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Prologue: The historian’s mind-set
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How historians work


If you think that history means reading a lot of information from a textbook and then memorising it all, you are wrong. If you try to learn history in this way, you will probably end up feeling a bit like the picture above!


Even historians get overwhelmed by the amount of historical information to be found in books, archives and other sources. They use a range of techniques to help them make sense of it all.


Focus


No historian can study every aspect of a period of history. To make the subject manageable, historians focus on particular areas. This book does the same – each of the studies focuses on selected parts of the story. In doing so we miss out other historical information, such as science and technology or the economy.


Ask questions


Historians are investigators rather than just collectors of information. They search for new information about the past in order to tackle important questions.
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Historians have different interests. They do not all investigate the same questions. So when studying the Norman Conquest, for example, Historian A may be most interested in why the Normans succeeded in conquering England, while Historian B may concentrate on the social impact of the Norman Conquest. A bit like two different builders, they use the same or similar materials but they ask different questions and tell different stories.


You will follow the same sort of process when preparing for your history exam. You need to learn the content of the specification, but you also need to practise using this content to answer important questions. The text in this book, as well as the Key Questions and Focus Tasks for each topic, are designed to help you think in this way.



Select


Another vital technique that historians use is selection. From all the material they study, historians must select just the parts that are relevant and useful to answer a question.


Selection is hard for a historian, but it may be even harder for you under the time pressure of an exam. You have learnt a lot of history facts and you want to show the examiner how much you know – but this is the wrong way of thinking. To begin with, you risk running out of time. Even more serious, you may end up not answering the question clearly because you have included things that are not relevant or helpful. Compare this process to a wardrobe full of clothes. You never wake up in the morning and put on every item of clothing you own! You choose what to wear depending on different factors:





•  the weather



•  what you will be doing that day (going to school, a wedding, a Saturday job, a sports match).





Selecting information carefully will make your writing more focused and relevant. Thinking carefully about each fact as you select what is relevant and reject what is not will also help you remember the information.
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Organise


Once historians have selected the relevant information, they then have to choose what order to present it in to create a coherent argument. You must do the same. If you are responding to the question ‘Why did the Vikings invade Britain in the medieval period?’, you must build an argument that shows what you think is the most important reason. Listing all the events that led up to the Viking raids does not necessarily explain why the Vikings attacked, or why they attacked in particular places or at particular times. You must link the events to the outcomes.


Fine tune


But don’t stop there. Even the most skilled historians make mistakes when they write, and you might too. When you have finished writing, re-read your text and fine tune it to make it as clear and accurate as possible. When you are about to go out, what is the last thing you do before you leave the house? Check your hair? Check your make-up? That is fine tuning. It is a history skill too, and could make a real difference to how much an examiner enjoys reading what you write.


So remember:





•  focus



•  ask questions



•  select



•  organise



•  fine tune.





Keep these points in mind as you work through your course. Good luck!
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Features of this book
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Focus


In every topic there is a Focus box. This sets out the main events and developments that will be covered. It also highlights the issues and questions that we will help you think about and develop your views on.
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Key Questions


These are the questions that take a really big view of a topic. These questions will help you prepare for the big questions at the end of your exam.
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The Big Picture


At the start of each topic in Part 1, we summarise the big picture – in fact, since the whole thematic study is a big picture we probably should have called it ‘the really big picture’! This feature sums up the big questions that historians ask about this period and their thinking about those questions. We hope that it will help you keep an overview of the period in your head and that it will be a useful revision tool.
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Factfile


Factfiles are more or less what they say – files full of facts! These give you important background information to a story, without interrupting the narrative too much.
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Focus Task


Focus Tasks are the main tasks for really making sure you understand what you are studying. They will never ask you to just write something out, take notes or show basic comprehension. These tasks challenge you to show that you know relevant historical information and can use that information to develop an argument.
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Practice Questions


These questions come at the end of major sections. They are designed to help you think about the kinds of questions you may come across in your exam. We do not know the exact questions you will be asked, but we know the style of question. Usually we have shown you the marks that might be available to give you a sense of how much time to spend on it. The question types are explained in the Assessment Focus sections.
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Profile


Profiles are essentially factfiles about people, summarising the key facts about a historical figure.
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Activity


Activities help you think through a particular issue, usually as a building block towards a Focus Task.
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Margin Questions


These are designed to keep you on track. They usually focus on a source or a section of text to make sure you have fully understood the important points in there.
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Assessment Focus


This section takes you through the types of questions in the exam paper, how they are assessed and possible ways to answer them.
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Glossary and Key terms


Glossary terms are highlighted LIKE THIS and defined in the Glossary on page 264. Key Terms are listed at the end of each chapter.
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Part 1: British thematic study:
War & British Society c AD790–c2010
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Introduction to the thematic study


The big picture: War and British society c790–c2010


This part of the course covers the story of how warfare affected British people and British society over a period of a thousand years. You will examine key issues about the causes of wars, types of wars, effects of wars, and how wars affected both the people who fought them and those who were not directly involved in the fighting. Each chapter covers a particular period in British history: medieval, early modern and modern. In each period we will focus on the following information:
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Different types of war: Wars of conquest, invasion, defence, empire, ideology, religion, civil war, and many more.
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Attitudes and responses to war: How the majority of the population felt about various wars, the extent to which they supported or opposed the wars, or how the wars were fought.
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Impacts of war on people: The extent to which different groups in society were affected by different wars at different times.
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Impacts of war on government and politics: How wars affected the way governments worked, and how wars affected the relationship between rulers and governments and the people they ruled.
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The key players


One of the things you will see in the story of war and society is that the key players change. In the early part of the story, the significant figures were the monarchs and the barons (also referred to as the nobles or the aristocracy). However, ordinary people were also involved in this early period. Many of them took part in the fighting. Many of them were directly affected by wars, as victims or perhaps as refugees fleeing war. This pattern remained the same for much of our story, but from the later medieval period it started to change. As wars became more expensive, monarchs and governments increasingly found that they needed the support of the people, so they began to play a more influential part. At first this was through parliament, but later it was directly through public opinion in the press and other types of media.


The medieval period (c AD790–c1550): Nobles, knights and feudal service


In the medieval period, war was a part of life for almost everyone. Anglo-Saxon society was dominated by the concept of the war band. The king was supported by his most loyal followers – the earls. He gave them wealth and land, and in return they led his armies. This idea filtered down through society. Earls gave land and wealth to thegns, who fought for the earls. The thegns protected their local village and in return the villagers provided food, horses and other essentials in times of war. This pattern dominated English society throughout the medieval period.


When the Normans invaded in 1066 they had the same basic system of military service in return for land, often referred to as feudalism. There were some interruptions and violent clashes between barons and monarchs, but the basic feudal arrangement remained for many centuries. It even became an art form, with books, songs and poems about heroic knights who obeyed the code of chivalry. Ordinary people played a part in this. Without their contribution in terms of providing food and horses, or making weapons, armour and other equipment, the knights would have been powerless.
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Over time, the scale of warfare increased. Instead of wars being between princes and dukes, they became wars between countries – most of the time England fought against France, but also against Wales and Scotland. Armies grew larger and more professional. The feudal system began to break down as it struggled to meet the demands of war. Instead, monarchs began collecting taxes to pay professional troops, rather than summoning their knights to fight. By the 1300s, even this was not enough and still more money and taxes were needed. The only way to collect these was to get the approval of parliament. As a result, parliament became increasingly powerful and important.


The early modern period c1500–c1750: New wars, new ways of fighting them


In the early modern period, the nature of war began to change. War was still fought between countries, but religion became a critical cause after Europe divided into Catholic and Protestant countries (England became Protestant in 1534). Convinced that God was on their side, armies fought across Europe with new tactics. New weapons emerged, particularly gunpowder. Knights and castles were no longer the key elements of armies. For England, sea power increased in importance. Faced by the great Catholic powers of France and Spain, England had to use its superior sea power to defend its shores and launch attacks on its more powerful enemies.


War continued to be expensive, which increased the importance of parliament still further. As the costs of war increased, so did the burden on ordinary people. Elizabeth I wisely decided to devote time and attention to winning over the support of her people with a powerful propaganda campaign. War, religion, money and parliament proved to be difficult forces for governments to control. Elizabeth I managed it well, as did her successor James I. However, James’s son Charles I proved unequal to the task and the result was years of civil war throughout the 1640s. Parliament became more powerful than ever, and for the first time England had a permanent standing army.


This did not solve the divisions within Britain, though. Scotland and England had been bitter rivals since the 1300s and there would be more bloodshed and rebellion before England and Scotland agreed an Act of Union. By the 1750s, Britain was at peace – internally at least. Several hundred years of warfare had turned it into a formidable military and maritime power.


The modern period c1750–c2010: Global war to asymmetric conflict


In the modern period, Britain built on the foundations of the earlier centuries to become the dominant global power. Britain fought wars in distant countries as well as closer to home against its major rival France. By the early 1900s, Britain was the world’s most powerful state, with a huge empire and the greatest navy to protect that empire and control the seas.


The rise to global power was generally popular, and it was supported by the British people. However, there were mistakes and problems along the way. It became increasingly clear that in a modern state the government needed the support of the people to fight wars. This proved to be particularly true in the World Wars, in which the entire population was mobilised either in the armed forces or in essential industries, or simply in conserving and recycling vital resources. Britain declined after the Second World War. While it was still a leading power, it was no longer a match for the new superpowers, the USA and the USSR. The British people on the whole accepted the way governments managed this change. Wars did not end, but the days of major global wars seemed to be over. New wars, involving asymmetric warfare – terrorist tactics – emerged, and both governments and people were required to play key roles in terms of support, information and ideas.





1 War and society in medieval Britain c AD790–1500



1.1	Viking and Saxons: The impact of war on England c AD790–1066
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FOCUS


From the AD790s, coastal areas of the British Isles were raided by Vikings from Norway and Denmark in search of slaves and treasure. Fifty years later, these raids turned into a new phase of conquest and settlement. In this topic you will examine:





•  how Anglo-Saxon rulers and society responded to these raids



•  the impact of the raids and invasions on England.
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The big picture


We start every topic with a summary like this – a ‘big picture’ overview that summarises the main points of the topic, followed by some key questions to direct your reading.
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Why did the Vikings raid England?


[image: ]





The Viking wars lasted for over 200 years and can be divided into two phases:


Phase 1: From AD750 onwards, Viking raiders made regular hit-and-run attacks to take treasure, slaves and other valuables. This was not an invasion – there was no co-ordinated Viking plan.


Phases 2–3: From AD850 onwards, the invasions became larger and more sustained. The Vikings stayed, first in coastal areas then inland, eventually conquering and settling large areas of northern England.
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How did the Anglo-Saxons respond?
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In Phase 1, it was often difficult to counter the raids because they were unpredictable. In Phase 2, the Anglo-Saxons responded in different ways. Sometimes they fought the Vikings. When they could not fight, they made deals. The most common response to the Viking incursions was to pay off the raiders in Danegeld. In the longer term, the Anglo-Saxons also made political deals, gave land to the invaders (or agreed not to try to reconquer land) and sometimes agreed truces or even alliances with the Vikings.
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What was the impact of the Viking raids on England’s government?
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The Viking raids changed England profoundly. Faced with this threat, Anglo-Saxon society slowly reorganised itself into a single kingdom. The kings of Wessex (particularly Alfred the Great) stopped and then drove back the Vikings. When Athelstan conquered the Viking capital of Jorvik (York) in AD927, England became united under a single ruler for the first time in its history. The Viking threat remained, however, and there were further invasions in the 1000s.
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What was the impact on England’s people and culture?
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During Phase 1, coastal areas were most affected. Treasures and slaves were taken, monasteries were sacked and then abandoned. Some churchmen interpreted the raids as a sign of the people’s sin and of God’s displeasure. Phase 2 was different. The Viking invaders took control of all of northern and eastern England. Danish and Norse settlements sprang up in an area that became known as the Danelaw. In the long periods of war, Anglo-Saxon trade and culture was disrupted. However, there were also periods of peace in which the Vikings and Saxons traded, exchanged music and stories, and intermarried. Some Vikings converted to Christianity. A new English society, culture and identity gradually emerged, and evidence of this is still visible today.
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KEY QUESTIONS





A  How did the Anglo-Saxons respond to the Viking threat?








    Anglo-Saxon people and their rulers responded to Viking attacks in different ways at different times. Look at the list of responses to the right and, as you read through this topic, create short note cards for each one. You should aim to include:







    •  a brief description of the response


    •  two or three examples of the response at different times


    •  an explanation of why the Anglo-Saxons responded in this way at the time


    •  your judgement on how far it succeeded.
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Direct confrontation
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Building up armed forces
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Hiding wealth
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Building up defences
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Paying off the Vikings
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Making agreements or alliances
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A  B	How did Viking raids and invasions change England?








    As you read this topic, gather evidence in a table like this. Leave the final column until the end.


    You will use your completed table to write an essay answering the question:


    ‘Viking raids transformed Anglo-Saxon England.’ Do you agree?










	Feature of Anglo-Saxon Society

	How this feature was affected during …

	Evidence

	Relative impact (most affected = 10 to least affected = 1)






	… Phase 1 (raids)

	… Phase 2 (invasion and settlement)






	farming

	 

	 

	 

	 






	local lords

	 

	 

	 

	 






	Christianity

	 

	 

	 

	 






	culture and language

	 

	 

	 

	 






	trading networks

	 

	 

	 

	 






	treasures

	 

	 

	 

	 






	government
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FACTFILE


Viking raids phase 1: c AD790–855
The first Viking raid we know about was in AD789. From that point on there were extensive Viking attacks on Anglo-Saxon England, Scotland and Wales. This map shows a few of the best-known, but we know from documents and archaeological evidence that there were many more.
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Phase 1 C AD790–855: How devastating were the Viking raids, and why?


Historians have long debated this question. To answer it, we obviously need to look at the VIKINGS, but we also need to consider the people they were attacking: the Anglo-Saxons.


The Vikings were prepared


‘Viking’ is a general term for the people of Scandinavia – particularly present-day Norway and Denmark. For centuries, Anglo-Saxon England and the Frankish Empire (modern France and Germany) had traded peacefully with the Scandinavians. However, a growing population and disruptions in trade with the Frankish Empire led them to turn from trading to raiding.


The Vikings were well suited to the role of raiders. Evidence such as the Stora Hammars stones (see Source 1) show us how important courage and warfare were to them. The Vikings were also excellent seafarers, shipbuilders and navigators. Their longships could cross the open sea or sail quite long distances up fairly shallow rivers. This was a huge advantage for raiders, because it meant they could appear unexpectedly off the coast or even inland without warning.




Source 1 A modern photograph of one of the Stora Hammars stones, part of a series of Viking memorials in Sweden.
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Anglo-Saxon England was not prepared


The Anglo-Saxons had come to Britain in waves from around AD430 to the 600s, and had settled in small communities under the AUTHORITY of a local lord or chief. War was very much part of Anglo-Saxon society, but not the kind of mobile raiding warfare the Vikings unleashed. There were simply not enough Anglo-Saxon warriors to guard all the places where a Viking raid might occur.


Another problem for the Anglo-Saxons was that their most valuable sites were undefended. By the AD790s, Christianity had taken a strong hold in England and monasteries such as Lindisfarne were important centres of worship, learning and culture. Anglo-Saxon kings and lords gave money and land to the Church, hoping for God’s favour. No Anglo-Saxon leader would attack a church, so despite housing great wealth, these sites were thought to be safe from attack.


The impact of the raids on Anglo-Saxon England


Shock and awe


Most of the histories of this period were written by the monks who came under attack from the Vikings. These accounts probably give exaggerated accounts of the raids, but they also give a strong sense of the shock the raids caused. A common prayer in church services at the time was ‘From the fury of the Northmen, O Lord deliver us’. ‘Northmen’ became another word for devil or demon.
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Source 2 An account of the Viking attack on Holy Island in AD792, from the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle.


In this year dire forewarnings came over the land of the Northumbrians, and miserably terrified the people: these were extraordinary whirlwinds and lightnings, and fiery dragons were seen flying in the air. A great famine soon followed these omens; and soon after that, in the same year, on the sixth of the ides of Ianr [8 June], the havoc of heathen men miserably destroyed God’s church on Lindisfarne, through rapine and slaughter.
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ACTIVITY


Study Source 1 carefully. It is a valuable source of evidence about Vikings and the importance of ships, the sea, warfare and Viking beliefs. These help us understand why they were effective raiders.


EITHER use a copy of the photograph and label it to show the main features of the stone and how it provides evidence about the Vikings.


OR write and record an audio guide for a visitor looking at the stone who knows nothing about the Vikings.
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Economic damage


It was not just hysteria. The raids in Phase 1 of the Viking attacks had a significant effect on England. Archaeologists in Scandinavia have found large quantities of Anglo-Saxon coins, jewellery and other treasure in Viking settlements, suggesting large-scale looting and piracy. Evidence from skeletons also suggests that many Anglo-Saxons were taken back to Scandinavia as slaves.


In England, archaeologists have found examples of graves indicating large-scale fighting and death – probably the result of Viking raids. There is also evidence of disruption to trade and the economy. For example, some Anglo-Saxon coins found in Northumbria are made mostly from tin rather than silver, suggesting that silver was either hard to get hold of at the time or that the economy was damaged (or both).




Source 3 A reliquary box made in the eighth century to hold a saint’s relic. It was taken by a Viking raider and eventually became a Norwegian lady’s jewellery casket in the tenth century. An inscription on the base reads ‘Ranvaik owns this casket’.
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A new identity?


Another important impact of the early Viking raids was that they contributed to the emergence of a new Anglo-Saxon culture and identity. Leading CHURCHMEN like Alcuin of York emphasised the idea that this was a religious threat as well as a military one. The Church propaganda machine created a powerful idea. Anglo-Saxon lords and princes who had fought and quarrelled with each other before the Viking raids now began to see themselves as one people, united as Christians against the Northmen.
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FOCUS TASK


Why did the early Viking raids have such a powerful impact on Anglo-Saxon England?
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1  Make your own copy of this diagram, but decide whether one factor was more important. If you think it was, make that circle bigger. Add notes in each circle explaining that factor. Think carefully about which points belong in the overlapping section.



2  Add any relevant points from these two pages to your note cards for Key Question A on page 11.



3  Add any relevant points from these two pages to your table for Key Question B on page 11.
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Source 4 An illustration of the murder of Edmund, king of East Anglia, in AD869, from a church chronicle. After his death, he was created St Edmund the Martyr – a powerful propaganda device.
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Phase 2 AD865–990: Invasion and its impact


In the ninth century, the early Viking raids evolved into a full-scale invasion. In AD865, the first ‘great army’ of Vikings landed. This was a different type of war – the Vikings’ aim was conquest and settlement. This time they moved deep inland (see Factfile). They overran Northumbria and established their own kingdom based on York. They took control of Mercia and East Anglia.
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1  Look back at pages 12–13 (how devastating the raids were). Explain why these measures would have been effective against Viking attacks.
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Wessex resists


Despite being surrounded, the kingdom of Wessex remained strong. In AD871, Alfred became king of WESSEX. Alfred is now known as ‘Alfred the Great’ because he took Wessex from the brink of defeat to victory over the Danes. At one point, however, the kingdom seemed lost. At Christmas AD878, the Danish leader Guthrum launched a surprise attack. Alfred was forced to flee for his life and his forces were scattered. Despite this setback, Alfred rallied his troops and fought a campaign using GUERRILLA tactics to harass the Danes and stop them gaining full control of Wessex. By April AD878 he had reorganised his forces and won a major victory at the Battle of Edington in Wiltshire. After this, the Vikings agreed to stay out of Wessex and Guthrum was baptised a Christian.
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PROFILE


Alfred the Great





•  Alfred was the fourth son of king Ethelwulf, so he never expected to become king.



•  His elder brothers all died so he took the throne in AD871, at the height of Viking domination.



•  Despite early setbacks, he first defeated the Vikings and then established defences against future attacks.



•  He is mainly remembered as a military leader, but could claim other important achievements. He revised English law, basing it all on Christian principles. He supported the Church and recruited the best churchmen from around England to translate famous works and set up schools.
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FACTFILE


Viking raids phase 2: c AD865–990.
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FACTFILE


A map showing burhs established by Alfred and Aethelflaed in Wessex and Mercia.


In designing the burhs, Alfred had learned from how the Romans defended Britain:





•  Burhs were linked by roads.



•  They were never further than half a day’s march from each other.



•  They guarded strategic points such as rivers and bridges.
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Alfred was wise and experienced enough to know that the Vikings would probably renege on this promise. He used the period of peace that followed the Battle of Edington to reorganise Wessex’s defences.





•  Army: Alfred realised that it took Wessex too long to raise an army. He reorganised his army so that, according to the ANGLO-SAXON CHRONICLE, ‘always half its men were at home, and half out on service’.



•  Burhs: He saw that Viking raids were only ever made on vulnerable targets. They would raid then retreat. Alfred set up a chain of BURHS (fortified towns) across southern England, which were permanently manned by soldiers from his newly reorganised army. These were expensive, but they worked well.



•  Navy: Alfred wanted a navy that could disrupt the Vikings at sea. In AD896 he ordered a new type of boat that could do battle with the Viking longships around the English coast. These ships were twice the size of the longships.



•  Money: Alfred used the efficient administration of Wessex to collect taxes to pay for all this.
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FOCUS TASK


How great was Alfred?





1  When the Normans invaded Anglo-Saxon England in 1066, they tried to stop people telling stories about Alfred and instead encouraged legends about the mythical King Arthur. What does this tell you about the importance of Alfred to the Anglo-Saxon people?



2  Do you think Alfred’s reputation as ‘great’ is deserved?



3  Look back over your work on pages 16–17 and add any relevant points to Key Questions A or B on page 11.
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When the Viking invaders returned in AD891–92 they faced much greater resistance than they had in the past. After four years, they stopped trying to conquer Wessex. Alfred allied Wessex with Mercia by marrying his daughter Aethelflaed to Ethelred of Mercia. By the time Alfred died in AD899 he controlled all England south of a line from London to Chester. North and north-east England (known as the DANELAW) remained under Viking control.


Building on Alfred’s achievements


Alfred’s successors continued to extend Wessex’s control. His daughter Aethelflaed became a strong ruler in her own right. Known as ‘The Lady of the Mercians’, she built fortified towns along the border of her territory just as Alfred had done. She led her armies in capturing Derby and defeating Viking forces at Leicester. Under her rule, the Saxons pushed further into Danish-held territory until most of Mercia was free from Viking control.


Alfred’s son Edward continued his work in Wessex, and his grandson Athelstan went further still, capturing York in AD927. Kings from Scotland and Wales also acknowledged Athelstan’s authority. To celebrate, Athelstan had coins made with an inscription that read: ‘Athelstan, king of all Britons’ (see Source 6 on page 16).



Reasons for success


These successes did not only come about due to military skills. Other factors also played a part.




Source 5 Aethelflaed, from The Cartulary and Customs of Abingdon Abbey, c1220.
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Government


Alfred the Great’s efficient system of law, tax collection, justice and administration allowed him and his successors to administer Wessex and Mercia effectively enough to win these wars. The royal princes and most important NOBLES met in a council called the WITAN, which advised the king. The LESSER NOBLES, or THEGNS, carried out key administrative roles such as law and justice and collecting taxes. SHIRES were divided into districts called HUNDREDS. Each hundred had its own law courts and was responsible for finding and equipping one hundred soldiers when the king required an army.


Identity and culture


The emerging Anglo-Saxon identity based on the adoption of Christianity was continually reinforced by the Church. A good example is the legend of Alfred. Although he was certainly an effective leader, the churchmen who wrote his story made his achievements even more spectacular. For example, there is a legend that Alfred disguised himself as a minstrel in order to get into the Danish camp and spy on the enemy. Anglo-Saxons were proud to be ruled by descendants of Alfred the Great, and this built loyalty and commitment to the campaigns against the Vikings.


Compromise


The CHRONICLES of the time tend to leave out one important factor: compromise. Although Athelstan captured York, he did not try to force the Vikings out of Northumbria and East Anglia. During the ninth century, Alfred and his successors got to know more about the Danes and other Vikings, and slowly stopped regarding them as the enemy. Records generally stop using the word ‘Northmen’ and start to use terms like ‘Danes’ or ‘Norwegians’.




Source 6 A coin from Athelstan’s reign, showing the Latin inscription meaning ‘Athelstan, king of all Britons’.
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1  Source 5 is not meant to be a representation of what Aethelflaed really looked like. What is it trying to achieve?



2  How can you tell that Aethelflaed was important?



3  Study Source 6. Is it an example of coinage or propaganda? Explain your answer.
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Source 7 Historian Ryan Lavelle, writing in 2015.


Although the expansion of Wessex in the early 900s saw English Christians forcing Danes and other Vikings into submission through strong-arm tactics, ‘Danes’ and ‘English’ continued to make agreements and negotiate over territory in a way that mirrored the diplomacy between the old rival Anglo-Saxon kingdoms. In fact, the descendants of ninth-century Scandinavian lords became the loyal allies of English rulers – particularly Edward the Elder (899–924) and Athelstan (924–39). These rulers allowed their new subjects to keep their lands in return for a submission to lordship. So this was not purely a story of nationhood or of the triumph of one group over another. Instead, the Vikings’ role in the making of ‘England’ demonstrated that different peoples’ dealings with one another involved flexibility and compromise as much as factionalism and conflict.


[image: ]







[image: ]


FOCUS TASK


Why did Wessex win?





1  Make your own copy of this diagram. Decide whether one factor was more important than the others. If you think it was, make that segment bigger. Add notes in each segment explaining the factor.



2  Fill in any relevant points from this section in your note cards for Key Question A on page 11.



3  Fill in any relevant points from this section in your table for Key Question B on page 11.
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The mpact of the Viking wars and invasions


There are no detailed records of the impact that these 90 years of invasion and war had on the local Anglo-Saxon population, but it was probably traumatic. As well as major battles such as Edington there were many small-scale clashes. This was a war of survival, and the fighting was savage.


One of the most important sources of evidence we have are hoards of treasure that have been unearthed around the country. These demonstrate the insecurity and unrest of this period. The Anglo-Saxons in southern England clearly hid wealth from the Vikings. In the north, the Vikings hid their treasures from the Anglo-Saxons.


The greatest asset of all was the land. Viking commanders shared out the farmlands of Northumbria among their warriors, who then brought over their wives and children to settle there. It is almost certain that many Anglo-Saxon lords were killed or forced to flee from their lands. There is archaeological evidence to suggest violence, including mass graves and layers of ash where settlements were burnt down.


It is also likely that many Anglo-Saxon villagers were dispossessed. They may even have been enslaved and forced to work on land that they had previously owned. Even when the Vikings did not take land for themselves, they usually forced Anglo-Saxon communities to pay tribute. In addition to this, Anglo-Saxon villagers would also have been required to supply their own forces with food, equipment and troops.


Despite this, over time the Anglo-Saxons and Vikings began to trade with each other, especially in the relatively peaceful period from AD955 to 990. Many Vikings converted to Christianity, and Christian objects such as crosses and prayer beads have been found in Viking settlements. There are also examples of Viking graves with Anglo-Saxon goods in them and vice versa. Modern DNA techniques have shown that Anglo-Saxons and Vikings intermarried.
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ACTIVITY


Complete this paragraph about the impact of the Viking wars and invasions:


Whilst the achievements of Wessex were impressive we should remember they came at a heavy cost. Although we cannot be sure, the wars and invasions affected people in many ways. For example …
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Phase 3 AD991–1066: Completing the Viking conquest


Thirty years later, a new generation of Viking leaders emerged. In AD991, a large Viking army defeated the Anglo-Saxons under the leadership of the young King Aethelred at the Battle of Maldon in Essex. In the wake of this defeat, Aethelred consulted the Witan and they did what previous rulers had done – they paid off the Vikings with DANEGELD, but the Viking attacks continued (see Factfile).


Aethelred was in a weak position. He was king of England, but beyond Wessex the local lords had no faith in his ability to protect them from the Vikings. In 1002, he sent out an order to kill all Danes living among the Anglo-Saxons, but many noblemen in charge of carrying out this slaughter simply refused to do so, fearing revenge raids.


Aethelred proved unable to unite his nobles behind him or enforce his authority on them. When the Danish king Sweyn Forkbeard launched a full-scale invasion in 1013 he faced little resistance. The Anglo-Saxons felt that they were not being properly protected and most of them gave in. Aethelred fled into exile in Normandy.




Source 8 A runestone in Sweden, put there by a Viking in commemoration of his receiving Danegeld in England.
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Source 9 An extract from the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle commenting on events of 1011.


All these misfortunes befell us through lack of decision, in that they were not offered tax in time; but when they had done great evil, then truce was made with them.
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Source 10 An extract from an old poem about the Battle of Maldon. Byrhtnoth (the Anglo-Saxon commander at the Battle of Maldon in AD991) is addressing the Vikings in response to their demand for Danegeld. Byrhtnoth died in the battle.


Byrhtnoth lifted his shield, shook his slender ash-spear, and spoke with single-minded anger:


‘Seafarer, hear what I have to say! Spears will we give you as tribute. Messenger, tell your people that here stands a good earl with his war-band, who will defend this homeland, Aethelred’s land, land of my prince, my folk and my fold.


In battle, now, you heathen must fall. Too shameful it seems that you should sail away bearing our wealth, without a fight. Not so softly shall you carry off riches. The point of the dagger and the edge of the sword must first meet in grim battle, before we pay you tribute.’
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FACTFILE


Viking raids phase 3: AD991–1066






	AD991

	Vikings defeat Anglo-Saxons at Battle of Maldon. The Vikings are paid 10,000 pounds in Danegeld.






	AD994

	Sweyn Forkbeard lays siege to London. He is paid off with 22,000 pounds in Danegeld.






	1007

	Aethelred buys two years of peace with 36,000 pounds of Danegeld.






	1012

	Vikings sack Canterbury and murder the archbishop. They are paid off with 48,000 pounds in Danegeld. Aethelred introduces an annual land tax to pay Viking mercenaries to defend England from other Vikings.






	1013

	Full-scale invasion by Sweyn Forkbeard meets little resistance and he becomes king. Aethelred flees the country.






	1017

	Sweyn dies in 1014. After a short struggle, his son Cnut becomes king of England as part of an empire which includes Denmark and Norway.






	1035

	Cnut dies, leading to a seven-year period of turmoil and rivalry.






	1042

	Edward the Confessor becomes king and rules until 1066.
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Was Aethelred ‘unready’?


Today Aethelred ‘the Unready’ has a poor reputation. However, ‘unready’ is a mistranslation of an Old English word, unraed, which means ‘badly advised’. Historians point out that the Witan advised the king to pay Danegeld to the Vikings when they began their attacks, and that many of Aethelred’s predecessors had done the same. The sheer scale and effectiveness of the Viking attacks would have made it very difficult for any ruler to resist. Also, when Sweyn died in 1014, the leading nobles in England refused to accept his son Cnut as their king. Instead they asked Aethelred to come back and lead them, suggesting they wanted him as king. Aethelred returned to battle Cnut for the throne, but he died in April 1016. By October that year Cnut had conquered the country.
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1  Compare Sources 9 and 10. How do they differ in their attitude to paying Danegeld?



2  Why do you think they differ?
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The Viking victory


Cnut did not try to make England a Viking country. He kept the Anglo-Saxon system of law and government, and extended it into the Danelaw. He surrounded himself with men he could trust, including the Anglo-Saxon Godwin, who became EARL of Wessex and Cnut’s right-hand man.


After Cnut’s death power returned to the Anglo-Saxon king Edward, and the most powerful figure in the land was the Anglo-Saxon Earl Godwin. By 1066, Godwin’s family was effectively ruling the country, including Viking Northumbria.
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KEY QUESTION REVIEW





A  How did the Anglo-Saxons respond to the Viking threat?








    Through the two and a half centuries of conflict between Anglo-Saxons and Vikings in England, the Anglo-Saxons faced different kinds of war and they responded in different ways.





Responses to invasion
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Offence: Anglo-Saxon England was a warrior society. They fought back when they could, and with the right leadership they won some significant victories.
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Defence: Alfred reorganised Anglo-Saxon society effectively to defend his territory and repel the Vikings. In particular, the burhs were a major breakthrough in keeping the enemy out of Wessex.


[image: ]







[image: ]


Appeasement: Aethelred’s payment of Danegeld has earned him a bad reputation, but it is clear that from the earliest raids it was common for the Anglo-Saxons to pay off the Vikings. In fact, extracting tribute had been a normal part of the practice of war for centuries.
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Compromise: Eventually, warring parties have to learn to live together – and this usually involves compromise. This happened in England with the emergence of the Danelaw, and eventually Anglo-Saxon England accepted a Viking king, Cnut.
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    1  Use your completed cards from page 11 to supply examples of each type of response.


    2  Use your examples to write an answer to the following question:
‘The Anglo-Saxons were powerless against the Viking threat.’ How far do you agree?









B  How did Viking raids and invasions change England?








    Look back at your completed table from page 11.







    1  Use the final column to rank these impacts.


    2  Use your completed table to write an answer to this question:
‘Viking raids transformed Anglo-Saxon England.’ Do you agree?
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PRACTICE QUESTIONS





1  Describe the Viking attacks on Anglo-Saxon England in the period AD790–c900. (4)



2  Describe two ways in which Anglo-Saxon society responded to the threat of Viking raids. (4)



3  How significant were the Viking attacks on England in the period AD790–1066? (14)



4  How effective were the responses of Anglo-Saxon society to the threat of Viking raids? (14)
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1.2 The Norman Conquest and its impact
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FOCUS


After the Saxon-Viking wars, England developed into a stable, well-governed and wealthy state. However, when Edward the Confessor died in 1066 without a son to take over the kingdom, powerful rivals fought for the throne. The winner was William of Normandy, who became William I. In this topic you will examine:





•  why the Norman invasion and Conquest was successful



•  how the Norman Conquest affected the way England was run



•  how the Norman Conquest affected English society.
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The big picture


The Norman Conquest and its impact
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What type of war was this?
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For the Normans and their leader, Duke William, this was a war of ambition and conquest. William had a claim on the English throne, but he could only enforce it using violence. William had his eye on the wealth of England and the power this would give him. He could reward his loyal followers and they in turn would support him in his wars with rival rulers in France.


For the English leader, Harold Godwinson, it was also a war of ambition. Having been appointed king by the English nobles in the Witan, he had the strongest claim to the throne. However, when William attacked, this also became a war of defence and survival for Harold.


Harold was defeated and killed at Hastings in October 1066, and resistance to William soon collapsed. However, people soon began to rebel against their new leaders, and a long period of bloody and brutal warfare followed.
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How did the Norman Conquest change government in England?
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The Conquest changed English society. It became a war of suppression for the Normans, and a war of survival for the Anglo-Saxon noble class. In the short term William combined ruthless violence and a network of castles to crush resistance. He then turned the efficient Anglo-Saxon system of government to his own advantage. He and his followers built new cathedrals as a way to stamp their identity on the defeated English. Within 20 years of their invasion had effectively taken over all the main areas of power in England and they wiped out the Anglo-Saxon nobility.
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How did the Norman Conquest affect ordinary people in England?
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Thousands died in the invasion and the consolidation of Norman power that followed. William’s infamous ‘Harrying of the North’ was particularly brutal, and it was decades before the northern part of the kingdom recovered. Historians are still debating the full impact of the Norman Conquest, particularly the question of whether it introduced a ‘Norman yoke’ – a harsh regime of restrictive laws that were unfairly enforced. Most historians believe the impact was mixed. Certainly the class of thegns was virtually wiped out; many tenants lost their land and others suffered high rents and heavy taxes. However, there was greater freedom for some and probably continuity and stability for many others.
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KEY QUESTIONS





A  Why was the Norman Conquest successful?






The table below lists several factors behind the Normans’ success in the 20 years or so after the Conquest. Copy the table and use it to record examples of each factor at work. Record this in the second column. You will complete the third column at the end of the unit.






	Factor affecting Norman success

	Evidence and examples of this factor at work

	Importance (rank from most to least)






	luck

	 

	 






	use of the law and administration

	 

	 






	effective leadership

	 

	 






	loyal support

	 

	 






	the Church

	 

	 






	military power

	 

	 






	castles

	 

	 






	other

	 

	 










B  How did the Norman Conquest change England?






The table below lists some features of Norman England. As you work through this topic, look for evidence of change or continuity from Anglo-Saxon England. Add more rows if you need them.






	Feature of Anglo-Saxon England

	Evidence of change

	Evidence of continuity






	the church

	 

	 






	land ownership

	 

	 






	government, law and administration

	 

	 






	life for ordinary people

	 

	 






	other
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Source 1 The Great Seal of William the Conqueror. This was issued once William was fully in control of England. The seal would be attached to official documents to show that they carried the king’s approval and authority.
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ACTIVITY


Source 1 can tell us a great deal about the qualities of William the Conqueror and the image he wanted to present to his people. Work in two stages:





1 Look closely at the two sides of the seal and list all the images and symbols you can see. Do not worry if you are not sure what some of them are.



2 Read through the rest of this topic, then write a full commentary explaining what the seal shows and what it reveals about William the Conqueror.
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Why was the Norman invasion of 1066 successful?


When Edward the Confessor died in 1066, three powerful rivals claimed the throne:





•  Harald Hardrada, the king of Norway



•  William, the duke of Normandy



•  Harold Godwinson, the earl of Wessex.





The English nobles in the Witan appointed Harold Godwinson, but the other two claimants were prepared to fight. Harold Godwinson gathered his forces and waited to see which of his two rivals would act first. The Factfile below shows what happened next.


So why did the Norman invasion succeed? Was it simply bad luck – Harold having to fight two enemies in a short space of time? Were the Normans the superior force on the day of the Battle of Hastings? Or was there something else about the Norman war machine that secured William’s victory?




[image: ]


FACTFILE


Anglo-Saxon forces


In England, warfare was typically small-scale – usually to defend borders or retaliate against raids. The English had no archers. Troops were made up of:





•  Housecarls: These were professional soldiers who fought on foot, usually thegns who were loyal to Harold.



•  The fyrd: The FYRD were ordinary men called up for service. They were not fully trained or equipped as professional warriors, but that did not mean they were poor soldiers.





Norman forces


In France, warfare centred on capturing castles or moving swiftly through territory, taking control of it. Norman forces were well equipped for this kind of warfare, and included:





•  Knights: Knights were nobles who fought on horseback. Their horses were weapons in their own right and the riders were skilled with swords and axes.



•  Foot soldiers: Like the fyrd, these men were called up for service to their lord. They usually carried spears and swords or knives and shields. They were invaluable for castle sieges and for controlling captured land.



•  Archers: These were skilled specialists, armed with bows and arrows, who were useful in all types of warfare.
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FACTFILE


The key events of 1066.
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Superior forces


Some historians believe that while the English military system was impressive, the Norman one was even more formidable:





•  Harold and his HOUSECARLS were a tight-knit, loyal band, but William’s closest KNIGHTS were arguably even more loyal. William’s closest lieutenants were his half-brothers, Odo and Robert.



•  Harold had many well-equipped soldiers. The Normans had about the same number but they were even better equipped.



•  The Norman war machine was more flexible. William had foot soldiers, horsemen and archers, so they could change tactics more easily than the English, who were mainly foot soldiers. English fighting tactics had not changed much for a century.







Source 2 A scene from the Bayeux Tapestry, showing fighting at the Battle of Hastings.


[image: ]
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Source 3 Historian David Carpenter, writing in 2004.


Hastings was a killing match and the Normans had more effective means of killing: horsemen, and also archers. The lack of English archers is one of the puzzles of the battle. Only one English bowman is shown on the tapestry, the consequence perhaps of the haste with which the army had been assembled. By contrast the shields and bodies of the English bristle with Norman arrows.
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1  Study Source 2. The Bayeux Tapestry is a biased source as it was commissioned by William of Normandy’s brother. Does this mean it is of no use to historians?



2  How far does Source 2 support what David Carpenter says in Source 3?
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Experience of warfare


One of the most significant factors was the experience that the Norman knights and troops had in fighting. William of Normandy had been battling for his dukedom since he was a boy. The great lords of France were constantly at war, besieging castles as well as fighting openly. The duke of Normandy had to guard his territory against the king of France. England, meanwhile, had been relatively stable, without any serious civil war or invasion since 1016. So while Harold and the English thegns were no strangers to warfare, William and the Normans were even more experienced.


Leadership and decision making


The differences between the two sides can be seen clearly in the approaches taken by Harold and William. Harold was a strong leader, as his victory against Harald Hardrada demonstrated, but by turning his forces around and marching straight back south to do battle with the Normans he risked overstretching his resources. In contrast, William refused to strike inland immediately after he landed in England. Instead he stayed near the coast, secured his supply lines to Normandy and rested his troops while waiting for Harold to come to him. This turned out to be a wise decision.
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FOCUS TASK


Why was the Norman invasion successful?





1  Add examples from these two pages to your table for Key Question A on page 21.



2  Which factor do you think was most important in the success of the Norman invasion?
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How did the Normans take control of England 1066–75?


Winning the Battle of Hastings did not automatically make William king of England. The ARCHBISHOP of Canterbury, Stigand, tried to rally support among the thegns for Edgar ATHELING, the heir to the royal house of Wessex, to be the new king. William had to fight his way from Hastings to London to deal with the challenge. He destroyed the town of Dover, fought Anglo-Saxon forces at Canterbury, and by December 1066 had set up camp just outside London as he was unsure whether or not he would be able to enter the city. However, English forces had been greatly weakened and the thegns decided to support William’s claim to the throne.
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FACTFILE


A map showing the revolts against William, 1067–75.
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Ten weeks after his victory at Hastings – on Christmas Day 1066 – William was crowned king of England. But this still did not mean that he controlled the country. There were around 10,000 Normans trying to control 2 million Anglo-Saxons, most of whom were hostile to their conquerors. This hostility soon turned into rebellion. There were serious revolts against Norman rule every year between 1067 and 1075 (see Factfile), all over the country. So how did the Normans survive and thrive in England?



Factor 1: Military efficiency and ruthless violence


The Factfile shows the many revolts against Norman rule. Several were serious, but they never represented a truly united effort to overthrow the Normans. Firstly, there was no obvious leader to rally round, in the way that Alfred the Great had rallied the English against the Vikings (see pages 14–15). There was also no obvious place, such as a royal fortress, for the rebels to join forces and make a stand. Years of stability had left the English unprepared for a fight, and the Normans were able to deal with each rebellion as it occurred. They inflicted tens of thousands of casualties and carried out many atrocities against civilians.


At first William chose to show mercy to those who opposed him, in keeping with the Norman ideal of chivalry. After the Battle of Hastings, English nobles who surrendered were not executed. In fact, William was much more merciful than the Anglo-Saxons or Vikings had traditionally been to those they defeated in battle. When the people of Exeter rose up against him, William crushed the revolt but accepted their surrender without issuing any punishment.


However, as the revolts continued William began to deal more harshly with the rebels. The most serious threat came in 1069, when the northern English earls joined forces with the king of Scotland and a Viking fleet to oppose William. William’s castles in York were destroyed and his garrison killed. William marched north, arriving in York in December 1169. He paid off the Danes and then proceeded to make sure the north never troubled him again. He drove off the rebel forces and destroyed large areas, burning homes, barns and other buildings, and killing animals. This event became known as the HARRYING OF THE NORTH (see Sources 4 and 5). It was rumoured that people ate horses, cats, dogs and even human flesh to survive. Many thousands probably still died of starvation. It was decades before the area recovered.
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Source 4 Part of a speech given by William the Conqueror shortly before he died in 1087. It was recorded by the English chronicler Orderic Vitalis in the 1120s.


I attacked the English of the northern shires like a lion. I ordered their houses and corn, with all their implements and belongings, to be burnt without exception and large herds of cattle and beasts of burden to be destroyed wherever they were found. It was there that I took revenge on masses of people by subjecting them to a cruel famine; and by doing so – alas! – I became the murderer of many thousands, both young and old, from that fine race of people.
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How and why did William’s attitude towards his enemies change in 1069?
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Source 5 Orderic Vitalis, writing in 1070.


My narrative has frequently had occasion to praise William, but for this act which condemned the innocent and the guilty alike to die by slow starvation I cannot commend him. For when I think of helpless children, young men in the prime of life, and hoary greybeards perishing alike of hunger, I am so moved to pity that I would rather lament the grief and sufferings of the people than make a vain attempt to flatter the perpetrator of so much infamy.
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Factor 2: Castles


The strategic importance of castles


Castles originated in France, where rival rulers often attacked and invaded each other’s lands and there were few natural barriers to stop them. The castle emerged as the best way to protect territory and repel invaders. A few dozen soldiers in a castle could control the surrounding area and slow down invaders even if they were outnumbered. The Normans knew that swiftly establishing a series of castles in England would be key to controlling the Anglo-Saxons. The BAYEUX TAPESTRY shows how the Normans built a castle at Pevensey almost as soon as they landed.


By contrast, the English had no castles to help defend their land – there had been no need for them in the relatively peaceful period before the Norman Conquest. There were some fortified houses, but these were too small to provide effective resistance. Two centuries earlier Alfred had built burhs, which proved effective against the Vikings (see page 15), but by the 1060s English towns were large and usually unwalled (another result of Anglo-Saxon prosperity). It would have required a huge number of soldiers to defend them effectively. If the Normans had been forced to besiege a series of English castles, one by one, it would have slowed the progress of the Conquest and might eventually have worn down the invaders. Without them, the English had few defences.
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Source 6 Historian David Carpenter, writing in 2004.


Cavalry and castles were integral to the intensely competitive military and political environment in France, where small principalities – Anjou, Maine, Brittany, Normandy, the French kingdom – were engaged in constant fast-moving warfare across great plains and open frontiers. England was very different. Since Cnut’s accession in 1016 it had suffered neither invasion nor civil war. Harold had triumphed in Wales, but this was not cavalry territory. There had been no need to develop either cavalry or castles. The English state had been too successful for its own good.
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The symbolic importance of castles


Norman castles also had a symbolic role. The first Norman castles were simple buildings with ditches and wooden fences. They could be built fairly quickly, and local peasants were forced to construct the mottes (huge mounds of earth) and put up the defences. Today we visit castles for pleasure, but in 1066 they would have been a blot on the landscape, surrounded by felled trees and churned-up earth. For the English it must have felt like they were being forced to build their own prisons. Each castle and the surrounding area could be defended by a small number of Norman knights, and the buildings stood as a constant reminder of who was now in charge.


As the Normans secured their hold in each area, they forced local people to reinforce the temporary castles to make them stronger. During the next 30 years, they built around 500 new castles (the Factfile shows the location of just some of them). William paid for this programme of castle building with a massive TAX on the Church, forcing the great monasteries and cathedrals to pay for military service just like any other landholder.
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FACTFILE


The early phase of castle building and the Marcher lordships.
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1  Norman castles usually had three main aims: protection, control and intimidation. Study Source 7 and look for evidence of how castles achieved these aims.
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Source 7 An artist’s impression of how Pickering Castle in Yorkshire might have looked soon after 1066.
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Factors 3 and 4: A network of loyal supporters … and land


William had a close band of supporters – people he trusted and who were personally loyal to him. The inner circle was made up of William’s family and closest friends, but the key to loyalty beyond this group was land. William took land away from English thegns and gave it to his loyal Norman barons. They then sub-divided these lands to reward their followers, and so on. In return for land William got loyalty. This system is sometimes known as FEUDALISM after the Latin term feodum, which means ‘a piece of land’. However, historians today do not use the word very much and certainly nobody at the time would have used it.


These loyal Normans were the key to consolidating control of England. Each area of land was controlled by a BARON and his knights with their network of castles. The Marcher lords, who were given the task of controlling the most rebellious areas (see Factfile), were particularly important.


It says a lot about this system that after 1075 William was away fighting in France for most of the time, yet Norman control in England was not seriously threatened again. As well as his barons, William had a loyal group of churchmen who helped him to administer England. Lanfranc, his Archbishop of Canterbury, effectively ran England in William’s absence.
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2  ‘William used land ownership as a weapon of conquest.’ Do you agree with this statement?
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Factor 5: Making use of Anglo-Saxon administration


William emphasised that he was not ‘seizing’ England, he was simply inheriting it from Edward as, he claimed, Edward had promised. This air of legality helped him persuade officials in the royal government and SHERIFFS out in the shires to carry out his orders because he was their legal king (although some officials probably needed more persuading than others). These officials collected taxes, raised armies and maintained law and order, carrying out royal commands through WRITS. William now used the strength of this system to his own advantage (see Source 8). As time passed, English sheriffs and other officials were replaced by Normans, or by people who worked faithfully for Norman lords, and this gave William even greater control.
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Source 8 Historian Geoffrey Hindley, writing in 2006.


The shire court lies behind the success of the Norman settlement. A Norman who had been granted land by the king needed only to present himself with a sealed writ. If it was agreed to be authentic by the sheriff and other officials of the court it was accepted. The local officials had to inform the newcomer of all the lands he now owned and even help him take possession of them.
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Factor 6: A new English Church


The Church in Anglo-Saxon England had been wealthy and influential. In fact, it played a key role in the Anglo-Saxon state, supporting the king and giving the English people a strong sense of identity. William also set about turning this strength to his own advantage. He removed the Anglo-Saxon BISHOPS and abbots presiding over the major monasteries, and replaced them with Normans. By 1070, only three of the country’s 15 bishops were English.
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FOCUS TASK


Why was the Norman Conquest successful?





1  Add further examples from these two pages to your table for Key Question A.



2  Which factor do you think was the most important in the success of the Norman Conquest? Why?
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The impact of the Norman Conquest


One problem for historians looking at the medieval period is that there are relatively few records dating from this period. However, on the topic of how England changed after the Norman Conquest we have one spectacular resource – the DOMESDAY BOOK – which records exactly who owned what in England in 1086.


The DOMESDAY SURVEY was carried out for practical reasons. In the 20 years after the Norman invasion almost all land in England had been seized, transferred, subdivided or sold off. Disputes over land ownership inevitably arose, because land meant wealth and power. William commissioned the survey to find out exactly who had owned what in 1066 and what had changed in the two decades that followed. He used the efficient Anglo-Saxon network of scribes, officials, local courts and sheriffs to carry out the survey, and every community had to answer 20 questions set by the Domesday Commissioners. The survey was a staggering achievement, taking testimony from thousands of landowners and even peasants across the country. It was completed in less than a year.


All this information was written up in the Domesday Book – a source that has survived to give us valuable insight into how Norman rule changed England.
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Source 9 An extract from the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle, referring to the Domesday Book.


[King William] sent his men over all England into every shire and had them find out how many 100 hides there were in the shire, or what land and cattle the king himself had in the country or what dues he ought to have in the 12 months from the shire. He also recorded how much land his archbishops had and his bishops and his abbots and his earls, how much each man who was a landholder in England had in land or livestock and how much money it was worth.
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Removal of the English nobility


It is not clear whether William set out with the intention of wiping out the English aristocracy. Certainly in the months after the Norman invasion many thegns pledged loyalty to William and were allowed to keep their lands. However, that situation changed rapidly, partly because William wanted to reward his Norman followers by giving them English land, but also because of rebellions against Norman rule. Rebels always lost their lands.


The Domesday Book gives us a very clear picture of the destruction of the English noble class. It shows that by 1086 only four major English lords survived. Many lords had been killed at Hastings or in the various rebellions. Many thegns had died too. But those who survived now found themselves working as tenants for Norman lords. More than 4,000 thegns had lost their lands and had been replaced by around 200 barons who were loyal to William.
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1  Look at Source 9. Before you read any further, ask yourself what questions might be answered about the Norman Conquest by studying a document that records land ownership.
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Changes to the English Church


William purged the bishops and abbots of the major monasteries, replacing them with Norman bishops and abbots. Many churches were renamed and dedicated to different saints – wiping out the memory of many of the Anglo-Saxon saints traditionally honoured by the English people. William and his fellow Normans started a massive church-building programme and over the next 50 years every English cathedral and most of the main abbey churches were destroyed and rebuilt in the Norman style. The Normans were building these churches to give thanks to God for their victory, but at the same time they were trying to wipe out the old Anglo-Saxon culture and identity and replace it with their own.




Source 10 An aerial photograph of Winchester Cathedral. The outlines to the left of the cathedral show the layout of the old Anglo-Saxon cathedral that was knocked down and replaced with this one.
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2  Study Source 10. Why do you think the Normans bothered to leave the outline of the old cathedral when they built the new one?
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The Norman ‘yoke’?


It is harder to know how the Norman Conquest affected people further down the social scale. Life probably became more difficult for the peasants. The new Norman lords wanted to recover the money they had spent in the Conquest so rents probably rose. The new landlords also imposed new conditions on their tenants. The Domesday Book often mentions individual freemen with the phrase ‘he is now a VILLEIN’ (a tenant with restricted freedom and rights). After the Conquest, the number of SERFS (people who were owned by the lord) rose sharply and the number of freemen fell. In Cambridgeshire, for example, the number of freemen fell from 900 to 177. Latin replaced English as the language of government while at the local level Englishmen had to learn Norman French if they wished to be understood by their lords.


These changes, along with the dispossession of the thegns, the changes to the Church and the way William used the Anglo-Saxon legal and administrative system to control the country, gave rise to the idea of the ‘Norman yoke’ on the shoulders of the English people (a yoke is the harness worn by an ox pulling a plough and it is a heavy burden). However, most historians express doubt that Norman rule was significantly harsher on ordinary people than Anglo-Saxon rule had been. For example, the Normans abolished slavery, under pressure from the Church. This actually cost William financially, so historians assume it was done for moral reasons – the king had previous abolished slavery in Normandy.
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Source 11 Historian Marc Morris, writing in 2012.


There is still a widespread assumption that the Normans are ‘them’ and the English are ‘us’. The Normans are the villains of the story, introducing bad things like feudalism and the class system. The notion persists that pre-Conquest England had been freer, more liberal with representative institutions and better rights for women. But almost all of this is a myth … the Normans come across as arrogant, warlike, pleased with themselves and holier than thou. But the English are no better with their binge drinking, slavery and political murders. Whoever these people are they are not us. They are our forebears from 1000 years ago.
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KEY QUESTION REVIEW





A  Why was the Norman Conquest successful?









1  You have been gathering evidence for the role of different factors in the Norman Conquest. Complete the table on page 21 by using the third column to rank the factors.



2  The real point of the research stage is to prepare you for some serious thinking. Complete one of these tasks.


   EITHER write an essay:


   ‘The Norman Conquest was successful because of castles.’ Do you agree?



   The question is guiding you to one factor: castles. However, you also need to consider whether other factors were more or less important. Your completed table should give you some ideas.


   OR plan a TV documentary:


   A TV company want you to make a documentary to explain the Norman success from 1066 to 1087, but you only have half an hour. You will need to include all the elements in your table but it is up to you how long you give to each and what goes into each section. Make a plan for how to divide up the time. You could write up your plan as written explanation or as a storyboard.








B  How did the Norman Conquest change England?








    Review your change and continuity table from page 21. Use your completed table to answer this practice question:


    How significant was the Norman Conquest for England?






[image: ]







[image: ]


PRACTICE QUESTIONS





1  Describe two examples of Norman military tactics. (4)



2  Explain why the Normans were able to hold on to England after 1066 despite English resistance. (8)
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1.3	Medieval war and society: The rise and fall of the feudal system
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FOCUS


The Norman Conquest changed England and set a pattern for subsequent centuries. Society was dominated by the demands of warfare. In this topic you will study the ways in which war and society evolved through the Middle Ages.


In Part A, you will examine the period 1100–1215, including:





•  how the feudal system was supposed to work



•  how and why it sometimes went wrong.





In Part B, you will examine the period 1290–1450, focusing on:





•  how the approach to war changed in Edward I’s reign



•  how this evolution continued after Edward I’s death.
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The big picture
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Why was war so central to medieval society?
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For the upper end of medieval society (knights, barons and monarchs), war was a way of life and, in some respects, a business. The king was effectively ‘chief warrior’, his barons provided military service for him and the knights provided military service for their barons. If a king could fight successful wars, defend his lands, capture new lands and reward his followers (as Henry I and Henry II managed to do), then all was well. If not, then the consequences could be disastrous (such as the rebellion against King John). Over time, the nature of war changed as military service declined and a standing army emerged.
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How did society view warfare?
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For the ruling classes, war was romanticised. A whole culture grew up around the role of knighthood, known as chivalry. The ideal knight was noble, honourable and protective towards women and those who were not warriors. The Church promoted the ideals of chivalry. Many monks who wrote the chronicles of these times came from the same families as the noble knights. This shows in the way they wrote about war, idealising it in songs, stories and poems.
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What was the relationship between war and government?
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William the Conqueror and the kings who followed him gave land to their loyal followers. In return, great barons paid homage (promised loyalty) to the king and promised to provide knights when he called. Over time, as armies became larger and fought virtually full time, feudal service became less practical. Kings preferred to collect taxes and hire their own professional armies. To raise these taxes, kings needed a wider base of support from those they ruled. This led to the emergence of parliament, which agreed taxes in return for being more involved in running the country.
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How did warfare affect ordinary people?
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The majority of the population did not fight, but they paid for wars through their labour and their taxes. If you were directly caught up in warfare the experience was horrific. You might be forced to serve as a foot soldier. You might have your goods stolen or looted to feed the visiting army, or you might be forced to give them shelter and feed their horses. Over time, wars helped shape the identity of the population, creating an English, French, Scottish and Welsh identity as these states fought each other.
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Source 1 An image of the Battle of Hastings (1066) from the Bayeux Tapestry.
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Source 2 An image of the Battle of Crécy between English and French forces in 1346, during the Hundred Years’ War.
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ACTIVITY


Study Sources 1 and 2 carefully. What similarities and differences can you see in the nature of warfare in 1066 and 1346?
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KEY QUESTIONS





A  Why was warfare such a significant element of medieval society?








    Look at these features of medieval society:







    •  land


    •  wealth


    •  equipment


    •  civil wars


    •  national wars


    •  chivalry


    •  leadership


    •  homage


    •  religion and the Church


    •  national identity.





Make a card for each feature. As you work through this topic, add notes to the cards explaining the role of each feature in medieval England.





B  How and why did the business of war evolve during the medieval period?








    Make a copy of the table below. As you work through this topic, complete the second and third columns to note down the reasons for the way warfare changed during this period and the impact the change had.









	Change

	Reason for change

	Impact of change






	shift from feudal military service to professional armies

	 

	 






	paying for wars and how this affected government

	 

	 






	importance of knights in warfare

	 

	 






	greater involvement of whole population
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1.3A Feudalism in theory and practice 1100–1215
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FOCUS


How do you set up society to be ready to wage war at any time? The early medieval answer was feudalism. In this part of the topic you will investigate how this was supposed to work – and what happened when it failed.
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Land, military service and dues


The key asset in medieval times was land. Land meant wealth and power. Monarchs owned huge amounts of land and they used the rents and other money generated by the land to run the country, raise armies and fight wars. War was the key activity for a ruler.


However, monarchs could not do all this alone. They relied on their close allies, the great barons and bishops. In return for land or positions of power, barons, bishops and knights offered loyalty and military service in the form of knights and foot soldiers. The barons also made sure the law was obeyed, taxes were collected and order was kept. In return for this, they received a share of the taxes collected and the fines imposed in their law courts. It was not all one way, though. Barons had to pay ‘feudal dues’ and accept control over important aspects of their lives. This included getting the king’s permission to marry and usually paying a fee when lands were bought and sold, as well as when a baron died and his children inherited the land. This was partly a way of making money for the Crown and partly a way of preventing certain barons gaining too much land.


This give-and-take system filtered further down the social scale. Tenants-in-chief had sub-tenants. These were lesser nobles – local lords or knights. They provided military service in return for land. They also represented royal authority at the local village level – for example, acting as judges in the courts. At the lower end of society were the peasants who worked on land belonging to the lords and knights in return for a small plot of land and possibly a cottage.
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Source 1 Extracts from Henry I’s coronation charter, 1100, in which the new king promised to respect ancient rights and customs.


If any baron or earl of mine shall die, his heirs shall not be forced to purchase their inheritance, but shall receive it through force of law and custom.


Any baron or earl who wishes to betroth his daughter or other women kinsfolk in marriage should consult me first, but I will not stand in the way of any prudent marriage. Any widow who wishes to remarry should consult with me, but I shall abide by the wishes of her close relatives, the other barons and earls. I will not allow her to marry one of my enemies.


If any of my barons commit a crime, he shall not bind himself to the crown with a payment as was done in the time of my father and brother, but shall stand for the crime as was custom and law before the time of my father, and make amends as are appropriate. Anyone guilty of treachery or other heinous crime shall make proper amends.


Those knights who render military service and horses shall not be required to give grain or other farm goods to me.
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Source 2 An image of a knight paying homage to his king, c1275.
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1  Read Source 1. What is Henry I offering the barons?



2  What is he expecting in return?



3  Do you think Source 1 or Source 2 is more useful as evidence about feudalism?
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Castles


Castles were a vital part of the feudal system. By 1086, there were an estimated 500 castles in England and Wales (see Factfile on page 26). Some castles were ROYAL CASTLES, built and controlled by the king to guard strategic points, but most were BARONIAL CASTLES. A baron would build a castle to control his lands, to house his knights and to use as a residence. A castle was the most powerful military weapon of the period. Kings kept a close eye on baronial castles and barons needed royal permission to build castles, extend them or improve their fortifications.




Source 3 A photograph of Framlingham Castle and town today. Framlingham was a baronial castle belonging to the powerful Bigod family.
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4  Why might Framlingham Castle have caused concern to a monarch?
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FOCUS TASK


Feudalism in theory


Historians have offered the following descriptions of feudal society:





•  A rigid hierarchy where every person knew their place.



•  A flexible system of give and take.



•  A clever system designed to maintain the monarch’s hold on power.





Decide how far you agree with each of the above statements. Rearrange them in order of how far they are supported by evidence.
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Feudalism in practice


Of course, like many social systems, feudalism did not always work the way it was intended. Medieval England was characterised by personal rivalry, betrayal and disloyalty – probably at all social levels. There is evidence to suggest that whenever someone in a particular position showed signs of weakness, there was always someone one step below them – an upstart or an ambitious newcomer – ready to take advantage. The case studies that follow show what happened when the feudal system broke down.



Case study 1: The Anarchy under Stephen and Matilda


Why was there a civil war?


From the 1130s to the 1150s, there was a period of turmoil and war in England that historians later called the ANARCHY. When Henry I died in 1135, he had no legitimate son. He persuaded his barons to accept his daughter Matilda as queen. However, when Henry died, Matilda was away in France and her cousin Stephen of Blois – the richest baron in England – seized the throne for himself.
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