The Normans spread quite far over their time period, they went from as far west as Ireland to as far east as Antioch. The Normans established or took control of many dukedoms, kingdoms and principalities, because of this it can be difficult to determine to what extent the Normans were united by a shared sense of identity. Both Norman identity and unity are terms that are hard to define because of the nature of Normans, it is because the Normans were so good at assimilating into other cultures that makes it difficult to determine these terms.
It can be said that the Normans were not united, regardless of a shared sense of identity. A good example of this is William the conqueror’s three children, Robert, William, and Henry. Robert rebelled twice against his father, once against his brother William and once against his brother Henry.[footnoteRef:1] Although a Dukes rebellion does show a potential lack of stability, it does not definitely show a lack of unity. But perhaps the fact that when William II died in 1100 and Robert was returning from the crusade to claim the crown, Henry seized the crown instead and imprisoned Robert in 1106, he would remain imprisoned until his death in 1134.[footnoteRef:2] This shows that at least between Normandy and England the Normans were not united. Another example of the Normans as a people not being united is from the first crusade, according to the Gesta Tancredi Bohemond and Tancred had a disagreement about the fact that Bohemond made an oath to the Byzantine emperor, there is even a chapter titled ‘Tancred secretly groans at Bohemond’s situation’.[footnoteRef:3] Although the situation between those two is not as severe as Robert Curthose and his family, it still shows a lack of unity. [1:  S, Moores. ‘” Backers and Stabbers”: Problems with loyalty in Robert Curthose’s Entourage’, Journal of British Studies, vol 21 (1981), p. 1.]  [2:  Moores ‘Robert Curthose’s Entourage’, p. 2.]  [3:  B, Bachrach and D, Bachrach. ‘The Gesta Tancredi of Ralph of Caen, A History of the Normans on the First Crusade. (Hampshire: Ashgate Publishing Limited, 2005) p. 32.] 

This lack of unity can also be seen in the way land was given out in England, and in Scotland. Norman kings of England tried to have Barons who held land in both England and Normandy, this was an attempt to keep peace in the realm, this is because if a Baron had land in each region it would be less likely they would openly rebel in one land, say Normandy, as they would lose their lands in England. This is arguably one of the reasons why Robert Curthose did not win any of his rebellions, as many of his followers did not want to take such a risk in supporting him because they did not want to lose their lands in England if they failed.[footnoteRef:4] The idea of having land over two territories was not just used between England and Normandy, it was also used by Malcolm III of Scotland who gave many Anglo-Norman Barons, especially those who had land in the north of England, territory in Scotland in an attempt to either prevent war between England and Scotland or to at least reduce support for it.[footnoteRef:5] The idea of giving people land in multiple countries reinforces the lack of unity for the Normans. If the Duchy of Normandy and the Kingdom of England were unified then there would be no need to make sure the Barons would not rebel, but as Robert Curthose shows, that is not the case.  [4:  Moores ‘Robert Curthose’s Entourage’,]  [5:  Menzies, G. ‘Who are the Scots?.’ (London: British Broadcasting Corporation, 1975) pp. 116-118.] 

Identity can be hard to define, and there are many factors which can make up someone’s identity. How we view identity today and how it was viewed during the Norman period are two different things, but both views are useful in determining whether the Normans were one single shared identity, multiple identity’s which could still be categorised as Norman or at least a product of the Normans, or that there was no shared identity. It is important to think of identity from a modern viewpoint, even though this would not have been how the people of the time would have thought it, today’s understanding of identity is a lot more fluid and allows for a larger amount of people to identify as a certain group when compared to the medieval approach to identity. In a modern sense, some believe identity as being a choice, so simply put, a person can choose what or who they identify as.[footnoteRef:6] Whereas others, such as Nick Webber believe that a person’s ethnic identity is not completely voluntary and that it can be somewhat based on circumstances both in and out of their control.[footnoteRef:7] It is important to think, or attempt to think, of identity as it would have been viewed in the medieval era. A modern view can be useful, but it does not allow us to understand how the people in this time period thought of themselves. The medieval approach to identity was less based on a single person and their personality, but more so on groups and communities, and it is through the similarities and the communal sense of groups that identity is formed.[footnoteRef:8] Both modern and medieval views on identity are useful, but for the purpose of this discussion I am going to be using a more medieval definition, so if a group of people who have Norman ancestors and act in a way which is either considered Norman, or at least partially Norman then I think it is acceptable to call them Norman. [6:  M, Berzonsky, J, Cieciuch, B, Duriez and B, Soenens. ‘The how and what of identity formation: Associations between identity styles and value orientations’, ScienceDirect, vol 50 (2011) pp. 295-299.]  [7:  N, Webber. ‘The Evolution of Norman identity’ (Woodbridge, 2005) p.1]  [8:   B, Bedos-Rezak. ‘Medieval identity: a sign and a concept.’, American Historical Review, vol 105 (2000) Pp. 1491-1492.] 

It is important to know what actions or traits are ‘Norman’, if a sense of identity is to be built from these. There have been many traits used to describe the Normans, some of these traits are; strong, brave, fierce warriors, cunning, treacherous, mischievous, smart, and pious. Also, the idea of the Normans being able to assimilate into any culture helps build a sense of identity. One example that a part of the Norman identity was based on physical attributes such as being strong, and fierce warriors is from Geoffrey of Malaterra, who states that in a conflict between the Normans and the Byzantine empire when a Greek envoy was sent to the Normans, Hugh Tudebusis knocked the envoys horse out with one punch to the neck.[footnoteRef:9] Whether this actually happened does not matter, what does matter is that the Normans are portrayed as being so strong and fierce that with a bare hand they can knock a horse unconscious. It is likely that a story such as this would have been used to show the deeds and accomplishments of Robert Guiscard and his men, so even if this event did not happen, the story itself would have been used to reinforce the idea of Norman identity. [9:  G, Malaterra. ‘The Deeds of Count Roger of Calabria and Sicily and of Duke Robert Guiscard his brother’ Chapter 9.] 

 A key aspect to what makes a ‘Norman’ is their ability to go to a new place and assimilate into that culture, firstly they did this when they settled in Normandy, adopting Frankish culture, while maintaining some aspects of their previous culture, and then marrying into local duchies and kingdoms.[footnoteRef:10] This was then used in England, Scotland, Wales, Ireland, and southern Italy. Even in Antioch and Jerusalem it can be said that the people there somewhat assimilated to the culture of the middle east at the time, which for the crusader states was heavily influenced by the byzantine empire. So, in a sense all the people in these places shared a common Norman trait and therefore they shared at least part of an identity. But it can also be argued that because of the Norman trait of easily assimilating into local cultures that unity between Norman groups is lost because within a few generations, or in some cases less, the people are not Norman anymore, they became Anglo-Norman, or Frankish Norman, or Sicilian-Norman and so on.  [10:  E. Christiansen ‘Dudo of St Quentin: History of the Normans’ (Suffolk: Woodbridge, 1998)] 

Many historians or chroniclers of the time describe leaders such as Bohemond, Robert Guiscard, Rollo, and Richard the lionheart as having the traits that make a Norman, there are many more individuals that could be used to prove this point but these four are good examples as they span a long period of time, starting from Rollo who was given Normandy in 911 to Richard the lionheart who died in 1199, this long time period can be used to show that Norman identity was a long lasting thing, and the specific people chosen are good in showing the spread of this identity across Europe, Bohemond was prince of Antioch and Taranto, Guiscard was the Duke of Apulia and Calabria and the Duke of Sicily, although Rollo did not use the title he can be seen as the first duke of Normandy, Dudo of St Quentin refers to Rollo as duke,[footnoteRef:11] and Richard was a king in England, so if these four people show that there is a Norman identity then it can be said that there is a shared sense of identity. [11:  Christiansen ‘Dudo of St Quentin’ chapter 10] 

 Bohemond is a great example of being smart, cunning, mischievous and treacherous. One account of the Battle of Dorylaeum 1097 repeatedly calls Bohemond ‘wise’ and portrays him as the main leader of the battle, it even excludes the efforts of other leaders such as Robert Curthose.[footnoteRef:12]. Bohemond’s mischievous and treacherous ways are seen in the taking of Antioch 1098, the mischievous side is seen by the way he befriends a guard and promises him riches,[footnoteRef:13] and his treacherous side can be seen by him supposedly saying “if it seems good and honourable to you, let one of us put himself ahead of the rest, and if he can acquire or contrive the city by any plan or scheme, by himself, or through the help of theirs, let us with one voice grant him the city as a gift” [footnoteRef:14] This quote shows just how cunning and treacherous Bohemond was, he said this knowing that he would be the first person to seize control of the city, also he had made an oath during the start of the first crusade with emperor Alexios I of the Byzantine empire swearing that any lands he would conquer would be returned to Alexios.[footnoteRef:15] Bohemond did not return the city of Antioch, so he broke his oath, which is a very treacherous thing to do. [12:  J, Brundage. ‘The Crusades: A documentary History’ (Milwaukee: Marquette University Press, 1962) pp. 49-51.]  [13:  A, Krey. ‘The First Crusade: The Accounts of Eyewitnesses and Participants’ (Princeton: 1921) pp. 151-153. ]  [14:  Ibid, pp. 151-153.]  [15:  Bachrach, ‘Gesta Tancredi’ p. 31.] 

 Robert Guiscard shared the cunning trait, having been referred to by William of Apulia as ‘the cunning’ and it is said that “for his cunning was greater than that of Cicero or the craft Ulysses”.[footnoteRef:16] He is also shown to be a fierce and great warrior, this is a trait a lot of Norman leaders had, William of Apulia supports this idea by giving examples of Robert cutting many body parts off his enemies in various battles.[footnoteRef:17]  Rollo is a key figure in the creation of the Norman identity, as he was the first Norman. Rollo is portrayed by some, like Dudo, as being less cunning, and mischievous than later rulers, but he is shown as being both pious and pagan, as being a law maker and a war lord.[footnoteRef:18] These parallels are not just limited to Rollo, but they were started by Rollo. Another example of similar parallels in Norman leaders is Robert Guiscard who said in an oath to Pope Nicholas II “I, Robert … from this hour on will be faithful to the holy Roman church and to you, lord Pope Nicholas”[footnoteRef:19] This is supposed to show how pious Robert was, but in 1053 he had Pope Leo IX imprisoned. This reinforces the idea that part of the Norman identity was the ability to change their morals to better suit them, it can be assumed that most Christians would not capture and imprison the pope in an attempt to gain more power and land, so the fact that Robert did do this, and similarly the fact that Rollo and his men converted to Christianity and adopted Frankish culture, show that a key aspect of Norman identity is the ability to do whatever they deem best, and it does not matter how they get there, as long as they achieve what they set out to do.  [16:  G, Loud. ‘The Deeds of Robert Guiscard By William of Apulia’ p. 19.]  [17:  Ibid, p.21.]  [18:  Christiansen ‘Dudo of St Quentin’ Chapter 10]  [19:  Papal Source number 5, from a lecture, titled ‘Oath sworn by Robert Guiscard to Pope Nicolas II’] 

Richard the Lionheart is arguably one of the most famous English kings and depending on certain viewpoints it can be argued that he is an example of the Norman legacy. Firstly, it is important to determine whether Richard was in fact Norman or Angevin, historians such as Robert Bartlett say that Richard I was Angevin, and the Angevin line was started by Henry II.[footnoteRef:20] But it can be said that by looking back through Richard’s family tree he is Norman, or at least part Norman. Richard is a descendant of William the conqueror, he is William’s great-great-great grandson, so by that connection he is at least partially Norman, but he is also the grandson of Empress Matilda, who is the son of Henry I of England, Henry is definitely a Norman king, so it could be argued that empress Matilda, Henry’s daughter, was Norman, and if that is the case then at the very least Richard I is a quarter Norman.[footnoteRef:21] So assuming Richard was Norman then he embodies many Norman traits, probably his most popular trait it the fact that he is known as being a warrior king.[footnoteRef:22] This is a Norman trait that derives from Rollo, who was supposedly a great warrior, and it was because of his prowess that he gained Normandy. Also, Richard has been referred to as “conventionally pious”[footnoteRef:23]. Although this term is from a modern perspective looking at Richard’s reign it is a fitting term that accurately describes how most Normans felt or acted towards Christianity. An example of this is from Rollo, who supposedly placed the body of a virgin at the altar of Saint Vedast.[footnoteRef:24]  Although this example seems to go against convention, as this was something Christians would not of done, convention is used differently by the Normans, so the act of placing a body at the altar, or imprisoning the pope, definitely goes against convention in its more literal meaning, but it is the fact that the Normans have repeatedly gone against convention and used religion as a tool that makes it a part of the Norman convention. [20:  R, Bartlett. ‘England under the Norman and Angevin Kings 1075-1225’ (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 2000) p.24]  [21:  D, Crowther ‘Family Tree of the Dukes of Normandy’ Available at: https://thehistoryofengland.co.uk/resource/family-trees-normandy-and-the-angevins-1066-1225/ (Accessed 16th November 2018)]  [22:  R, Turner ‘Richard Lionheart and the Episcopate in His French Domains’ French Historical Studies, vol 21 (1998) p. 519.]  [23:  Turner. ‘Richard Lionheart’ p. 519.]  [24:  Christiansen ‘Dudo of St Quentin’ chapter 10] 

It is difficult to determine what Norman identity is, and who should be called a ‘Norman’. It can be said that although the Normans were not unified in a physical sense, such as alliances or treaties, as an identity the Normans were at least partially unified, there does not seem to be any variation on how leaders or important individuals are portrayed, and any portrayal has a clear link back to how one of the early Dukes of Normandy were described. Although culturally many Normans were different, such as Anglo-Normans compared to the Normans in Antioch, as long as they considered themselves partially Norman then they still shared a single Norman identity.




Bibliography 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Moores, S. ‘” Backers and Stabbers”: Problems with loyalty in Robert Curthose’s Entourage’, Journal of British studies, vol 21 (1981), pp 1-17. Available at https://www-jstor-org.ezproxy.uwtsd.ac.uk/stable/175599?seq=1#metadata_info_tab_contents (Accessed: 16th November 2018)
Bachrach, B and Bachrach, D. The Gesta Tancredi of Ralph of Caen, A History of the Normans on the First Crusade. (Hampshire: Ashgate Publishing Limited, 2005)
Menzies, G. Who are the Scots?. (London: British Broadcasting Corporation, 1975)
Berzonsky, M, Cieciuch, J, Duriez, B and Soenens, B. ‘The how and what of identity formation: Associations between identity styles and value orientations’, ScienceDirect, vol 50 (2011) pp. 295-299. Available at https://www-sciencedirect-com.ezproxy.uwtsd.ac.uk/science/article/pii/S0191886910005027 (Accessed: 16th November 2018)
Webber, N. ‘The evolution of Norman identity’ (Woodbridge, 2005)
Bedos-Rezak, B. ‘Medieval identity: a sign and a concept.’, American Historical Review, vol 105 (2000) pp. 1489-1533. Available at https://web-b-ebscohost-com.ezproxy.uwtsd.ac.uk/ehost/pdfviewer/pdfviewer?vid=1&sid=613d9efd-6fe7-4df9-a60b-512b6861460d%40sessionmgr103 (Accessed: 15th November 2018)
Malaterra, G. ‘The Deeds of Count Roger of Calabria and Sicily and of Duke Robert Guiscard and his brother. Translated by Loud, G.
Christiansen, E. ‘Dudo of St Quentin: History of the Normans’ (Suffolk: Woodbridge, 1998)
Brundage, J. ‘The Crusades: A documentary History’ (Milwaukee: Marquette University Press, 1962)
Krey, A. ‘The First Crusade: The Accounts of Eyewitnesses and Participants’ (Princeton: 1921)
Loud, G. ‘The Deeds of Robert Guiscard By William of Apulia’
Papal source number 5, from a lecture, titled ‘Oath sworn by Robert of Guiscard to Pope Nicholas II’
Bartlett, R. ‘England Under the Norman and Angevin Kings 1075-1225’ (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 2000)
Crowther, D. (2011) ‘Family Tree of the Dukes of Normandy’ Available at: https://thehistoryofengland.co.uk/resource/family-trees-normandy-and-the-angevins-1066-1225/ (Accessed 16th November 2018)
Turner, R. ‘Richard Lionheart and the Episcopate in His French Domains’ French Historical Studies, vol 21 (1998) pp. 517-542. Available at https://www-jstor-org.ezproxy.uwtsd.ac.uk/stable/286806?sid=primo&origin=crossref&seq=3#metadata_info_tab_contents (Accessed 16th November 2018)
