Commentary on an extract 

[bookmark: _Int_z3Qh7zGi][bookmark: _Int_NMLaNOr2]This source is an extract from the ‘Anglo-Saxon Chronicle,’ written in the 9th century during the reign of King Alfred the Great. Chronicles, which are typically written as a chronological diary of events with no analysis or interpretation, have been written throughout history as a way to record, preserve, and interpret a community’s past to prolong their legacy for future generations. This particular source, written most likely by an unnamed English monk, is a perfect example of that, shining light on William I and the ways he ruled during 11th century England. 
[bookmark: _Int_kF2EZa6o][bookmark: _Int_i3tJ4UCl]In the opening paragraph of this extract, the authors explain that their reason for writing is to “describe him as we have known him.” This lets the reader know early on in the text that the upcoming writing might be biased, given that it is written by someone who “lived at his court.” Upon first glance, William is described as a man of great honour, who was good to his people, helped monks, built monasteries and so on. Being recorded in such light emphasises his power and brings attention to the ways of the Norman leaders at the time. He is also described as being “more honoured than any of his predecessors” which further intensifies this God like view that William’s people had of him. Not only was he honoured and powerful, but he was even more honoured and even more powerful than the people who were in power before him. This also shows how his people viewed the conquering of England. For a leader to come and take over another country, they are clearly powerful, however as described in ‘The Norman Conquest Through European Eyes’ by Elisabeth Van Houts, King William, who was known at the time as Duke William, not only defeated king Harold at the battle of Hastings, which is the more well known of the battles, but he also defeated Earl Tostig, the brother of King Harold, along with King Harald Hardrada of Norway at the battle of Stamford Bridge. Knowing this context helps us understand the power that William held and it gives more of a reason for the monks who wrote this extract to come across perhaps in a biased way and inflated William’s image. 
To further this image, William is also described as being held “in much reverence.” This respect for him was clearly gained through being a strong leader, as shown where it is written that while wearing his crowns three times a year in England, “all the men of England were with him, archbishops, bishops, abbots and earls, thanes and knights.” This level of support received from his subjects shows that he is a respected leader, with a strong sense of ‘Normanitas’ and it is not only shown through his subjects. At a time where religion was respected above all else, being crowned king was seen as one of the highest honours you could receive as a gift from God, with some even believing that anointing a king was to actually ‘transfer the holy spirit to the monarch.’  
[bookmark: _Int_gK0Nt6rN][bookmark: _Int_FT2BKYDq]Religion is also heavily mentioned throughout this extract. In what can only be seen as an attempt to prove his devotion with God, King William I was described as being “mild to those good men who loved God, but severe beyond measure to those who withstood his will.” it is also mentioned how William did take his devotion seriously, and proves this by wearing his crown on religious holidays like Easter and Christmas, supporting the monks who lived after St Benedict’s rule, and built monasteries. One in particular, described as being built “on the spot where God permitted him to conquer England.” This language allows future readers of this chronicle to further grasp the intensity of how Normans adapted to Christianity after they invaded Europe. It also shines light on the legacy that has been left by the Normans because of all the monasteries, towers and castles that have been built, that still remain today. 
To oppose these positives however, the author of this extract was able to show a slight lack of bias. William is described in this extract as being a “very stern and wrathful man.” The author goes on to write about the lengths William would go to keep his people in line. It is stated that “none” should do anything “against his will” and then goes on to explain how he “kept in prison those earls who acted against his pleasure.” Not only is this very honest writing, but it also further builds up more context to William’s character. The section that most portrays his ruthlessness is where the author writes that William “spared not his own brother Odo...” who “William cast into prison.” This ruthlessness towards his own brother, along with the knowledge that he fought his way into the country to be crowned king paints the picture of a strong and powerful king who should not be crossed.
Despite this negative, it is written that “the good order that William established is not to be forgotten.” This is a very understandable point to make, given the laws that William enforced. Firstly, it is written that any man is allowed to travel throughout the country without being robbed or attacked, secondly, nobody is allowed to kill another person regardless of how “great the injury he might have received.” and finally, had many laws about the preservation of animals and did lots to prevent many from being killed during hunting etc. 
Finally, the most memorable aspect of King William’s reign was his survey of the kingdom, also known as ‘The Domesday Book. 
[bookmark: _Int_jbEuVSVF]To conclude, this extract is clearly rather biased, being written by monks who idolised and lived under King William’s rule. While it is not specified in this extract, articles like this are typically written upon request from kings and lords etc as a way to preserve them better in history. whether or not that was the case, it does give an important view into the reign of King William the first and has played an important role in preserving his legacy. 


Bibliography: 
1. Howorth, H.H. ‘Notes on the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle.’  Oxford University Press 
2. Unknown Author. ‘The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle: Assessment of William I’ 
3. Van Houts. E, (1995) ‘The Norman Conquest through European Eyes’ Oxford University Press 
4. Alberge, D. (2016) ‘Not so Jovial After All: How Historians Misunderstood William the Conqueror’ The Guardian Link
5. Editors, Britannica. (2026) ‘Chronicle’ Britannica Link
6. Brain, J. (2022) ‘The Anglo-Saxon Chronicle’ Historic UK Link 
