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folk, and they certainly were not interested in being
forced to learn French, a foreign tongue, or becoming any
Frenchman’s serf.

Northern England was barely under the control of any
king. In fact, there was only one castle in all of Anglo-
Saxon England . . . because castles were meant to not just
resist invaders but also to resist uprisings by hostile, en-
slaved local populations. England did not need castles for
lording it over a free people who accepted their rulers.

The old English did respect their own people; they did
not fear them (or need to), and when they called for vol-
unteers, as King Alfred the Great did in 877 against the in-
vading Vikings, folks came a-running to help. Nor did the
Anglo-Saxon kings have a heavy tax system, because no
one was building vastly expensive castles with moats, nor
did the folk feel a need to pay for a standing, professional
army, and in fact they dreaded such a thing as a threat to
their freedom.

Militias are cheap, with part-time soldiers and week-
end warriors, and professional armies on the other hand
do cost a lot, but freedom isn’t free, as the expression
goes, and the Anglo-Saxons lost it. For having only a mili-
tia they paid an incredible price—centuries of enslave-
ment that, while less openly brutal than before, lasts, in
this writer’s view, to this day.

Northern England, the region William the Conqueror
would decide to devastate, had been settled heavily by
both northern German Saxons and by the Scandinavian
Germanic Danes, and was even richer in Nordic genes
than the south. The dialect of Yorkshire, and the whole
north, in fact, was heavily influenced by Danish, so much
so that the Londoners from down south could barely un-
derstand it. Many nobles up there, in fact, were Danes.
The region was even called “the Danelaw,” and the histo-

rians of today call that region, in that era, by the name
“Anglo-Scandinavia.”

In fact, “English”-seeming place names that end in
-thorpe, -borough, -wick or -by, such as Oglethorpe, War-
wick, Attleborough, Bixby, Hornby, Frisbee or Albee, all
come, in reality, from the Danish. “By” is still today the
Danish word for a village. Thus the meaning of the Eng-
lish word “by-laws” is “village laws,” hence one never
hears of federal or state “by-laws,” but only the by-laws of
towns, local clubs and associations. Hundreds of the most
basic English words came in through the Danelaw, such
as take, skin, sky, he, they, anger, bask, bawl, bet, build,
blunder, crash, crazy and other basic “English” words.

(One can hear a northern English dialect—very hard
for Americans to understand, because our own American
accent comes from southeastern England—in the unique
and touching 1997 English tragicomic film “The Full
Monty,” written by a Simon Beaufoy—“Goodfaith” in
French—with as Norman a name as you can imagine. It
depicts six very desperate unemployed ex-steel mill
workers in Sheffield who resort, quite bashfully, to put-
ting on a nightclub striptease in their despair to raise
money to pay their back bills and their child support. This
is from the very area that William the Bastard, as the con-
queror was also known, had genocided 900 years ago.)

Given both their heritages, Scandinavian and Saxon,
the ingredients of a double bravery, the doughty Yorkshire-
men up north told William the Bastard in no uncertain
terms that he was not welcome as their new master after
they saw how he was enslaving the south of England.

At the legendary Battle of Maldon, 75 years before,
their brave Saxon brothers in southern England had al-
ready fought honorably to the very death rather than pay
any tribute to Viking marauders. (They finally began pay-
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rounded by devastated lands, submitted to this man who
can only be called a foreign terrorist. On Dec. 25, 1066,
William was crowned king of England by Aldred, arch-
bishop of York, at Westminster Abbey. But then the still-
uncowed north of England rose up in revolt.

WILLIAM BEGINS HIS GENOCIDE

Orderic Vitalis (1075-1142) had a strong opinion of
William’s reaction. He was an Anglo-Norman chaplain to
Roger de Montgomery, a key friend and war companion
of William (of the same family that later gave birth to
Field Marshal Montgomery of WWII fame). He later be-
came a monk in Normandy, and normally was an open ad-
mirer of Duke William for his skill and bravery as a
soldier, ruler and builder of beautiful cathedrals.

However, Orderic wrote, in his chronicle Gesta Nor-
mannorum Ducum [“Deeds of the Norman Dukes”], of
his horror at the Normans’ merciless scorched-earth pol-

icy toward the north.
It was far worse even than the “March to the Sea”

through Georgia in 1864 by Union (federal) troops under
Gen. William Tecumseh Sherman. (“Sherman,” by the
way, is a classic Norman, not Saxon, name.)

From the Humber River to the Tees, for four seem-
ingly unending years, 1066 to 1070, William’s rampaging
cavalry burnt whole villages to the ground and killed the
civilians of northern England.

The death toll is estimated at 150,000, with substantial
social, cultural and economic damage to boot. Due to the
scorched-earth policy, much of the land was laid waste
and depopulated, a fact to which the famous Domesday
Book, William’s great tax and inventory list of all the prop-
erties in England, readily attests in 1086, almost two
decades later.

And it provoked as much bitterness toward the Nor-
mans as did, 800 years later, Gen. Sherman’s march
through Georgia among Southerners, especially after the

Re-enactment of the Battle of Hastings: In the real battle,
what a Saxon wore depended on his class and wealth.
Housecarls would have worn a mail hauberk and carried a
two-handed axe, a one-hand sword, and a kite shield or
sometimes a round shield. These were the elite warriors.
Theigns would have whatever they could afford, but were
commanded by law to keep a hauberk or habergeon, with
a sword, although some used spears with kite shields. The
fiad were the peasants and would have worn regular
clothes, or sacks if they were really poor, and would fight

with farming tools. The Norman force, mainly mercenaries
and volunteers, would usually have their own mail hauberk
or habergeon, and mostly preferred to fight with spears, as
these were cheap. Their French allies fought in a range of
armor, from mail to leather, and wielded anything from
swords to axes to spears, and mostly using a round or kite
shield. The elite of the Normans, the knights, fought on
horseback, wearing mail hauberks, a sword and a kite
shield. Very popular on both sides were nasal helmets, as
depicted above.












