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 A Commentary on The Deeds of Count Roger of Calabria and Sicily and of Duke Robert Guiscard his brother

To understand the textual extract in a wider context knowing more on who Geoffrey Malaterra is – is essential. Firstly, there is an argument that he may have come from Normandy[footnoteRef:1], This is inferred in the source as Geoffrey Malaterra in his letter to Angerius Bishop of the Catanians that he comes from a region beyond the Alps, however this is merely suggestive as there are other regions in which he may have originated. E. Johnson uses this passage as evidence that Geoffrey may have been Norman[footnoteRef:2]. However, this passage alone is unclear. There are other scholars who believe this to be far too unclear to infer Geoffrey was a Norman[footnoteRef:3], as he could have been Frankish. However if we suppose that he was Norman it gives a potential bias to the source[footnoteRef:4]. Kenneth Baxter Wolf also suggested that it is likely Geoffrey Malaterra came to Sicily under Duke Roger’s ecclesiastical reform and served as a monk in St Agatha monastery under Abbot Angerius[footnoteRef:5] – which is also suggested in the original source as a letter was written to Angerius the Bishop of the Catanians[footnoteRef:6] This also infers more to Geoffrey originally coming from Normandy creating the narrative to appear more likely despite not having a clear source that suggests Geoffrey Malaterra’s origins. In the textual extract Geoffrey Malaterra quotes Sallust[footnoteRef:7]. Sallust was a Latin historian and politician from 86 BCE – 35 BCE under the Roman Republic[footnoteRef:8]. This is relevant as it suggest that Geoffrey Malaterra viewed himself as apart of the generation of Sallust, and another quote that infers this is when Geoffrey writes “Handed down from the ancient philosophers to the generations who have followed them”[footnoteRef:9].  [1:  E. Johnson, (2005). 'Normandy and Norman Identity in Southern Italian Chronicles', Anglo Norman Studies, 27, pp.85-100.]  [2:  ibid]  [3:  Wolf, Kenneth Baxter (1995). Making History: The Normans and their Historians in Eleventh-Century Italy. Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press. pp. 144–5.]  [4:  Loud, G.A. (2024). ‘The Deeds of Count Roger of Sicily by Geoffrey Malaterra Part 1 (Translation) – White Rose Research Online ]  [5:   Wolf, Kenneth Baxter (1995). Making History: The Normans and their Historians in Eleventh-Century Italy. Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press. pp. 144–5.]  [6:  Loud, G.A. (2024). ‘The Deeds of Count Roger of Sicily by Geoffrey Malaterra Part 1 (Translation) – White Rose Research Online]  [7:  ibid]  [8:   Woodman 2008, p. xxvii. "When Sallust died, probably in 35..."]  [9:  Loud, G.A. (2024). ‘The Deeds of Count Roger of Sicily by Geoffrey Malaterra Part 1 (Translation) – White Rose Research Online] 

De Rebus Gestis Rogerii Calabriae et Siciliae Comitis et Roberti Guiscardi Ducis fratris eius has not got a definitive date as to when it was finished. However, there are suggestions in the original source that it may have been finalised in 1098[footnoteRef:10]. Another suggestion as to why it was finalised before 1101 – was due to no mention of Roger I’s death. The reason why the speculation of the date of the chronicles is vital is due to the potential contextual value it could offer. Another reason as to why the date of the chronicles are relevant is due to the events of the period. Due to the content of the chronicles is also seems to infer that Geoffrey Malaterra was writing at the behest of Roger I of Sicily and Robert Guiscard – writing to legitimise the claims Roger I had[footnoteRef:11].  [10:  Wolf, Kenneth Baxter (1995). Making History: The Normans and their Historians in Eleventh-Century Italy. Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press. pp. 146–7.]  [11:  Loud, G.A. (2024). ‘The Deeds of Count Roger of Sicily by Geoffrey Malaterra Part 1 (Translation) – White Rose Research Online ] 

Despite Geoffrey Malaterra potentially being Norman due to the evidence above – he does speak negatively in some instances in the extract. For example, Geoffrey Malaterra writes that the Normans are greedy, hypocritical and deceitful[footnoteRef:12] – another example is: “unless they are held in thrall by the yoke of justice, they are a most unbridled people”[footnoteRef:13]. Despite this being a fair analysis in the textual extract because the Normans did portray those traits during the conquest of Sicily and Southern Italy[footnoteRef:14]. Because of the nature of the comment on the Normans it can confuse the textual extract. As Geoffrey Malaterra may have potentially been Norman, and the chronicles may have been written for Roger I’s legitimacy. This shows that the textual extract can be unbiased towards the Normans as the observations are not purely positive. In Geoffrey Malaterra’s letter to Bishop Angerius of the Catanians he asked for support depending on the reception of the chronicles, for example: “Therefore whichever fault is ascribed to me, I seek refuge under the safety of your protection”[footnoteRef:15]. This creates a narrative that Geoffrey Malaterra is aware on the what was to be written and worried about how Roger I or the other Norman loads would react to it. There is no evidence that suggests there was a negative reception – however it does seem Geoffrey Malaterra prepared for it in some way.  [12:  ibid]  [13:  ibid]  [14:  Johns, J. (1997). ‘Making History. The Normans and Their Historians in Eleventh-Century Italy.’, The English Historical Review., 112.448]  [15:  Loud, G.A. (2024). ‘The Deeds of Count Roger of Sicily by Geoffrey Malaterra Part 1 (Translation) – White Rose Research Online] 

Despite the negativity Geoffrey Malaterra wrote in regards to the Normans, there were many positive observations and descriptions of the Normans too. Geoffrey Malaterra prescribes the definitions of the Normans being astute, generous, and vengeful[footnoteRef:16]. In the way that these are used to describe the Normans it gives off an epic and flattering point of view on them. How the language is written in a way that tries to captivate them and show how they are in a positive light. However, despite the positivity being the main aspect of the flatter – Geoffrey Malaterra also writes that they can be avarice alongside generous to prove that the Normans are in the middle ground when it comes to that. This does confuse the reader however, as in the second sentence in the textual extract Geoffrey prescribes them as “very generous since they wish to achieve a great reputation”[footnoteRef:17]. This statement contradicts the previous one on how the Normans take a middle course. Although this does contradict, one can read this passage and interpret it that Norman leaders used generosity as a form of creating a great reputation for themselves. Another aspect of the textual extract that does elude to the Normans being educated and a positive outlook on them – was how Geoffrey Malaterra mentions that the young boys (potentially being their sons/heirs) to be trained speakers that the Norman leaders listen to them[footnoteRef:18]. This infers that the Normans took great care in educating their young boys to prepare them for administration and politics.  [16:  ibid]  [17:  ibid]  [18:  Loud, G.A. (2024). ‘The Deeds of Count Roger of Sicily by Geoffrey Malaterra Part 1 (Translation) – White Rose Research Online] 

Geoffrey Malaterra also writes on how the Normans were addicted to hunting and hawking[footnoteRef:19]. Despite this seeming as an unimportant observation of the Normans, it speaks a lot on their character – it shows their martial lifestyle, and that they are people who value sport amongst themselves and that they also have the resources and wealth in order to do it regularly to be addicted to it. Geoffrey Malaterra eludes more to the wealth of the Normans by commenting on their fancy clothing and the elaborate trappings they’ve used for their horses alongside their weapons. This provides more evidence on their wealth. Geoffrey Malaterra also mentions on the origins of the Normans by writing:  [19:  ibid] 

“They derive the name of their land from their own name: north in the English language means 'the northern wind' [aquilonis plaga], and since they come from the north they are called Normans and their land Normandy”[footnoteRef:20].                                                                           [20:  ibid] 

This description of the origins is for the most part accurate. Unlike other sources such as Amatus Montecassino’s[footnoteRef:21] – it does provide some idea although broad on their origins.  [21:  Dunbar, N. P (2004) ‘The History of the Normans by Amatus of Montecassino’ The Boydell Press] 

	 Using the letter to Angerius, it suggests that Roger I did commission the chronicles[footnoteRef:22] - and was writing a court history for Roger I[footnoteRef:23]. Why was this important for Roger I and Robert Guiscard? It creates a narrative for them to legitimise their claim on their lands and for their heirs, using history as a way of proving their conquest to be officially done for the purpose of legitimising their claims. But also, to turn them into epic heroes of great deeds and to ensure their legacy. There is no need to write an entire history of the conquest unless it is to keep history or create it into an epic tale, as it is written in the De Rebus Gestis Rogerii Calabriae et Siciliae Comitis et Roberti Guiscardi Ducis fratris eius. Therefore, it is comfortable to suggest that those were the two main factors in having the chronicles be written.  [22:  Loud, G.A. (2024). ‘The Deeds of Count Roger of Sicily by Geoffrey Malaterra Part 1 (Translation) – White Rose Research Online]  [23:  Leonie, V. H. (2019). ‘A Short History of the Normans’ Bloomsbury Academic 69 – 88 ] 
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