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Since 1066 England has been lucky enough to escape any successful invas-

ions by her enemies. But before 1067, Anglo-Saxon Englandﬁgﬁéﬂinvaded three

major times, and suffered tremendously each time. The Viking/Danish and Norman

invasions of Anglo-Saxon England both left their mark on England, though to

differing degrees. Since the Viking and Danish invasions were much more tempor—-

ary in scopékand in length of occupation, they had much less influence on Eng~

land than did the Norman occupation that began in 1066. — /%ﬂﬁf

The key difference between the two invasions that allowed one to have

much more influence on subsequent English culture than the other was that
‘;'%nglo—Saxon culture was able to reassert it dominance in England aftlfer the

IViking/Danish invasions, while it failed to after the Norman invasion because

’ plffbences

the Normans were never expelled from England. The Viking attacks and~invasions

lasfed from about 793, the year the great menastery at Lind%gfarne was sacked,

until about 880, when the "Great Army" of 865 had settled down. However, Vikings

continued to rule over part of Fngland 'ghe Danelaw) until 954, Then, after

a generation of peace, the Danish kings invaded England starting with the battle

of Maldon (991), and had conquered all of England by 1016. But by 1042 an Anglo-

Saxen (Edward-the Confessor) was back on the English -throne because--the last

Danish king of FEngland (Harthacnut) invited the Anglo-Saxon heir to gucceed him.

%mﬂf Again, Anglo-Saxon culture was able to reassert itself under Edward since the
ﬁi{, }}Danes gave up trying te control England. But, in contrast, the Norman invasion
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it continued to have a major impact on subsequent English history and culture.

The prime reason why Anglo-Saxon culture was able to resist much of the
Spcil A Pty
Viking/Danish settlers' culture but wasn't able to resist Norman influence as

forg

was not only due to the Normans' longer stay but also due to the close

connection the Normans continued to have with their homeland on the Continent

, Hermarndy), while in the Viking/Danish invasions the invaders were either cut “
‘M(S Wirwh o e 101 —itHZ 7
@y* off from their homeland (the settled Vikings) or gave up (the Danes under Hartha-
RN
A$ﬂ - enut). Since the Norman barons continued routinely to travel back and forth
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between Normandy and England to watch over their ancestral lands, they con-
tinued for many decades after 1066 to regard themselves as Frenchmen, not
Englishmen. These Norman barons, siﬁEgQEhey almost entirely composed the top

!/chi,‘ ;_i -i—-{’f 5’:"{‘;'\ {'Ll;yﬂ,, Ji{/\’/i’{/i—r
of the British upperclass, didn't get swallowed up by the vast Anglo-Saxon '%ﬁ& 4
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underclass because they regarded themselves as different in nationality from éﬁwkgﬁy

their subjects. Even with the intermarriage that became common between d

dispossessed upperclass Anglo-Saxons and the newly arrived Normans, the

children of such mixed marriages still had to watchpver the family's lands din

France and thus still realized their "Norman-ness" (Frenchness) amidst the

far greater in number Anglo-Saxon peasants and the dispossessed Anglo-Saxon A qﬁ$3?
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thegns. [Had the Normans lost Normandy in €sagyr 1070, the Normans in England j ﬁﬁwj}

could have very well been swallowed up by the pervasive Anglo-Saxon culture '

that would surround them in England in the same way the Franks got swallowed up

7 ‘ by the LatiﬂiZEd(381t§_32_§§9;AﬂQI the way the Normans themselves were Christian-—

ized and "Frenchified" with astonishing speed once they settled down in Normandy.*
History could have easily repeated itself on the tiny number of Normans ruling

in England if they hadn't continued to think themselves distinct from those they
ruled. As it was, the concern about and visits to Normandy allowed the Norman

invaders to fesl themselves distinct from the Anglo—Saxons they ruled in England,

h i u Uil b M.w’ YLl s, é—«: Ao L 7 (

{#w%/ Alwho were otherwise culturally (being Germanlc), religiously, and ethnically very
A e

kb similar to their masters. Combine this consciousness of distinctness among the
Normans (their composing the elite of society no doubt helped promote this con-
sciousness) with a takeover of England that never ended, the Normans had many
. . . T L
more chances to influence subsequent English culture and hlstoryﬂthe Vikings and

Danes dida't get. Ctﬁ] P Flgohuins. af i’,m\fﬁawﬁt
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28 4+ By contrast, the Viking#Danish invasions were eonsiderabl shorterﬁ%uration
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'bU;;V and they (at least for the Viking attacks) lacked homeland support and (in time,
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' wé% permanent settlers) identification,by the settlers after enough years. The
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quick conversion of the heathen Vikings to Catholicism was no doubt greatly as-

sisted by the fact the (now) settled Vlklngs lacked contact with and deep concern |, ol
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with the affairs of their pagan relatives in their homelands in Scandanavia.
The Vikings stayed in England all the time, unlike the Norman upperclass, who
kept moving back and forth between Normandy and England, and soon the Scandanav-—

lan settlers began to become more and more English in ocutlook. Being surrounded
- W: 53 e e 3
by Anglo-Saxens and their (at least nominal) Christianity, the isclated Vikings

#7would tend to lose a feeling of being distinct from the Anglo-Saxons since both .uf
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primitive in medieval FEurope the sense of isolation by the {now} settled Vikings e
f/l .
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from their homelands gsn't easily imagined by ws modern® today. No doubt these -3
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LV&V% similarities made it easier for Anglo-Saxon missionaries to approach the heathen
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Vikings and to convert them over to the Anglo-Saxon's Catholicism. Thus already
in the religicus area the possible influence the pagan Vikings could have had

in the long run was being extinguished, Without having this distinct conscious-

ness of being of a different nationality being maintained (as happened with the

Normans since they had the money and need to keep having to go to visit and care

tential
about what happened in Normandy), soon much of Egeign%iuence Viking (and DaniSh)gpuj
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In addition, the Danish kings' rulership of England was not only relatively w@ﬁwﬁﬂ

culture could have exerted in England was lost.

short (from lOl6~lO42)7but also didn't involve a whole turnov%riof the Anglo-
{

“pocth ]
‘%fSaxon ruling class as which occured under William the Cénqueror. Many Anglo-Saxon
. ._'3@;4” .
WYL hegns were left still ruling over their lands, though everybedy had to shell out
W
\ﬁtyy tribute to their Danish overlords. Although the Danes were still pagans (the
| ek hecleel
Anglo-Saxon leader at the battle of Maldon said ™. . ., it is the heathen that
shall fall in the battle"l¥, they didn't destroy monasteries and bishoprics
G bt/

FDMQVV like the VikIng invasions did. Indeed, the first Danish king passed laws favor-

ing the church in England and When the NoTHAAS came, the Eiiglish ehurch wasn't
corrupt and backward as might be expected if one had been recently conquered
by a pagan nation and ruled by them for twenty-six years (1016-1042)2 Thus,

the Danish conquest left much of English religion, culture, and social organ-

ILacy and Jean Smith, The Past Speaks to 1688 (D.C. Heath and Company: Lex—
ington, MA, 1981), p. 8.7~ 7 T - R _

“Dorothy Whitelock, The Beginnings of English Society (Penguin Books: Harmonds=
worth, England, 1984),’9{ 1o, g .
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ization intact during its brief lordship over England, being basically content
T rt f it
to collect tribute. Of course during its brief lordship over Englgndgaso%eo *
a
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Scanddnavilan influence in areas heavily settled by Vikings, which were primarily

represented in place names, people's names, other language influences, and

paganism (which was scon eliminated). But Anglo-Saxon culture again ruled
P Efjl e ? fesiid Sa7
supreme in England under Edward the Confessor. The Normans came in consider-
611/-‘7(-(*’\/\-"%’) Y e C"vv\—?Lf g eh 2
ably fewer numbers than the Vikings had, but Nerman influence was much greater

since their conquest was permanent and their culture wasn't swallowed up by
sthe Anglo-Saxons around them because they kept their consciousness of being
istinect ("We are upperclass French'") from their Anglo—Saxon underclass.

One long-lasting effect occuring from the continental conmmections of the
Normans were the development of unusually sophisticated (for the time and
place)} government institutions. The king of England had to develop a govern-
ment that would allow him to spend half or more of his time in France.or
elsewhere. Thus the king had a chief justiciar to take his place while gone
from England to make all decisions except major policy changes, and an exchequer
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and treasurer to count and selkeet the money needed to wage wars in FraFce. By

Py
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contrast, the Viking and Danish invasions didn't really change England’'s govern-
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ment structureybecause they either didn't take all of England (the Vikings) or _>¥6
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else left much of the government structure alone while just interested in \gﬁvﬂ %, 4
\‘u s H
R o
7Jextracting tribute (the Dames). Also, the English government wasn't changed \° . &fv
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too much because of already existing similarities in governmental structure j.\QﬁD"é&ﬁv
W
when the Danes invaded England. Furthermore, they didn't have need for an " &ﬂ?
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absentee government that ruled England, being content to collect tribute and

to let the English at least some local affairs on their own. By contrast,fthe ;
SIE THEV JrRb TO RO ENELAND'S COUGTIMERT, Wil
Normans had to handle government business in England dlfferentl%k Even though 7z ] >

Norman government in Normandy was a virtual microcosm3 of Anglo-Saxon government

before the invasion in 1066, the Normans had to change their government's
structure once they ruled England since they didn't spend much time there,

The average Norman king lived like William the Congueror, who spent half his

3Both had the king and court moving to their food from one of the king's

estates to the next, In both the king rules out of his household, and
had ne anecific nosition functions. oth had the same lower unit gf govern-




reign in France and half in England. ‘Richard the Lionhearted spent hardly

six months in England during his 10 year reign«gﬁth the king being the center
of the administration of medieval govermment, one had to develop a corps of

professional bureaucrats and an effective administrative structure to operate
England in the absence of the ruler in order to prevent a complete government
collapse from occuring. Thus the major influence the Norman congquest had omn
English government was directly the result of the Norman kings' concern with

Normandy,

. A cq s . PO Y
f course, there were a number of similarities between the Viking/Danish fuftﬁﬁmy.
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invasions and the Norman invasion.

although it wasn't until William the Conqueror suppressed revolts in Northern

England that he began to catch up with the destruction the Vikings wrecked.
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And, as the threat of more wars (and internal revolts) normally do, hoth
of the invasions promoted the buillding of fortifications for defense: the
"burghs" of Alfred the Great and the motte and bailey castles of William the (¥
Conqueror. Also interestingly, the leaders of the Normans had much of the

same ancestry as did the Vikings/Danes who also had successfully invaded

England. Many of the Normans-—"Norsemen'--were from Scandanavian ethnic stock
since Normandy's upperclass was partly descended from their Viking ancestors

who took Normandy from the French King in the early 10th century (by 911),

The Normans, although "Frenchified" even faster than the Vikings in England

were ‘4nglicized, continued to be very aggressive militarily, like their Viking
forefathers. The Vikings were the scourge of Western Europe in the 800's, and
the Danes under Cnut (1016—1042)had a virtual empire. The Normans, as Mormans
and not Vikings, took over gﬁcily and Southern Italy, served as mercenaries in
the Spanégg (Catholic) armies attacking the Mborﬁﬁwin Spain, an@g%%§§5osed

a large chunk of the Crusades’armies of knights¥* One could call the Norman
invasion of 1066 the Viking#** invasion of Eagland that permanently succeeded.

Thus similarities definitly existed between the two invasions in the destruction

*0f course, "Epnglish" Normans were part of the Crusades' armies since the cru-
sades took place after 1066. _ U ENH FEFCETHE WSOl

*%Discounting Norman intermarriage with the #, which was common,




that was wrecked (no big surprise here!), in that fortifications were built,
; N
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in the ethnic similarities and warlike tendencies of the invaders. ijo ¥ L

On the other hand, there were some definite dissimilarities in the LJ#G]RE@?@%%%;%$@%%£?
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Viking/Danish_and Norman invasions. p The Scandanavians were pagans, even when t !
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'fgﬁp“ Danish invasions began. TIn the battle of Maldon, the leader of the Anglo-Saxon Cn'Cé%g)

says of the Danes that " . , . It is the heathen that shall fall In the battle."4 5
Also, English missionaries worked to convert Scandanavia in the tenth and alev- |
enth centuriesS; 50 they must have been at least mostly pagan when they took
over England. The paganism of the Vikings and Danes was not allowed to leave
Mol
a permanent stain on Englangf with much of the Danelaw being basically Catholic
by 954 when the last Danish king was kicked out, although pagan practices were
"still being preached against and legislated against in the early eleventh
century."6 This religious difference between the pagan vikings and Catholic
Anglo-Saxons mattered because the pagan Vikings didn't hesitateTod attack
monasteries and bishopries, which set back English culture since these places
were centers of learning. By contrast, the Normans came into England as
good staunch Catholics, and, indeed, they condemned the English church for

being backward and decadent (like for having the minster system in many areas

. W .
instead of theﬁﬁarish system). The resul tant differences in the religion of

msince the

the invaders had a major influence on Eanglish cultur%ﬁ%aﬂ;,ﬁ
Vikings destroyed all the monasteries and half the bishoprics, while the Nor-
mans were content to change the managing of church property over to themselves

sl TG RAVGIC-SAON.S P ieDe

with Norman onegg. 0f course, such

by replacing AnglOHSaxo%ﬂprelates
changes didn't set back England culturally except in the area of writing in the
vernacular Anglo—Saxon.VXihe French bishops, knowing Latin but no Anglo-Saxon
would not work hard to preserve or promote or write in Anglo—Saxon. Anglo-

Saxon would die out as the only western European vernacular written language due
to the Norman invasio@{# The Normans didn't challenge Christianity as an
institution like the pagan Vikings did, although they wished to keep the church's

. G IPES CHMNGES It Koyl
clergy under close scrutiny. The main contribution to Englié%ﬁﬁulturehby the f{gggggz%;
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Normans was the enormous influence they-had on the English language and on the
proper names of people and places. Half of the English language has a Latin

. AL . :
basis as a result of all ﬂuz@walfleg)ﬁrench that got into English. The result

7
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is that English has two words {often with slightly different shades of meaning) ¢
where many languages only have one, which greatly expanded the vocabularyjfﬁ}ﬁg//
 THESES ARTIONS_TO ENELI S vpChRiLY @ o) ee
dodb% a source of some joy to author who write in English who are always com—
plaining abeut having thoughts the words available in their language can't
-erfg SITUNION COAD §E WHEE -
expr s%ﬁ. The}ianguage often has a more eloquent, erudite word from the ¥French,
SHELiSH
like "assistance," and a more simplg, direct term from the Anglo-Saxon, like : ‘;?

"help,” which both meane basically the same thing. The English language's

complicated syntax. Thus, today, thanks to the Normans, English became an y @j
¥

easier language toéiiﬁfyf which no doubt non=native speakers from around the world Llf ’
YLl imicliey ol /
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Sﬁgﬁgﬁiful for. yBy contrast, the Viking/Scandanavian influence on modern English
A ettt
is much less because the Viking/Danish occupations of England were much shorter
in length and because of the greater similarities of the Viking's tongue with
Anglo-Saxon than the Norman's French has, For instance, if two languages are

relatively similar, the changes involved in blending the two together will be

/Du,") A7 ){,
lesser than the changes of two highly different languages being blended to- Ny gaﬁﬁbhu
gether. Of course, since the Norman's French was an Indo-Furopean Language v %/;
like Norse and Anglo-Saxon were, it wasn't totally alien to Anglo-Saxon, éi&jﬂzi;MLﬂ -
but this Latin-based Romance language differed more from Anglo-Saxen Cﬁb; -

=14
than the Viking's Germanic Norse was. As a result, even if the Viking/Danish é;&wpbuu&
conquest of England had been permanent, it couldn't have affectFnglish as ty’UvZ;U?
much as the Norman's French has. Indeed, most likely the greatest influence ‘.;}Upfguw

the events of 1066 have on us today (at least on our dally lives) is in the way s
i
JEE
our language .and many proper nouns of places and people§ @8 different from i ¢
what it would have been otherwise if Harold had won the battle of Hastings

7%%ﬁmzﬂwmma%ﬁi€ﬁﬂ?%iﬂk’ CRMNED
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instead of William. Thus in the areas g% language 1nfluenc9 and the religion

*Except for all of those wonderful irreeular  wverhs!



— ; 'II&EC{—-G\[‘Z'{‘(" .
(. Lovctes T P e il -
of the invaders Y{the second of which mattered little in the long run, though was
i
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gignificant to .English culture in the short runiﬁ these two invasions were diff-
_ o a7
erent. kéﬁbo} Sl
other difference, although it is a ?EEEE;EEEaQX_gpmparison, was that the
\! -
Vikings wiped out all the royal lines in Eangland (of the Heptarchy) except

Wessex's, while,by dontrast, after the Norman conquest, the son of William the

Conqueror, Henry Ij.sought to united the two royal lines by marrying Matilda

-

(Edith), who was a descendant of Alfred the Great. By marrying her, Henry T %

[
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v _Jreconcile Anglo-Saxons with the new order in England since then his children,,\ R
7 i

showed himself not:toc have the same hostility for Anglo-Saxon royalty the { '

'y

At Wikings showed. Also by marrying her, Heary T may have also helped a little to

&ﬁp would then be half Anglo-Saxom., ﬁSimilar reconciling marriages were made be- !
/ ;
tween the new Norman landowners and the daughters of the dispossessed Anglo=-Saxon

\ thegns of the samé estate the-Norman family took over during or after 1066Y, e
i Hoedy

Les
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Another diff%renﬂﬁbetween the two invasions was that the Viking/Danish TuWi?

omher Sg? s
invasions involved many more people settling in England than the Norman invasion ,w> . —
RS o't
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involved, althouggf£his difference;ig historically debatable. When the Vikings' /,q}ﬂﬁ
’ a1
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Surely the Norman% had more respect for Anglo-Saxongloyalty than the Vikings did.f

"Great Army" of 865 settled down to rule in the 880's it surely wouldn't have T+
3 U
R .
been - - bigger than the upperclass Norman army William the Conqueror gathered ek LG%MU
Y
!.’:_})? iry,/?’
v .

_Ef together to win the battle of Hastings. So the issue comes down to whether ;uﬂ¢¥

the Vikings ever had any heavy settlements (in which relatives, friends, etc. of /

the men of the "great Army" or of the various ralding parties that chose to stay

A would dwell with in). The best evidence for heavy settlements, as opposed to the
case of a few Viking lords ruling over a vast underclass of Anglo—Saxon peasants,
comes with place name changes that occued in the Danelaw. Place name changes

et occur - permanentljgfé the Vikings outnumbered vastly the Anglo-Saxons in some

areas of the Danelaw, which certainly appears to be the case for the town of

Whitby, for instance. Another more disputable bit of evidence for major Viking

settlements were the high numbers of people with Scandanavian names on ninth




.and tenth century legal documents (in particular) concerning land ownership

changes, etc. in the Danelaw, Of course, I admit that the names of the conquer-

; g0 W THIE,
ors have a high prestige value andﬁbecome the names of the conquered classﬁwhlch

i’,z’;}
But according to Stenton®,” Anglo-

also happened after the Norman Invasion, #

Saxon names continued to be very common among the common people feor up to 150
vears (the early thirteenth century) after the conquest in 1066, If such a
pattern also existed in the Danelaw, then Anglo-Saxon peasants wouldn't have
started to rename their children with Scandanavian names until after a like

period despite the prestige value., (Tradition rules here when one names

Moy @ £iksEIE A STERIEE MG T (UK DN R DRIHTER TREETY 2]

yvour son or daughter to a great extent] . Therefore, 1f high numbers of Scand- &gyéin§f?
, Ta
anavian names show up on legal documents in the Danelaw in the ninth and tenth T
. f“’f )
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centuries, this common occurance of Scandanavian names would be geoed evidence s 7
Ay

for a folk migration to the Danelaw, and not just a ruling class of barons

thinly scattered among Anglo-Saxon peasants who work the# land. Of course this afsumes
g~ gimilar

e,

&15%§gap existed among Anglo-Saxon peasants before they start using the high

ol
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ﬁﬁ' Scandanavian )
¥ prestige names of the;}nvaders for their children. Of}igggsagff”also admit that

legal documents may be giving a biased sample of the ethnic mix of the population

since legal documents (especially ones concerning land oWnership)igg%ﬁtgéé by

the upper class much more, which would consist mostly of lordly Scandanavians

in the Danelaw, and mostly miss the (presumably?) Anglo-Saxon peasant majority.

But still I think the place name changes are surely good encugh evidence that

the Viking invasions of England did bring in a largenumber of settlers, and
TS Wil EERNE

not just“ arons who ruled over a number of Anglo-Saxzon peasants. Surelymany

LY
men who settled down In England would ask wives,(;lzggives, friends, etc. to

LE TS Ol POV
come, at least if the homeland (Nogﬂgﬁlﬁwas overpopulated. Some "folk migration"

probably occun@dpalso since not all the occupants of even a town like Whitby
could be of the aristocratic elite only. Of course, 1f a large number of
ordinary Scandanavians did come to England, this kind of settler would be in

decided contrast to the landed elite cmwated by William the Conqueror after the

battle of Hastings. No more than a few thousand Norman barons and a few hundred

65bris Mary Stenton, English Society in the Early Middle Ages (Penguin Books:




Norman merchants came to England after the conquest. Certainly no French peasants
came over the English Channel to settle in England, while such a folk migration
could have happened to the Danelaw to some extent. For instance, there are hints
oéig major migratlon when Whitelock said: "'The kingdoms of Northumbria and East
Anglia, and Mercia northeast of the Watling street, received a large immigration

of heathen Danish settlers, and all the church organization was dislocated for a
time."/ Or consider this quote from Stenton: 'The Danish immigrants who settled
thickly among the Anglian population of the northern midlands brought with them
a2 more primitive form of social organization."8 Thus I think there is enough

. . and more upperclass
evidence to say that the Norman invasion of a few elite was considerably smallerh

{(and thus considerably different) than the Viking invasion of the ninth century,

which prebably didn't have very many nobles in them wher they first arrived in

7 i e Y 5 - N s ‘_:':;.l PO o g e o [a e
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But despite more Vikings settled in England than Normans, the Norman in—
vasion had much more influence on England ultimately because the Normans
maintained a distinct consciousness of themselves as uppercléss Frenchmen and no¥

M LTRINING
;_/Englishmen due to thei& Continental comnections and concerns and because they
de mich more time to work with than the Scandanavians gor since Anglo-Saxon
@Qiculture reasserted ltself against them and took back Englan& from them. And
since the Normans maintained their own customs and culture longer, that allowed
them (especially since they were of the upperclass) to influence the Anglo-
Saxons much more than the Scandanavians could, especially in regards to lang-
uage. Anglo-Saxon was still Anglo-Saxon after the Scandanavians'two invasions.
Anglo-Saxon wasn't still-Anglo-Saxon 200 years after the Norman conquest. How-
ever, without those Continental conmections and the resulting consciocusness of
being different from the Anglo-Saxons the Notrmans ruled, the Normans would
have been culturally assimilated just as qulckly and completely as the Normans

lost most of their Germanic culture and language to the Latinized French around

them in Normandy. This need to care and watch for Continental lands wasn't the

7Dorothy Whitelock, The Beginmings of English Society (Penguin Books: Harmonds-
worth, England, 1984), p. 180.

8poris Mary Stenton, English Society in the Farly Middle Ages (Penguin Books:
Harmondsworth. Fnoland. T1GRTY n 1171 1A




the situation the Scandanavian Vikings were in, who had severed themselves much
more from Continental concerns after they had settled down for a number of years
on their lands and estates, They didn't have to keep visiting Norway or Denmark
to see what shape their landholdings on the Continent were since they (by and
large) didn't own any land in their homelands. (That's why they came to England
to begin with, at least in part). Not until after the loss of Normandy and
their lands therézﬁgaa%ﬁzhﬁ%ﬁﬁgﬁiﬁzﬁﬁggiéﬁl have a strong incentive {o stop
thinking themselves French and start thinking themselves English. ;&Enteru

gﬂ?%ﬁr

marriage with Anglo—Saxons wouldn't reduce their thinking themselvegz,

much since the offspring of such mized unions would still be concerned with the
ancestral lands in France, even if they were half Anglo—Saxqu:\ Thus, because
of a difference of a "raised consciousness” concerning their origin, as well
as the length of the period they ruled, the Norman invasion came to have much
more influence on subsequent English History than the Viking/Danish invasions
did.,
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