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After the successful invasion of England in 1066 by William the Conqueror, many Norman fortifications were erected throughout England in order to dominate the populace. One of these early fortifications was Conisbrough Castle, which was one of the many castles built in Yorkshire following the Harrying of the North in 1069.[footnoteRef:1] This displays the classic Norman characteristics of quickly situating themselves at the top of an areas hierarchy. In the case of England, this was clearly done through the creation of castles, as the Normans were obviously not simply welcomed into Britain by its inhabitants. [1:  M. T. Clanchy, England and its Rulers 1066-1272 (Oxford: Blackwell Publishing Ltd, 1998), pp. 32-33.] 

Firstly, in the 12th century, Geoffrey of Monmouth, in his book Historia Regum Britanniae, stated that the site of Conisbrough Castle had been an area of great importance to the Anglo-Saxons. However, Geoffrey’s work cannot be fully relied on, given the often fantastical nature of his work, and his mysterious British leader named Conan, who supposedly took refuge at the castle.[footnoteRef:2] Additionally, until his death in 1066, the land of Conisbrough had been owned by Earl Harold Godwinson, showing how the land had indeed been important to the Anglo-Saxon nobility, regardless of Geoffrey of Monmouth’s fictitious claims. This land became extremely important to the Normans after their invasion in 1066, due to its prime position in what is now South Yorkshire. It provided the perfect defensible position for the Norman forces against the native Britons.  [2:  Geoffrey of Monmouth, The History of the Kings of England, translated by L. Thorpe, (London: Penguin Books Ltd., 1996), p. 191, S. Brindle and A. Sadraei, Conisbrough Castle (London: English Heritage, 2015), p. 23.] 

After this Norman victory, British land was divided up between the Norman noblemen and others that had aided King William’s victory; and the land at Conisbrough was given to William the Conqueror’s son-in-law, William de Warenne.[footnoteRef:3] It is believed that, around the year 1070, de Warenne then built a Motte and Bailey castle upon the site, remnants of which can still be seen today. However, the inside of the original castle was built from timber and has therefore since been destroyed and built upon, leaving the more solid stone structure that can still be seen in the image above. The date of the castles creation, combined with its ruling family, displays the importance of the castle and its strategic placement during this period.  [3:  S. Brindle and A. Sadraei, Conisbrough Castle, p. 24.] 

Secondly, although it is not one of the four major Norman castles within Yorkshire, Conisbrough castle provided a major support system for castles such as Richmond, Skipsea, and Pontefract, given its large land holdings. The importance of Conisbrough castle is not only held within its links to other Norman castles, as its placement also held large political impacts for the neighbouring settlements; as a physical representation of Norman dominance. The land on which Conisbrough Castle is associated with can be found within the Domesday Book, and is recorded to have held a large amount of wealth, with a total of 33 households and 59 ploughlands.[footnoteRef:4] This suggests that the land at Conisbrough was worth more to both the Anglo-Saxons and the Normans, given that other areas holding castles, such as Richmond, only held nine households and three ploughlands.[footnoteRef:5] This use of large land holdings displays the Normans ability to quickly take control of an area of land in the most profitable way. Additionally, it also displays the notion that many of the Norman movements were fuelled by land and money, as was also seen during the First Crusade when Bohemond I of Antioch took control of the city of Antioch in 1098, thus gaining himself both land and money. [4:  Domesday Book, Yorkshire Part 1, edited by M. L. Faull and M. Stinson (Chichester: Phillimore & Co. Ltd., 1986), 12W1.]  [5:  Domesday Book, Yorkshire Part 1, edited by M. L. Faull and M. Stinson, 6N19.] 

Further, Conisbrough castle, like many other similar castles in the area such as Scarborough, was situated upon a steep hill.[footnoteRef:6] This choice placement can be associated with two main reasons. Primarily, the placement of the castle was designed to provide an optimum level of defence for its important inhabitants, namely, William de Warenne. Subsequently, the castle was built in 1070, meaning that it was built immediately after the end of the Harrying of the North.[footnoteRef:7] Therefore, it is possible to postulate that the castle was intended to be not only a symbol of Anglo-Saxon oppression, but also as a physical display of the strength of the Normans throughout this area of England.[footnoteRef:8]  [6:  M. T. Clanchy, England and its Rulers 1066-1272, pp. 22-23, S. Brindle and A. Sadraei, Conisbrough Castle,  p.3.]  [7:  M. T. Clanchy, England and its Rulers 1066-1272, pp. 32-33.]  [8:  Ibid, p. 22.] 

Thirdly, the image shows how the castle itself is still rather well preserved. The great tower within Conisbrough castle was not built until the 1170s,[footnoteRef:9] it is a prime example of a compilation of architectural styles that can be found in other areas of the world, that were at one point under Norman control. Although at the time of the tower’s creation the English kings were no longer Norman, it is permissible to believe that the people of England would still have entertained their customs and therefore it is acceptable to refer to the tower as inherently ‘Norman’. For example, above the tower’s door and windows, a technique called a ‘Joggled Lintel’ was used to support the openings [See Appendix 1].[footnoteRef:10] This is a technique that was used by Roman architects as well as by medieval architects in the Middle East. An area which by the 1170’s, the Normans had a rather large influence upon. The tower’s design is very similar to that found at the Château de Gisors [See Appendix 2],[footnoteRef:11] which was a fortress that held great importance for the Norman Dukes against the French Kings, showing that the design of Conisbrough castle was a defensive one favoured by the Normans.  [9:  S. Brindle and A. Sadraei, Conisbrough Castle, pp. 6-7.]  [10:  Ibid, p. 7.]  [11:  R. Allen Brown, ‘Les châteaux féodaux’ Castles, Conquest & Charters, Collected Papers, ed. R. Allen Brown (Woodbridge: Boydell Press, 1989), pp. 138-148, p. 144.] 

Fourthly; the walls surrounding Conisbrough castle are clearly designed for defence.[footnoteRef:12] These high walls, combined with the steeply sloping hill on which the castle is situated, would have provided a perfect deterrent for any opposing force, rendering the castle almost impenetrable. This again reinforces the notion that a strong, defensible castle was required by the Normans to enforce their rule in the north of England following the earlier disputes. The solidarity of the castle itself suggests that the Normans knew that the Britons had not been fully subdued, making castles, such as Conisbrough, essential for their rule.  [12:  S. Brindle and A. Sadraei, Conisbrough Castle, p. 14.] 

[bookmark: _GoBack]Finally, Conisbrough castle is not one of the Normans greatest castles, however, it retains an inherently strong prominence in the Normans dominance over Britain, given its lands ties to Anglo-Saxon royals and was, therefore, an important area to the native Britons. It is clear that the castle was designed for defence and thus can be seen as a perfect example of the Norman struggle in the governing of the Anglo-Saxons at the beginning of their reign. Further, this castle is a perfect example of the Normans ability to invade an area and successfully assimilate into its society, in a short period of time, as was done throughout England and in France, Sicily and Italy, be it through political or more militaristic tactics. 
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Appendix 1:
Joggled Lintel above the door at Conisbrough Castle.  2012. www.acravan.blogspot.co.uk Available: http://acravan.blogspot.co.uk/2012/06/joggle.html [Accessed: 19/11/2017].
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Appendix 2:
Château de Gisors.  2017. www.wikipedia.org  Available: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Château_de_Gisors [Accessed: 19/11/2017].


Bibliography
Primary Sources:
Domesday Book, Yorkshire Part 1, edited by M. L. Faull and M. Stinson (Chichester: Phillimore & Co. Ltd., 1986).
Geoffrey of Monmouth, The History of the Kings of England, translated by L. Thorpe, (London: Penguin Books Ltd., 1996).
Modern Scholarship:
Brindle, S. and Sadraei, A., Conisbrough Castle (London: English Heritage, 2015).
Clanchy, M. T., England and its Rulers 1066-1272 (Oxford: Blackwell Publishing Ltd, 1998).
Lindsay, J., The Normans and their World (London: Purnell Book Services Limited, 1974). 
R. Allen Brown, ‘Les châteaux féodaux’ Castles, Conquest & Charters, Collected Papers, ed. R. Allen Brown (Woodbridge: Boydell Press, 1989), pp. 138-148.



2

image3.jpeg




image1.jpeg




image2.jpeg




