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[bookmark: _GoBack]I had no idea that the even 300-400 years after the Norman invasion in 1066, England had not yet developed a new solidified identity, merging French and English. I understand more about the Fabliau having looked at it, and Chaucer’s use of it to reflect the new merchant class, as opposed to an aristocratic mockery of peasants. I want to read some more on the Fabliau over this weekend, so I can understand Chaucer’s use of them in more depth. Although the Shipman’s tale is simpler than some of the other tales, I hadn’t completely realised that the entire Fabliau itself was a pun. The characters in the tale don’t seem to be the focus of Chaucer’s work, and therefore leaves the tale to reflect upon its teller. I didn’t work out how the merchant’s wife had manipulated Don John into getting the money from her husband, and that she may have planned the whole thing from the beginning. To have given the tale to the Wife of Bath would have changed her character development through the use of the Fabliau. The Wife of Bath’s tale continues on with the idea of women wanting sovereignty in their marriages, something that the wife in the Shipman’s tale does not necessarily have. But it is obvious why Chaucer would assign the Fabliau to the Shipman, as the focus on money and deceit compliments his description in the General Prologue as being a typical pirate who has no conscience. Chaucer’s role within comedic literature would have been important in a period of major social changes like plague and uprisings. I had assumed that Chaucer would have been writing for an aristocratic audience, but he may have been writing for a thoughtful audience, perhaps the rising merchant class. I’m interested in reading some of the secondary sources on the Moodle over the weekend.
