How complete was the Norman conquest and colonisation of England by 1100?

When determining how complete the conquest and colonisation of England by Normans by 1100, we have to explain the difference between conquest and colonisation, as these two words have different meanings. The definition of conquest is the subjugation and assumption of control of a place or people by military force, which in contrast is different to the definition of colonisation, which means the action or process of settling among and establishing control over the indigenous people of an area. The completion of the Norman conquest and colonisation of England by 1100 was as complete as it could have been because rebellions were pretty much over and most of the people had been subjugated and Norman rule was fully established by 1100. Most of the work can be credited to William the Conqueror as he was the one who put a lot of work into making England his most powerful and richest title. So, in answer to the question of how complete the Norman conquest and colonisation of England by was 1100, it was mostly completed conquest wise due to the actions of William the conqueror and finalised by his son William Rufus and the colonisation of England before 1100 had only just begun at the beginning of William the conquerors reign and made a lot of headway during and near the end of his reign and William Rufus helped maintain and complete the colonisation before 1100. 

In the aspect of conquest, it would include the rebellions William the Conqueror and William Rufus faced during their respective reigns. It would also include all the castle building that William the Conqueror did during his reign. Whereas with colonisation, that would include the difference and adoption of language, law, architecture and coinage. One aspect that connects the two is the positions of power that the Normans held after the conquest of England. 

The conquest, if we could label it as such, was complete as it could have been because most, if not all rebellions that arose were defeated during William the Conqueror’s reign. However, the fact that there were rebellions could suggest that the conquest and colonisation of England was not that complete by 1100. The first rebellion William faced were from the Anglo-Saxon earls Edwin and Morcar in 1067/68. This suggests that after the few years of his reign, the initial conquest of England was far from over. William faced many rebellions over his reign, which he brutally crushed, The Harrying of the North helped cement his domination over Yorkshire and the defeat of Hereward the Wake in the fens near Ely. In 1075, two Norman earls rebelled against William and they two were brutally crushed. This suggests that the conquest of England was going to be a lot more difficult for William if his own men revolt against him. But after the revolt was crushed, there is no evidence of revolt or rebellions for the rest of Williams reign. This helps support the fact that the Norman conquest and colonisation of England by 1100 was beginning to look complete. 

The next factor that can attribute to how complete was the Norman conquest and colonisation of England by 1100 is castle building. Historian Marc Morris states that he believes that the building of castles by the Normans is what helped with the Norman conquest. He states that ‘According to one conservative modern estimate, based on the number of surviving earthworks, at least 500, and possibly closer to 1,000, had been constructed by the end of the 11th century – barely two generations since the Normans’ initial landing.’[footnoteRef:1] This estimate of how many castles were built suggest that the conquest and colonisation of England during the early Anglo-Norman period was essentially complete with the construction of castles. This links with the previous point of rebellions because after William defeated some of these rebellions he had castles built in major towns and cities: Exeter, Nottingham, Warwick, York, Lincoln, Cambridge and Huntingdon all received new royal fortresses during the year 1068-1069.’[footnoteRef:2] The castles were located there for the specific purpose of being on hand to suppress a revolt in the nearby area. The highest concentration of castles were mostly located across the Welsh boarder, hinting that the Normans most likely had many problems from the Welsh Princes. Morris also explains that the chronicler Oderic Vitalis credited the success of the Norman conquest of England on one factor that was more important than all others, he says ‘The fortifications that the Normans called castles, were scarcely known in the English provinces, and so the English; in spite of their courage and love of fighting, could put up only a weak resistance to their enemies.’[footnoteRef:3] All this suggests that castle building was an essential part for the completion of the conquest and colonisation of England.  [1:  Morris, M. (n.d.). Castles of the Conqueror. [online] History Extra. Available at: https://www.historyextra.com/period/norman/castles-of-the-conqueror/ [Accessed 2 Mar. 2018].]  [2:  ibid]  [3:  ibid] 


In terms of the colonisation of England by 1100 was mostly complete due to the change in the language. There was no French word for the Anglo-Saxon shire and sheriff, so the Normans adopted those words. The Normans also brought their version of French over to England, this is noted by the disuse of Anglo-Saxon names such as Aethlred and Athelstan, too more Norman French or Norman sounding names like William, Robert, Richard and Henry. It is important to note that by 1070, there was only one Anglo-Saxon bishop that had not be replaced by a Norman one, which shows how much the Normans were stamping their authority and power over the conquered Anglo-Saxons by replacing most of the English monks and clergy as a whole. An estimated 8000 Normans and other continentals settled in England as a result of the conquest, although exact figures cannot be established. Some of these new residents intermarried with the native English, but the extent of this practice in the years immediately after Hastings is unclear. Marriage between the Anglo-Saxons and Normans is also important to show how complete the Norman conquest and colonisation of England was. ‘Several marriages are attested between Norman men and English women during the years before 1100, but such marriages were uncommon. Most Normans continued to contract marriages with other Normans or other continental families rather than with the English.’[footnoteRef:4]  [4:  Huscroft, R. (2015). Norman conquest.  Routledge, pp. 321–322.] 

  Law, under the Normans was mostly left unchanged, as the system at the time was working fairly well. William the conquer did change some of the laws and added new ones. Such new laws include the introduction of the Murderum Fine. ‘It was decreed there that if a Frenchman shall charge an Englishman with perjury or murder or theft or homicide or "ran", as the English call open rapine which cannot be denied, the Englishman may defend himself, as he shall prefer, either by the ordeal of hot iron or by wager of battle. But if the Englishman be infirm, let him find another who will take his place. If one of them shall be vanquished, he shall pay a fine of 40 shillings to the king. If an Englishman shall charge a Frenchman and be unwilling to prove his accusation either by ordeal or by wager of battle, I will, nevertheless, that the Frenchman shall acquit himself by a valid oath.’ This means, if a Norman was killed in a hide or shire and the murderer did not reveal himself, then all the inhabitants of that hide or shire who were Anglo-Saxon would be punished instead and would have to pay a hefty fine of 40 shillings (which would be roughly £2 in todays money as 20 shillings equalled £1). If your minting your own coinage in your own image, like William the conquer did, then it shows how complete the colonisation of England was by 1100 because during both William I and William II, they minted many coins in their image, if you have control over the imagery on the coins that distributed all over the country, then that does show how much power that a person has over England. 
 
[bookmark: _GoBack]William the conqueror did not change the government structure or the way the government ran itself as it was working rather well for the Anglo-Saxon and was working well for him so far, H. Thomas states that ‘They kept the framework of government but made changes in the personnel, although at first the new king attempted to keep some natives in office. By the end of William's reign most of the officials of government and the royal household were Normans. The language of official documents also changed, from Old English to Latin. The forest laws were introduced, leading to the setting aside of large sections of England as royal forest.’[footnoteRef:5]  ‘The Domesday survey was an administrative catalogue of the landholdings of the kingdom and was unique to medieval Europe. It was divided into sections based on the shires and listed all the landholdings of each tenant-in-chief of the king as well as who had held the land before the conquest.’[footnoteRef:6] This means that William the conqueror covers all definitions of the word colonisation by replacing members of the Anglo-Saxon government with his own trusted Norman men. The second quotation makes a comment on how effective the domesday book was and in terms of evidence for how complete the colonisation of England was by 1100, the domesday book is ideal because it shows how much land each person owned and who owned them. The more important places with society were held by members of the retinue that William had bought over during and just after the conquest.  [5:  Thomas, H. (2008). The Norman conquest. Lanham: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers, p.60.]  [6:  Huscroft, R. (2015). Norman conquest.  Routledge, pp. 200–201] 


Other achievements that signal how complete the Norman conquest and colonisation of England was the architecture, the building of castles is evidence enough to suggest that William wanted a permeant dominance over the landscape of England and wanted to make Norman presence shown and appear all over England. Other signs of completion can be seen by the building of monasteries, churches and cathedrals. The Normans rebuilt their motte and bailey castles by replacing them with stones ones. The stone used for all these projects came from Normandy. If you built a Norman castle or church with Norman stone, it shows that you are here to stay and that you will not be leaving, so this is evidence to suggest that the conquest and colonisation of England was very nearly complete by 1100 as most of these building ventures were done by William the conqueror. Other notable men who helped with the construction of castles/fortresses was William FitzOsbern, who was appointed earl of Herefordshire, and he built the castles across the Welsh marchers (the Welsh boarder) to keep attacks by the Welsh to a minimum. 

During William Rufus’ reign, the conquest of England was almost over and the colonisation of England that had begun under his father had progressed. The reason why the conquest was almost over was due to the rebellion and war that he faced and for the fact that England and Normandy were separate once again. The rebellion was done by one of his own Norman lords who refused to come to the annual meeting of all the lords and their king. He was defeated and England did not face anymore rebellions until after 1100. The progression of colonisation of England in William Rufus’ reign came in the form of William Rufus being able to keep bishoprics and archbishoprics vacant to obtain more money without any backlash from the population. William Rufus’ reign overall did contribute to the fact that the Norman conquest and colonisation of England was mostly complete by 1100. 

In conclusion, the first part of the question, the aspect of conquest was started by William the conqueror and completed by his son William Rufus. Many different factors contributed to the completion, most notably the construction of castles and fortresses all across England, helped the Normans demonstrate William I’s power and dominance over the landscape and England as a whole; and in terms of the colonisation of England by 1100, the difference in language and the change in coinage, the change in architecture and the change in key personnel with the government and the replacement of the Anglo-Saxon bishops and earls all contribute to the fact the colonisation of England was for the most art complete before 1100 and that’s only focusing on William the conqueror. William Rufus also made no headway in the colonisation of England by 1100 because it was already done by his father, so all William Rufus could do was improve upon it and keep it going for as long as possible. But overall, both of the reigns of the Norman kings before 1100 show that the fact of the matter is the conquest and colonisation of England by 1100 was mostly complete with a lot of room for improvement which Henry I did mange to do after 1100. 
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