Roman Exodus

In modern parlance, Britain is synonymous with England. During the Roman occupation, British and English are different. In fact, there is no English, as a description of the populace, there is solely Britannia. Britannia belonged to Rome and being at the periphery of the empire it was far from the center of Roman civilization. Prior to Roman occupancy, the natives were called Britons. These were Celtic speaking individuals. When Rome came, Britannia was a heavily militarized frontier zone. The extent of Romanization was thin. By the end of the 4th century the Roman Empire faced internal issues. Consequently, the imperial forces began to withdraw from Britannia. In 410, the Roman army and government withdrew from the island of Britannia. Rome occupied Britannia for approximately 300 years. Nonetheless, it never became a jewel of Rome. It was largely militarized but not entirely romanised. Britain is the only part of the empire that did not have a romance language. The Britons remained speakers of Celtic/welsh. Britons do adopt Christianity from Rome. This was retained after the Roman exodus. Historiographical debates on the extent of Christianity in Briton. Within Christianity, there is a small element of latin that remains with monks. There is almost no written evident for the Roman period of Briton. It is a reflection of Britannia being a military post for the Romans. Archaeology is the best evidence for this period. Archaeology is informative but provides no events. Archaeologists get a sense of life but not larger narratives of law and power. Archaeology in this period is associated with graves. The goods buried with the dead give a sense of materialistic value to the populace. Military hardware is found, indicating that it was necessary for men to be armed. It reflects a violent society with a constant need of defence. Modern techniques of bone analysis give insights on the diet of people. There were serious nutritional deficits. The Roman exodus created a time of anarchy and violence. The population of Britannia plummets. The Romans were military overlords with a Briton encampment. Rome’s occupancy had a larger populace without anarchy. 
The Great Migration
In the 5th and 6th century, there was large movements, some from warrior bands or family groups, in continental Europe. The 8th century monk writer Bede was a progenitor of England as a country. He wrote the beginning of the English, claiming there was three groups: Angles, Saxons and Jutes. Lamentably, the archaeology does not support Bede’s writing. It supports the notion that people are moving in large groups. There are higher concentration of people speaking Germanic languages in England and Celts. Around the end of the 5th century, archaeologist starts seeing graves from Germanic culture. Snowball effect ensued were migrants moved to locations associated with their common language. These Germanic groups were not romanised. They were illiterate and non-Christian. These groups were unfamiliar with urbanization. Groups of Celtic descent moved closer to the Welsh area. In addition, only those with resources were able to move, therefore, the wealthier spread.  There may have been a war leader with the name Arthur. This figure is believed to be the one where legends formed. This figure becomes a primary character in Welsh tales. In the 12th century these tales go into the mainstream literature that develops myths of King Arthur.  Archaeologically and linguistically, after the end of the 5th century we see no evidence of British culture. Linguistic analysis suggests no influence on welsh in the development of Anglo-Saxons; there are no lone words. This complete absence suggests a genocidal theory that the Germans killed the Briton occupants. However, another theory suggests the Britons remained but disappeared culturally. There is evidence of slaves in the early Anglo-Saxons and the Britons were most likely the underclass slaves of the culture. 
Polytheism and Christianity
The Anglo-Saxons were polytheistic followers. Around 600, Rome sends missionaries to Christianize the Anglo-Saxons. They do not Christianise from the Britons, they are done so by the Franks and Romans. By the 8th century, the Anglo-Saxons have become fully Christian.
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 Between 400-600 archaeology indicates Britannia as a land of chaos. We get little sense of political stability and financial wealth that accompanies political stability. By circa 600 Britannia stabilizes. Political consolidation arises from small political units called kingdoms. Anglo-Saxon England was divided amongst seven kingdoms known as the Heptarchy. Between 600-800, the Heptarchy are in a rough hierarchy, wherein one kingdom is predominant over the others. This fluctuates, the torch passes multiple times mainly through military dominance. By 800 the most power kingdom is in Sussex. It is difficult to find political narratives. In the 620s, from chronicles, we know of a king named Raedwald who consolidated rule. The Sutton Hoo treasures include items of substantial value in a poor society. One of the elements of power is the accumulation of wealth. These are symbols and results of power. The treasures illustrate fantastic craftsmanship with advanced technical skills. Political power gave access to gold which is important for legitimizing power. Furthermore, gold is essential to distribute to one’s followers. Gold therefore, is not just a symbol but a currency of your followers. The Sutton Hoo treasures are international items, spanning past the Mediterranean. The Staffordshire Hoard from the 8th century was buried for safekeeping and illustrates the same significance as Suttonn Hoo.

In the 9th century we begin to see serious impact coming from Scandinavia. The Vikings impacted England severely. In the 860s, the Vikings/Danes conquer roughly the northeast of England, including East Anglia. It ends up prompting the non-conquered parts of England to join together under the kingdom of Wessux under Alfred( king from 877-899). Alfred unites the English under one umbrella. Effectively the heptarchy is dead. Alfred calls himself the king of the English and organizes the defenses of the realm. He stops the Danes from advancing. However, he takes nothing away from the Danelaw( land owned by the Danes in England). The Danelaw is where Danish laws was the leading system. Alfred’s 10th century dynasty has reconquered the Danelaw. For the first time, England is all one kingdom, essentially. Nevertheless, Scandinavian influence remained. In the 10th century, we see England as relative to the up and coming kingdoms around Europe. In the context of its day, 10th century England was well-managed and sophisticatedly governed compared to Francia. Some of the administrated changes last today. One of which is the Shiring: the division of the kingdom into administrative parts known as Shires. In each shire, there was a royal representative of the king’s authority to take care of administrative and legal situations. This was the shire-reeve. 

The 11th century has the continuing influence of Scandinavia. Their influence is crucial considering the North Sea since it is the international sphere where England sits. Scandinavia, England, Normandy is an important triangle connected through the North Sea. Despite the reconquering of the Danelaw, it seems likely the language spoken in England (Anglo-Saxon/Old English) was similar to Old Norse. It remains likely that Old English and Old Norse were compatible with one another. The Danish settlers continue to have their own laws, customs and helped developed Anglo-Saxons in the North. Also, there are a number of words in English that come from Old Norse. In 1016, Cnut, the king of Denmark, invaded England and defeated the Anglo-Saxon king, a descendant of Alfred. Cnut becomes king of England and Denmark. Cnut is an international conqueror. He does not fold England into Denmark. He is just king of two separate kingdoms. When Cnut arrives he wants to keep England intact for its taxes. Cnut married the widow of one of the previous kings. He defeated Edmund Ironside and Cnut married Emma, the stepmother of Edmund. She comes from Normandy. Aethelred, the father of Edmund is connected to the Duke of Normandy. Emma took an Anglo-Saxon name to appeal to the masses. Aethelred means of noble counsel however he had a bad conseul and is given the name unraed, meaning bad counsel. Emma marries Aethelred, and give birth to Edward the confessors, the last Anglo-Saxon king. Two years after Aethelred’s death, Cnut defeats Edmund Ironside and Emma marries Cnut, symbolizing Cnut’s willingness to be an English king. He is king for 20 years and continue on with the Anglo-Saxon practices. He does not move to make England Danish. As Cnut’s wife, Emma gives birth to a second English king called HarthaCnut. 

Cnut’s Law:
Cnut establishes a connection between him and God, establishing as a new ruler, he will make life better with these laws.

A substantial part of the population is considered unfree. They do not have the same legal status but are not outright owned like slaved. A serf is tied working for their lives but they are not owned and cannot be sold. Any man or boy from 12 years of age has to participate in a tithing ( a self-police group). It is thought that tithings had probably 12 people and when you enter a tithing are all mutually responsible for one another. There is no state apparatus police, you protect your tithing. Those groups operate as community polices. Purgation means that you have people that are willing to swear that you did not do something. One needed six people to protect oneself, it is a legal system based on optimum trust. A wergild, a value attached to you based on status, age and gender. 
Oaths are the social, political and legal glue of this society.
[adulturey you know, related highly to Roman law just reread the laws]
Norman Conquest and Bayeux Tapestry
The complications of succession:

One of the dev. Occurring under Cnut was the rise of the families of Earls- a Scandinavian word for Jarl or nobleman. We see the rise of aristocratic families, most importantly the Godwin family. He rose to power under Cnut, had important Danish ties, and at the end of Cnut’s reign Godwin had risen to a sense of primacy. Harald Cnut dies in 1040 and HardeCnut succeeds him. HardeCnut had an illness and this plays his a larger narrative in Edward the Confessors reign. Edward had lived in Normandy during his exile. When HardeCnut invites him, Edward is recognized as his heir. There is an issue of dynasty of blood. For HardeCnut, it makes sense to return the crown to Edward since his bloodline is from the House of Wessex- the rulers prior to Cnut. The body known as the Witan, the wisemen, are controlled by Godwin earl of Wessex. He is the power behind the thrown. The Witan are the council of nobles with the function of designating a king. When they are in a law court, the wise men are in the Witangemot. Edward has come from Normandy and brings with him a set of Normand advisors, both in the ecclesiastical and secular sphere. Godwin will think they are foreigners. Edawrd is referred as the confessor for his piety after his death. He is canonized. During his own reign, Edward never has children. Edward marries Godwin’s daughter Edith. This is for a sense of alliance. By the 1050s it was apparent they were not going to have children. Edward and Godwin weren’t in agreement. In the 1050s Godwin goes into exile. By 1053 Godwin passes and his son Harold takes over his father’s reign as leader of the witan and controller of Edward. The problem of succession looms large. The heirs to the throne is designated to the term aetheling- noble birth and next to succeed. In the 1060s there are multiple candidates for Edward. This case highlights that the aetheling is not the sole qualification for heriship. Edgar the aetheling is the only candidate known as aetheling. By anglo-saxon custom he is the heir. Historians are not sure why him being aetheling didn’t suffice. The second candidate Harold Godwinson, the chief anglo-saxon nobleman and his claim is through his power as well as being married into the house of Wessux. The third candidate William, the Duke of Normandy, has no house of Wessux blood but can claim familial ties. His claim is weak ( you don’t claim through your mother’s bloodline). William claimed in 1051, Edward designated him as heir. Certain historians are suspect of this claim. It is thought possible that William created said scenario. This highlights the issue that Edward doesn’t choose his heir, that responsibility belongs to the Witan. However, William will drive that point hard for his claim to throne. Lastly, there is Harald Hardrada, king Of Norway. He has no claim besides having military power for conquest. The Bayeux Tapistry makes it a two man race. The story omits Harald Hadrada and Edward the aetheling because he has the best claim. Harald is eliminated to simplify the narrative. 
In 1066 the battle of Stamford Bridge, Harald Hadrada meets with Godwin’s son Tostig versus Harold Godwinson. Harold won.  At the battle of Hastings, Harold loses to William’s invasion. England is henceforth ruled by Normand kings up to 1485. In many ways, the kingdom of England is changed substantially by the Norman invasion.
The Bayeux Tapestry: 
It recounts the Norman Conquest with a running Latin text. It’s a coherent narrative. There is no one source that gives an objective picture of 1066. The Bayeux Tapestry is the most full and coherent. Historians argue about the relation between the conquest and the tapestry. It is 70 metres long and 50 cm wide. It was meant to be displayed on a wall. It was originally longer than the 70 metres. Scholars believed it was produced in 1082, about 16 years after the events. It is from a Norman perspective and historian suspect Bishop Odo of Bayeux- William the Conqueror’s Brother- to commission the tapestry. A cleric in this period cannot draw blood. Odo is depicted with a blunt weapon. In this war, it was common for ecclesiastical figures to participate in battle. This will change. The tapestry is propaganda, a deliberately slanted version of the event. The Bayeux Tapestry is to justify William’s seizure of the throne. The tapestry is the story of Harold Godwinson, he is not a villain but a fallen hero with virtues. It is a tragedy of unfulfilled virtue. The Anglo-Saxon perspective is pro Godwinson. It waves Edgar the aetheling out of the narrative for its political allegiance to Godwinson. To William, military conquest is not in itself enough not enough to legitimize kingship. He needs to create other ways of backing up his claim ( Edgar the confessor handing him the throne).

The Story of the Bayeux Tapestry
We have fragmentary evidence on the events of 1066. The first scene has Edward, represented as an old man by his beard, in conversation with Harald. In 1065, Edward`s death is imminent. Harald is given a mission by Edward to go to Normandy and give his support to William, Edward’s chosen heir to the throne. Harold is depicted as pious by going to church before his voyage. He is acting like a hero in an aristocratic epic. They bring dogs and hawks with them to Normandy. It is for hunting and the key aristocratic past time. It requires the same skills as a warrior and it is a way of practicing too. They get blown off course to the neighbouring county Ponthieu. It is a small county in relation to Normandy. Guy, the count of Ponthieu, comes riding with his knights and arrests Harold immediately. Harold is being taken and has chivalrously agreed to discuss the situation with Guy. Harold is depicted removing his sword. It can be two things: 1) I am giving this sword as a token to William from King Edward and therefore, don’t impede me from my journey to William. 2) I am surrendering my own sword as a sign of peace.
William’s court is at the same scale as Edwards. In Anglo-Saxon tradition, face touching symbolized a sexual relationship ( the bishop and an Anglo-Saxon woman after Harold talks to William) There might’ve been a sexual scandal to pinpoint this discussion during said scandal. 
Subplot: William goes to deal with Conan, the count of Brittany with his army. He brings Harold.  When crossing the water, Harold saves some Norman soldiers, emphasizing his virtue. Upon reaching Brittany, the Normans burn a fort and Conan flees to Dinan, his larger Fortress made of wood.  Conan surrenders. We are sure that William did make a military excursion o Brittany. However, no sound evidence places Harold in the battle. 

For helping William, Harold is given armor. The tapestry represents the relationship of a great man in William and a heroic but inferior individual Harold. The tapestry makes William of higher status. However, earl and duke are considered equal status. The tapestry alters this. In the world of Norman military culture, when a man accepts arms from an individual, the man becomes the vassal. This is a military relationship between a superior and inferior. In this case, Harold belongs to William. They ride to Bayeux where the bishop lives and there is William’s Bayeux palace. Here, Harold swears an oath to William. In the context of the narrative, the oath is to support William. Oaths were crucially important in making a society work.  This isn’t a state that enforces compliance with their laws. Oaths were essentially to maintain and control society. If anyone swears on a false oath, you should forfeit your hands. It is symbolic because you swear with your hands.  Oaths are ecclesiastical and secular. If you cannot swear an oath than you’re limited in your dealings. A reliquary is a reciprocal for a relic. Common reliquaries are in the shape of the church. Upon returning to England, Harold goes to Edwards court to explain he completed his task. When Edward’s big project is finished, the Abbey of Westminster, Edward is on his death bed. On his deathbed, Edward is touching hands with Harold indicating he needs to uphold the promise that William will reign. No sooner that Edward dies, the Witain give Harold the crown and he accepts it meaning he breaks his oath. For the tapestry’s narrative, it is essential for him to be king because William wins by military conquest and needs to defeat the real king. Norman propaganda has Stigant crown Harold which is a lie because Stigant was excommunicated. It is to illustrate that it is a corrupt and unjust ceremony even though in reality, Harold was crowned by the same bishop as William. Next to this scene is Hailey’s comet appearing as a portent, a bad omen. This is to foreshadow Harold’s demise. This is God’s sign that an injustice occurred. William is informed of the betrayal and prepares resources and men to invade Hastings. 
Domesday Book
Survey of land done by William. It is to understand the landscape and assess how a king can maximize taxation. William holds the land but shares the rights to the land with right holders. It seems that the Goizenboded holds the land from King Edward. This is not a case of freehold ownership. The Domesday book looks at owners of land preconquest and proconquest. A jury of sworn men are giving the information about local knowledge. The Goizenboded illustrates that the conquest brought severe drought to economic activity in England. 
Individual part of the land:
Radknights: Ride with the lord. He is tenant with free status and a military underling for the lord. He is a highly ranked figure. The name being English, it reflects that the language of interchange remains English at the local level.
Priest
Villein: A serf/unfree person. He holds land for the lord for labor. He is tied to the land and cannot depart. The lord in turn cannot get rid of him. It is mutually binding.
Bordars: lower than a villain and will gradually join their group.
Slave: Owned entirely by the lord and can be sold. In the early 12th century slaves move gradually into the category of villain.
Frenchmen: Move in because of the conquest. On the highest levels and the level of the lord of the manor changes from Anglo-Saxon to Norman. Relatively small change
Burgess: A person with political rights in a town and pays tax.

Ecclesiastical Governance
the abbotts and bishops survived the war. William replaces them when they died. Abbotts and bishops were chosen and the latter stages of their age and it is short lived. William promotes Normans in these positions afterwards. England becomes more integrated with the movement of the Western church. 
How much did the conquest change England?
We can attribute to the conquest the major transformation in the English language. From a governmental point of view, latin was used frequently. It was the continental form of government language. The language of literature came to be entirely French. The aristocracy and patrons were French speaking and remain French speaking until the 14th century. This alters the English language and takes on a French vocabulary since the servants of the lord had to understand his commands.  By the 14th century, Chaucer’s Canterbury Tales reflects a Germanic base with a French influence on vocabulary.  Norman names become the norm for England: Thomas, John, Elizabeth,Alice,etc. This indicates that the English, even low born, believe Norman names sound more rich. 
England was well governed that depended on bureaucrats and a system of voluntary local labor, encapsulated by the idea of jury. The people will govern themselves in the name of the king. One of the complicating factors for the King of England and Duke of Normandy were the same person. William had 3 sons: Robert, William, Henry. Robert inherited the duchy of Normandy and the second son William became king of England. Henry became a member of the clergy, a bishop. William II died in a hunting accident in 1100. Henry swooped in his position and defeated Robert to hold both seats. Henry was highly organized. He didn’t have a male heir. His daughter matilda and nephew Stephen have a civil war. A queen can be a consort or regnant. Henry grooms his daughter as successor. She was married to Henry V of HRE. She spent the 15 years of marriage at the german court. At 1125 she was a widow and returned to her father’s court. Henry marries her to a rival in the French nobility, Geoffrey of Anjou. When Henry dies in 1135 Matilda and Geoffrey were in open warfare before his death. Stephen, his nephew, becomes the designated heir.  Many were worried about Geoffrey as consort of the queen or becoming the king. Anglo-Norman aristocrats began supporting Stephen. However, his inability to command allowed Matilda to press her claim. 
William of Malmesbury: monks wrote histories at the request of a patron or cultivate a patron. The history of recent events is dedicated to Robert earl of Gloucester. He was matilda’s half-brother. It was clear that Robert couldn’t claim kingship. Interestingly, William the conqueror was illegitimate. BY the early part of the 12th century, Robert being born out of wedlock makes him illegitimate. William makes Robert the hero of the story. 
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Henry 1 designated matilda as his heir. Female rule was not impossible in the 12th century. Adela of Blois, Matilda’s aunt, acting as countess of Blois. From the 1090s and after his death, with 5 underage sons, she acts as the ruler. She is acting in the stead of her sons. She appears as an effective ruler. When Theobald, the eldest, comes of age he keeps her as a co-ruler. Therefore, woman can have positions of rule. 
Matilda of Tuscany inherited her rule and reigned from 1076-1115. She led troops in battle. She was a mediator between the pope and the HRE emperor.  Ermengarde, viscountess of Narbonne, inherits the county and rules in her own light.
All three of these women show that power can be maintained however you need to be a woman of extraordinary power. Matilda as reigning queen of England was a possibility. 
The issue in England does not get solved. From time to time people rise in Matilda’s favor. Steven agrees he will disinherit his son for Matilda (he is in conflict with his son). In 1152, Steven names Henry the son of Matilda and Geoffrey, his heir. Henry makes an advantageous marriage with the duchess of Aquitaine.  In 1152 Henry is duke of Brittany, heir of Britain, duke of Normandy and Anjou. There was little opposition to taking his throne and civil war was over. Henry founds the plantagenet dynasty. Henry’s reign, 1154-89, was the strengthening of lordship. He referred to the kingship of his grandfather as a touchstone of royal authority. He envisions himself as the reincarnation of Henry1 rule. He used the nostalgia of Henry 1 as a tool to increase royal power. He built a royal bureaucracy where the power of the crown could be felt at the local level. The writ sends out an order from the king to a locality. The purpose is locals can ask for a writ to deal with their problems. The chancery was in charge of writing and spreading the writ. Henry uses this to spread the message of royal authority into the local imagination of the people.  The writs of henry have rhetoric of promoting justice and liberty. Henry is going to be the just king. In practice, Henry is promoting the rights of commoners and barons. It is not for an altruistic purpose. By promoting commoners, he is diminishing privileges and rights of barons. This administration is to diminish the power of his rivals, the barons. Government innovation in this period is motivation to undercut the barons. His motivation is not for organized law. He understood it as expressing royal authority at the expense of barons. Prior to Henry II the courts were disorganized. Baronial courts allowed aristocrats to hold courts. Henry 1 introduced itinerant royal justices, a system that supplant baronial courts. It is poorly organized and begs the question whose authority is being dispense? There is no political sovereignty in the court. There is no public prosecution and crime. Payment of recompense was punishment of crime when sued. All crimes but be sued or else it is let go. Henry II enacts reforms for social justice. Baronial courts lose value; royal courts take control over felonies. This includes murder, suicide, theft, and rape. This includes stealing relatively small things. The victim does not have to sue for prosecution. The king gets the belongings stolen and the belongings of the criminal. This increases the crown’s fiscal power and spreads the idea of royal sovereignty and rule. They are clear public manifestations of the king’s authority. The mechanism of royal prosecution was genius-like to buy into the system. The actual prosecution are groups of 12 men from the locality conducting the prosecutions.  During the reign of henry II there is no baronial revolt however, the seed of revolt are developed. Baronial Revolt of 1214-1215 and Baronial Revolt 1264-65. Each of them represent monarchical crises. We obtain an English monarchy necessary not to go around the barons. 
Henry II dies in 1189. His eldest living son Richard lionheart. He had no impact on England, he spent his reign away from England for crusades and spent the rest of the reign in French territory. Richard dies by a war wound. His brother John had an impact on England during his reign. He lost most of the French possession he inherited to Phillip II.  His failure was due to military ineptitude and people management. He had a tendency to alienate those he needed to cultivate. 
Pope Innocent III demands the right to appoint the high ecclesiastics of the land in cantebury and John says no. Innocent puts an interdict; essentially Christianity is withheld in England besides funerary and baptismal mass. By 1208 there was widespread dissatisfaction with John as king. In 1213, under immense pressure john gives in to the pope. John submits himself to the pope as a vassal. For all of England it was humiliating. As a result, John is left with no support. The barons rise and revolt against john. The genesis of the magna cart of 1215 come from this struggle with John. 
Roger of Wendover: the barons wanted the law of Henry I. How they believed laws were supposed to be as they had been. They want the customs of the past, the customs of what a king used to do. It is not innovation but a return to normalcy. It is an argument of medieval time to return. Even if it is a new change, it requires to be cloaked.  The magna carta wasn’t about democracy. Clause 39 applies to freemen. Clause 61: barons legalize rebellions. The king is subject to a supervisory council of 25 men chosen by the barons. He must abide by the barons rule. The magna carta goes ahead with clause 61 out because of pope innocent III. This idea, in a muted form has life. 
