The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle a timeline or a record of the history of Britain from approximately 890 A.D. to the 12th century, created under the order of king Alfred the Great. The Chronicle or perhaps it is more correct to make it plural, as numerous versions were created by numerous monks throughout England, which did result in some contradictory pieces. These were maintained and added upon further, leaving for future generations a general history certainly not a 100% accurate representation of history. The chronicle includes a record of the Norman reign, including William the conqueror, which the chosen extract focuses on, the dating is after the battle of Hastings and as well as Williams substitution of all official offices within medieval England. 
The extract offers a brief insight into the character of William, with the meaning of the words and the subtext being open to differing opinions, but from this text its clear the Normans have attached a great fascination towards rulership and any position of power, and the position of Christian King is a prime example, not only does it offer an ecclesiastical position of dominance but also a social one.  One interpretation of the text when it says, “He wore his crown three times every”[footnoteRef:7752] would be that William is a great Christian King who wears his crown only when he must, demonstrating a humble king who was a Christian who refused to boast and succumb to the sin of pride. A Christian who accepts the hardships of the crown at “Easter he wore it at Winchester, at Pentecost at Westminster, and at Christmas at Gloucester.”[footnoteRef:10523] However, another could argue that the fact William wears the crown in such low numbers could portray some sort of  reluctance to accept England and the responsibility, the crown  could be symbolise William having a poor attitude towards his rulership of England, that rulership of a Christian kingdom requires acceptance only three times a year, of his position as king and as God’s chosen leader, crowns normally attired daily or at least more than three times a year. Or on a practical level crowns themselves are heavy and uncomfortable creations, so it may reasonable for William to wear the crown for such few occasions only.   [7752:  "The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle"]  [10523:  "The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle"] 

In the extract we learn that William only wore the crown of England at three locations and events, beginning with Easter, a symbolism of birth and a new start, a prime pinnacle of Christianity, the chance for sinners to be born a new under Christ, a chance at forgiveness. Second occasion we see the crown is Pentecost, celebration of the holy spirit and the birth of Christianity. And lastly Christmas, the pagan festival labelled as Christ’s birthdate, intended to be a time dedicated to the celebration of Christ, the founder of Christianity. Each yearly event would be an occasion where the masses would gather, meaning occasions perfect to portray oneself as king. Events such as these would have in attendance many of the “archbishops, bishops, abbots and earls, thanes and knights.”[footnoteRef:19140] , leaders from both secular and religious communities, giving the perfect audience to keep his loyal lords in line as well as portraying himself as the God chosen king. [19140: "The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle" ] 

While the first part of this extract may portray William as a zealous king who cared about the spiritual wellbeing of his subjects to pick up the crown on holy traditions. The next part describes William quite differently, William is called “very stern and a wrathful man”[footnoteRef:27706] William in this context is less of a good Christian and more of a thug and barbarian who confined, and imprisoned “those earls who acted against his pleasure.”[footnoteRef:8760]  William here is portrayed more like a moody adolescent king who punishes those who cause issues with his pleasure in any way and less than a dignified man. This attitude seemed to effect both the secular and the religious world, as he “removed bishops from their sees and abbots from their offices, and he imprisoned thanes” from this William could be described as a suspicious individual or as a man simply clearing house. And replacing his pieces of power, with ones more loyal and submissive to himself, bishops', knights and abbots from his own land who fought and supported his campaign in England. A prime and numerously mentioned example would be Lanfranc.  [27706:  "The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle"]  [8760: "The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle" ] 

The extract goes on to further describe William as not just a wrathful and unjust man, but as an unbrotherly one, a man who cares little about the blood in his veins can hardly care about people who speak a language he was not raised in, a culture and environment which would seem foreign and perhaps even wrong to William. William refused or failed to “spare his own [half-]brother Odo.”[footnoteRef:24772] this may perhaps be an attempt to show of William’s fierceness and his tactical mind, not allowing any form of possible resistance to grow or just showing the reader that William was brutal to even his own family. Odo of Bayeux was the second in command, and ruled England when William returned to Normandy, it was Odo who dealt with the rebellion of Waltheof and Ralph, Earl of Norfolk. With William’s return we see Odo’s departure from power, as William saw his tactics as heavy handed after reports of the “misgovernment and oppression”[footnoteRef:23452] of Odo’s reign reached William, Odo remains in prison until William’s death, leaving with the reader, William’s determination to rule in a just manner and not let anyone even his own blood to ruin his reign. [24772:  "The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle"]  [23452:  John Simkin (2014) Odo of Bayeux, Available at: https://spartacus-educational.com/NORodo.htm ] 

As mentioned before the meaning behind this extract is debatable, one can easily argue that the author was pro-William, with him being portrayed as a tactical and wise leader who won't let anything stand between him and his heavenly mission, whether that be family or a stranger, or it could be argued that the author had a bitter taste on his tongue, when he wrote this, with the reports of William dismantling the system of an entire nation to solidify his own position, how he imprisoned anyone who went against his will and contradicted his pleasure. This Chronicle was never intended to be an expansive account of William’s methods of holding and securing his power, or of his character. The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle was a simple timeline of what happened throughout the Anglo-Saxon world, meaning little time and space to portray a definite sense of the authors attitude within this small extract.
To conclude the extract could easily be interpretation in two directions one, leaves a sense of resent or bitterness towards this certain topic of events, the author gives the sense of being forced into adding this account into written history not to satisfy the will and desires of any lord or king but to keep the chronicle inclusive of Anglo-Saxon history. Second interpretation could be that William was good ruler who takes up his crown when he must, who defended his new kingdom from his half-brother. This manuscript was not created to be used as a show piece for family and friends which is a common origin story for many manuscripts during this time with examples being pieces such as Song of Roland and the Bayeux tapestry. The numerous copies of the Anglo-Saxon chronicle was created as a record for future generations to look at and understand what happened when, not to read about how glorious one individual was or how godly in strength and wisdom some distant relative was.
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