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[bookmark: _GoBack]To what extent were the Normans united by a shared sense of identity? 
This essay will discuss in detail how the Normans were united under the same identity. In order to understand how the Normans were united by their identity, there must be first a focus on who gave them this identity; namely, their historians. Therefore, a main emphasis for this essay will be on their historians, and looking into what they believed to be a Norman or to understand why they named specific traits to the Normans. These sources will consist of both negative and positive accounts covering a wide span of places, ranging from the Norman conquest of England to the conquest of Southern Italy and Sicily. This will offer a variety of perspectives on the Normans as well as highlighting the common themes of each piece, and by finding these similarities it will form a basis as to what the Norman identity is. 
While the main focus will be on the contemporary sources, it will however, also look into what some modern scholarship believes the Norman identity to be. This is to help gather a broader understanding as to why the Norman’s gained such an identity, and whether this aids in knowing how united the Normans were from it. Overall, this essay hopes to conclude on a theory as to what the Norman identity was, and what attributes were included in this identity, while also concluding on how much the Normans were united under said identity. 
Whether it be a negative or a positive account on the Normans, they both tend to follow a similar pattern regarding their depictions of the Normans. This being that any mention of the Normans in a positive light, such as written sources or artwork commissioned by the Normans all seem to identify similar outlooks of the Normans. Though commissioned by the Normans, these sources show how the Normans viewed themselves and therefore, informing the reader of the Norman identity from their perspectives. However, by considering sources that shed a more negative light on the Normans, there is the opportunity to understand what was thought of the Normans from those who were likely on the receiving end of them. These do however, share common themes as to how the Normans were depicted in the positive sources, some examples of this will be discussed within this essay. 
Following this, an example of a positive view on the Normans is the History of the Normans written by Dudo of St Quentin; this source can give an early perspective on the Normans while aiding in the formation of what the Norman identity is. The source is said to been commissioned by Count Richard I of Normandy,[footnoteRef:1] showing that this text was to likely favour the Normans. This can also show that Richard possibly wanted to form a linage, a heritage record for the Dukes of Normandy, to prove their legitimacy. The written record was rising in popularity at this time and it is likely that the Normans, Richard in particular, were jumping onto this trend. Showing that, by having a history written about you and your linage, it meant the history symbolised a solid or unchangeable record, unlike the previous popular method of oral tradition.  [1:  E. Albu, The Normans in their Histories: Propaganda, Myth and Subversion (Woodbridge: The Boydell Press, 2001) p. 7, and Dudo’s work continued to be commissioned by Duke Richard II of Normandy. ] 

Within the text itself, Dudo calls Rollo, the first settler of Normandy, noble while following this up with an example of his said noble character and attesting to his faith.[footnoteRef:2] This depiction of Rollo is of him placing a virgin at the altar of St Vedast, whereby the chapel’s original name was replaced by the name of the virgin; Hameltrude, the chapel was therefore, called St Hameltrude even by the inhabitants of the town of Jumièges. This shows that Dudo wanted to depict Rollo, grandfather of his commissioner, as a man who knew about the Christian faith and that he had knowledge about sainthood while also noting that Rollo made a Norman imprinted from his first steps of French soil.  [2:  Dudo of St Quentin, History of the Normans, trans. by Christiansen, E., (Woodbridge: The Boydell Press, 1998) p. 35. ] 

Additionally, Dudo calls Rollo a duke however, Richard II is technically the first Duke of Normandy.[footnoteRef:3] Though this could be a mistake made by Dudo it is far more likely that Dudo did this deliberately, in order to tie Rollo and therefore, his descendants to Normandy, legitimising them further. Following this there are great religious links, linking Rollo to Christianity, such as how Christ will only allow the lands to prosper under Rollo’s rule and that Rollo was baptised, turning away from his Pagan roots.[footnoteRef:4] Dudo’s writings were a tool to tie the Normans to Normandy however, these works were commissioned by Richard I. The details of Rollo’s depictions, that he made lands prosper or that he was a part of the Christian faith, is clearly showing the formation of the Norman identity in their eyes; starting with their oldest Norman ancestor, Rollo.  [3:  E. Albu, The Normans in their Histories: Propaganda, Myth and Subversion, p. 7.]  [4:  Dudo of St Quentin, History of the Normans, p. 35.] 

Additional positive sources regarding the Norman identity would be surrounding the Normans in Southern Italy and Sicily, some of which the Normans were patrons of. One being Amatus of Montecassino who also wrote a History of the Normans, though not influenced by Dudo’s work, it gives a supplementary outlook of Rollo’s arrival before the Norman migration to the South.[footnoteRef:5] The second, Orderic Vitalis’s The Ecclesiastical History,[footnoteRef:6] will also give insight into the growing identity of the Normans as they settle into Southern Italy and Sicily.   [5:  Amatus of Montecassino, The History of the Normans, trans. by Dunbar, P. N., and revised. by Loud, G. A., (Woodbridge: The Boydell Press, 2004) p. 1.]  [6:  The Ecclesiastical History of Orderic Vitalis, ed. and trans. by Chibnall, M., Vol IV, (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1973) p. xiii. ] 

A passage from Amatus’s work gives a few details as the growing list of attributes or characteristics that were forming the identity of the Normans.[footnoteRef:7] It reiterates that the Normans made lands prosperous, ‘a plain filled with woods and fruit trees’ while also highlighting a main aspect to their identity; this being that these men previously lived on an island called Nora and they were the men of Nora, thus making them the Normans.[footnoteRef:8] Furthermore, the previous two sources mention the migrations of the Normans; Dudo talks of their migration to Normandy and Amatus talks of their migrants from Normandy, ‘they scattered throughout the world’.[footnoteRef:9] From this there is a formation of an aspect of the Norman’s identity, that they often move on to find lands better than their previous and that they seemed to have kept some of their Viking roots as voyagers, making it become part of their new Norman identity.[footnoteRef:10]  [7:  Amatus of Montecassino, The History of the Normans, p. 45.]  [8:  Amatus of Montecassino, The History of the Normans, p. 45.]  [9:  Ibid., p. 46.]  [10:  M. H. Thomas, The English and the Normans: Ethnic Hostility, Assimilation, and Identity 1066-1220, Oxford Scholarship Online, 2010, Available http://www.oxfordscholarship.com.ezproxy.uwtsd.ac.uk/view/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199251230.001.0001/acprof-9780199251230-chapter-3 Accessed on [14/01/2018]. ] 

Within Orderic Vitalis’s work there are a couple of passages that are the last speeches made by two formidable Normans, whom had both originated from Normandy; Robert Guiscard, Duke of Apulia and Sicily and William the Conqueror, King of England. Firstly, Robert Guiscard was said to have declared his praise to those around his deathbed, that they were ‘born of poor and humble parents’ and that by God’s will they became great conquerors whom had accomplished so much.[footnoteRef:11] Furthermore, he also states that ‘this great valour of ours will inspire our descendants’, and that ‘never were greater things achieved by such a small band of obscure men’.[footnoteRef:12] Both of which Robert said would be remembered in written histories, this reiterates that the Normans wanted their actions to be documented so that their lives and their “great” conquest would be remembered; while also identifying that they were the underdogs that surprised those around them.[footnoteRef:13]  [11:  The Ecclesiastical History of Orderic Vitalis, p. 33.]  [12:  Ibid., p. 35.]  [13:  Ibid.] 

Secondly, within the last speech of William the Conqueror, William informs those around him of who the Normans were as well as shedding light about what the Normans were capable of. According to Orderic, William states that if the Normans were raised with discipline then they grow to be men that do great things and ‘fight resolutely to overcome all enemies’, which proves their strength.[footnoteRef:14] However, without this “correct” upbringing or governing, Normans will ‘tear each other to pieces and destroy themselves’, that they ‘hanker after rebellion’ and therefore, they need to be restrained by severe penalties of the law.[footnoteRef:15] Both of these speeches show that both Robert and William, whom were both powerful Normans in different places of the world, had a clear opinion on their fellow Normans as well as depicting the ideals of what it meant to be a Norman. While also showing how Orderic likely included this information in his written work to pass on the message of what the Norman identity was in the eyes of two great and well-known Normans.  [14:  Ibid., p. 83.]  [15:  Ibid.] 

It can be seen with the information above that the Norman identity was forming in the eyes of some of the Norman’s contemporaries, and the Normans themselves; both positive and negative accounts have helped modern scholarship to understand how the Normans were united through both viewpoints of their identity and the idea of ‘Normanitas’. With this is mind some of the theories of modern scholarship will be considered as to what the Norman identity was to the Normans. Hugh Thomas points out that in William the Conqueror’s speech before the Battle of Hastings to his army, William reminded his army of their ‘noble deeds, and great name’.[footnoteRef:16] Therefore, showing how by 1066 the Normans felt the basis of their identity was rooted to how they were a distinct and proud group because they had their own homeland accompanied with a glorious past.[footnoteRef:17] [16:  M. H. Thomas, The English and the Normans: Ethnic Hostility, Assimilation, and Identity 1066-1220.]  [17:  Ibid.] 

G. A. Loud uses a quote of Orderic Vitalis; the quote states that the Normans were an untamed race, that in all communities the Normans came across they wanted to rule, and that they were slaves to their own ambition.[footnoteRef:18] Loud also contemplates a theory from R. H. C. Davies that the Norman’s identity was heavily linked to their conquests and that they were united by these conquest,[footnoteRef:19] however, Loud believes it to be a multitude of elements. Some of which is that the Normans, even later Normans of the twelfth-century, and their written histories of the Normans, tend to hark back to their Scandinavian background.[footnoteRef:20] Loud states that this Scandinavian element remained a part of the Normans and the distinctiveness of the Norman people.[footnoteRef:21] As well as this Loud also states that it was the widely distributed written histories that contributed to the unification of the Normans, it was thanks to the eleventh-century historians that focused on the Norman’s achievements and heritage roots that helped form the basis of the Norman identity.[footnoteRef:22]  [18:  G. A. Loud, Conquerors and Churchmen in Norman Italy (Aldershot: Ashgate Publishing Limited, 1999) p. I, 104. ]  [19:  Ibid., p. I, 105.]  [20:  Ibid., p. I, 115.]  [21:  Ibid.]  [22:  Ibid., p. I, 116.] 

With this in mind, there are examples of more negative accounts of the Normans, which can shed light onto how similar they were to the written histories that the Normans commissioned or have favour in regarding their identity. Though these similar attributes were being used to depict the Normans badly, they were still being used which shows how these attributes, that were associated to the Normans were being seen across the world. Thus, furthering the understanding as to what it meant to be a Norman as well as highlighting how the Normans were united by their identity no matter how the historians that were writing about them intended to paint them as. 
There is an account by the Princess Anna Comnena, daughter of the Byzantine Emperor Alexius I, that documents an encounter of her father with Count Robert of Paris, a French knight. Robert is said to have stated that he is a frank however, Anna calls his language barbarous and therefore, brings into question if he was actually a Norman.[footnoteRef:23] The tone of this source is negative towards Robert of Paris while also insinuating that he was stupid or foolish; to make out that all Normans were like this if one was. Such as her account of Robert sitting on the vacant throne and the Emperor himself explaining to Robert how he should not be sat there and that he should observe their customs.[footnoteRef:24] As aforementioned, Anna calls Robert’s language barbarous but also states that it is ‘as if talking to himself’, again depicting Robert to be stupid and not like them, that he must be taught their way and customs.[footnoteRef:25] [23:  Medieval Sourcebook, ‘Anna Comnena: The Bad Manners of a Crusading Prince’, Fordham University. Available https://sourcebooks.fordham.edu/source/annacom1.asp Accessed on [15/01/2018]. ]  [24:  Ibid.]  [25:  Ibid.] 

However, regardless of the tone and the attempt at depicting the Normans in a negative view, some of what Anna wrote mentions attributes that the Normans liked about themselves. She states that following the Emperor telling Robert about the customs of the throne, that Robert simply said that how could one man be seated when ‘so many brave warriors are standing up’.[footnoteRef:26] This clearly shows that Robert, a Norman, believed that he was brave and that his fellow brave men should be seated and that he and his men were more deserving of a seat than the Emperor. Additionally, when Robert was asked who he was, he replied ‘I am a Frank, of the most high and ancient nobility’,[footnoteRef:27] this harks back to how the Normans want to legitimise themselves so that they can prove they are worthy by attaching themselves to old nobility.  [26:  Ibid.]  [27:  Ibid.] 

Moreover, in a couple of passages taken from Geoffrey Malaterra’s Deeds of Count Roger of Calabria and Sicily and of his brother Duke Robert Guiscard, there is a continued theme of an account that has negative undertones towards the Normans.[footnoteRef:28] For example, Malaterra uses a quote from Sallust which identifies how the Normans wish to push past the ordinary man by doing things that grasp attention of others, to make the ‘greatest effort not to pass through life in silence, like cattle’.[footnoteRef:29] However, Malaterra possibly hides his true feelings towards this kind of action while also identify a quality that the Normans often get associated with, this being, that these types of men will be ‘stooped over in obedience to their stomachs’; symbolising the greed of the Normans.[footnoteRef:30] [28:  G. A. Loud, Conquerors and Churchmen in Norman Italy, p. I, 104, and E. Albu, The Normans in their Histories: Propaganda, Myth and Subversion, p. 3. Geoffrey Malaterra is understood to be a highly propagandist historian. ]  [29:  Geoffrey Malaterra, The Deeds of Count Roger of Calabria and Sicily and of his brother Duke Robert Guiscard, trans. by Baxter Wolf, K., (Michigan: University of Michigan, 2005) p. 42. ]  [30:  Ibid., p. 42. ] 

Although, Malaterra does not shy away from unveiling some attributes of the Normans, this being that they are quick to avenge those who hurt them and that they aim for profit and to assert their dominance.[footnoteRef:31] Though it is their leaders who keep the balance, knowing how to flatter and to be giving in order to keep a good reputation.[footnoteRef:32] These are words that are harmful to the Norman’s image however, there are words that the Normans would attached themselves to that Malaterra names them as. This being that their sons are a cut above the rest, that they are well learned while also adding to the ideal that the Normans are brave and determined men.[footnoteRef:33] ‘They can endure great effort, hunger, and cold when fortune requires it’, this shows that the Normans were brave men that will suffer for the glory of the victory.[footnoteRef:34]  [31:  Geoffrey Malaterra, The Deeds of Count Roger of Calabria and Sicily and of his brother Duke Robert Guiscard, p. 52.]  [32:  Ibid.]  [33:  Ibid.]  [34:  Ibid.] 

A final aspect of Malaterra’s work is that of the Norman’s name, he highlights that the Normans gave their lands their name and it was due to them being from the North that they called themselves “Normans” and their land was, therefore, called Normandy.[footnoteRef:35] This can be seen as a significant aspect to the Norman identity as the Normans supposedly identified themselves with the North, their Scandinavian roots, thus gaining “Normans” as their name.  [35:  Ibid.] 

In terms of the Norman conquest of England, William of Malmesbury depicts William the Conqueror in a similar fashion, which has been seen above, as other Normans like him have been by their contemporaries. Malmesbury calls the victory of the Normans ‘God’s hidden and stupendous purpose’, he follows this up by stating that ‘all the strength of England had fallen away with Harold’.[footnoteRef:36] Malmesbury even tries to diminish the attribute that the Normans were great conquerors over any army, he states that the Normans exaggerated the size of the English army so that their victory may sound greater.[footnoteRef:37] These statements amount to the continued idea that the Normans wanted to be known for their great victories, and that the larger the opposition the better. Additionally, Malmesbury seems reluctant to admit that the Normans did any wrongdoing by conquering England as he states that it was God’s will, however, this also reiterates some previous evidence that the Normans were backed by God.[footnoteRef:38] [36:  William of Malmesbury, Gesta Regum Anglorum, The History of the English Kings, eds and trans. by Mynors, R. A. B. et al., Vol 1, (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 2006) p. 423.]  [37:  Ibid.]  [38:  Ibid. ] 

It seems clear that the historians of the Normans found themselves coming to similar conclusions, though many had not come across the other.[footnoteRef:39] Some Norman histories have a definite appreciation or praise for the conquerors, whether that be celebrating the victories in England or Southern Italy and Sicily, turning the Normans into the champions of Christendom.[footnoteRef:40] However, it can be argued that most histories, some can be found in the sources discussed above, highlighted the Norman’s achievements and their legitimisation while having undertones of their treacheries and lawless society.[footnoteRef:41] Some Normans appeared as warriors within their histories though, there were as many histories that commented on the Norman’s victories that were achieved by their more subtle approach of trickery; comparable to their more violent conquests.[footnoteRef:42] These alternative victories often came when the Normans were up against large forces, so they used trickery to gain their win, however, their histories will paint this tactic as clever.[footnoteRef:43] [39:  E. Albu, The Normans in their Histories: Propaganda, Myth and Subversion, p. 3.]  [40:  E. Albu, The Normans in their Histories: Propaganda, Myth and Subversion, p. 3, and M. H. Thomas, The English and the Normans: Ethnic Hostility, Assimilation, and Identity 1066-1220. ]  [41:  E. Albu, The Normans in their Histories: Propaganda, Myth and Subversion, p. 3.]  [42:  Ibid., p. 4.]  [43:  Ibid.] 

Their Norman identity can be seen to be attributed to their ability to climb the ladder within Christendom, within less than a hundred years the Normans transformed themselves from heathen barbarians into a semi-independent and civilised Christian community.[footnoteRef:44] So much so that there were likely men whom could remember Rollo and see this incredible change within their fathers and their own lifetime.[footnoteRef:45] It has become apparent that the Normans adapted themselves and through this found a fascination with the structure of a society, stemming from their first Norman root, in Normandy. Law systems have become a paradox of the Norman’s history, they were a society that were renowned for its lawlessness within every class of Norman; whether that be Norman kings, dukes or barons.[footnoteRef:46] They assimilated into every society they came across including its law systems.[footnoteRef:47] However, the Normans saw the law as strict and a strong structure to which they could use to strengthen their own position, they saw themselves above such systems and felt that the law was their slave not their master.[footnoteRef:48] [44:  J. J. Norwich, The Normans in the South, 1016-1130 (London: Longmans, 1967) pp. 5-6. ]  [45:  Ibid., p. 6.]  [46:  Ibid., pp. 6-7.]  [47:  M. T. Clanchy, From Memory to Written Record: England 1066-1307, second edn, (Oxford: Blackwell Publishers Ltd, 1993) pp. 25-26.]  [48:  M. T. Clanchy, From Memory to Written Record: England 1066-1307, pp. 25-26, and J. J. Norwich, The Normans in the South, 1016-1130, p. 7.] 

Overall, the evidence above has covered a wide range of what being Norman could possibly be as well as bringing into question the definition of the Norman identity. A mixture of primary and modern scholarship has agreed on certain aspects of what their identity could be, whether that be their conquests, their achievements, or maybe their journey and the roots in which they came from. While some look into the personality of a particular Norman, they actually apply the same traits to the collective; the Normans are more often than not put under the same umbrella when identifying who they were. The Normans have been called untamed, lawless and destructive however, they have also been credited on some of what they did; resulting them to also gain the identity of conquerors, underdogs or high risers, and formidable assimilators. 
Therefore, it has become evident that the above information can cause some conflicts when thinking of the Norman identity however, it can be seen that they revert back to similar attributes that the Normans are associated with. This being that the Normans were simply conquerors with Scandinavian roots whom have the profound ability to adopt or assimilate into new communities, regardless of whether the historian is stating that this was a good or bad thing. With that being said, it is clear that the Normans were united under this same identity since throughout most of their histories, even without one historian reading another’s, they were all being associated to the same attributes. This may have been due to the Normans being elevated into the world in a short space of time, and that so many of their historians established their linage, always tying them back to Rollo in Normandy and their Scandinavian roots. Therefore, it is not hard for a later historian to trace how they became who they were as well as build a case to claim what their identity was. All of which results in the Normans being united by this shared identity that was given to them, even if they themselves were unaware they had gained such an identity.

























Bibliography 
Primary Sources:
Amatus of Montecassino, The History of the Normans, trans. by Dunbar, P. N., and revised. by Loud, G. A., (Woodbridge: The Boydell Press, 2004). 
[bookmark: _Hlk504136968]Dudo of St Quentin, History of the Normans, trans. by Christiansen, E., (Woodbridge: The Boydell Press, 1998).
[bookmark: _Hlk504140155]Geoffrey Malaterra, The Deeds of Count Roger of Calabria and Sicily and of his brother Duke Robert Guiscard, trans. by Baxter Wolf, K., (Michigan: University of Michigan, 2005). 
[bookmark: _Hlk504138981]Medieval Sourcebook, ‘Anna Comnena: The Bad Manners of a Crusading Prince’, Fordham University. Available https://sourcebooks.fordham.edu/source/annacom1.asp Accessed on [15/01/2018].
[bookmark: _Hlk504137811]The Ecclesiastical History of Orderic Vitalis, ed. and trans. by Chibnall, M., Vol IV, (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1973).
The Gesta Normannorum Ducum of William of Jumièges, Orderic Vitalis, and Robert of Torigni, ed. and trans. by Van Houts, E. M. C., Vol 1, (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1992).
[bookmark: _Hlk504140419]William of Malmesbury, Gesta Regum Anglorum, The History of the English Kings, eds and trans. by Mynors, R. A. B. et al., Vol 1, (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 2006). 
Modern Scholarship:
[bookmark: _Hlk500520838]Albu, E., The Normans in their Histories: Propaganda, Myth and Subversion (Woodbridge: The Boydell Press, 2001). 	
Barber, M., The Two Cities: Medieval Europe 1050-1320 (London: Routledge, 1992).
Clanchy, M. T., England and its Rulers 1066-1272 (London: Fontana Press, 1989).
[bookmark: _Hlk504139608]Clanchy, M. T., From Memory to Written Record: England 1066-1307, second edn, (Oxford: Blackwell Publishers Ltd, 1993).
Golding, B., Conquest and Colonisation: The Normans in Britain, 1066-1100 (London: The Macmillan Press Ltd, 1994). 
[bookmark: _Hlk503998130]Loud, G. A., Conquerors and Churchmen in Norman Italy (Aldershot: Ashgate Publishing Limited, 1999). 
Maclagan, E., The Bayeux Tapestry (Harmondsworth: Penguin Books Ltd, 1945). 
[bookmark: _Hlk500520976][bookmark: _Hlk504139140]Norwich, J. J., The Normans in the South, 1016-1130 (London: Longmans, 1967). 
[bookmark: _Hlk503994524]Thomas, M. H., The English and the Normans: Ethnic Hostility, Assimilation, and Identity 1066-1220, Oxford Scholarship Online, 2010, Available http://www.oxfordscholarship.com.ezproxy.uwtsd.ac.uk/view/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199251230.001.0001/acprof-9780199251230-chapter-3 Accessed on [14/01/2018]. 
1

