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The Anglo=-5axon and Scandinavian occupation of Nottinghamshire

and Derbyshire

introcduction

Foliowing the work of Dodgson, Kuurman and Cox a new chron-
ology of Anglo~Saxon place-names has been established, which
suggests that ~ham names preceded those of -ingas, -inga— form,
which in turn were earlier than place-names in —tﬂnl This work
has been supplemented in the Danelaw by Cameron's series of
pubtications in the 1960s and early 1970s on the place-name
evidence for the Scandinavian settlement in the region.2
Summarising his Ideas for Nottinghamshire, Cameron has suggested
that "The English names occur along the valleys of the major
rivers, the Trent, ldle and Devon for example. 1T would seem
tikely that at least most of these sites had already been
occupied when the Danes settlied here, so they made settlements
in the tributary valleys. This would presumably support a
hypothesis that for the most part the Danes came as coloniS‘I‘s".3
Accepting the arguments for a small-sized Scandinavian army,
Cameron suggests that a number of the ~by names were probably
formed as settiements by members of the army, and that later
colonisation and expansion gave rise to the remaining —bg names
and alsc to the majority of the —thorp names. These Scandinavian
place—-names generally occur away from the traditional areas of
Anglo-Saxon coccupation, and on poorer quality soil, suggesting

that they are therefore of later foundaf?on.a

More recently Fellows Jensen has undertaken a detalled
analysis of the Scandinavian settlement-names of the East Mid~
lands, and concludes that, while much of Cameron's work appears

to be valid, it is now clear that "the Vikings must have arrived



in an England that had already been extenslively settied and
brought under cultivation by the Eng!ish",5 She also argues
that many of the -bys with English specifics are probably par-
tially renamed English settlements, and that most of the fully
Scandinavian -bys resulted either from fragmentation of old
estates, or from the reclamation of iand once colonised by the
English. These arguments are further supported by Gelling, who
suggests that "disused” wouid be the best term to describe the
land colonised by the immigrant Danes.6 There is, however,
little direct evidence that, in Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire,
the Scandinavian —bgs were in fact located in fragmented or

deserted English territories.

The purpose of this paper is to reappraise this general
medel in the context of Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire in the
{ight of recent archaeclogical work and also based on an in-
ves+i9a+ion into the distribufion of |lth century perscnal-
names in these two counties. While the general chronology
outlined above is accepted it is argued that each type of evi-
dence demands a slightly different explanation to that tradi-
tionally given, and that only when They are all taken together
does a clearer image of the pattern of pre-Norman occupation
emerge.7 I+ begins by evaluating the place~-name evidence in
further detail, and then proceeds through a summary of the
{iterary and archaeclogical evidence to an analysis of the |]th

century distribution of personal-names.,

Fiace-names

This section presents an assessment of the available place-
name evidence for the two counties in the framework of their
currently accepted chronology (See Figures | and 2). Following

Dodagson's 1966 examination of —ingas, -inga—-, names in south~-



east England, where he suggested that "the -ingas place-name
seems to be the result of a social development contemporary
with a colonizing process later than, but scon after, the
immigration-settliement that is recorded in the early pagan
burials', two papers by Cox and Kuurman expanded the area of

investigation into the Midtands.8

Cox argued that ~ham names in this region were closely re-
lated to the system of Roman roads, frackways and settiements
and that they were probably established well before the end of
the pagan period, although he did point out that in Nottingham-
shire the evidence was not as conclusive as it was for other
counties in theMidlands and East Anglia. This argument is fully
supported by the work of Kuurman, who, in a similar fashion to
Cox, compared the distribution of -ingas and —-inga- place-names
with Anglo~Saxon burial sites, and concluded that, due to the
lack of coincidence in the distribution, these place-names prob-
ably dated from fthe post-pagan period. Although ~ham names do
not always coincide with pagan burials in the Midlands, Cox
argued that this does not invalidate the early nature of this
name type, since "our knowledge of burial sites is a matter of
chance“.9 Despite this cauticonary comment it is necessary to
note that both Cox and Kuurman dc in fact use archaeolcgical

evidence to support other facets of their arguments.

Atl these three writers have noted the probiems in using the
terminal -ham, due to the possibility that it might be derived
from hamm, meaning 'land almost surrcunded by water', 'land in
a river bend' or 'river meadow', rather than —h&m, 'a village'
or 'collection of homesteads'. 1In an article on this subject
in 1960 Gelling suggested that the element hamn was not found
north of a line from Presteigne through Droitwich, Coventry,

Buckingham and Huntingdon to Ely.lo While Sandred has suggested



that Famm might better be transiated simply as ’enc!osure',i!

it nevertheless seems sensibie to ask whether any of the Not-
tinghamshire or Derbyshire ~ham endings might indeed be derived
from Aamm. Of the twelve ~ham endings in the two counties, if
the two Markhams and two Marnhams are each treated as one name,
there are three possible contenders on topographical grounds for
the element —hamm, namely Dunham and Marnham in Nottinghamshire,
and Clunham (Clownholme) in Derbyshire. All of these three |ie
close to clear loops in adjacent rivers and must surely remain
questionablie. In the Nottinghamshire examples the omission of
Dunham and the Marnhams from the -ham analysis does in fact add
further support to Cox's comparison with the Roman archaeclogical
svidence, since they are not close to any Roman remains, but in
the Derbyshire example Clownhoime |ies close beside the Roman
road and would therefore, in a circular argumen+, be a contender
for the —ham derivation.

While at first sight the argument linking place~names in ~ham
with Roman sites appears convincing, it is nevertheless open to
some detailed criticism in Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire.iz
The argument is essentially basad on a comparison between the
spatial locations of two different elements: the —~ham names,
and Roman finds. One major difficulty with this is that the
maps of Roman roads and settlements used by Cox are extremely
partial; the amount of Roman occupaticnal evidence is increasing
annually, and fo give but two exampies from Nottinghamshire he
ignores the Romano-British settiement at Staunton and the three
villa sites within two mites of the defended nucleus cof Margi—
dunum.;S In short there Is increasing evidence to suggest that
most of lowland Midland England was occupied during the Roman
period, However, of more importance, it is not possible fto use
archaeological evidence in a simple spatial anaiysis, since by

doing so as much emphasis is placed on negative as on positive



evidence; the fact that no Roman material has yet been found in

an area does not mean that there was necessarily never a Roman

settlement There.

|f Cox's maps are studied in detail for Nottinghamshire and
Derbyshire, and the distances between The ~ham names and his
Roman material are measured, it becomesclear that the relation-
ships are by no means as simple as he suggests. Thus Table |
shows that, although there is an apparently cicse 1ink between
Roman roads and ~ham names in Derbyshire, the Nottinghamshire
figures reveal that the mean distance between the two is nearly
three and a half miles. Surprisingly, in Nottinghamshire it
would appear that the -ingas, —inga-, names were nearer the
Roman material than were the ~ham names, thus Totally reversing
Cox's suggested chronoiogy. Of greater significance, though,
is the fact that in both counties the -ham names appear to be

the nearest Anglo-Saxon place-name elements to rivers.

There is therefore litTie evidence to sustain the argument
that -ham names in these two counties are specifically located
in close proximity to Roman sites. The evidence does, however,
suggest that the —ham elements were located near to rivers.

[t it is accepted that the eariiest Anglo-Saxon settiers pre-
ferred settlement locations by good water suppiies, which seems
logicail, it is then possible To argue that the ~ham names are
still the eariiest Anglo-5Saxcn place-names. The fact that in
some areas ~ham names and Roman sites are found in the same
general proximity could therefcre simply be explained by the
hypothes is that the occupants of both periods preferred settiement
locations adjacent to rivers. In this context it should alsc be
pointed out that Cox's arguments do not directly support the
hypothesis of settiement continuity between the Roman and Anglo-

Saxon periods, since to do so the ~ham names would have to



actually be located by Roman settiements or villas., In Not-
tinghamshire and Derbyshire there is at the moment negligible
evidence for such a coincidence, although future archaeclogical
discoveries might indeed reveal the required finds. By noting
that a number of —hwm names are by Roman roads Cox has, though,
vajuably indicated that these arteries probably provided lines

of colonisation into Midland England by the Anglo~Saxons.

This evidence concerning the Angio-Saxon immigration therefore
supports the chronology of -ham names preceding -ingas, —inga-,

names, but it suggests that a different expianation is required.

In furning to the Scandinavian colonisation, the distribution
of -by names (Figures | and 2) has been discussed at length by
Camercon and Fellows Jensen, and their conclusions, taken in the
context of the physical envircnment in which the place-name
elements are found, appear to be c:onvincing.i4 The evidence
does indeed indicate that -by names are generally located along
tributary valleys and smail streams, often showing a prefersence
for sandy soils. Similarly Cameron's cautious conclusions con-
cerning the ~thorp place-names, taken as meaning secondary
settiements and therefore applying to places of later and smaller
foundation, are alisc undoubtedly largely c:or‘r‘ec-r.!5 in con-
sidering ~thorp names it is nevertheless difficult fto ascertain
whether, in specific instances, they are derived from Scandin-
avian porp or 0id Engiish prop. Cameron only considers the thorp
names of which we have records in, or before, Domesday Book.
if all of the thorp names are considered it s evident -that many
mare are introduced into the picture, and their generally hap-
hazard distribution suggests a pattern of later infilling, in a
similar fashion to the -tun names (Figures | and 2). Many of
these settliements couid, however, have been in existence before

the {ith century and have been not recorded in Domesday Book



because of their small size, or fenurial reiationship fc a

larger manor.

In furning to the so~called Grimston hybrids as further
evidence for Scandinavian immigration, Cameron has noted that
Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire stand in contrast to countiss
further east by having large numbers of hybrid -tuns in relation
to their number of -by names.'C  As Figures | and 2 show, the
Grimston hybrids are in fact generally located in the regicn
designated as being of Anglo-Saxon colonisation along the Trent
vailey. Cameron has argued that "it seems a reascnable deduc-
tion that there was a much larger English than Danish element
in the racial complex of +hesé districts" at the time when the
settlements were given their names.l7

Fellows Jensen has also discussed these hybrid ~tuns at
tength and, noting that in the East Midiands as a whole, they
are thickest on the fringes of dense distributions of —bys and
porps, she suggests that they either represent English viils
that were taken over by the Danes, or that they resulted from
the movement of Danes away from areas where they were numerous
enough to dominate the area linguisticaliy as well as polifi-
ca%!ynia In the specific cases of Nottinghamshire and Derby-
shire, however, there is no clear pattern of hybrid ~tuns being
located on the periphery of regions of dense —bgs and porps
(Figures | and 2), and as a result these suggestions must re~

main tentative.

To conclude this review of the accepted train of argUmenT
concerning the place-name evidence relating to Nottinghamshire
and Derbyshire it is important to emphasise two general points.
The first is that all of these argquments are based on the as-

sumption that the names of the places did not change between



their foundations and the date when they were first recorded.

in both of these counties the vast majority of the settlements
are first mentioned only in Domesday Book, at a date possibly
five and a half centuries after the proposed creation of the
~ham settlements and two centuries after the earliest Scan-
dinavian colonisation., In Sawyer's listing of Angio-Saxon
charters there are oniy five pre-Norman charters relating to
Nottinghamshire and sixteen such documents for Derbyshire.Ig
There is therefore !ittle potential for evaluating the stability
of place-names at this early pericd, and it is clear that some
wil] certainly have aiftered. |t is perhaps pertinent to guestion
the significance of the four place-names within the two counties
where personal-names of holders of manors in 066 are also re-
corded in the names of the townships in which they fay. Did
Osmund found Osmundestcne, Wada Wadshelf, Brun Brunesleia and
Gamall Gamelistun? It is possible, but it is also possible that
these are cbincidences, where a person with the same name as the
founder later held the mancr, or more importantly that they might
reflect place~-name changes. If perscnal-names within place-
names are indeed used to argue for some cultural links at this
date, is it not possible That personal-names of manor holders

can also be used themselves to provide a !ink To the past?

The second crucial problem with the place-name evidence is

that the names refer to territories and not specifically to

settlements. In both Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire it is clear

that in Domesday Bock many fTownships had several manors within
them, and there is some evidence that these mancrs may indeed
have once been individual seTTIemenTs.ZO The existence of many
more settlement sites than place-names must cause severe prob-
lems of interpretation, and it is a difficulty that has, as yet,

scarcely been considered by place-name scholars.



The Literary and Archaeological Evidence

The paucity of charter evidence noted above creates & serious
handicap to the understanding of the pre-Norman settliement of
this part of Midland England.Z! Nevertheless the Anglo-Saxon
Chronicle and Bede's History of the English Church and People
do provide a framework of dates within which the place~name
evidence can be viewed. Before the literary evidence is sum-
marised, though, it must be emphasised that the Anglo-Saxon
Chronicie, which was essentially produced by tThe West Saxons, is
undoubtedly biassed in its coverage of The events of the period,
and that it will alsc have tended to overplay the importance of

the conflict befween christians and 'heathens'.

The first important date relating to the area later to be
known as Notfinghamshire and Derbyshire was in 653 when the
Middie Angles under Ealidorman Peada received the true faith and
became Chrisfians.22 This provides an approximate final date
for the presence of pagan burials, and for The next two centuries
Christian Anglo-Saxcn settlement can be assumed To have advanced
Throughout the region. The first clear indication of Scandin-
avian settlement is in 868 when the Danish army "went into Mercia
to Nottingham and took up winter quarters there. And Burgred,
king of the Mercians, and his councillors asked Ethelred, king
of the West Saxons, and his brother Aifred to help him fight
against the enemy. They then went with the army of the West
Saxons into Mercia to Nottingham, and came upon the enemy in
that fortress and beseiged them There. There occurred no serious
battle there, and the Mercians made peace with the enemy“.23
This reference would suggest that by this date there was already
therefore a fortified settiement at Nottingham. In 873 there is
also evidence that the Danes wintered at Rep1‘on.24 However, it

seems That the general dispersal and settlement of the Danes did



not begin untit after 877. In that year "in the harvest season
the army went inte Mercia and shared out some of E%“.ZB The
evidence of twenty years later, in 8%6, when it is recorded that
"by the grace of God, the army had not on the whole affiicted
the English people very greatly; but they were much more seri-
ously afflicted in those years by the mortality of cattlie and
men', would suggest fthat this immigration and settlement had
been relatively peaceful, and that both cultural groups were be-
coming fairly rapidly infegrafed.26 If this chronology is now
related to the Scandinavian place-names iT seems likely that the
~by names began to be used in the late 9+h century, continuing
into the early 10th century when the Grimston hybrids probably
also began to be used. In This context Cameron has argued that
the Grimston hybrids may have been so named by the retired Vik-
ings of the army of %65.27 it is also possibie that it was some
time around the end of the 9th century that the Danes altered
the name of Northworthy to Derby, and estabiished the borough as

one of tThe Five EBoroughs of the Daneiaw.28

In 918 when King Edward captured the borough of Nottingham he
ordered it fo be repaired by both Danes and Englishmen, and this
impression of a joint community is strengthened when it is fur-
ther stated that "al!l the people who had settled in Mercia, both
Danes and English submitted Yo him”a29 It would therefors ssem
that until the coming of the Norsemen in 940 fthere had been a
peaceful expansion of the area of settlement by both cultural
groups, and the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle for 942, although a verse
encomium, would support this: "In this year King Edmund, lord
of the Engiish, protector of men, the beloved performer of mighty
deeds overran Mercia, as bounded by Dove, Whitwelligate, and the
broad stream, the River Humber; and five boroughs, lLeicester and

Lincoin, Nottingham and likewise Stamford, and also Derby. The



Danes were previously subjected by force under the Norsemen, for
a long time in bonds of captivity to the heathens until the de-
fender of the warriers, the son of Edward, King Edmund redeemed
them to his g!or‘y",30 While this verse should be treated with
some scepticism, it nevertheless doas probably imply that by 240
there was a relatively peaceful coexistence of Danes and English
in the territory of the Five Boroughs, which was then broken by
the new invasions. For much of the next half century, with the
Viking raids around the coasts, there can have been littie real
peace in Mercia. In {0l3 the District of the Five Boroughs sub-
mitted to Swein, and the pericd of perhaps the greatest direct
Scandinavian domination i:wegan.‘?)i Nevertheless, by the early [1+th
century it seems likely that the majority of settiements in the
region had already been established and therefore that, uniess
the Vikings changed numerous place-names, their later influence
on the overall settlement structure may have been smal!. The
presence of)Norwegian settlers is indicated by the five Norman-
tons in Nottinghamshire and the three in Derbyshire, but such
evidence might well indicate that Norwegian settliements were a

rarity deserving special notification in their names.

This chroncliogy therefore indicates that Domesday Bock, in
1086, from which most of the evidence concerning names is derived,
was written approximately five centuries after the Angic-Saxon
arrival, two centuries after the first Danish arrival, and at
the end of a century of intermittent Viking-led Scandinavian in-
vasion of which William's Norman conguest was but the last. In
this context Stenton generally assumed that most of the Scandin-
avian personal names found in the Danelaw records were of late
provenance, and probably derived from the late 10th and 1ith
century invasions. He certainly believed that they represented

. : : L. g ¢
Scandinavian stock. This conclusion has been shown by Camercn



to be less accurate than was once thought, and It certainiy

seems likely That the place-names are of much earlier origin.

Archaeclogical work has so far revealed [itfle concerning the
Angio~Saxon or Scandinavian occupation of Nottinghamshire and
Derbyshire, apart from the 'pagan' burials. There are a number
of reasons for this, but two of the primary ones must be that
many settiements deriving from this period have continued in use
untii the present day, and that the majority of Anglo-Saxon and
Scandinavian buildings, or structures, were made of wood which
has a very low survival rate. In addition some of the evidence
may well have been removed by subsequent buiiding, and also
possibly by the destruction of the surface layers of archaeo-
togical sites during the 1%th century when known Roman buildings

were excavated with methods more primitive than those of teday.

Recently the Trent Valley Archaeological Research Committee
has assembled a mass of information relating to this regicn, and
although there is relatively little material concerning the
Anglo~Scandinavian period several important conclusions can be
drawn that are relevant for the present investigation. It must,
though, be emphasised that the archaecliogical record is only
partiai, and that the distribution of finds refliects the material,
or geclogical formaticon, in which they have been preserved, and
also the zeal of the local archaeologists in particular parts of
the region, as well as the original distribution of the specific
objects in question. Nevertheless from this evidence it is
possible to draw soms important conclusions concerning the Roman
and Anglo-5axon cccupaticon which put info question some of the

accepted observations based primarily on piace-name evidence.

The detailed problems with Cox's analysis of =ham names and

Roman sites have already been dEscussede, but of more importance



is the general observation that the Roman occupation of lowland
England appears to have been far more widespread than was once
thought. Until recently the pattern of Roman settiement in
Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire was thought to have consisted of
a few roads and forts, and even fewer villas and settlements.
Derbyshire was thought to have been essentially a frontier mili~-
tary region, with forts at Brough, Little Chester and Meiandra.
Rycknield Street travelled north from Lichfield, through Little
Chester and thence on fo Yorkshire. Other roads joined Brough
to Melandra and Buxton, a Roman spa which was also linked to
Littie Chester. A further road travelled east from Rocester,
through Little Chester, fto reach the Nottinghamshire border near
the villa at Barton in Fabis. The main economic significance of
Derbyshire appears to have been in its lead mines in the ares
south of Castleton. Nottinghamshire in contrast was thought to
have been more heavily settled, with villas at Mansfield Wood-
house, Southwell and Barton in Fabis. The Foss Way travelled
across the south-east of the county, and with it were associated
the defended sefttliement of Margidunum near Bingham, and the
settiement at Willoughby on the Wolds. In addition part of
Ermine Street crossed the north-east of the county, passing
tThrough the town of Segelocum, Littleborough, and a fort at

SCBffWOFTh.JB

Recently field wailking and excavation have greatly expanded
the known area of Roman settiement, with for example small Roman
settlements being studied in Nottinghamshire at South Muskham,
Bingham, Staunton and Brough, and a number of smali viilas being
noted near Margidunwn. However, the most important discovery
has been derived from Riley's painstaking recovery from aeriai
photographs of an extensive system of fields, stretching from
the river Meden, just scuth of Retford in Notfinghamshire, north-

wards to Doncaster in Yorkshire.35 He has Ei?usfraTed The



existence of a vast brickwork pattern of fieids throughcut this
area associated with a number of enclosures, which he suggests
were probably for occupation or stock control. Three trial ex-
cavations undertaken by May in the vicinities of Elkesley, Bab-
worth and Torworth have all revealed Roman material, but Riley
is cauticus about assigning these fields without question to the
Roman period. One complication is that near Finningley in the
north of Nottinghamshire there is a small stretch of Roman road
which totally ignores the field boundaries, suggesting therefore
that the road is of a different date to the fieids.

The crucial feature that this evidence indicates is that this
land had already been cultivated at some period before the
scandinavian immigration. Indeed it is interesting to note that
a number of -by place-names, such as Serlby, Barnby, Bilby and
Ranby do in fact exist precisely in this region of probable
Roman fields. It is possible that this area of northern Not-
tinghamshire went out of occupation at the end of the Roman
period, was not colonised by the Anglo-Saxcns, and was therefore
available faor recolonisation by people of largely Scandinavian
stock, In this context it is important also to note that none
of The township boundaries in this part of Nottinghamshire bear
any relationship to the esarly field boundaries noted by Riley.
This has serious repercussions for arguments supporting the con-
Tinuity of boundaries from Roman through to medieval %ime537,
and it does add support to the suggestion that there was a sub-

stantial post-Roman reduction in the settied ares.

This concept of a Roman population maximum, which has been
proposed for England as a whole by Fowler and Cunliffe, would
fit well with much of the archaeological and place-name evidence
extant for Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire.38 Thus Derbyshire,

which is crossed by a number of Roman roads, and which, although



sparsely populated in the upland Peak District, probably had a
lowland population density similar to that of much of Notting-
hamshire, has only one ~ham place-name. Similarly the eight
~ham names of Nottinghamshire are all within the broadly defined
Trent valley. In addition there is little place-name or archae-
ological evidence for the survival of an extensive Ceitic popu-
fation in this region. This would strongly suggest a relatively
small~-scale Anglo~Saxon occupation concentrating mainiy in the
river valleys, following a late Roman population decline. The
evidence of the Angloc-Saxon pagan burials, particularly in Derby-
shire where in the west of the county they are fairly extensive
would however mitigate against too firm a conclusion in this
direc+§on.39 It might be that the early Angio-Saxon occupation
was indeed more widespread, and That archaeological evidence to
support it has net yet been discovered. Before any attempt is
made to unite these conflicting arguments it is necessary to

study one further piece of evidence.

Domesday Book Personal Names

Despite Von Feilitzen's comprehensive survey of fthe perscnal
names recorded in Domesday Book, and recent studies of |2th cen-
tury personal names from parts of eastern England, little atten-
tion has been paid to the spatial distributicon of Anglo-Saxon
and Scandinavian perscnal names in the Daneiaw.4o The reasons
for this are primarily due to the opinion that these personzl
names will bear [ittle relationship to the period soon after the
original Danish invasions. Thus Arngart, referring to the ilth
century states that because of the changes in political and
social conditions which had then occurred, and the long time that
had elapsed, it is hardly possible to draw any safe'conc!us?ons

from these examples as to the structure of society during fthe



time immediately after the invasien”.4§ Arngart goes on to sug-
gest that the conciusions of Stenton and Steenstrupp, that many
of the Scandinavians brought their women with them, Thus intro-
ducing a number of feminine Scandinavian names into tThe Danelaw,
were probably incorrecf.42 Instead Arngart, foilowing Bjdrkman,
suggests that most of the Scandinavian feminine names were de-
rived from children born to Scandinavian immigrants who had

married English v.-Jc;men.i13

The evidence put forward so far in this paper would suggest
that the late Sth century immigration probably soon became gen-
eraily relatively peacefu!, whereas the Viking invasion during
the [0th and 1ith centuries was more viclent. Whatever the
nature of the marital status of Danes, Vikings and English peopie
it is clear that the Scandinavian element in personal nomen-
clature had been present for two centuries, or approximately
eight generations, befoe 1066, or the T.R.E. of Domesday Book.
This is clearly sufficient time for the mixed naming of children
to have taken place by both Scandinavian and English stock,

Thus Arngart, in a study of land ftransactions near Peterborough
in the second half of the 10th century, has noted a considerable
number of mixed Scandinavian and English names in the same fam-
iiies.44 Perhaps the best known example of mixed naming is that
of Earl Godwine, who married a Danish wife and gave scme of his
chiidren Danish, and others English, names. Von Feilitzen has
illustrated that both variation, where a chiid is given one
element from its father's name and from its mother's, and re-
petition were common naming practices in the |ith century. To
these though must be added further cases where names became
fashionable, or where children were simply glven new names, re-
gardless of the names or stock of their parents. In these in-
stances it would seem more logical! to suggest that the conguered

pecpie, the English, wouid fend to give their children



Scandinavian names more frequentiy than would the immigrant Danes
or Vikings give their children English names, although against |
this it shouid be pointed out fThat in most places Scandinavian
colonists were very quick to adopt the language of the area into

which they had come.

At the regiocnal scale it is clear that by the 1lth century
areas of known Scandinavian immigration, such as the Danelaw and
parts of north-west England, did have many more Scandinavian
personal names than did, for example, south-east England. With
this in mind tThe personal names of holders of manors before The
Norman conquest in Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire were studied
to see if any patterns emerged. Before the results of this in-
vestigation are summarised it is important to note a number of

assumptions and preliminary hypotheses.

Firstly it is clear that the names of holders of mancrs in
1066 will reflect only one class cof the peoplie within +he Dane-
taw at that date. The majority of the populaticon, the villeins,
borders and sokemen went unrecorded by name. Secondly, it must
be emphasised that the patiern being investigated is that per-
taining in the Ilth cenfury, and that it is uniikely to bear
much resemblance to that present during the 9th century. Never-
theless, it seems logical to argue that the presence of 5Scandin-
avian personal names can be used as an indicator of the spread
of Scandinavian culture, in a general sense, by 1066. In this
context it can then be suggested that if one particular area
tends fto have very many more Cld English personal names than
O1d Scandinavian names within i+, then it is possible That this
area was lifttle influenced by the Scandinavian immigration.
However, it would appear to be less reliable to argue that areas
of solely 01d Scandinavian personal names indicated widespread

Scandinavian seitlement in an area, since this could reflect
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the preocess by which a conquered Angio-Saxon people gave their
children Scandinavian names. A further cautionary note is that
there is no way of knowing how freguently the same persconal name
referred to cne individual, and how coften it applied to a number
of different people with the same name. Therefore it is far more
reliable to base an argument on cases where there are a number
of different named manorial lords Tthan where all the manors are
held by one person, or group of pecple, with a single name.
Finaliy, one method of adding some precision to this analysis is
To consider how far the ratic of 0id Scandinavian to Old English
personal names varies in different parts of the county when com-

pared with the ratic for the county as a whoie.

Figures 3 and 4 illustrate the distribution of the perscnal
names of the holders of pre~Norman manors in Derbyshire and
Nottinghamshire differentiated on the basis of an Old English/
0Old Scandinavian division. [f the overall numbers of different
types of name in each county are considered first it is cliear
That there were many more different Oid Scandinavian personal
names Wwithin Nottinghamshire fthan there were in Derbyshire
(Table 2). Thus within Nottinghamshire there were 54 (51.4%)
Old English names and 53 (48.6%Z) 0l!d Scandinavian names, whereas
in Derbyshire there were 53 (58.9%) 0Old English names and only
37 (41.1%}) 0ld Scandinavian names. |f the two counties are
Taken together fthere were 74 Old English names and 74 0ld Scan-
dinavian names present. Thus Derbyshire had 71.6Z aof the pool
of Cld English names, but coniy 50%Z of Old Scandinavian names.
This evidence would correspend well with fthat of the piace—names
which suggested that Nottinghamshire was generazlly more densely

occupied by people of Scandinavian stock than was Derbyshire.

Further support for this conclusion is found in the figures

for the total numbers of manors in each county he!d'by people



with Cld English and Scandinavian names. While this evidence is
more difficult to interpret, since it is impossible to say how
many people in fact had the same name, it would appear that
pecple with Old Scandinavian names in Derbyshire occupied a
smaller proportion of the fotal manors in the county than did
their counterparts in Nottingbhamshire, and also a smaller percen-
tage than the actual frequency of names would suggest. [T should
be emphasised that the figures in Table 3 represent the total
numbers of names of manor holders, which is different from the
total numbers of manors, since in places two or more people might
be recorded as holiding one manor,45 However, in Nottinghamshire
there were 171 (44.3%) instances of Old Scandinavian names being
mentioned as the holder of a manor, whereas in Derbyshire there
were only 36 (31.1%Z). Thus in Derbyshire, whereas Old Scandin-
avian names accocunted for 41,17 of the total names in the county,

such names only accounted for 31.1%Z of the manor holders.

Table 3 indicates the reiationship of the personal name
structure to the distribution of manorial holders, within given
named places, which generally equate to townships, within +the
two counties. The first important feature to note about this
concerns the actua! mancrial structure itself, and this is that
in both counties it was more usual for a township To have more
than one mancr, or manorial holder, than it was for there to be
a single lord in each fownship. However, single lord townships
were much more common in Derbyshire than they were in Notting-
hamshire. Thus only 21 out of the 386 (23.6%) names in Notting-
hamshire occurred as holders of the only manor in a township,
whereas in Derbyshire 127 out of the 309 (41.1%) names he!ld such
manors. The second feature is that in cases where there was
more than one manorial holder in each township it was more com-
men for there to be a mixture of 0id English and Old Scandina-

vian named holders than for the townships To have all the named



holders from one stock. Again, Though, This was less True of
Derbyshire than it was of Nottinghamshire, with the ratios of
such single stock townships fo mixed stock ones being 30:35 for

Derbyshire and 4i:60 for Nottinghamshire.

The manorial structure of Nettinghamshire was therefore far
more complex Than that of Derbyshire, and if it is accepted that
There was greater Scandinavian infiuence in Nottinghamshire this
could perhaps be seen as cne of the causes of the greater com-
plexity There present. While still at the broad level of the
counties it is no doubt also significant that the numbers of
sokemen recorded within Domesday Book were far higher in Not-
Tinghamshire, where there were 1,704 recorded out of a totail
rural ‘population' of 5,573 (30.6%Z), than there were in Derby-
shire, with only 124 cut of its total 'popula+ion' of 2,746
(4.5%) being recorded as sokemen.46 it Is certainly probable
That tThe manorial compiexity of Nottinghamshire as compared
with Derbyshire was also due to its greater density of popula-
Tion, the two counties being of an approximately similar size,
but this fact may in ifself have been partly due to the hypo-

Thesised higher Scandinavian immigration into Nottinghamshire.

In furning fo the internal distribution of people with Old
Scandinavian and Old English persona! names within The two coun-
Ties a number of further observations can be made. Beginning
with Nottinghamshire it is evident that no part of the county
stands out as being totally dominated by perscnal names of either
stock; the spatial pattern suggests that by the tith century the
two cuitures were closely integrated. The only siight exception
to this generalisation is in the west of The county between
Greasley and Edwinstowe, where there does appear to be a ciuster
of Old English names, but further west of here, in Derbyshire

(Figure 3), there is no evidence of this pattern being continued.
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Nevertheless it is inferesting to note that three of the -by
place-names of the county, Skegby, Kirkby and Linby, occur in
just this area. Similarly, in the Trent valley, east of Notting=-
ham, in the area around East Bridgford, Shelford, Burton Joyce
and Holme Fierrepont, there is a clear ilocal dominance of Scan-
dinavian personal names. This is an area that would appear from
the place-name evidence to have been at the heart of Anglo-Saxon
domination, and in addition none of the place-names in this par-
ticular area are of the Grimston-hybrid nature. This evidence
suggests that, in Nottinghamshire, if the earliest Scandinavian
settlement had indeed been on marginal lands away from fthe Anglo-
Saxon core, then by the 11Th century there had been a sufficient
culfural spread enabling people Throughout the county to be given
Scandinavian perscnal names with at least The same regularity as

Qid English names.

The spatial distribution of personal names in Domesday Derby-
shire is more complex (Figure 3). Contrary to the situation in
Mottinghamshire it does appear to be possible fo pick cut partic-
ular parts of the county where there are very few Scandinavian
personal names recorded as hoiding manors in 1066, The clearest
examples of this situation are to be found in the whoie of the
county south of the river Trent, and also in the south-west of
The county in the major curve of the river Dove. Scandinavian
personal names, on the other hand, are o be found in the centre
of the county near the river Derwent and in The north and east.
Before any tentative conclusions are drawn from this it is worth
investigating the pattern in more detai! to see whether or not
the Cld English dominance in the south and south-west couid be
due to the land being held by only one or two major fandowners,
Although in the south Elfgar, Alfric and the Abbey of Burton
each heid at least Three manors, there were also a number of

other C!d English named lords, Alfwine, Godric, Leofric,
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Sigeweard, Earnwine and Eadward, which would suggest that the
Jld English dominance bere was not simply the result of one name
covering the majority of the manors. Similar findings hold frue
for the south-west where in twenty contigucus townships ftwenty-
one different Old English personal names are encountered, there
ceing at the same time no Old Scandinavian names.47 f+ is also
significant to note that in the case of Barton Blount both
"Godric" and "another Godric" are mentioned, which clearly in-
dicates that +he number of different names is oniy a minimum

number for the total number of manorial! ifords at this date.

This Derbyshire evidence therefore suggests that the Scandin-
avian cultural pattern in 1066 was closely associated with the
rivers Trent, Derwent and Rother, but there is little evidence
of it in the south-west. 1+ is difficult +o compare this with
the distribution of Scandinavian place-names due to the small
number of the latter. However, it is pertinent to nocte that
three -by names, Ingleby, Smisby and Bretby, were all located
in the area south of the Trent. Of these names Ingleby indicates
the "village of the Angles", and Bretby the "village of the
Britons", which have traditionally been interpreted as suggesting
isolated isiands within @ dominantly Scandinavian popuiafion.48
When this evidence is related to the i1+h century personal name
evidence it would suggest that if these were indications ofr
islands they were in fact parts of a far larger archipelago.

The onty ofher feature of the place-name evidence that is of
relevance is the large number of -thorp names in the north-east
(Figure 2). The difficulties in the interpretation of %hese
names have already been mentioned, but it is interesting to note
That while there are a number of Old Scandinavian personal names
in this part of Derbyshire there are nevertheless a greater num-

ber of Old English names.
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This brief analysis of the personal names of [!th century
holders of manors in Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire has suggested
that it is indeed a subject worthy of investigation. |1 does, on
the whole, agree well with The other types of evidence available,
but it adds further important insights into the cultural complex
prevailing in the years Just pricr to the Norman Conguest. These
findings should nonetheless remain tentative, and it must be re-
emphasised that the evidence can not by itself indicate the
actua! presence of people of Scandinavian or Anglo-Saxon stock;
it simply provides a gquide to the cultural background of the

area.

Concliusions

The evidence put forward in this paper suggests that it is
necessary To make a number of refinements to the model of the
Anglo—-Saxon and Scandinavian occupation of Derbyshire and Not-

Tinghamshire based on the evidence of place-names alone.

IT would seem that in the Roman period much, if not atl, of
the lowland parts of these two counties was occupied; highland
Derbyshire at this time provided a source of lead and was aiso
crossed by a number of roads. |t is probabie that at some time
between the 4t+h and 6%h centuries there was a population decline
of relatively severe proportions, perhaps due to a similar out-
break of plague to that which decimated the population of Eurcpe
in The 4th century. The first areas of Anglo-Saxon settliement,
represented by ~ham place-names and pagan burials, were restric-
ted to the areas of easy access, with good soil and water pro-
visions, near rivers. There is little direct evidence that the
Anglo-Saxons specifically chose Roman sites for their new vil-
lages. From then untii the 8th century it is likely that the

Anglo=-5axons fairly quickly occupied most of the remaining
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lowland areas, with the -~ingas, —~inga—, names still relatively
near the rivers indicating the second phase of the process, and

the far more widespread —-tun names its furthest extent.

It seems clear that the Danish invasions of the 9th century
incorporated little virgin colonisation. It is true that -by
place-names do tend to occur in areas away from the core of
Anglo~Saxcon settlement, but these are frequently in areas once
farmed in the Roman period. The simplest explanation for this
pattern is that natural Anglo-Saxon population increase, associ-
ated with an influx of Scandinavians, in some places necessitated
an expansion of the cultivated area. Most of the evidence sug-
gests that the Danish and Anglo-Saxon populations scon became
closely integrated, so That by the time of the Viking invasions
they were both united against a common enemy. - It is possible
that at first the Scandinavians also occupied the areas that the
Ang¥0m5axohs had traditionally settied, and it was only as the
pressure on the land increased that they resettied such areas as
north-west Nottinghamshire, giving many of these settiements -by
names. Subsequent infilling of the pattern of settlement is

likely to be represented by the sporp and —puveit names.

It is probable that the Scandinavian cccupation of Derbyshire
was less intensive than that of Nottinghamshire, and it is pos-
sible that parts of Derbyshire, such as the socuth and scuth-west,
in fact remained culturally distinct from widespread Scandinavian
influence. By the time of the Norman conquest there appears to
have been a gradual spatial decrease of Scandinavian influence
in the two counties from east to west, and perhaps the most im-
portant feature was that the majority of townships had more than
cne manor and landowner within them. Within each township these
fandowners, particularly in Nottinghamshire, were iikely to have

had personal names from both Old Scandinavian and Old English
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SOUrces.

Above all, though, this study has revealed the importance of
using a wide variety of sources in an atftempt to truly understand
the heritage of an area; each set of data is a view of a past
reality seen through one particular filter. 11 has also shown
that an analysis of the spatial pattern of llth century personal
names provides a useful addition to our understanding of this
period, and it is an area of investigation which could wel!l be

undertaken profitably in many other counties.
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Table |

Mean distances, in miles, between place-name elements and nearsast

Roman Sites and Rivers, based on Cox's map of 1972/3.%

Place~Name element Roman sefttlement River Anglo-5axon pagan

or road burial site

mean s5.d, mean S.d. mean Sl

Nottinghamshire

-ham 3.44 2,91 [.00 0.66 5.8] 3.50

~ingaham 3,00 1.82 .20 0.60 4.7C 2.82

-ingas, =-inga 2.39 1,26 1.89 1.29 4,00 2

Derbyshire

~ham 0.72 0.24 @.55 G.18 2,55 | o5l

~ingas, -inga 2.40 - 2.00 - 5.60 -

s.d. is standard deviation

¥ figures based on map on p.66 of Cox, B.H., "The significance of
the distribution of English piace-names in -ham in the Midiands
and East Anglia", Journal of the English Place- Name Society, 5,
1972-1973, pp.15=73. This map excludes several rivers in the
west and north of Derbyshire which have been used in the cal~-

cu

lation of these figures.
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Table 2

Frequencies of Perscnal Names recorded in Domesday Book for Derbyshire
and Nottinghamshire.

Total Names

Nottinghamshire Derbyshire
Number & Number %
Oid English 54 51.4 53 58.9
Old Scandinavian 51 45.6 5 41,1
105 [00 20 100

Table 3

Freguencies of names of holders of manors recorded in Domesday Book
for Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire.

Holders of Manors

Nottinghamshire Derbyshire
Number %z Number %
Old English 215 55,7 215 68.9
0ld Scandinavian 171 44 .3 96 3.1
386 100 309 {00

Table 4

Frequencies of distributions of personal names of manor holders
within a given named place
Ratio of Cid English 1o Olfd Scandinavian perscnal names in a given

place - 8:0 4:0 3:0 2:0 1:0 I:1 2:2 2:1 3:1 4:1 5:1 3:2 4:2 5:;2 4:3
Notting~
hamshire ! 0 17 44 21 5 4 3 2 3 !
Derby-~
shire i 6 17 82 21 2 4 | ! | ! 2
0:5 0:4 0:3 0:2 Q:1 1:2 1:3 2:3
Nottinghamshire ] 3 i 8 47 9 2 !
Derbyshire 6 45 | |
Thus 2:1 indicates that there are |4 named places in Nottinghamshire

that have 2 Oid English names and | Oid Scandinavian name associated
with manors,
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i Derbyshire Flace-name Elements.

(Note to Figures | and 2: Place-name elements derived

from Cameron, K., 1959, op.ctt. {footnote 28), Cox, B.H.,
1972-1973, op.eit., (footnote 1), Kuurman, J., 1974-1975,
op.cit. (footnote |), and Fellows Jensen, G,, 1978, op.ctit.
(footnote 5).

2  Nottinghamshire Place-name Elements.

3 Derbyshire pre-Conquest Manors Differentiated by Personal
Names of Hoiders.

4 Nottinghamshire pre-Conquest Mancors Differentiated by
Personal Names of Holders.
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