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This extract is from the Gesta Guillelmi, the infamous historical workings of William of Poitiers.  The full piece now only exists as that of a transcript of an incomplete manuscript(Winkler, 2016a), the bulk of which being produced between 1071 and 1077 and is considered to be William the Conquerors biography. The Gesta Guillelmi itself is considered an original and valuable historical source as it was produced by William of Poitiers who was William the Conquerors first hand companion and Chaplin and who was present in the Norman campaigns, conquests, preparations for the invasion of England and his succession to the English throne.  Overall It depicts in detail  his notability of establishment of Norman power after the battle of Hastings in 1066(Pictaviensis et al., 1998b).   It is set out as though viewed through the experiences of the Norman ruling court and during that period was conduced to be the best authentic account. It portrays William in an idealized light emphasizing his virtues and military prowess while minimising any act that may cast him negatively. Thus, historians have considered it a form of Norman propaganda and valued it for shedding perspectives on Anglo Norman warfare, military tactics and lordship.  It exists only in a single manuscript in Cottonian Manuscript, British Museum but is almost destroyed with as far as 1047 still present and from 1068 lost(William of Poitiers - Encyclopedia Volume - Catholic Encyclopedia, no date). 

[bookmark: _Hlk191658334]The author of this extract was one William of Poitiers, a Norman historian born at Preaux near Pont Audemer, Normandy around 1020 to a family of note(William of Poitiers - Encyclopedia Volume - Catholic Encyclopedia, no date).  He began his career studying at Poitiers around 1040,to then advance in career pursuing  a life as a knight and taking part in several battles(Pictaviensis et al., 1998a).  After which he proceeded to take holy orders  and later was appointed the Chaplain to the Duke William II of Normandy, to whom he later created his biography in the works of Gesta Guilelmi II, ducis Normannorum, regis Angiorum I which contained the  chronicled  Norman conquest of England(William of Poitiers - Encyclopedia Volume - Catholic Encyclopedia, no date).  After serving the Duke as Chaplin he was then appointed Archdeacon of the Episcopal Church at Lisieux by Hugh, Bishop of Lisieux (William of Poitiers - Encyclopedia Volume - Catholic Encyclopedia, no date), where he would later write the Gesta Guillelmi (Ray, 1972).  Minimal information is known of William Poitiers outside of Ordericus Vitalis, an English chronicler and Benedictine monk born February 16th 1075, who’s own work ‘Historia Ecclsiastica is considered to be one of the most important contemporary sources of the history of this period.  William of Poitiers name does not appear in any ecclesiastical of royal charters, casting some doubt of his authority.  William of Poitiers knowledge of battle gave him great insight and understanding into the fundamentals and finer details  of warfare with particular attention being given to military tactics and the accounts of conduct with which the military actioned during the war, all of which was  later used in his descriptions in this text, considered to be the most valuable and exact(Tabuteau, 2000).  With knowledge of Greek and Latin authors he was considered one of the best informed men of his time(William of Poitiers - Encyclopedia Volume - Catholic Encyclopedia, no date).  He is regarded as a primarily classical stylist who employed classical references to decorate and enhance his unqualified panegyric of William of Normandy regularly classicising his praise of William, with some scholars believing it proves early evidence of nascent chivalrous thought in Medeavel Europe(Winkler, 2016b).  Having been favoured by Rome he is considered a contemporary witness of the events of 1066 and being of authenticity due to his excellent position to know the truth of the facts, This confirmed by two accounts by reputed chroniclers William of Malmesbury and Orderic Vitalis(Morton, 1975). In the workings of Historia Ecclesiactica Oreric Vitalis a benedictine monk and English chronicler confirms Williams accounts, although he is seen as bias of the Norman and Anglo-Saxon sources and deciphers that William is eventually forced to stop writing due to falling out of favour.  
Though this document was written after William the Conquerors ascension to the throne and after the events prior and after having already come to pass, it was imperative that Poitiers emphasize William’s legitimacy to the English throne and the righteousness of his cause.  William the conqueror authority would always be questioned due to his parents Rober duke of Normandy and Herleva not being married according to the rules of the Christian church, which led to associations with illegitimacy and nicknames William The Bastard and Guillaume Le Batard(Bates, 2016).  The works were Intended to help solidify William’s reputation as a capable and divinely favoured ruler both for his contemporaries and for posterity. The rhetoric used indicates Poitiers had an accurate understanding of the expectations of his audience, which were expected to reach a wide range, legitimizing and advertising the Norman strength.  Meant to reach the Norman elite on who William depended on as allies and the politically influential nobles for support  so as to abstain allegiances  which were of great importance after 1066 , given the ambition and opportunism of rivals such as Odo and Robert(Winkler, 2016c).  Poitier suggests similarities between Williams succession and those of English succession practices targeting his case accordingly, recognising the Noble roles in selecting a King favouring a fellow countryman(Winkler, 2016d).  Poitier uses classical quotations and stories with an art of exaggerating factual details as a display of his understanding of the audience as his work was displays both political acuity and awareness of Christian morality.  In invoking the particular moral in a classical story, he made it comparable with persuasive narrative about  Williams legitimacy(Winkler, 2016e), this was successful in appealing directly to the moral and legal conundrums of his day.  He made tactic moral connections between ancient heroes and contemporary leaders to justify William’s claim to the thrown defending his position of leadership(Winkler, 2016a).  .  In Poitiers workings he was thorough in interrogating  the witnesses of events and reproduced in part personal recollections, leading to his work having weight as a contemporary source base on direct testimonies(William of Poitiers - Encyclopedia Volume - Catholic Encyclopedia, no date)

[bookmark: _Hlk192179047]This extract discusses prior events leading up to William the Conquerors rise to King, displaying the bond and pledge of fealty given by Harold to William in return for his freedom from count Guy of Ponthieu. Interpretations could lead to ideals of William justifying his actions of the invasion of England as a result for Harold claiming the throne after his presentation of fealty to support William with his claim to the throne of England. The document was not based on theoretical or academic discussion, more so it addressed the fears of Williams subjects, allies and critics.  The responsibility a king to their subjects lies in safety of his subjects physical and spiritual security.  He needed to guarantee the defence of their interests.  Poitier is seen to envision an blending of English and Norman audiences developing into Anglo-Norman under William the conquerors leadership(Ray, 1972)
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