[bookmark: _GoBack]To What Extent was the Reign of Henry I a Turning Point in English History?

To argue whether or not Henry I’s reign was in fact a turning point in English history, it is vital to consider how Henry’s rule influenced change not only in society but for England in its entirely, which means his effect on towns, trade, religion and court must be identified. These factors collide to provide a significant case in which the argument of Henry’s influence brought, however in order to put these factors into context, it must also be acknowledged that there is always a limiting issue to such an argument and in this case this refers to the fact that Henry I’s positive reforms were overshadowed by his own wars and the war between his own daughter, Empress Matilda, and his nephew Stephen who took the throne after his death. In addition, it must also be considered that the extent of Henry’s changes must be compared to how England functioned beforehand, which means looking at key points of the rule of William II.
The reign of William the II saw relatively less advancements and successes in comparison to his younger brother, Henry I. This is evidenced by William’s lack of motivation to replace the Archbishop of Canterbury, Lanfranc, after his death in 1089[footnoteRef:1] despite this being an important role and the position remained empty until William hastily appointed Anselm to the position for fear of his immortal soul after becoming ill[footnoteRef:2]. Through this single piece of evidence it can be argued that the William II had very little intention of diverging power from himself and this only promotes the idea that he was not a hugely successful king. Although there were certain aspects of his reign that were positive such as external affairs concerning Malcom III, King of Scotland, whereby he put down a rebellion and forced Malcom to pay him homage, these factors do not equate to a large turning point in English history, therefore in comparison to the more prominent changes made during Henry II’s rule it can be seen that William II falls behind his younger brother’s abilities to rule England effectively. [1:  E. B Fryde, D. E. Greenway, S. Porter, I. Roy, Handbook of British Chronology (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1996)]  [2:  R. W. Southern St. Anselm: A Portrait in a Landscape (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1990)] 

Although Henry was present when William died in a hunting accident in 1100[footnoteRef:3] Henry displayed a keen intent to seize power as he almost immediately took the throne of England for himself after his brother’s death took precautions to ensure that he received support from the barons[footnoteRef:4], whereby he promised to correct many of William's less popular policies at his coronation with a charter[footnoteRef:5]. To begin with Henry announces his intent to revert the policies back to the customs of Edward the Confessor whilst also maintaining that he would reduce the oppression of the Church instigated by William II and also prevent the abuse of barons’ property rights[footnoteRef:6]. Already this announcement demonstrates a turning point for England as Henry’s coronation promises numerous changes such as the ones mentioned before which would not only affect the nobility but would also reduce the pressure on the lower class. In addition to this, Henry married Matilda of Scotland for political gain[footnoteRef:7], not only improving his claim to the throne through his father but also through the Anglo-Saxon roots that Matilda held. This viewpoint is supported by Historian Warren Hollister who argues that Henry and Matilda were emotionally close, but their union was also politically motivated[footnoteRef:8]. For Henry, marrying Matilda gave his reign increased legitimacy and for Matilda who was said to be an ambitious woman, it was an opportunity for high status and power in England[footnoteRef:9]. It is known that Henry spent a great deal of his time in military campaigns or in governmental activity[footnoteRef:10] and along with possessing many qualities which equipped him well for ruling England[footnoteRef:11], Henry proved to be a highly efficient king which of course impacted England itself. [3:  C. W. Hollister, Henry I (London: Yale University Press, 2003)]  [4:  J. A. Green, Henry I: King of England and Duke of Normandy (Cambridge: Cambridge University Pres, 2009)]  [5:  ibid]  [6:  C. W. Hollister, Henry I (London: Yale University Press, 2003)]  [7:  ibid]  [8:  ibid]  [9:  ibid]  [10:  J. A. Green, The Government of England Under Henry I (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1986)]  [11:  ibid] 

Perhaps the first major turning point for England was the threat of war from Robert who invaded in 1101 as he disputed Henry's control of England[footnoteRef:12]; this military campaign ended in a negotiated settlement that confirmed Henry as king. The peace was not to last as Henry invaded the Duchy of Normandy in 1105 and 1106, finally defeating Robert at the Battle of Tinchebray where after this victory Robert was kept imprisoned for the rest of his life[footnoteRef:13]. Henry's control of Normandy was challenged by Louis VI of France after he came to the throne in 1108. This led to a strenuous relationship between Louis and Henry as both continually sought to assert their own power[footnoteRef:14]. Although further confrontations occurred throughout Henry I’s reign such as the initial 1108 dispute, antagonised further when Baldwin VII of Flanders and Fulk V of Anjou allied themselves with Louis from 1109[footnoteRef:15]. A number of clashes ensued between Henry I and Louis who remained supported by those against Henry’s claim to the English throne which proved pivotal in England’s history since war demanded high expenses and food produce, turning the economy out of balance. Following Henry's victory at the Battle of Brémule, a favourable peace settlement was agreed with Louis in 1120 where William Adelin, Henry I’s son, gave homage to Louis in return for confirmation to his rights to the Norman Duchy[footnoteRef:16]. These continuous wars and rebellions from the baronage were detrimental to Henry’s rule, drawing him away from England itself for long periods of time which therefore limit his effectiveness in ruling, consequentially meaning that the impact of his reign was limited due to the demands of war. [12:  C. W. Hollister, Henry I (London: Yale University Press, 2003).]  [13:  ibid]  [14:  ibid]  [15:  E. Hallam, J. A. Everard, Capetian France, 987-1328 (Harlow: Longman, 2001)]  [16:  C. W. Hollister, Henry I (London: Yale University Press, 2003).] 

Although war was a major factor in which Henry I demonstrated his ability to rule competently, the effects of war limits his effectiveness however in other areas, Henry excelled. For example, due to William II’s less favourable view of the Church he had left many church positions unfilled. Therefore Henry made a point to nominate candidates in an effort to build further support for his new government[footnoteRef:17]. By gaining favour with the church Henry was able to not only further solidify his popularity but also further increase his level of power and control. Through the influence of the Church Henry was able to more effectively govern England and the administration of both England and Normandy became extensively connected to Henry’s relationship with the Church[footnoteRef:18]. During the reign of William the Conqueror, the English Church had been reformed[footnoteRef:19] however this was then destroyed by William II who appeared to have very little religious motivation but everything changed once more when Henry I gained power[footnoteRef:20]. The ideals of Henry believed in reform, however his ascent to the English throne meant that his involvement with the investiture controversy most definitely constituted as a turning point for English history. Over the course of his reign Henry faced a number of ecclesiastical difficulties with the papacy, however Henry was able to maintain a diplomatic relationship with his Archbishops throughout his reign and even held councils of reformation in 1102 and 1108[footnoteRef:21]. By appointing a number of his own officials to papal positions such as bishops despite the investiture controversy, Henry was able to formulate his own unified body of administrators and advisers which he could maintain a high level of influence whilst being able to discuss politics[footnoteRef:22]. Although not a perfect relationship, Henry I was able to sustain a reasonable affiliation with the Church and influence its reform in English heritage which proved to be of high significance to England due to its reliance on religion. Despite the fact that the impact Henry’s authority had was not deeply profound or entirely overwhelming, the demonstration that he had the power to exert such authority was a large indicator of his ability to control. [17:  ibid]  [18:  Vaughn 2007 pg. 134]  [19:  J. A. Green, Henry I: King of England and Duke of Normandy (Cambridge: Cambridge University Pres, 2009)]  [20:  ibid]  [21:  S. N. Vaughn, Henry I and the English Church: The Archbishops and the King (Woodbridge: Boydell Press, 2007)]  [22:  M. Brett, The English Church Under Henry I (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1975)] 

On the subject of power and influence, Henry I was also credible for his apparent intelligence and aptitude for administration. To maintain power, Henry had to form alliances in order to solidify his claim to the English throne and also maintain control along the borders of Normandy, Scotland and Wales. Once his power was asserted, Henry ensured to rule through his barons whom he manipulated for his own purposes[footnoteRef:23] and also ensured to reward his allies in order to uphold their loyalty to him[footnoteRef:24] or in contrast, severely punish his enemies. Through the “reconstruction of the baronage” as it is identified by Hollister, Henry was able to form a hierarchy of loyalists which proved to be largely dependent on him also[footnoteRef:25]. This reconstruction of the baronage was also seen within the court itself as which proved to be a menagerie of splendour and a large demonstration of Henry’s wealth as more castles were built[footnoteRef:26] however it is also said that there were stricter rules and laws set within the court, such as the prohibition of pillaging surroundings villages that William Rufus had allowed[footnoteRef:27] during his reign. This in itself is a turning point in English history as the court being overturned is hugely significant. For upper class society, the court makes the centre of the king’s domestic life and by continually rewarding those loyal to him and deposing those that would later become his enemies, Henry is changing the social structure of England itself which would not only have impact upon the lower class but also politics due to the fact that many would simply seek to gain his favour and earn titles, land and property. On the other hand, adjustments were also made to the English royal justice system[footnoteRef:28] which Henry spearheaded in order to make firm his rule. By instigating central government institutions within the already existing structure of Anglo-Saxon systems of justice, taxes and local government[footnoteRef:29], Henry portrayed his capability for administration further. Of all factors, the changes made to the government and justice system are the most significant and had the largest impact upon England’s history. Other such changes concern the royal exchequer which audited the King’s revenues from the shires[footnoteRef:30] and more laws were formally recorded[footnoteRef:31], something that not had been done before Henry I. These advancements and adjustments were also made in Normandy where necessary after Henry restored order under his own authority[footnoteRef:32] which proved just as effective as it did in England. These momentous changes affected England hugely for the reformation of the governmental system would have had an undeniable impact upon the country itself, though arguably these changes were due to necessity and because of these administrative reforms, Henry was able to gather more power for himself through the system. [23:  J. A. Green, Henry I: King of England and Duke of Normandy (Cambridge: Cambridge University Pres, 2009)]  [24:  Mayr-Harting 2011 pg. 47-48]  [25:  C. W. Hollister, Henry I (London: Yale University Press, 2003).]  [26:  ibid]  [27:  ibid]  [28:  ibid]  [29:  ibid]  [30:  ibid]  [31:  C. A. Newman, The Anglo-Norman Nobility in the Reign of Henry I: The Second Generation (Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 1988)]  [32:  C. H. Haskins, Norman Institutions (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1918)] 

An overall conclusion to Henry I’s reign is aptly described by modern historian Judith Green who surmises Henry’s developments in government were periodic with an increasing tempo[footnoteRef:33] which correlates to the changes that have been previously identified. Through this progress it can be said that Henry did in fact offer numerous changes that were desperately needed in order for England to advance, the heavy taxation which was renewed in order for Henry to fight his wars[footnoteRef:34] meant that there was a detrimental effect on the ordinary people that were subjected to Henry’s rule. The argument over the fact whether or not Henry’s rule was a turning point for English history is still debatable, as although he did in fact use his power to completely change administrative laws as well as the justice system, the extent of which Henry is solely responsible is in question. His reign can be considered successful in comparison to his brother William II, however, without the support of his advisors and particularly the church more difficulty would have ensued. Furthermore, the impact of his reign were not entirely positive, particularly on the lower classes as they were heavily taxed[footnoteRef:35] periodically during the thirty five years of his reign in order to pay for his military campaigns. Contemporary historians argue that as a whole, the period in which Henry was king witnessed a considerable growth in the scale and in the range of government activity[footnoteRef:36], which is a certain aspect in which England saw improvement and therefore had a turning point in its history. Overall it can be said that England did indeed see a turning point during the reign of Henry I in comparison to his predecessors, however this is limited by the fact that the improvements were predominantly made to the government and justice system alone. The changes were limited, which therefore limit the argument that Henry’s reign was in fact a turning point in English history. [33:  J. A. Green, The Government of England Under Henry I (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1986)]  [34:  ibid]  [35:  ibid]  [36:  ibid] 
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