example of this is in 1142 in the Peterborough manuscript twice it is stated that bad decisions made by king Stephen was due to his advisors (Swanton 1997), when it could be argued that king Stephen was a weak king. Although the Anglo-Saxon chronicle is not reliable it is useful in giving a view into over a thousand years of British history. The Anglo-Saxon chronicle has gotten several dates wrong, an example of this is in the parker chronicle, this chronicle states that Julius Caesar arrived in Britain in 60 BC (Bately 1986), whereas Caesar arrived in Britain for the first time in 55 BC (English Heritage 2017). Although the date is wrong the Anglo-Saxon chronicle still gave the information of Caesar arriving in Britain, this happens several times in the chronicle, the date will be wrong, but the other information will be correct. Since some dates and information is wrong and some information is possibly bias the Anglo-Saxon chronicle should not be considered reliable but it should be considered useful because it gives a view of post-roman Britain that few and arguably no other document can give, this is why some people would say that this chronicle is the most important English written work before the Norman conquest ( Garmonsway 1953).
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