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Introduction

In my book ‘The God Kings of Europe’ I showed how the early Christian/Judaic Church had been suborned by the Roman Empire. How they had agreed to write Jesus’ descendents and family out of history. How they took from them the family Bishoprics of Jerusalem, Alexandria, Antioch and Ephesus. That one Church Father actually proclaimed that Jesus had been preaching the wrong religion!

The Church would have succeeded had not a descendant of Jesus himself, Maria of the Elchasaites, married the King of the Visigoths, Ataulf. This marriage to the conquerors of Rome allowed the families of Jesus and his brethren to continue under their protection and formed the basis for the great Ulvungar dynasty, descended from Herioldus Brocus or Lothbroc. The Ulvungars bided their time but eventually counter-attacked. They launched Viking raids into both Europe and England and then decided on a policy of occupation, first in Normandy, where one branch became the Dukes of Normandy and later Kings of England. The family was to be kept safe but undercover, accepting the hated Baptism if that is what it took, but keeping alive their ancient Mesopotamian and Middle Eastern origins.

Most people think of the Viking and Danish occupations of England as completely divorced from the Norman Conquest, but as this book will show, the Norman Conquest was merely the last and most successful invasion by the Ulvungar Dynasty. The Conquest of England was planned and started by the Ulvungar Ragnar and completed by his descendants. The Norman conquest of England was planned and executed by five men: William of Duke of Normandy, Roger de Beaumont, Roger de Montgomery, Robert d’Eu and William Fitz-Osbern all Ulvungar descendants.

 

This is their story.


Chapter One

“Howso great man’s strength be reckoned,
There are two things he cannot flee;
Love is the first, and Death is the second – 
And love, in England, hath taken me!”

(From Sir Richard’s song – Puck of Pook’s Hill by Rudyard Kipling)

England and the Events that lead to the Invasion

On a cold day in January 1066, probably on 5th, King Edward, known as ‘The Confessor’, died. His death triggered events that have echoed down the ages. It marked the end of the reign of the Anglo-Saxon Royal line. It precipitated a series of events leading to the Norman Invasion and the replacement of the Anglo-Saxon Kings by the Norse line of the Dukes of Normandy and the AngloSaxon Thegns by the Norman Barons.

The reasons, however go back over many years, and before we can judge the rights or wrongs involved or even why those events triggered the Invasion, it is first necessary to look at England and Europe for about 100 years or so before the events of 1066 and to look at the Legal Claims to the throne.

There may well be a case for saying that England, as a united kingdom, did not exist prior to the Norman Invasion. Certainly the Anglo-Saxons had pushed the native Celts back to the fringes of Britain, to what we would now call Scotland, Wales and Cornwall. Though it must be emphasised that the Celts were not themselves the original inhabitants and indeed should perhaps be called Romano-Celts, because recent archaeology suggests that they may well have been the last remnants of the old Western Roman Empire and indeed had maintained contact and trade with the Eastern Roman Empire in Byzantium after the fall of Rome itself, much longer that previously thought (1). They had conquered earlier inhabitants before themselves being driven out to the fringes by the Anglo-Saxons.

There was however another group, who had already made their presence felt, and this was the Danes or Vikings and who together with the settled Vikings in Normandy, were quite often referred to collectively as the ‘Norse or Norsemen’. One of the curious things about modern historians is the belief that the Anglo-Saxons equal and were the same as the English. This may be politically correct but in reality the Anglo-Saxons were merely one of a group of people competing to be the dominant race in Albion (The ancient and at that time more traditional name for England – meaning the White Land – probably deriving from the sight of the white cliffs of Dover). Indeed in my opinion it was the Danes who were the dominant race and not the Anglo-Saxons. Prof. R. Allen Brown in his excellent book ‘The Normans’ even suggests that the people of England, at the time of and just prior to the conquest, should be called Anglo-Scandinavians, rather than Anglo-Saxons. Certainly the Kingdoms of both Mercia and Northumbria were under Danelaw until at least 1042 and it could be argued that Wessex and East Anglia were merely subsidiary kingdoms owing allegiance to the Danish Crown. In fact the House of Wessex, (West Saxons) and the one remaining AngloSaxon Kingdom in the year 900, only claimed to be ‘Kings of England’ or possibly only ‘Kings of the English’, as late as 937, with the defeat of the Scots and Norse army at Brunanburgh (probably near Rotherham in Yorkshire) (2).

In my book ‘The God Kings of Europe’ I showed how the mighty Ulvungar dynasty was descended from the Visigothic and Davidic Royal Houses and how they had taken on and defeated the old Western Roman Empire and established a series of Kingdoms spanning most of France, Scandinavia and Russia. They had temporarily been pushed back by the Christianisation of Europe and the rise of the Charlemagnic dynasty backed by the Roman Catholic Church, but by the 9th century were back trying to recover their lands. The conquest of Normandy and England were to be vital in their designs.

In fig. 1, I have given a list of the rival Royal Houses of the Danes and Anglo-Saxons, which make interesting reading. As can immediately be seen at the same time as Aethelred II (Known as the Unready) was supposed to be King, the Dane Sweyn Forkbeard seems to have been under the impression that he was King of England.
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Aethelred had killed his elder brother Eadweard II (Known afterwards as Edward the Martyr) in 978 and usurped the Throne. He was known throughout his life as ‘The Unready’ or more properly as ‘Unraed’, meaning evil counsel, almost certainly as an ironic twist to his name Aethelred, which means ‘Noble Counsel’ (3).

The House of Wessex, which became the Anglo-Saxon Royal House, were probably descended from the Visigoth King, Rhoes the Weooulgeot (or Odin-God) as set out in my book The God-Kings of Europe. The Wessex King List that shows descent from Odin almost certainly in reality shows descent from Rhoes the Odin rather than the mythical God figure (See Appendix 16).

Meanwhile Sweyn Forkbeard arrived in England with a large army including the elite Joms-Vikings and deposed Aethelred in 1013 and proclaimed himself, King of England by conquest. Sweyn was the son of Harold Bluetooth and grandson of Gorm the Old, King of Denmark (4) and consequently an Ulvungar. In fact Gorm his grandfather was second cousin to Hrolf or Rollo founder of the Norman Dynasty (See Genealogy III). Sweyn’s battle flag was that of the Black Raven, the Norse bird of battle and victory, to be seen on many a hard fought battle scene, pecking out the eyes of the fallen. A much later battle, that of Kossovo in Serbia, is known as the field of Blackbirds, but more properly in English should be called the field of Ravens.

Sweyn died in 1014 and was buried at Lincoln, but Aethelred had had enough and fled to Normandy, to the safety of his wife’s family and abdicated, dying there in 1016. Again it is usual to talk of Aethelred paying large amounts of ‘Danegeld’ to keep the Danes at bay but the Danes saw this rather differently. So far as they were concerned this was simply taxes, which the subject Anglo-Saxons owed to them, their overlords. What we must appreciate is that the Danes had considered for generations, that the north of England was theirs (the Kingdoms of Northumbria and Mercia) and even today this North – South divide still exists. For much of this time too the Scots allied themselves with the Norse against the Anglo-Saxons. The very Scots word for a foreigner is Sassanach, meaning Saxon.

Meanwhile Aethelred’s son, Edmund Ironside, took the opportunity with the death of Sweyn to seize his father’s throne, coming to England in 1014 and proclaiming himself King. His assumption of the throne did not last long however, for with the arrival in England of Cnut, the son of Sweyn and known to generations of school children as King Canute, he was forced into a deal. He could keep the old Anglo-Saxon Kingdom of Wessex as under-king to Cnut but should one die then whoever survived would become King of ALL ENGLAND. Unfortunately for Edmund it was he who died within a year and Cnut who became King of All England.

Cnut reigned for 21 years and during this time England became very much Danish in outlook. The Roman Church lost much of its influence and polygamy became, if not commonplace, then at least not unusual, led by Cnut himself, who although already married to Aelgifa of Northampton, took Emma (In Anglo-Saxon ‘Aelgyfu’) the widow of Aethelred II, as his second wife, his first wife remaining in Denmark. Some historians have called his first wife a mistress, but as with the case of Harold Hardrada, I believe the case for polygamy is overwhelming. (See notes on Polygamy). Emma, who was of the Ducal family of Normandy, and importantly for Cnut a member of the Ulvungar dynasty, was also great-aunt of William the Conqueror. She already had a son by Aethelred – Edward (later to be known as ‘The Confessor’). By Cnut she had at least two children, a son Harthacnut and a daughter Gunnhild.

Just to make life difficult for students of history, Aethelred had also been married before he married Emma, to a lady by the name of Elfreda, and which unfortunately also translates as Elgifu. In order to try to help the reader I have used different spellings for each lady and have generally referred to Emma using her Norman name. By Elfreda Aethelred had a son, Edmund Ironside to whom we have already referred and who in turn had a son called Edward and known either as Edward the Aetheling (which simply means heir) or Edward the Exile, as although the Anglo-Saxons regarded him as their king, he in fact never set foot in England until just before his death in 1057 (5). (See figs. 2 & 3 headed ‘Descendants of Cnut’ and ‘Descendants of Aethelred II’).

Upon the death of Cnut his eldest son Sweyn, by Aelgifa of Northampton became King of Norway and his son by Emma, Harthacnut became King of both Denmark and England. However Cnut had a second son by Aelgifa called Harold Harefoot, who decided to try his luck in England. It is uncertain whether he was sent as his younger brother’s deputy or whether he simply came to England of his own volition, but at all events he arrived in England shortly after Cnut’s death and finding his brother Harthacnut very unpopular with certain sections of the population, had himself crowned as King Harold I and reigned from 1035 until 1040. Emma, who apparently loathed Harefoot, together with her sons by Aethelred, Edward and Alfred, made an abortive invasion of England from Normandy, but were defeated by Harefoot who captured Alfred and had him blinded so badly that he died. Edward meanwhile, fled back to Normandy. (This question of blinding of liege lords is dealt with in some detail in ‘The God Kings of Europe’).

In 1040 Harthacnut got together a large force and arrived in England presuming that he was going to have to fight his elder brother for the throne of England, only to discover on landing that Harold Harefoot had died about two weeks previously. Harthacnut took his revenge by having his brother’s body dug up and thrown into a bog.

Harthacnut was supported in this somewhat naturally by his mother, Emma but he was nonetheless deeply unpopular with his Anglo-Saxon subjects and perhaps at his mother’s suggestion, brought over his elder half-brother Edward as something like co-king but I think principally as a sop to the Anglo-Saxons.

It is interesting to look at some of the English Charters from Harthacnut’s reign, many of which exist in part or in fragments in the Royal State Archives in Denmark and whose chief archivist has so kindly made photocopies available to me. For example Document No: 467-dated 8th. June 1042 says:

“Ego Hardacnut . . . rex Anglorum eque totius Albionis . . . . . . . . .Hardacnut rex totius Bryttanniae, Aelfgyfu eiusdem regis mater”
(I Harthacnut . . . King of the Angles (English ?) and of all Albion. . . . . . . . . Harthacnut King of all Britain, the King’s mother herself Aelfgyfu (Emma)).

Again document No: 468 also dated 8th. June 1042 says:

“Ego Hardacnut, Christo conferente, rex et primicerius Anglorum atque Danorum . . . . .Hardacnut rex, Aelfgiua eiusdem regis mater, Eadward praedicti regis frater”
(I Harthacnut, conferred by Christ, King and first of the Angles and Danes. . . . .Harthacnut King, Aelfgiua (Emma) herself mother of the King, Edward aforementioned brother of the King).

It is clearly Harthacnut (6) who is King of England and not Edward, indeed there is no suggestion in any of these charters of ‘Eadward co-rex’ or ‘etque Eadward rex’. It is equally clear that the Edward referred to is Edward the Confessor and not Edward the Exile, who at this point the Anglo-Saxons would like to think is King of England.

When Harthacnut died without legitimate heirs, his will divided his kingdoms up, making Magnus, King of Norway his successor in England and Sweyn Esthrithson, a cousin, his heir to Denmark. Edward however was already in England and had brought with him a large number of Norman Knights and Barons, having lived for the first twentyfive years of his life in Normandy under the protection of the Norman Dukes, the last of whom being William the Conqueror. To William he had made the promise whilst still in Normandy that should he ever succeed to the Throne of England, then in the case of his death without children, William would become his heir. Edward therefore seized his opportunity and had himself crowned King of England. This act provoked outrage from Magnus, who wrote him a letter which still exists in which he makes it clear that Edward is merely his regent ruling until such time as he, Magnus, comes to claim his throne (7).

Edward was in fact very lucky. He replied to Magnus’s letter that he Edward, was the legal successor to Harthacnut (8). Had Magnus not been preoccupied with Denmark and Norway it is likely that he would have invaded England to claim his throne and it is very likely that with the help of Harold Hardrada, his Co-King, and the most famous warrior of his day, that he would have succeeded. In fact William’s eventual success owes much to this dispute, as we shall see. One thing that is clear from all these claims is that however much modern politically correct democrats may dislike the idea; it is quite plain that there was an assumption that a King could nominate his successor and that the land and its people went with that nomination, though quite often the people themselves objected and frequently opposed the nominee by force of arms. There is some dispute as to the position of the Witen or Witenagemot (Anglo-Saxon Council). Some historians maintain that the Witen had to approve the new King (9). My only comment is that in that case the Danish royal line seems to have dispensed with this approval.

At this point it is worthwhile to look at the descendants of both Cnut and Aethelred, to see the family interrelationships and the various claims to the throne. (See Figs 2, 3 and 4)

As we can see from fig. 2, (p.9) Cnut had married twice, first to Aelgifa of Northampton by whom he had two sons, Sweyn who became King of Norway and Harold Harefoot, who as we mentioned previously became King of England from 1035 to 1040. Secondly he married Emma of Normandy, indeed he went so far as to demand she became his wife, though by all accounts Emma was not unhappy with this choice. I would suggest that he needed to marry back into the Ulvungar dynasty not only to protect his throne from incursions by this powerful younger branch of the family, but also to reinforce this ‘semi-divine’ dynasty descended from the Odonic and Davidic lines (See God Kings of Europe).
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By Emma, Cnut had two children, Harthacnut, who followed his father as King of Denmark and eventually King of England as well, and Gunnhild, a daughter who married the Holy Roman Emperor, Henry III. This of course created the possibility that the Ulvungars themselves could assume the very title and position that their ancestors had fought against so hard. What sweet revenge, that the very Empire which had tried to write the line of Jesus and Odin out of history, should via the marriage of Gunnhild and Henry, find itself ruled over by their successors!

We have already dealt with the descendants of Aethelred and it only remains to mention Margaret, the daughter of Edward the exile, who unfortunately having been brainwashed in her youth, brought Scotland under the Roman Church, as opposed to the earlier Celtic Church and who was eventually made a Saint for her efforts. It meant of course that the Scots royal family now had a claim to the English throne through her. Margaret had originally intended to become a nun and founded a nunnery in Hungary. She had as the sister of the King asked for and received a bit of the ‘True Cross’ from the part that was kept at Colchester. It had been sent there by the Empress, later St. Helen, who had ‘found’ the cross of the crucifixion and had had it divided into four parts (See God Kings of Europe, Chapter 1). This was known as ‘The Holy Rood’ and it is from this piece of wood that the Palace of Holyrood in Edinburgh takes its name.
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Who were the people claiming the throne of England in 1066? Firstly William, Duke of Normandy, descended from Herioldus Brocus, Halfdan and Bjorn Ironside overlord of Scandinavia, as well as Gunnora of Denmark (10). Nearest blood relative of Emma, his great-aunt, queen to two Kings of England, via his wife he could claim to be a legitimate heir of the House of Wessex, because his wife Matilda; was descended from Alfred the Great. Promised the throne by Edward, his cousin, during Edward’s stay in Normandy (11). Supported as he supposed by Harold Godwins-son with a solemn oath (12), he even arranged to have the backing of the Pope Alexander and is given a papal banner to bear into battle as a sign of his legitimate claim. Lastly he has an agreement with Sweyn Esthrithson.
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Secondly we have Sweyn Esthrithson, another Ulvungar, descended from Sweyn Forkbeard (13). His mother was Estrith daughter of Cnut and his father Ulf, Regent of Denmark under Cnut (14). Designated heir of Harthacnut in Denmark and now King of Denmark, though fighting Magnus and Harold Hardrada. In his eyes also rightfully King of England, as England was a vassal kingdom to Denmark. Also promised the throne by Edward (15), and the second person so promised, but in his case ‘Even if Edward has children of his own’. As we can see King Edward’s promises seem to mean little, no wonder he was called ‘The Confessor’, he must have had a lot to confess!

Thirdly there is the claim of Magnus of Norway. He was the designated heir of Harthacnut and accordingly was the true King of England and not Edward, perhaps that’s why Edward did not seem to mind to whom he promised the throne? Magnus was supported by Emma against her own son Edward. On his death his claim is taken up by Harold Hardrada, his co-king and uncle.

Fourthly there was the claim by Harold Godwinsson, who had himself crowned King on Edward’s death. He was the son of Gytha, sister of Ulf of Denmark and therefore son-in-law of Cnut, and via his mother an Ulvungar (See Appendix 5). His sister Edith had married King Edward, though they had no children and he had possibly been promised the throne by Edward on his deathbed. Certainly the Bayeaux Tapestry suggests this. Well what’s one more, when you have already promised your throne to two other men!
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There was also a faction at Edward’s court who thought that the rightful heir was none of these but Walter, Count of the Vexin, or should Eustace of Boulogne and Godgifu have a daughter and she married then her husband would have a right. It is interesting that Eustace made a trip to England in 1051 and although he was supposed to be an envoy for William, there are those who say that he was actively trying to get his own family declared heirs to the throne (16). Certainly William remained extremely suspicious of Eustace’s motives right up to the point he was crowned.

Amongst all of these claimants it is easy to forget the AngloSaxon claim, in the person of Edgar the Aethling (See fig. 3), who was in England at this time. According to Hungarian sources, Edgar and his sister Margaret were attempting to return to Hungary, when their boat was forced, during a storm, to put in to port in Scotland and Margaret met Malcolm, whom she later married. Their mother was Agatha daughter of King Stephen of Hungary and they had been brought up in Hungary (17).

William sends to Harold Godwinsson (upon Edward’s death) making his claim and reminding Harold of his oath to support William’s claim. Harold who has already been crowned rejects his claim. William therefore prepares to invade and sets the date for August. Meanwhile he sends Tostig to Harold Hardrada, now sole King of Norway after the death of Magnus, who takes up Magnus’s claim and who also prepares to invade, together with Tostig, who is brother to Harold Godwinsson, now ‘King Harold’.

It is worthwhile looking at this it some detail. Tostig, himself an Ulvungar via his mother, was married to Judith, the aunt of William of Normandy. Tostig had been disinherited from his northern Earldom by his own brother and came over to Normandy to seek William’s help. William sent him to Harald Hardrada, via Flanders and I believe suggested a dual invasion with Harald landing in the North and William in the South of England, thus forcing the Anglo-Saxons to split their forces.

What was the deal? I don’t know and unfortunately we shall never know for certain but I suspect that William would have let Harald re-establish the Old Danish Kingdom of York in the North whilst William became King of the rest. Maybe William would even have been prepared to make England an under-Kingdom to Denmark. It certainly makes sense, as there was very little certainty that William’s invasion would succeed on its own. Remember Harald Hardrada had married into the Ulvungar dynasty and his children by Elizabeth could claim descent from Herioldus Brocus and Halfdan (See: The God Kings of Europe – Chapter 9).


Chapter Two

“Why is the military world so full of vain-glory,
Whose reputation is transitory?
Though the work comes from the Potter’s soul,
The vessel remains a fragile bowl.” *

(From Puck of Pook’s Hill by Rudyard Kipling)

William The Conqueror, the Normans and their families

William of Normandy, who later became known as ‘William the Conqueror’, was born in 1027 in Falaise in Normandy (1). The son of Robert I, Duke of Normandy and his mistress, Herleve and known throughout his life by his contemporaries as ‘William the Bastard’, even if it was unwise to use that term in his hearing. Herleve was the daughter of Fulbert, a burgess and household official at the Norman court, with the title ‘Cubicularius’, which is something like the later ‘Yeoman of the Chamber’. Contrary to legend she was not the daughter of a tanner and eventually married Herluin, Vicomte de Conteville, by whom she had two sons – Robert, later Count of Mortain and Odo, later Bishop of Bayeaux. No noble of that period would have married the daughter of a tanner (2). There are still historians who call Fulbert a tanner but should know better (3). I had thought this popular myth had been killed off years ago, but I still hear it proclaimed, especially on Television.

In fact it is almost certain that Fulbert and Herleve were Jews (See page 22) although this fact may have had to be kept secret and Herleve had probably been baptised.

Robert I, known either as the ‘Magnificent’ or as the ‘Devil’, dependent upon the point of view of the speaker, had almost certainly poisoned his elder brother, Richard III in order to gain the Dukedom. His father’s second wife had been Estrith, the sister of Cnut, and daughter of Sweyn Forkbeard, which gave his father a claim to both Denmark and England (4). Robert ruled for some 9 years, during which time Normandy descended into almost total anarchy, and to an extent was only saved by the intervention of the Duke’s uncle, another Robert, Archbishop of Rouen, who managed to broker a deal not only with Normandy’s main neighbour and opponent, Alan of Brittany, but also with some of Robert’s most powerful and difficult Barons. Indeed it has always been a suspicion on my part, that it was the Archbishop, who persuaded the Duke to go on a pilgrimage to the Holy Land, leaving his young and only son, William, to the protection of the Archbishop of Rouen and Alan of Brittany. The generally accepted idea that the Archbishop and Alan had tried to persuade Robert to stay and govern his Dukedom, but that he had firmly set his mind on a pilgrimage, has always seemed to me to smack of an early form of spin-doctoring. It seems more likely to me that the Archbishop required him to go on a pilgrimage to ‘atone for his sins’. In 1035 therefore the Duke leaves for the Holy Land and certainly reached both Jerusalem and later Byzantium, where he appears to have met the Emperor Michael IV, but died at Bithynia on his way home. William was now, aged 7 and Duke, if he could survive the attempts on his life and if the Duchy survived.

The history of Normandy is to a very large extent the history of the Vikings and in particular that of the great Ulvungar dynasty (see Genealogy of the Ulvungars). Perhaps at this point it is as well to look at their origins and the position in Europe at the time our story opens. By 500 AD the Western Roman Empire had to all intents and purposes ceased to exist and it was now a question of who would fill the vacuum.

In the 8th, 9th and early 10th Century, what had been the Western Empire had seen a series of onslaughts. The Moslems had attacked from the south and were only turned back by Charles Martel’s victory at Poitiers in 732. This victory allowed the formation of the Holy Roman Empire in 800 under Charlemagne, but still the Moslems maintained their hold on the Middle East, North Africa and the Iberian Peninsula and in the years after 827 they overran Sicily with Palermo falling in 831. It was not until 905 that the reconquest of the Iberian Peninsula started under King Alfonso III of Leon and the Asturias. It would be another 200 years before the Normans conquered Sicily nominally for Christendom, but their Kingdom of Sicily combined Christianity, Islam and Judaism.

The Magyars had come from the East and had attacked and devastated Germany and indeed much of France, until 955 when they were defeated by Otto I, finally settling in Hungary and the surrounding areas. The Serbs had already separated from the Avars and had settled in Bosnia and the surrounding areas.

The Vikings, led by the descendants of the legendary God-King Uouin of Mesopotamia (Odin or Woden), having established themselves in Scandinavia and the Northern Isles had come from the North and from 787 (5) had attacked most of Europe and by the 9th. Century they had overrun all of northern Europe from Russia (6), to Iceland where they first landed in 860, to France and Britain, which they had been attacking and settling since 787. In 865 Russian Norsemen even attacked and sacked Constantinople. The Vikings had not only just attacked and gone away again, but also had established settlements and trading posts throughout the European coastline and further inland wherever there were navigable rivers. Their main areas of permanent settlement were Russia, the Orkneys, Caithness and later northern France and Britain, an early Northern Commonwealth (See Chapter VII). For example the Viking invasion of Britain in 892 consisted not just of warriors but also wives and children in a clear attempt to settle. In 981 they started the Greenland colony. By the beginning of the 10th Century they had re-established the Kingdoms of Mercia and Northumbria, as Jarldoms (Aeldorman or Earl) in England and indeed as we have seen, had become Kings of England as well as their Danish, Norwegian, Swedish and Icelandic possessions, and in France they had been granted land and titles by the last of the Carolignian rulers.

Rollo was descended from the great Norse family of Ulvungar. He together with the families of the Beaumont and Montgomery descended from Herioldus Brocus (See Genealogy Appendix 3) and at various times the members of this dynasty had been Kings or overlords of Russia, Dublin, Denmark, Norway, Sweden, the Isles, Northumbria, Mercia, and East Anglia and effectively controlled a greater area than the Western Roman Empire under the Carolignians.

Rollo (or Hrolf the Red Ganger) was granted land in or about the lower Seine and the city of Rouen; probably with the title Count of Rouen, by Charles the Simple, King of the West Franks, in 911 at the so-called treaty of St. Clair-sur-Epte. Suffice to say that Rollo was only one of a number of Norse raiders, who were given grants of land and a title between the period, 850 – 911 AD. For example the ancestor of Roger de Montgomery, another Roger (who died in 912) was made Count of Exmes in about 893, before Rollo became Count of Rouen (7), although Rollo is referred to in Latin documents as Dux Normannorum (Duke or leader of the Normans). Two further grants were made to Rollo’s descendants in 924 and 933 by Rudolf, who followed Charles, but the general theory that these grants were made under the terms of the Carolignian system and pagi and that the new rulers were endowed with the powers of the Carolignian counts has now been questioned and it seems more likely that Normandy was formed by an aggressive policy on the part of Rollo’s and Roger’s descendants (8). (The whole question as to Rollo’s names and the date of his first settlement are dealt with in detail in ‘Notes on Genealogies’ in the appendices).

With the expansion of the Counts of Rouen into the rest of Normandy, first under William Longsword and then under the fifty year reign of Richard, the first Count of Normandy, the Montgomerys become Vicomtes of Hiesmes instead of Counts of Exmes. The Montgomerys and the House of Normandy were already related as were the Beaumonts (see Genealogies) but the family links between them were strengthened still further when Hugh de Montgomery married Joscelina, daugther of Senfrie at the same time as Richard I of Normandy married her younger sister Gunnora . It also gave them, together with the Beaumonts, a somewhat nebulous claim to the thrones of England and Denmark (9).

The Vicomtes of the regions were responsible directly to the Norman Counts and later the Dukes for the administration of their regions. When the Montgomerys became Vicomte of Hiesmes, the Beaumonts took over their old task as castellans of Exmes, the capital of the Hiesmes region.

It is a very moot point as to the intention of the French Kings when they made these grants of land, but the general consensus is that they were intended to stop further pillages by Norsemen from Scandinavia, by giving those interested some land to call their own in return for protecting France’s northern coast against their own kind. However by 980 or thereabouts the Normans had seized and were holding large tracts of what had been French land and were prepared to defend it, not just against their own kind, but against the French King if need be. I believe that this resolve was strengthened by the death in May of 987 of Louis V, the last of the Carolig-nians descendents of another Davidic line (The God kings of Europe) and the quite illegal declaration by the Archbishop of Rhiems, that the throne of France was elective and not hereditary and the imposition of his candidate Hugh Capet as the new King (9a). The Church was worried about the resurgence of the ‘Family’. The Normans had also become, at least on the surface, by and large ‘Good sons of the Church’ or at least pretended that they were; for example they did not generally any longer indulge in polygamy and were marrying into the local aristocracy and accepting their manners and culture. It is however true to say that they felt different to the French around them and never quite accepted the Caro-lingian ideas and system and the last of the Carolingian Kings were in no position to enforce it (10). It is also a moot point as to whether the titles ‘Count of Rouen’ and ‘Count of Exmes’ had the same inference of the Carolignian Counts. I think it likely that it was not until Rollo’s descendants became and were able to enforce their rights as Counts of Normandy and the Montgomerys accepted the position and title of Vicomtes of Hiesmes that Normandy really started to take shape.

William, now 7, the age at which nobles’ children were sent as pages to other nobles’ households (11), could not, as a matter of protection, amongst other things, be sent to another noble’s court, as the only suitable court for him would have been that of the French King, and it is doubtful if he would have survived there. It was therefore decided by his guardians that three young cousins should be brought up and educated together with William by a monk called Ralph Moine, who was proud to say that he taught them to read and write in both Latin and Norman-French (12). These cousins of William were William FitzOsbern, Roger de Montgomery, and the slightly older Roger de Beaumont. These three plus Robert d’Eu, were to become William’s closest comp anions and confidants and the only people whom William fully trusted.

It is interesting that William’s father, Duke Robert, did not take his most trusted friends with him on his pilgrimage, but rather left them to protect his son and which rather lends support to my theory regarding this pilgrimage. The principal guardians were, (apart from the Archbishop and Alan of Brittany), Osbern Herfasston the Steward, Gilbert de Brionne, Turold of Neuf-marche, Ralph Tesson, Hugh Bishop of Avranches, Richard of St. Valery-en-Caux, Roger Vetulus, Viscounts Neil, Gozelin and Thurstin and Edward, later King of England. Robert also obtained the agreement of Henry I, King of France to the effect that William would be his successor and in 1036, William attended the French court to take his vow of fealty as the next Duke.

William survived thanks to his guardians, who not only managed his Duchy for him but kept any rebellion in check and indeed managed to enforce the Ducal rights in Lower Normandy and bring it under control in William’s last year as a minor. Though according to William of Jumieges three of his guardians paid for this loyalty with their lives (Gilbert de Brionne, Turold and his steward Osbern).

The most important victory in William’s early reign was probably that of Val-es-Dunes in 1047, when William’s suzerain, King Henry I of France came to his young vassal’s aid. One has to wonder whether Henry regretted this at a later date, when he joined the enemies of William in 1052 and 1053.

William’s uncle, another William, this time of Arques, had never accepted the succession of his brother’s illegitimate, minor son and this opposition turned to rebellion. (This suggests that Papaia was a second wife and not a concubine as otherwise William of Arques would himself have been illegitimate). In 1053, Henry I, tried unsuccessfully to relieve the Castle of Arques, but was decisively beaten by William, at the battle of St.-Aubin-sur-Scie. In this battle William used the tactics of the feigned flight, which was to become so important 13 years later. Although not the end of William’s troubles, the surrender of Arques and the submission of Count William was a turning point in opposition to William. The next year saw William not only victorious again, but to an extent, which sent real fears into his enemies. At the battle of Mortemer the invading army was according to William of Poitiers, decimated. At midnight William had a herald proclaim the details of the victory from the top of a tree whereupon the defeated king fled the field (13).

One of the most important prisoners captured during this battle was Count Guy de Ponthieu, a descendent of Charlemagne, who submitted to William and became his vassal. Count Guy’s daughter Agnes would later marry Robert de Montgomery, eldest son of Roger de Montgomery (usually known as Robert de Belleme) (14). Importantly it was on his territory that Harold Godwinsson was shipwrecked and William was able, as a result of this submission, to demand that Harold be handed over to him. Harold was treated extremely well by William, who personally knighted him and took him on campaign with him. Whether William wanted to see how Harold behaved on campaign or whether this was simply to establish a friendship with a powerful Anglo-Saxon noble, who might help him some time in the future is unclear, indeed it may simply have been that Harold was an Ulvungar cousin. All that can be stated with certainty is that William assessed Harold’s military abilities, knighted him and obtained Harold’s oath that he would support William’s claim to the English throne.

By 1066 therefore, William now 39 was at the height of his powers. By a series of victories and marriages he had established his rule firmly in Normandy and had seen off the threats from France, Anjou and Brittany. He had married Matilda of Flanders, apparently a love match and which gave him access to Flanders’ sea power and trade. His cousin Roger de Montgomery had married Mabile of Belleme, another love match, bringing the powerful Talvais family into the Norman family fold. His other cousins had also married into powerful families whose support would be necessary should William need to invade England.

It is worthwhile looking at little more closely at some of these marriages. Whether William had agreed a match with Matilda’s father beforehand has always been a matter for speculation, but apparently when William’s proposal was made to her, Matilda turned him down on account of his bastardy. William took umbrage at this and rode to Matilda’s father’s castle, broke in upon her, proceeded to whip her with his leather crop and then leave. This treatment apparently endeared him to Matilda so much that she promptly fell in love with him and agreed to marry him and although so small that she would be considered a dwarf by today’s standards gave him four sons and six daughters. The above story may be apocryphal but shows something about William’s temper and will.

Roger de Montgomery’s wooing is however a matter of historical fact. The powerful Talvais family of Belleme, descended from Yves de Belleme, Governor of Creil and Grandmaster of crossbowmen, who had married Godehilde, descended from the Merovignian, Chlothar IV (15) owned not only the great fortress at Belleme but also Alengon and Domfront. As was not unusual in France of the time the Talvais owed fealty to the King for Belleme, to the Count of Maine for Domfront and to the Duke of Normandy for Alengon.

In 1051 William was busy fighting Geoffrey Martel and laid siege to Domfront which both the Bellemes and Geoffrey Martel of Maine believed impregnable. William settled down for a long siege, then typically left Roger de Montgomery in charge of the siege and made a lightning dash to Alengon, catching the town unawares and almost managing to gallop his cavalry into the town. In fact possibly some of his soldiers did manage to get in unbeknownst to the townspeople, who stupidly thinking that William could not besiege two places at once taunted William about his bastardy hanging out hides over the walls and shouting “Hides! Hides for the Tanner!” (It is from this event that later historians derive the idea that William’s mother was the daughter of a tanner. However as I showed in ‘The God Kings of Europe’, what they were really saying was that William’s mother was Jewish because the job of tanner was almost exclusively done by Jews at the time. Effectively they were saying ‘Jew Boy come and get us’!). In any case much to the horror of the townspeople the gates were opened from the inside, either by William’s soldiers or possibly a group of Tanners and William took the town.

In revenge for the insult to his mother, he had thirty-two of the leading citizens paraded in front of the townspeople and had their hands and feet cut off. William then threatened the garrison with the same fate if they did not surrender immediately. Not surprisingly the garrison surrendered and then sent a delegation to Domfront at William’s orders, warning the garrison there, that they too would suffer that fate unless they surrendered as well. The men of Domfront asked for guarantees, which William gave them in return for Roger de Montgomery getting Mabile de Talvaise as his bride and with her the castles of Alengon and Bellême.

The same sort of alliances were being forged by the Beaumonts and the FitzOsborns (William Fitz Osborn had married Aeliz, daughter of Roger de Tosny) and William’s halfbrother, Count of Mortain (or Mortagne) had married Maud de Montgomery. One could say that William’s social, political and military structure was totally ‘Family’ orientated, with all those in positions of power connected to him by blood. This was a typical Davidic/Ulvunger strategy, but woe betide those who broke their oaths of loyalty. They were dealt with swiftly and ruthlessly by sword, rope or poison. The Norman Families like many modern families frequently feuded, but the difference between them and the modern family was that there was little to stop these feuds becoming bloody in the extreme.

During William’s minority Gilbert of Brionne and Fulk, the 3rd son of Giroie were both killed by Odo the Fat and Robert the 4th son of Giroie. What is more; this killing was planned by Rudolf de Gace, 2nd son of the Archbishop of Rouen, yet both Robert of Rouen and Gilbert de Brionne were guardians of the young Duke William.

At Val-es-Dunes, William’s cousin of Burgundy, who thought that he should be Duke was the principal rebel aided by Hamon-aux-Dents and his brother, also William’s cousins. Interestingly the battle of Val-es-Dunes was not really won by King Henry on behalf of his young vassal but by Ralph Tesson switching sides halfway through the battle and attacking Burgundy’s supporters from the rear. Did Duke William engineer this switch one wonders? It is not beyond the bounds of possibilities, after all Ralph was supposed to be one of the Duke’s guardians. Certainly Ralph obtained his reward by being given as his bride the daughter of William’s maternal uncle, thus bringing him firmly into the family.

Another of these feuds was between the de Tosnys and Grandmesnils on the one side and the Beaumonts on the other. Roger de Tosny had earlier (1040-41) rebelled against William on account of William’s bastardy. The rebellion was quickly squashed by the Beaumonts but something had to be done. The obvious solution was to form some dynastic marriages, so Hugh de Grandmesnil marries Adelise de Beaumont and just to be on the safe side William FitzOsbern, William’s trusted friend and cousin, marries Aeliz de Tosny. Ralf de Tosny’s daughter, Godvere meanwhile is married to another cousin, this time the son of Eustace of Boulogne, Baldwin. Although these dynastic marriages did not always work, they played an important part in securing the co-operation of these Norman magnates. There was however nothing new in this. The Scandinavians and Davidic families had been doing this for generations (See Genealogies at the end).

It has always struck me as amazing the way that William managed to keep Roger de Montgomery and William FitzOsbern from feuding. William de Montgomery, Roger’s uncle had assassinated William FitzOsbern’s father in the Duke’s own bedchamber and FitzOsbern’s provost had in turn killed William de Montgomery and his group of friends. Apparently William and Roger decided that honour had been satisfied and as they were both being brought up with William in the FitzOsbern household that they would be better off burying the hatchet.

I have mentioned the various brides of these magnates but what sort of women were they. Mere pawns in the marriage game, or were they players? I believe that they were much more than pawns. In my book ‘The God Kings of Europe’ I postulated a sacred triangle and a female descent, which carried on the knowledge of their Jewish Davidic inheritance. If we go back a couple of generations and look at Emma of Normandy we shall have a very fair idea of the way in which many of these strong minded women operated.

Emma had been extremely young when she went as a bride to Aethelred II. For her this was a major triumph. To become Queen of one of the wealthiest realms in Europe was the dream of any young girl. She was also fulfilling the dynastic requirements of the House of Normandy by an alliance with the Anglo-Saxon ruling house, which after all was in contention with the Scandinavian Ulvungars, her own family.

When Aethelred fled to Normandy, I do not suppose she was very impressed and was only too happy to become the wife of his successor Cnut. Did she know that Cnut was already married to Aelgifa of Northampton? I am sure that she did. But Aelgifa was to be left in Denmark as Regent and Emma could now resume her place as Queen of England. The church even married them knowing that Cnut was already married. No doubt they were happy to pretend that because they had not married Aelgifa and Cnut, that marriage was non-existent or perhaps Cnut simply said “Marry us or I’ll cut your head off”. It’s amazing how quickly you can persuade people threatened with their life! The apex of the sacred triangle had been formed.

[image: img]

Emma was evidently a woman to take up cudgels either on her own behalf or that of her family. When Harold Harefoot took over the throne of England from her own son Harthacnut, she persuaded the Normans to launch an attack on England together with her sons by Aethelred. This attack was, unfortunately for Emma, half-hearted both by the Normans and her own son Edward, who as soon as the going got tough fled back to Normandy. It was only when her son by Cnut, Harthacnut arrived in England with a large following that she was able to regain her position as Queen Mother.

Harthacnut re-established her in a position of power, even having his brother’s body dug up and thrown into a bog, no doubt egged on by Emma. Unfortunately when her son Edward came to the throne he did not much appreciate her interference, particularly as she backed Magnus for the throne against him. Maybe she thought she could persuade Magnus to marry her and make her Queen for the 3rd time. She evidently preferred her men strong. It would appear that she also took a number of lovers after Cnut’s death, thereby forming the bottom half of the sacred triangle. Edward by all accounts did not much care for women. He stripped her of all her wealth and had her confined to a nunnery.

Then there was Poppa the 1st wife or again possibly mistress of Rollo I (See Genealogy I). There is little known about Poppa. You cannot even find her as a separate entry in the Encyclopaedia Britannica. According to the little information that is available, she was the daughter of Berenger of Bayeaux. Even this is not very helpful, as we know nothing about Berenger. Poppa was apparently red haired and petite and was initially a captive of Rollo on one of his raids. He apparently fell in love with her and certainly she was the only one to give him children.

Again I suspect that Rollo went through some sort of Scandinavian marriage ceremony with her, for there seems to be not the slightest hint of problems with their son, William Longsword, being illegitimate. Rollo was known as Hrolf the Ganger because he was so large that he could not find a horse big enough for him (Ganger means Horse – so he was his own horse), so we have this giant of a man apparently in love with a small bird of a woman. Yet this woman about whom we know so little was the mother of the House of Normandy. Without her there would have been no Normandy, no Dukedom and no conquest of England.

Another very important woman in the families was of course William the Conqueror’s wife, Matilda. About her we know quite a lot. She was the daughter of Count Baldwin of Flanders and niece of the French King, Henry. She was brought up in her father’s court in Flanders and apparently could read and write in both French and Latin as well as Flemish. She had spent some time in the French court and was somewhat vain in her dress.

She was also by our standards, a dwarf, being only four foot two inches high. William by contrast was five foot eleven inches tall. It seems that like his ancestor Rollo he liked his ladies petite. William apparently saw her at a gathering in her father’s palace and fell in love with her and asked her father for her hand. Baldwin who desperately needed allies at the time and saw in William a strong ally and warrior was only too happy to agree.

Unfortunately Matilda was not so immediately smitten and told her father that she was the daughter of a ruling count with the blood of Charlemagne in her veins and niece of the King and was not going to marry some bye-blow of an upstart Duke. The result when reported to William caused the scene that I have related earlier. There is some disagreement as to whether Matilda fell for him before their wedding or whether she came to love him after that. Certainly there was real affection between them and she was one of the few people that William trusted, making her Regent of Normandy, during his absences in England.

In fact so far as I am aware she only set foot in England once, in 1068 when she was crowned at Westminster Abbey, when the English were amazed that this tiny woman was their Queen and wife of the powerful King William. Small she may have been but she bore William four sons and six daughters. Having been brought up in the Court at Flanders she was well aware of how things were managed in the Charlemagnic tradition and brought a certain graciousness to what would otherwise have been a court of fairly rude warriors. She was also very friendly with another important lady at William’s court, Mabile de Montgomery, the wife of Roger de Montgomery.

Much has been written about Mabile, most of it bad, though I suspect that a great deal of the bad press came from Ebrard de Montgomery, son of Roger by his second wife, Adeliza de Puiset. Ebrard was intensely jealous of his eldest half-brother Robert of Belleme and for some reason hated Robert’s mother, Mabile. It is Ebrard who called Mabile the ‘Daughter of Satan’. Ebrard was a priest and chaplain to both William II and Henry I and supported them against his own family and particularly against his half-brother Robert. Brainwashed by the Church I suppose!

Mabile was the daughter of Guilluime II de Talvas (or Tal-vais), the Prince of Belleme (1033-1053), by his second wife; the daughter of Raoul de Beaumont and so already had Ulvungar blood in the Family. The Talvas were not Normans in the sense that they were of Scandinavian origin. Their line descends from Yves de Belleme (d.940) who was Governor of Creil, and Grand Master of Crossbowmen. In fact the great keep at Belleme defended by these famous crossbowmen was almost impregnable. Yves had married Godehilde the four times great-grand-daughter of the Merovignian, Chlothar IV, hence the title Prince, and their son Guilluime I, had been made Seigneur of Belleme and Alencon by Robert the Pious. (See Belleme Genealogy).

Roger de Montgomery apparently became attracted to her, when she attended a court function at William’s court and demanded of William her hand in marriage. The story of their wooing I have already recounted, but it would appear that once she became Roger’s wife, she threw herself life and soul into promoting the Montgomery cause including, according to some authorities, not being above administering a little poison, when it seemed to be required. One must however be careful about these accusations of poison. If you read the stories carefully, some at least read more like food poisoning. With little or no hygiene in the 11th century I can only say that I am surprised that more people didn’t die from it.

She was also not afraid of putting herself in the front line. When Roger was away in England, she not only acted as his Regent, and when Montgomery lands were attacked, herself donned mail and led the Montgomery troops into battle. Unfortunately this also led to her downfall and she was killed at the Chateau de Bures-sur-Dives in 1082.

One of the interesting things about the Talvas is that although they were not pagan in the way that the Scandinavian ancestors of the Normans were pagans, worshipping Odin and Thor they were members of a non-Roman church. It is not clear whether they were Jewish or Cathars or what seems most likely according to latest research members of a Judaic-Christian sect called the Elchasaites, after the followers of Elchasai, the mentor of Mani (16). I suspect that to Ebrard, a pious clerk, this was not just heresy, but the dark workings of Satan, hence his calling her ‘Daughter of Satan’.

William’s mother too was by all accounts a strong character. She was the daughter of Fulbert, a burgess and household official at the Norman Court whose title ‘Cubicularius’ was something like Yeoman of the chamber or perhaps even Chamberlain. There are those who say that if this was so then why did Robert not marry her but I think this is looking with modern eyes at the question. If Robert was married or at the very least handfasted to Estrith, the half-sister of Cnut then there was no way in which he could, get rid of Estrith without causing enormous offence to both the Danish and English Royal Families, the senior Ulvungar lines, and the Church by now would not accept polygamy. If she was a Jewess, as I have indicated, it is probable that the Church would have been against so powerful a union. This being so he had to get rid of Herleve. I believe that he agreed to her marrying one of his staunchest, but not very powerful vassal, Herluin, Vicomte de Conteville in return for not inconsiderable advancement and agreed that their sons would be advanced as if they were his own. I believe also that this was one of the reasons for him agreeing to go on a pilgrimage. In the event it was left to his illegitimate son, William to advance his legitimate half-brothers.

Until Robert decided to make William his heir, shortly before leaving for Jerusalem, William had lived mostly with his mother and her family. After this he was to spend most of his young life under the roof of the Osberns. That Herleve was held in high esteem as were her brothers is attested to by the fact that her brothers actually acted as attesters to a charter of the infant William and she herself was made a guardian for Matilda by the Count of Flanders. Very much the sort of thing done by a modern Chamberlain. Her two sons by Herluin became Counts and Earls in their own right, one of them Robert, Count of Mortain marrying back into the Ulvungar Family by marrying Maud de Montgomery, one of Roger de Montgomery’s daughters. According to some researchers Herleve married again on the death of Herluin.

Duke William also had a full sister, Adele, who had married Enguerrand, the son of Count Hugh of Pontieu and his wife Berta of Aumale. They had one daughter Ada. When Enguerrand was ambushed and killed in 1053, Adele married Lambert of Lens, younger brother of Count Eustace II of Boulogne. Lambert was killed in his turn in 1054 but not before he managed to father another daughter, Judith. After his death Adele still very young married for a third time this time to Odo of Champagne, by whom she had a son, Stephen. (17).

William therefore had been concerned to keep Pontieu under his control. First by marrying Adele to Enguerrand and then by marrying Robert de Belleme to Agnes. He also later, after the conquest had to try to keep the remaining Anglo-Saxons happy and bestowed the hand of his beloved niece, Judith on the one person, who via both Danish and Anglo-Saxon descent could legitimately claim the throne, namely Waltheof, Earl of Huntingdon. Waltheof was by all accounts handsome, but it would seem not to Judith’s liking after the marriage, indeed according to some Judith hated him. They had three daughters, Maud born in 1074, Alice in 1075 and Judith about 12 to 18 months later. Judith lived up to her Norman ancestry and when her chance came she took it.

Waltheof attended or possibly hosted a wedding feast for Emma, the daughter of William FitzOsbern and Ralf de Gael. The wedding, at Exning in Cambridgeshire, apparently was against the Duke’s wishes. Not only that, but at the meeting a plan was hatched by Ralf de Gael and Roger of Hereford, the brother of the bride and son of William FitzOsbern and Waltheof to overthrow William and restore an Anglo-Saxon (Waltheof?) to the throne. Waltheof apparently lost his courage and blabbed the whole story to William. The rebellion was crushed. Ralf escaped with his bride and went on crusade, dying in the Holy Land. Roger FitzOsbern was blinded and spent the rest of his life in prison (Note, once again the blinding). Waltheof would have escaped scot-free and been given rewards by William were it not for Judith. She accused her own husband in front of the Witanagemot. They declined to find Waltheof guilty, so she then accused him in front of the Norman Barons. They found him guilty in 1076 and condemned him to death. The execution followed quickly and Waltheof was beheaded on the last day of May. Judith had had her revenge (18).

Roger de Montgomery had both brothers and a sister. The latter whose name was it is thought Matilda, was married to Charles le Ufroy, who together with Roger and his son, Robert of Belleme designed and were responsible for building the great castle at Gisors. (See Genealogy-Montgomery, Counts of Belleme). Gisors was in fact an updated version of Belleme and the vision of Gisors can be seen clearly by studying the remains of the two castles concerned.

This then was the ‘Family’, which prepared for their greatest test in January of 1066.

 


* “Cur mundus militat sub vana gloria
Cujus prosperitas est transitoria?
Tam cito labitur ejus potentia
Quam vasa figuli quae suntfragilia.”
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