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ANGLO-NORMAN ENGLAND: CONTINUITY, CHANGE AND FEUDALISM

CONTINUITHY OR CHANGE?

C19 attitudes – extension of franchise – “Norman Yoke”         

(Orderic Vitalis – born in and visited England, lived in Normandy and normally presented Norman view – “the fortifications called castles by the Normans were scarcely known in the English provinces, and so the English – in spite of their courage and love of fighting – could put up only weak resistance to their enemies”.)

Brutal “harrying of the North” – most of Yorkshire laid waste    OHP Campaigns

“Forest law” – eventually covered 1/3 of country – most of Essex.(not necessarily owned by King – Epping Forest was not, Hatfield Forest was – also Kingswood) – but their only legal innovation.                                                              OHP Essex Forests

Normandy exploited England through taxation – financed wars of expansion in Europe.

Pro-continuity:

i.   kingship still essentially English – followed Edward, who had  close links and sympathy with Normandy.

ii.  administrative framework retained (shires, hundreds and their courts; writing office still issued writs)

iii. law – confirmed soon after 1066.

iv. coinage continued with English moneyers.

v.  landholding units remained broadly the same (see DB – but much change otherwise).                                                            OHP Domesday Names in Essex                                                                                   

                                                                              DUP. SHEET Wivenhoe

Anti-continuity:

i.     complete change of aristocracy, bishops, abbots.

ii.    militaristic ethos (Edward had abolished heregeld, fyrd rarely called).

iii.   rebuilding on a massive scale and new style (Romanesque) – churches, castles, stone halls.     

iv.   Church reorganised – more powerful and with less lay control.

v.    Latin and French became the languages of administration, court and culture.

vi.   landholding concentrated in fewer hands.

vii.  magnates less concerned with government (sheriff wielded administrative functions of ealdorman) and more with profit and status (deer parks)

viii. both slaves and freemen/sokemen declined, replaced by more uniform villein status (though differences between rich and poor)

FEUDALISM

What was it?

i.   only king could own land.

ii.  “tenants-in-chief” had “fiefs” or “honours” in return for a number of armed knights.

iii. bishoprics and abbeys became crown tenants and had to provide knights.

iv. knights held a “knight’s fee” (at first kept in household, could be troublesome – see “King Lear”) – “sub-infeudation”.   At first reverted on death, later became hereditary (through primogeniture).  Other fees, dues, to lord eg. on marriage, death.     

Military service could be avoided by payment of “scutage.”  Wardship of estates held by minors

v.  Vassalage: entered via commendation: ceremony of homage, oath of fealty. .

vi.  villeins held land by customary tenancies – dues and duties to lord.

Virgate or yardland – 20-30 acres (in south)

Bovate or oxgang -  10-15 acres (in north) – average holding was 2).

Purposes:

i.   to provide reliable, professional cavalry.

ii.  to maximise surplus going to king, nobles.

WAS THE FEUDAL SYSTEM INTRODUCED BY THE NORMANS?

Anti-Norman

i.   Anglo-Saxon society hierarchical: lordship, soke, commendation, thegns owing loyalty to ealdormen (cf. “Battle of Maldon2)

ii.  customary dues, duties, exploitation of surplus (cf. Rectitudines)

iii. ealdormen and others met king 3 times a year (Christmas, Easter, Pentecost):

witans, councils: fealty oaths and homage referred to.

Pro-Norman

English feudalism differed from Norman – ALL land feudal (right of conquest?).

1086 Oath of Salisbury – all free men had to swear allegiance to king (liegemen)

i.   Castles  - for defence, administration, prestige, and living.   Had to be licensed.

Early – motte-and-bailey – wooden.                OHP’s  Abinger, Castle Acre

Later – stone keeps, later curtain walls: one or more baileys

Siting – towns, borders.                              OHP’s Castles, Norwich

BUT Anglo-Saxons had defended burhs (Goltho, Sulgrave) and possible castles (Clavering, Ewyas Harold)                                  OHP Goltho

ii.  Knights – close correlation between “knight’s fee” and requirement to produce one mounted, armed man; also cnihts.

BUT thegn could be seen as a knight (heriot included horse and equipment – Laws of Cnut).

Both castles and knights were expensive so a revolution in land tenure was needed to pay for them.

CHURCH

1066 – 60 Benedictine foundations held 15% of land – post-Conquest rose to 25%.   Wealth used for rebuilding, expansion.

New monastic orders – Cluniacs, Augustinians.

Some Norman lords took over churches but by end C12 most in hands of either bishops or religious bodies.

WOMEN

Normans expected women to bring property to their marriage (rather than Anglo-Saxon morgengifu).

Primogeniture affected status of women.

Women could inherit fiefs, but as knight service still had to be provided they had to find “substitute” (husband?), so marriage had to have permission.

