[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]Commentary on: Rochester Castle, England[image: http://www.normanconnections.com/thumbs/thumbs.php?src=images/bannerrochestercastle_1367227931.jpg&w=1300&h=720&q=90&zc=1&a=t&f=0&su=0]
Rochester castle is a place of great historical, strategic and architectural significance that has undergone much change throughout its life. Rochester marks what I believe to be a turning point in Norman identity firstly through its construction and the materials it was made from and then the conflict it saw under Odo, Robert and William Rufus.

Rochester Castle is built out of Kentish Ragstone which is a form of limestone, the significance of this is that there is little in the way of hard rock that could be used for fortifications such as castles which were vital in this sieging period with Ragstone being the only major source. The Normans used ragstone in much of their construction such as: Westminster Abbey and the Tower of London. The Normans were the first to build fortified castles such as Rochester Castle and were vital in securing land. The use of a hard stone such as Kentish Ragstone and the step away from Motte and Bailey castles is a very symbolic change from temporary fortifications to a post conquest settlement that has the message that the Normans are there to stay in England and are making their architectural mark on the country. 
Rochester is of great strategic location due to it being along the river Medway, giving them access to the sea. Rochester’s access to the sea also came with the responsibility of protecting the land from those who would try and invade by ship so it was consistently full of soldiers, it has been recorded that the castle-guard was made of 60 knights fees which was a considerable amount at the time, from this we can infer the importance and significance of the castle.[footnoteRef:1] [1:  R. A. Brown, Rochester Castle (1969), p. 6.] 


The land that Rochester castle is built upon previously belonged to the Bishop of Rochester so in compensation for it we learn from the Doomsday book that he was given land valued at 17s 4d, the interesting fact here is that despite 48 castles being mentioned in the Doomsday book this is the only one where the owner of the land was reimbursed, perhaps this is due to the land being owned by a member of the church and William being a devout Christian would not have been wanted to be known for poor treatment of a member of the clergy.

The castle is thought to have been commissioned by William the Conqueror after 1066, he gifted it to Odo of Bayeux who was the Earl of Kent and also a Bishop of Bayeux (a title given by William), he was also Williams half-brother. Despite his title of Bishop, he was as much a warrior and a politician, funding the navy which William would use to set forth on his conquest of England. Odo was so trusted by William that he was made regent[footnoteRef:2] when William travelled to Normandy and defeated rebellion forces in the name of the crown. Odo was very successful gaining land in 23 counties, second only in influence to the king himself. [2:  D. Bates, Odo, earl of Kent" Oxford Dictionary of National Biography (2004),] 


Rochester Castle became the centre piece in in Robert’s rebellion. Robert was the eldest of William the Conquerors sons, the other was William Rufus. Upon William the Conquerors death he left the Dukedom of Normandy to Robert and then England to William Rufus. The issue was that many barons did not support the separation of Normandy and England so supported Robert in a rebellion to take the crown of England, one of these barons was Odo. As we know Odo was gifted Rochester by William the Conqueror we also talked about its advantages of being on the river which connected to the mouth of the Thames which would have given Odo and Robert the advantage of being able to move on London from both land and water. Obviously, William was not pleased with this and headed to Rochester to deal with the threat however on his way he learnt that Odo had gone to Pevensey, so he redirected his forces and took Pevensey and captured Odo. William sent a force with Odo back to Rochester to negotiate their surrender however utilising the water ways Robert forces were able to reclaim Odo and return to Rochester Castle. Thanks to the Benedictine monk Orderic Vitalis in his work The Historia Ecclesiastica we have some insight into what happened next, William laid siege to Rochester Castle as he was unable to break through its defences, he erected to siege castles to cut off supply routes to the city. This strategy was effective as eventually the occupants were forced to surrender. The Earls were allowed to leave with their forces, but they were stripped of their lands. Vitalis is considered a reliable source of information[footnoteRef:3] and is thought to be writing from now lost texts which makes his work of even greater significance.[footnoteRef:4] The conflict here should not be seen as family feuding over a crow it is far more momentous than that, this is a battle of identity Robert and Odo on the side of a continued identity with Normandy, William the Conqueror (in his act of separating the crown from Normandy) and William Rufus fighting to create a new identity. Both sides of the conflict are understandable for Robert and Odo they wish to retain this newly conquered land for Normandy to gain from it and make it an extension of who they are, this idea of an extension can be symbolised by Rochester Castle in the South East of England on a river connected to the sea it gives Normandy access to England, it is a perfect central piece in this final conflict between either side of the ideology as it represents what one side is fighting to protect and the other destroy. For William though I think his intentions are evident when we see how he embraces English systems, I believe perhaps William recognised an inherent problem with the Normans seemingly never-ending quest for identity which began as soon as Rollo settled in Normandy which is by being Norman there will always be a struggle for identity. Thus, by emancipating themselves from Normandy they free themselves from this problem; without this connection to Normandy, they eventually, in their own generation or those that follow, simply become citizens of the place that they have inhabited they find an identity that is theirs. So, by defeating the Rebellion at Rochester Castle and separating the crown from Normandy they find their new identity. [3:  C. W. Hollister, Henry I (2001), p. 6.]  [4:  M. Chibnall, "Charter and Chronicle" Church and Government (1976), p. 12–13.] 


The question that always arises with the Normans is that of identity and Rochester Castle captures this perfectly; it is a symbol that, although altered, still stands today as proof of William the Conquerors victory and intent for long term settlement and as the place where the turning point for the Norman settlers’ identity.
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