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NOTE TO SECOND EDITION

HAV E usad the reissue of this book as an opportunity for
necessary corrections of fact and wording, the insertion of a
few significant details omitted from the first edition, and
reference to some important studies published since 1943. No
general revision of the text has been attempted at any point.

1946. F.M.S

PREFACE

T isimpossible to give a precise date for the beginning of this

volume. Its first sections relate to the situation in Britain
immediately preceding the emergence of the earliest English
kingdoms, and are mainly concerned with racial movements
too vaguely reported to be brought within any exact chrono-
logical scheme. It is not until the second half of the sixth
century that an outline of continuous English history begins to
appear. In round figures the year 550 may be taken as the
point from which the volume starts. In political history the
central interest of the following centuriesis the evolution of an
effective monarchy, covering all England, and overriding all
the differences of race and custom which separated the various
English peoples from one another, and the English people as
awhole from the Scandinavian colonists of the North and East.
The volume ends with the death of William the Conqueror,
who in twenty years had transformed this immemorial Ger-
manic kingship into a pattern of feudal sovereignty.

In socia and religious, asin political history, the year of the
Conqueror's death may reasonably be taken for the close of a
period. Tfee form imposed on English society by centuries of
obscure development had been displayed by the Domesday
Survey of the previous year. In ecclesiastica history the death
of King William ended a unique phase of intimate association
between lay and spiritual authority in the government of the
English church. In the organization of church and state, asin
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the vaguer sphere of social relationships, the Conquest had
brought about an introduction of ideas which were to revolu-
tionize English thought on public questions. Buttherevolution
itself belongs to a later age.

The writing of Anglo-Saxon history is complicated by two
main difficulties. One of them arises from the character and
the uneven distribution of the original authorities for the
period. The continuity of history is apparent in the Historia
Ecclesiastica of Bede and in many sections of the Anglo-Saxon
Chronicle. But there are numerous points at which the only
clue to the course of events is given by incidental sources of
information such as letters and charters. On other occasions—
some of them important—the significance to be attached to an
episode turns on the interpretation that is given to a particular
Old English word or phrase. The chronology of the period
has been studied intensively, but there remains an embarrass-
ing number of incidents of which the date has not yet been
fixed. Under these conditions it is impossible to avoid an
extensive use of footnotes and references, and, from time to
time, the discussion of questions on which no certainty can now
be reached.

The second difficulty arises from the fact that most Old
English personal names passed out of use during the early
Middle Ages and are therefore unfamiliar at the present time.
Most of these names are very old, and in successive periods of
Old English history appear in different forms, produced by
phonetic developments or by changes in the method of
representing sounds in writing. Many names appear in
different forms in different Old English dialects, so that even
in records of the same date there is no consistency in their
recorded spellings. In a general history it would obviously be
impossible to reproduce these variations. In this volume the
few Old English names which still survive, such as Alfred,
Athelstan, Edward, and Edgar, appear in their modern shape.
The others are represented by the simplest or the best known
of their genuine Old English variants. Scandinavian names,
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which often caused difficulty to English clerks, appear in the
forms which are either most familiar or most easily intelligible.

The preparation of this volume has extended over many
years, and many people have helped me to carry it through.
To all of them | offer my sincerest thanks. Among them the
General Editor of this series has given me valuable advice
both on general questions and on points of detail. Mr. L. C.
Loyd has allowed me to draw upon his unrivalled knowledge
of early Norman genealogy. Miss A. M. Kirkus has supplied
me with a detailed analysis of the massive Lincolnshire Domes-
day. Professor Bruce Dickins has read the proofs of the volume,
and his minute accuracy has saved me from much inconsistency
and error. To Mr. Kenneth Sisam | am indebted for long-
continued encouragement, and for invaluable notes on the
sections which deal with Old English learning and literature.
I must take full responsibility for the volume as it now stands,
but I cannot overstate my gratitude to these scholars for the
generosity with which they have placed their learning at my
service. To the staff of the Clarendon Press | owe thanks for
the rapidity with which they have printed the book, and for
their skill in dealing with my corrections in proof. That the
book ever reached the stage of proof is due entirely to my wife.
| owe to her the conditions which have permitted so long
drawn out an undertaking, and | have discussed with her
every page of typescript as it was produced. The index to the
book, which she compiled, is no more than her final con-
tribution to a volume which she has made possible. In all but
formal dedication, the book is hers.

F.M.S.
WHITLEY PARK FARM
REAIJING
27 August 1943
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THE AGE OF THE MIGRATION

ETWEEN the end of Roman government in Britain and the
Bemergence of the earliest English kingdoms there stretches a
long period of which the history cannot be written. The men
who played their parts in this obscurity are forgotten, or are
little more than names with which the imagination of later
centuries has dealt at will. The course of events may be indi-
cated, but is certainly not revealed, by theisolated or incidental
references to Britain made by writers of this or the following
age. Forthefirst timein five centuries Britainwas out of touch
with the Continent. Contemporaries in Gaul, who might have
told something of its history, were preoccupied with their own
troubles. Britainwaslosttothe Roman Empire, anditsfortunes
were of little interest to men whose own civilization was at
stake.!

At first their attention was called to Britain intermittently
by eccentric movements of opinion within the British churches.
Twice during the fifth century a recrudescence of British
Felagianism caused Germanus, bishop of Auxerre, to visit
Britain. The account of his life, which was written by a
younger contemporary, shows that in 447, the date of his
second visit, the Britons of the south had not yet become the
subjects of barbarian masters. But with the departure of Ger-
manus Britain definitely passes outside the range of recorded
history. British traditions current in the sixth century placed
the invitation of 'Saxon' adventurers to Britain for the defence
of the land—the first in the series of events which led to the
Saxon conquest of the south—in the years between 446 and
454. Archaeological discoveries have shown that permanent
English settlementswerefounded in Britainduring, if not before,
the last quarter of the fifth century. But archaeological evidence
is an unsatisfactory basis for an absolute chronology, and even
if the British traditions may be trusted, they do not indicate the
rate at which events moved between the first coming of the
Saxons and their establishment of permanent kingdoms. And

! The condition of Britain in the fifth century is discussed in vol. i of this Histary,
chapter xix, and by R. H. Hodgkin, History of the Anglo-Saxons, chapter ii.
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the English traditions of the Conquest, around which dis-
cussion is still playing, reveal no more than fragments of a
story which was ill-remembered, and moves by decades rather
than by years.

The story can be regarded either as an epilogue to the history
of Roman Britain or as a prologue to the history of Saxon
England. In either case, the foundation of all inquiry into its
detailsisatract on the miseries of Britain written alittle before
the year 547 by a British monk named Gildas.® Itisawork of
exhortation and bitter reproach; the greater part of it is a
mosaic of quotations from scripture, and the historical informa-
tion which it gives is quite incidental to its real purpose of
calling the British rulers of its author's day to repentance. But
it gives a coherent impression of a possible sequence of events.
They begin with an appeal for help against unnamed barbarians
sent by the Britons to the consul Aetius, then commanding the
Roman forces in Gaul. Aetius gave no help, but the Britons
defended themselves, and the barbarians, that is, apparently
the Picts and Scots, lefttheprovince. Thisrecovery wasfollowed
by a civil war, a pestilence, and another series of barbarian
raids, which led a certain British 'tyrant' to introduce a body
of Saxons into Britain for the defence of the land. Gildas does
not name the tyrant, but traditions which go back at least to
the seventh century give him the name Vortigern. Three
ships' companies of Saxons came at his invitation, and were
soon joined by larger forces. They served their British employers
for what Gildas describes as a long time, but at last a dispute
about their rations led to arevolt, in the course of which they
ravaged the whole island as far as the western sea.

The towns of the province were destroyed, and life in the
south of Britain became utterly intolerable. But it was re-
established when the mercenaries had returned to their own
country, and the British defences were reorganized under a man
of Roman race, named Ambrosius Aurelianus, whose descend-
ants in the second generation were still ruling somewhere in
Britain when Gildas was writing. For a time there was a
struggle on equal terms between the Britons and new in-
vading forces, but it was ended by a British victory won at a
place, not now to be identified, called Mons Badonicus. The

! De Excidio et Conquestu Britanniae, ed. Mommscn (M onumenta Germaniae
Historica.  Auctorum Antiquissimorum, Xiii. 1).
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phrase in which Gildas attemptsto give the date of this battleis
obscure, but places it a little before or after the year 500. To
Gildas the battle was a turning-point in history, for it gave to
the Britons arespite which, when hewrote his book, had already
lasted for at least forty years.

His narrative implies that an ordered society existed in
southern Britain at this time. He definitely contrasts present
prosperity with former calamities, although he states that the
cities of Britain were not inhabited as before, and that the land
was troubled by civil wars between contending kings. Thereis,
indeed, no primary authority other than Gildas for the British
recovery which followed the battle of Mons Badonicus, and he
ignores the permanent Germanic settlements for which there
is archaeological evidence in many parts of eastern, central, and
southern England. But his references to the deserted towns of
the province and to the kings who were continually fighting
with one another, are confirmed in many different ways.
There is at present no conclusive evidence that the organized
life of any Romano-British town survived the severance of its
communications in the troubles of the fifth century. Two at
least of the kings whom Gildas mentions by name reappear in
the pedigrees of ancient Welsh royal houses. The inscribed
stone which marked the grave of one of these kings is still
preserved.! Thereis every reason to believe that the continuity
of urban life in Britain had long been broken when Gildas
wrote, and that monarchy was already an established institu-
tion.

It is remarkable that Gildas ignores the British leader whose
legendary fame was to carry the struggle between Saxons and
Britons into the current of European literature. Gildas has
nothing to say of Arthur, whose claim to an historic existence
rests upon the ninth-century compilation of the Welsh scholar
Nennius, and upon the observation of an earlier Welsh poet that
a certain warrior, though brave, 'was not Arthur'.? The
silence of Gildas may suggest that the Arthur of history was a
lessimposing figurethan the Arthur of legend. But it should not
be allowed to remove him from the sphere of history, for Gildas
was curiously reluctant to introduce personal names into his
writing. This habit of mind helps to explain the meagreness of

! R. H. Hodgkin, History of the Anglo-Saxons, p. 179 and plate 30.
2 On this poem, the 'Gododdin' of Aneirin, s below, p. 77.
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the information which he gives about Britain in his own day.
The purpose of his work compelled him to mention by name
those British kings whose flagrant sins invited commination.
It also made him dilate upon—it may have made him exag-
gerate—the miseries of the British race in the generation before
his own. But aking who sinned in moderation had no interest
for Gildas, and a description of Britain in an age which had
known neither judgements nor deliverances would have been
quite irrevelant to his design. He had no concern with the
instruction of future generations, and it is as dangerous asitis
easy to argue from his silences. In particular, it is unwise to
regard the names of the kings who attracted his denuncia-
tion as an index to the extent of the territory which was still
British in his day. His longest and most intense invective is
devoted to the greatest of contemporary rulers, Maelgwn of
Gwynedd, lord of Anglesey. He addresses exhortation to
Constantine of Dumnonia, a kingdom of which the memory
survives in the name Devon—to a certain Cuneglassus, whose
kingdom is unnamed, and to Votiporix, the foolish tyrant of
the Demetae, who inhabited the south-western parts of Wales.
A fifth king, reproved under the name of Aurelius Caninus,
is otherwise unknown. The fact that three of these five kings
belonged to the extreme west of south Britain should not be
strained to imply that the whole centre was then deserted, or
in English occupation. There were certainly British kings of
whom Gildas takes no account. He writes nothing about any
king of Strathclyde, though it is possible that he was a native of
that region. Heignores the ancient kingdom of Powys, and he
makes no obvious reference to the ancestors of Kings Coinmail,
Condidan, and Farinmail, who were reigning to the east of the
lower Severn late in the sixth century.® He was a prophet, not
a historian; he wrote with passion, and the world which he
addressed was small.

Itwas also aworldinisolation. No Frankish writer adds any-
thing to the narrative of Gildas. But the relation? of Theude-
bert, king of the eastern Franks, with the court of Justinian
brought north-western Europe for amoment within the view of
Byzantine scholars. Shortly after the middle of the sixth cen-
tury, Procopius of Caesarea, the most brilliant number of an
illustrious company, inserted a chapter about Britain as a

! Beow, p. 29.



PROCOPIUS ON THE STATE OF BRITAIN 5

parenthesis into his history of Justinian's wars against the Goths
in Italy.® The chapter consists of a brief description of Britain
and its peoples, a romantic story about a war between ayoung
king beyond the Rhine and the daughter of a king of the
Angiloi, and an account of certain marvels related about the
island. To many scholars the story and the marvels, which
include a fantastic description of the ferrying of disembodied
souls from Gaul to Britain, discredit Procopius' remarks about
the races dwelling there. On the other hand, the marvels come
as an afterthought at the end of the chapter, the story which
forms its centre shows a knowledge of Germanic custom which
can only have been acquired from a barbarian informant,?
and the preliminary description of Britain is set out in a way
which proves that it was derived from Frankish visitors to
Constantinople. Its mostinteresting portionis a statement that
Britain was inhabited by three races named Angiloi, Frissones,
and Britons, each ruled by its own king. Each race was so
fertile that it sent large numbers of men, women, and children
every year to the land of the Franks, who planted them in the
emptier parts of the Frankish territory. Through thismigration
the king of the Franks had come to assert a claim to Britain
itself, and had included certain of the Angiloi in a recent
embassy to Constantinople in order to impress the reality of his
claim upon the emperor. The passage is obviously an extreme
simplification of avery complex situation. Butitisnearly two
hundred years earlier than the Historia Ecclesiastica of Bede, and
more than three hundred years earlier than any extant manu-
script of the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle, It was written by a man of
alert and curious mind, in a position to be acquainted with
those who knew the facts, and its implications, which are very
important, deserve at least to be tested.

In part, it is undoubtedly correct. It contains a clear refer-
enceto the British migration which at thistimewas turning the
peninsula of Armoricainto Brittany.® It is also certain that the
Angiloi of Pfrocopius were the people known among themselves
as Engle, and to Latin writers as Angli. There is no earlier
reference to their settlement in Britain, but there is evidence

! De Bdlo Gitthico, iv. 19. 2 H. M. Chadwick, The Heroic Age, pp. 97-9.

® The general tendency of the available evidence suggests very strongly that this
migration took place in the first half of the sixth century. Cf. W. H. Stevenson,
E.H.R. xiv. 44-5.
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from archaeology and place-names that it was already in
progress. The Frisians, who are obviously represented by the
Frissones of Procopius, are not generally considered to have
taken any important part in the Germanic invasions of Britain.
On the other hand, linguistic analysis has established a funda-
mental connexion between English and Frisian which is the
first certain fact in English history. The Frisian language
shared in all the more important sound-changes which dis-
tinguish English from German on the one hand and from the
Scandinavian languages on the other.! English and Frisian are
in fact collateral branches of a common linguistic stock, and
there can be little doubt that the differences between the later
forms of these languages arose after the period of the English
migration to Britain. In view of this connexion, it becomes
highly probable that the Frissones of Procopius were Frisian
migrants from the coastal lands west of the lower Elbe, whose
descendants, amalgamated with other races, appear in later
descriptions of the English peoples under the wider and vaguer
name of Saxons.

But the chief interest of the passage lies in the statement that
not only the Britons but the Angiloi and the Frissones were
crossing in great numbers from Britain to the Continent. Ifit
is at all near the truth, it means that the English penetration of
the south had been checked, some, and perhaps many, years
before the middle of the sixth century. No Germanic race ever
took to the sea without some urgent reason, and a reverse
migration of English peoplesto the Continent at this date would
imply that the invaders had outgrown their first settlements and
abandoned the attempt to find new ones. That such a situation
was possible is clear from, the narrative of Gildas. Whatever
may have been the English frontier after the battle of Mons
Badonicus, it cannot have been materially extended against
theBritonsduringthelongpeacewhichfollowed. Historically,
the statement of Procopius is important because, if it can be
trusted, it shows that after the war the invaders weVe restricted
to a territory which gave them no adequate opportunity of
providingfor a growingpopulation by the establishment of new
inland colonies. It becomes, in fact, a warning against the
assumption that the war left the English in possession of the
centre as well as the east and south-east of Britain.

1 H. M. Chadwick, The Origin of the English Nation, pp. 61-4.
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If it stood alone, this statement could easily be dismissed as a
rationalization of the travellers' tales which happened to reach
an author living at the other end of Europe. It is brought
within the sphere of history by an independent Germanic
tradition of a migration of English peoples from Britain to the
Continent in the first half of the sixth century. The oldest
version of this tradition® was written down by a monk of Fulda
a little before the year 865, when it was already regarded as an
ancient story. It asserted that the ancestors of the continental
Saxons sprang from the Angli of Britain. Being compelled to
find new land for settlement, they crossed the ocean to Ger many,
landed at Haduloha—the modern Cuxhaven—at atime when
Theuderich, king of the Franks, was at war with the Thurin-
gians. When he learned that the immigrants were anxious to
settle in Germany, Theuderich invited them tojoin him, and
after the Thuringian war gave them land to the north of the
river Unstrut in the territory which he had conquered. It is
impossible to accept this legend as a complete account of the
origin of the continental Saxons. The differences between their
language and the Anglo-Frisian dialect from which English is
descended go back to a time far beyond the Thuringian wars of
Theuderich. On the other hand, there is some evidence that a
language closdly related to Old English was once spoken in the
districts assigned to the migrant 'Saxons by the legend, and
the name of the canton Engilin between the Unstrut and the
Saale points to an early settlement of Angles in this quarter.?
What is more remarkable is the curious agreement between
this legend, which has all the appearance of a genuine popular
tradition, and Procopius account of the migrations from Britain
tothe Continent. In each case the motive for the migration was
the necessity of finding new regions for settlement. The establish-
ment of the 'Saxons by Theuderich in conquered lands beyond
the Unstrut reads like an illustration of Procopius statement
that the Franks planted the immigrants in the more deserted
parts of their own territory. There is also a general agreement
between Procopius and the monk of Fulda as to the period-in
which these migrations took place. Theudebert, king of the
Franks, to whose relations with Justinian Procopius owed

Y In the Trandlatio Sancti Alexandria ed. Langebck. Scriptorcs Rerum Dani-
carumll 38-49, cd. Pertz, M. G. H. Scriptores 2, 673-81.
ZH. M. ChadW|ck The Origin of the English Nation, pp. 96-7, 112.

3720.2 «
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whatever he knew of affairs in Britain, reigned from 534 until
548. He is known to have boasted to Justinian of the number of
peoples under his rule, and he was undoubtedly the Frankish
king who, according to Procopius, used the migrations from
Britain into Frankish territory as proof of his lordship over the
issand. The Thuringian war of Theuderich can be precisdy
dated to the year 531, some thirty years after the barbarian
penetration of Britain had been checked by the battle of Mons
Badonicus.

Coincidences like these raise at the least a strong presumption
that some migration of the kind described by Procopius actually
took place. Intrinsically it is by no means improbable. The
communications which are known to have passed between the
Frankish and Byzantine courts give a smple explanation of the
way by which it might have come to Procopius knowledge.
His account of the migration agress with the situation within
Britain described by the contemporary Gildas, and is reinforced
by the early and independent tradition preserved at Fulda.
Nothing but a consistent series of adverse local traditions would
justify the rejection of contemporary statement thus supported.
And the English traditions of the conquest of southern Britain,
confused as they are, imply a sequence of events in which the
movements recorded by Procopius have a natural place.

It is unfortunate that the greatest of Anglo-Saxon historians,
writing at atime when these traditions were still alive, regarded
them as irrelevant to his purpose. Bede was in touch with men
who could have told him much about the origins of the English
kingdoms. His pupil Egbert, archbishop of York, was a member
of the Northumbrian royal family. Ceolwulf, king of the
Northumbrians, to whom Bede sent a draft of the Historia
Ecclesiasticafor revision,wasparticularly interested in thedeeds
and sayings of the illustrious Englishmen of the past. In view
of Bed€e's relations with the Northumbrian court, it is highly
dangerous to reject anything that he offers as a statement of
historical fact. But he had a scholar's didike of the indefinite,
and traditions of events to which no date or circumstance could
be assgned fell outside his conception of history. To Gildas
account of the coming of the 'Saxons he added the statements
that their leaders were said to have been Hengest and Horsa,
sons of Wihtgils, son of Witta, son of Wecta, son of Woden;
that Horsa was killed in battle by the Britons; and that his
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monument was still shown in the east of Kent. He gave the
name of Vortigern to the British king who invited them to
Britain, and placed their arrival in the reign of the emperors
Marcian and Valentinian | I | , which he considered to run from
449 to 456. Later in his book, when tracing the genealogy of
iEthelberht, the first English king to become a Christian, he
observes that the kings of Kent in his own time were known as
the 'Oiscingas’, because (Eric, Hengest's son, from whom they
were descended, had borne the surname Oisc. Most of this
information probably came to Bede from learned friends in
Kent, and there is no reason to doubt its accuracy. But in its
austerity it represents a point of view from which traditional
stories only become matter for the historian when they can be
brought into relation to the genealogies of kings or the estab-
lished framework of secular chronology.

Bede's chief contribution to the history of the Anglo-Saxon
invasions is a statement of what he believed to be the relation-
ship between the invaders and the various English peoples of
his own day.*

‘They came from three very powerful nations of the Germans;
that is, from the Saxones, Angli, and lutae. Of the stock of the Jutae
are the Cantuarii and Uictuarii; that is, the race which holds the Isle
of Wight, and the race in the country of the West Saxons which is
still called lutarum natio, established over against the Isle of Wight.
From the Saxones; that is, from the country now called the land of
the Old Saxons, came the East Saxons, South Saxons, and West
Saxons. From the Angli; that is, from the country called Angulus,
which is said to have lain deserted from that time to this between
the countries of the lutae and Saxones are sprung the East Angles,
Middle Angles, the whole Northumbrian race—that is, the people
living to the north of the river Humber—and the other peoples of
the Angli.’

Recent work in related studies suggests that this famous
analysis over-emphasizes the distinction between the various
peoples of vfhom the English nation was composed. It is
dangerous, for example, to assume that the features which
distinguish one Old English dialect from another go back to the
age of the migration.? The study of English place-names has
not yet established any fundamental distinctions between the

! Historia EccUsiastica, i. 15.
2 H. M. Chadwick, The Origin of the English Nation, pp. 64-9.
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local nomenclature of Anglian, Saxon, and Jutish territory.’
As evidence for the continental origins of the English people
the differences between the heathen cultures of Anglian and
Saxon England,? though real, are less significant than the
resemblances. Kent in the heathen time was distinguished
from other parts of England by the prevalence of a far more
elaborate culture, closely related to that of the Frankish Rhine-
land, but at present it seems to be an open question whether it
should be regarded as native to the original English settlers of
Kent or as the result of later intercourse between that region
and theContinent. Inregardtosocial structureand agricultural
practice thereis at least no obvious difference between Anglian
and Saxon England; though Jutish K ent, again, isdistinguished
by customs which, like its material culture, point to an early
connexion between its inhabitants and the men of the Rhine-
land. The idiosyncrasies of Kentish culture and custom un-
doubtedly suggest that the Jutish settlers of that region had
passed through experiences in which other invaders did not
share. But they do not outweigh the linguistic evidence that the
men whose settlements formed the original English kingdoms
all belonged to a single group of closdly related Germanic
nations.

This does not mean that Bede's analysis of the English people
should be disregarded. It satisfied a king of the Northumbrians
in an age when kings were accustomed to listen to heroic verse
covering all the nations of the Germanic world. It was the
work of a cautious scholar, who had known eminent persons
and was in communication with friendsin many different parts
of England. Its precision in regard to the obscure race of the
Jutes, who had not given their name to any English kingdom,
proves the care with which it waswritten. But it isnot a mere
piece of scholarly reconstruction. Titles of kings and bishops,
recorded before the date of Bede's work, show that different
English peoples actually regarded themselves as Angles or
Saxons. It was not as a result of any deliberate thebry that two
adjacent peoples came to be known respectively as East Saxons
and East Angles. Names like these stood for a real, if faded,
memory of origins. In representing the gens Anglorum as a

! Transactions of the Royal Historical Society, 4th Series, xxii. 6-15.
2 For the archaeology of the period a.general reference may be made here to the
first volume of this History, book v, by J. N. L. Myres.
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composite people drawn from three distinct Germanic nations
Bede was reflecting the common opinion of his time, and the
vitality of tradition makesit very unlikely that this opinion was
fundamentally mistaken.

Theearly history of these nationsis enveloped in the obscurity
which overhangs all Germany in the age of national migration.
The best material for this history, the Germania of Tacitus, the
Geography of Ptolemy, the Natural History of Pliny, comes from
the first or second century. For the next two hundred yearsthe
nations of Germany wereinvolved in amovement which carried
them to distant seats, and created new confederacies which
caused the adoption of new racial names. Fragments of their
history can be learned from the episodes which brought them
within the knowledge of Roman writers. Other fragments,
often strangely disguised, were preserved in poems which sur-
vived into an age when men made common use of writing.
Tradition could preserve a genealogy for many generations.
But it is only an imperfect story which can be recovered from
materials like these, and there are irrecoverable passages of
crucial importance in the early history of the Angles, Saxons,
and Jutes.

Of these nations the Saxons are the least obscure. Tacitus
does not mention them, but Ptolemy, probably following a lost
authority of thelatefirst century, placesthem on the neck of the
Cimbric peninsula, in themodern Holstein. They had appeared
in the narrow seas before the end of the century, and two hun-
dred years later Roman writers regarded them as the typical
German enemy. Itisprobablethat the Saxons of L atin litera-
ture were in reality the kindred peoples of the whole country
between the original Saxon settlements in Holstein and the
Weser or the Ems. Over all- this country, from Sesvig to the
modern Holland, the furniture of heathen burials, especially
the pottery, shows the prevalence of the same general culture.
It is a true barbaric culture, untouched by the Roman in-
fluences which wer e alr eady affecting the life of even the eastern
Franks. To the Roman world of the fifth century the Saxons
were outer barbarians.

To a contemporary observer early inthat century it may well
have seemed that if ever the Saxons were able to obtain a per-
manent settlement within the empire it would be in Gaul
rather than in Britain. Gaul was thericher province, and its
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coastal defences seem to have been less formidable than those of
the Litus Saxonicum per Britanniam. Even after the middle of the
century, when the imperial defence of Britain had long come to
an end, the Saxons still attempted to establish themselves to
the south of the Channel, and indeed came near to the occupa-
tion of at least the northern third of Gaul. In 463 under their
King Eadwacer they took possession of Angers, to be dislodged
by Childerich, king of the Franks, actingasan ally of theempire.
Itisin every way possible that the stream of Saxon invaders was
diverted from Gaul to Britain by the extension of Frankish
power along the south coast of the Channel in the reign of
Clovis.> After the defeat of Syagrius in 486 the Franks were
definitely the masters of northern Gaul, and there was no oppor-
tunity for the settlement of other Germanic peoples. The
course of events in Gaul thus supplies a reason, independent of
British or English tradition, for believing that the beginnings
of Saxon settlement in Britain belong to the last decades of the
fifth century. Thiscontinental evidenceisimportant, foritisin
these decades that Gildas by implication places the struggle
which preceded the battle of Mons Badonicus. It is more
remarkable that when the compilers of the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle
came to write down the traditions of the English settlement,
they placed the foundation of Sussex and Wessex, the two Saxon
kingdoms with which alone they concerned themselves, in
precisely the same period. It would be straining probability
to assume that this triple coincidence is a mere accident. It
may be of little help towards establishing the precise chronology
of the earliest Saxon kingdoms in Britain, but it certainly
suggests that a genuine memory of the date at which they arose
was preserved into historic times.

Unlike the Saxons and Jutes the Angles are definitely men-
tioned by Tacitus. They formed in his time part of the great
confederation of peoples bearing the common name of Suevi.
They were associated with six other small nations in the cult of
the goddess Nerthus—mother earth—whose sanctuary was in
an island in the ocean. As Tacitusis known to apply the name
Mare Suebicum to the Baltic, his Ocean should probably be
identified with the North Sea. In any case, his language
suggests that the Angli were a maritime people, On the other
hand, Ptolemy, the only other ancient writer who mentions the

! Aswas suggested by W. H. Stevenson in EH.R. xiv. 41.
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Angli, describes them as an inland tribe, seated to the west of
the middle Elbe. In obedience to Ptolemy, a succession of
scholars has placed the Angli in north central Germany. But
the passage in which he refers to the Angli is confused in itself,
and conflicts alike with geographical probability and English
tradition. The oldest fragment of that tradition, incorporated
in the poem called Widsith, recites how Offa, king of Angel,
drew between his people and the Myrgingas a boundary bi
Fifeldore, which the Engle and Swafe held thenceforward.
Thereis good reason for thinking that the Fifeldor of the poemis
an alternative poetical name for the river Eider.® But the
strongest evidence for the northern origin of the Angles is the
narrative of a voyage from Oslo Fiord to Slesvig which King
Alfred prefixed to his translation of the history of Orosius.?
After the narrator has described how Jutland and many
islands lay on the starboard for the last two days of the
voyage, Alfred interpolates the remark that the Angles dwelt in
those islands before they came hither to this land. On a point
like this, Alfred, who was saturated in English traditions, is an
authority of thefirst order. Even ifit stood alone, his evidence
would establish a strong probability that the Angles had lived
inJutland and the neighbouring islands before the migration
to Britain.

But thereis other evidence which pointsin the sasmedirection.
The archaeology of Anglian burials on English soil suggests that
the Angles were the most northerly of the three nations which
Bede recognized in England. The practice of cremation, which
was being abandoned in the fifth century by the Germans
living near the Roman frontier, was widely prevalent among the
Anglian invaders of Britain. In Saxon England it was becoming
obsolete at the date of the earliest known interments, and it has
left hardly any trace among the burials of Jutish Kent. The
cruciform brooches which often accompany Anglian burials but
are rare in Saxon territory, and the specifically Anglian sleeve
clasps, are derived from northern prototypes. When all allow-
ance has been made for the fragmentary nature of the archaeo-
logical evidence, its general trend seems clear, and consistent
with the tradition preserved by Bede and King Alfred.

! R. W. Chambers, Beowulf, an Introduction, p. 35n.; Kemp Malone, Widsith,

p. 144. TheMyrgingas are not mentioned again, and no convincing explanation of
their name has been given, 2  ed. H. Swest, Early English Text Society, p. 19,
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The nation which appears in Bede's Latin under the name
lutae was among the obscurest of all Germanic peoples. It is
ignored by most continental writers, and although it is men-
tionedintwo Old English poems the context throws little light
on itsrelations with other tribes, or on the situation of the lands
which it inhabited. In a letter to the Emperor Justinian,
Theudebert, king of the Franks, included a nation which he
called Saxones Eucii among the peoples of whom he claimed
tobe lord,* and ageneration later a Frankish poet placed the
Euthiones between the Danes and the Saxons in a list of nations
which had been made to feel the power of the Frankish king
Chilperich.? Each of these passages points to a close connexion
between the Jutes and the Saxons, which appears again in the
later history of Wessex, but neither tells anything definite about
its nature. To this vague suggestion the references to the con-
tinental Jutes in Old English poetry only add the unconnected
facts that Heremod, an early Danish king, had lived in exile
among them; that Finn, the most famous of early Frisian kings,
had taken a large body of them into his service; and that, as a
people, they had once been ruled by a king named Gefwulf.
No independent Jutish traditions have been preserved, and
modern opinion as to the region from which theJutes migrated
to Britain varies between Jutland and the country east of the
lower Rhine.

In his description of the origins of the English people, Bede
states that Angulus, the ancient home of the Angli, lay between
the countries of the Saxons and the Jutes. As English traditions
suggest that by Angulus Bede meant the district now known as
Angeln in Slesvig, it would seem that he regarded the Jutes
as the northern neighbours of the Angles. Many scholars,
following Bede, have derived the nameJutland from the lutae,
a derivation implying that the Scandinavian peoples which
have inhabited this region since the early sixth century adopted
the name of its former inhabitants. Although difficult, it is not
impossible to establish a connexion between the Old English
name of the Jutes and the Scandinavian Jotar, from which the
name Jutlandisderived, butitisdifficult toimagine any process
by which the name of a people vacating its territory could be
adopted by a supplanting race. The evidence which pointsto an
early connexion between the Jutes of Kent and the Franks of

2

! Bouquet, Recueil, iv. 59, Vcnantius Fortunatus, Carmina, ix. i. 73.
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the Rhineland greatly increases the difficulty of believing that
the Jutes came to England from Jutland. Whatever may be the
significance of the archaeol ogical side of this evidence, the socia
system of Kent, asitis revealed in the very early Kentish laws,
is definitely of Frankish character, contrasting at essentia
points with both Saxon and Anglian custom. The affinities
between the field-systems of Kent and the Rhineland give
another clue which points in the same direction. Where all is
obscure, it seems most probable that Bede was mistaken in the
position which he gave to the pre-migration Jutes, and that it
was not from the western fiords of Jutland but from the mouths
of the Rhine that they descended upon England.

In the absence of any guidance from Bede, later writers who
wished to trace the early history of the English kingdoms were
thrown back upon the disassociated traditions preserved in
verse, in the genealogies of kings, and in occasional memoranda
set down by ecclesiastical persons in a later age. Itis a collec-
tion of such traditions which gives unique importance to the
ninth-century work known as the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle. Inits
present form this work consists of a series of annals written in
English, intended to give a West Saxon reader of King Alfred's
timean outline of history. It beginswith theinvasion of Britain
by Julius Caesar, gives arapid sketch of world-history down to
the accession of Marcian and Valentinian |11 in 449, and
becomes an original authority with along succession of entries
inwhich its compiler st down what he knew about the English
conquest of Kent, Sussex, and Wessex. So late a work would be
of little value for the history of the fifth and sixth centuries if
the occasional preservation of an archaic case-ending or a pre-
Alfrcdian form of a proper name did not show that it incor-
porates ancient matter. The foundation of the work was a sat
of West Saxon annals, possibly written in Latin,* which came
down to the middle of the eighth century. The curious fact
that the entries relating to the English conquest tend to be
spaced out at intervals of four or eight years suggests that they
were derived from notes inserted retrospectively into chrono-
logical tables devised for the finding of Easter, for in these
tables the margin was divided into isolated spaces by recurrent

! The possibility is suggested by certain turns of phrase—in particular, the
recurrent on Paere stowe peisgecueden, which readslike, and may well beatranslation
of,inlocoqui dicitur.
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indications of leap year.' Theinfluence of the Easter-tableisvery
evident in the earliest Frankish annals, which were imitated
from English models, and it is highly probable that the English
traditions of Hengest and Cerdic werefirst committed towriting
within thisincongruous framework.

The authority of Bede is behind the statement that Hengest
and Horsa, invited by Vortigern, came to Britain in the time
of the emperors Marcian and Valentinian. Their later history
was a matter of tradition, not record, and there are indications
that, in part at least, it had been handed down in allitera-
tive verse. They are said to have arrived in 449—a date
derived from Bede—at the shore called Y pwines fleot, and to
have fought with Vortigern, six years later, at a place named
Agedles threp. Horsawaskilled in this battle, and Hengest and
'"Esc’ his son thereafter 'took to the kingdom'. In 457 Hengest
and Asc fought with the Britons at aplace called Crecgan ford,
and killed four thousand men. The Britons then left Kent, and
fled in great fear to London. 1n 465 Hengest and Jesc fought
withtheBritonsnear Wippedesfleot, killedtwelveBritish chiefs,
and lost one of their 'thegns' named Wipped. In 473 they
fought again with the Britons at a place of which the name is
not preserved, taking uncountable spoils, and compelling the
Britonsto flee beforethem like fire. Nothing moreis said about
Hengest in the Chronicle, but under the year 488 it is stated that
/AEsc became king, and remained king of the Kentishmen for
twenty-four years.

After theinitial year 449 the dates assigned to these events are
unlikely to represent anything more authoritative than the con-
jectures of an annalist writing some three hundred years after
the wars of Vortigern and Hengest. There are also traces in the
annals of astill later hand which has substituted the intelligible
/sc for the archaic Oisc as the name of Hengest's son. But
there is no reason to doubt that they represent a genuine tra-
dition of the war through which Kent became English. That
they are much older than the ninth century is shown by the
extreme difficulty of identifying the place-names which occur
in them. Ypwines fleot can only mean Ebbsfleet, and it is
possible that Agedes threp means Aylesford, though it is im-
possible to trace any regular connexion between the ancient and

1 W. H. Stevenson in E.H.R. xiv. 41. On the significance of the Eagter table
in the development of the chronicle s R. L, Poole, Chronicles and Annals, c. i.
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modern forms of the first name, and the second identification
turns on the assumption that the familiar wordford had been
substituted for the unintelligible threp before the tenth century.
The other names in the series present even greater difficulty.
The common identification of Crecgan ford with Crayford
depends on the bare possibility that all extant manuscripts of
the Chronicle go back to an original in which the name was
misrepresented, and Wippedes fleot looks like a name created to
denote the stream where the thegn Wipped was killed rather
than a name in common use. These names must have been
taken over by the original West Saxon annalist as an integral
part of an ancient tradition, and it is greatly to his credit that
he did not translate them into forms intelligible to himself or
his readers.

It is, nevertheless, probable that the fame of Hengest as the
first invader of Britain distorted the memory of subsequent
events. Early as the Hengest tradition undoubtedly is, it does
not outweigh the fact that the later kings of Kent derived the
name of their family from Oisc and not from Hengest.® The
application of the name Oiscingas to the Kentish royal house
raises a strong presumption that it was Oisc rather than Hengest
who founded the kingdom of Kent. The historic Hengest is
best regarded as a chief of very noble descent who brings his
own retinue from over sea to Britain, enters the service of a
British king, revolts, and fights various battles which open the
way to an occupation of Kent by men of his race in the next
generation. He belongs to the history of Britain rather than
to that of England.

In the Chronicle the story of Hengest is linked to the begin-
nings of West Saxon history by three annals devoted to the
conquest of Sussex. They begin with the statement that in 477
Alle and his sons Cymen, Wlencing, and Cissa landed with
three ships' companies at a place called Cymenes ora, where
they killed many Britons and drove othersinto the wood called
Andredes leag. A battle between Alle and the Britons by an
unknown stream called Mearcredes burna is placed under the
year 485, and an entry under 491 states that Zlle and Cissa
besieged Andredes cester and killed all who were inside it, so
that not one Briton was left. Three of these place-names can be
identified. The sea has covered the site of Cymenes ora, but

! Bedc, Historia Ecclesiastica, ii. 5.



18 THE AGE OF THE MIGRATION

later references to the place show that it lay immediately to the
south of what is now Selsey Bill. Andredes cester represents the
Roman fort of Anderida, adjacent to Pevensey, and the 'wood
called Andredes leag' means the Sussex Weald.! Although each
of these annals represents a separate piece of tradition, the
series as a whole suggests that the English conquest of Sussex
proceeded slowly from west to east against a steady British
resistance. The massacre which followed the storming of
Anderida does not imply a war of extermination in the open
country, but the extreme rarity of British place-names in Sussex
points to English colonization on a scale which can have left
little room for British survival.

The general character of the English place-names in the
county points to the same conclusion. No other group of local
names reflects more clearly the primitive speech of English
peasants. These archaic words occur in all parts, and their
appearance in the Weald shows that some rudimentary forms
of English life had arisen there within a few generations of the
invasion. Between the South Downs and the sea, along the
rivers which pierce the Downs, and in the broken country east
of Pevensey, an early settlement is proved by many names which
originally denoted neither villages nor natural features but
groups of persons. Names of this type, of which Beeding,
Mailing, and Patching are examples, had been familiar to the
English peoples before their migration to Britain, and wherever
in England they occur in large numbers, they point to a settle-
ment which was in progress by the early part of the sixth
century.? The communities represented by these names varied
in size between the inhabitants of a single farm and the men
of what Anglo-Saxon writers describe as a regio or province.®
The people whose name survives in Hastings remained for
centuries arace apart. Fifty years before the Norman Conquest
the Hsestingas and the South Saxons were still regarded as two
separate folks.* Both the place-names and the field-systems of

 In the 9th century (Chronicle under 893), and doubtless in the 6th, the Weald
was connected by continuous woodland with the forest district of south-west
Hampshire. In the nth century, part, if not the whole, of the New Forest still
bore the name Andred (Place-Names of Sussex, English Place-Name Society, vol.
vi, p. 1).

2pThzﬁe names form the subject of a detailed study by E. Ekwail (English Place
Names in ~ing, Lund 1923), a work which egtablishes their archaic character and

therefore their value as evidence of early settlement.
3 These regiones ar e discussed below, pp. 290-4. 4 Below, p. 207.
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the rape of Hastings have features which suggest, though they
do not prove, that the district was colonized from Kent. It
may not be through chance that the traditions preserved in the
Chronicle refer exclusively to the country west of Anderida.

These traditions, unlike most of their kind, underestimate
the importance of their central figure. /Alle, whom they repre-
sent as a leader of no more than local reputation, is described
by Bede as the first of seven kings who were recognized as the
overlords of all the English peoples south of the Humber. On
such a point the authority of Bede is conclusive, and whatever
the precise significance of Alle's overlordship may have been,
there can be no doubt that for a time he was the leader of the
whole English movement against the Britons of the south. [f
the dates assigned to himin the Chronicle are even approximately
correct, he was separated by more than half a century from
Ceawlin, king of Wessex, his successor in Bede's list of overlords.
There is no means of checking the dates in the Chronicle. But
the tradition which placed Alle in the last quarter of the fifth
century agrees with Gildas' description of Britain in the years
before the battle of Mons Badonicus, and the long interval
between his overlordship and that of Ceawlin strengthens the
impression given by Procopius that the English advance against
the Britons was suspended for at least a generation after that
battle.*

In the reign of King Alfred, when the Chronicle assumed its
present form, information about the origins of the West Saxon
kingdom could be obtained from three distinct sources. The
oldest of them was a genealogy tracing the descent of the kings
of Wessex back to Woden,? and in one version,® beyond Woden
to a figure of primitive Germanic mythology named Scesdf.
The stages between Woden and the historic kings of Wessex
form a poem composed according to strict rules of alliteration
for the pleasure of some West Saxon king of the heathen time.
Less ancient than the genealogy, but older than the reign of
Alfred, isalist of thekings of Wessex,* prefaced by theimportant
statement that Cerdic and Cynric his son landed in 494 at

1 H.M. Chadwick, TheOrigin of the English Nation, pp. 14-15.

2 On the character of this and other early English geneslogies s R. W.
Chambers, Beowulf, pp. 195 ff.

3 Pressrved in the Chronicon of Athdweard, ed. Savile, pp. 4780-9.

* Prefixed to the ddest manuscript of the Chronicle (M S. A) and printed in all
editions of that work.
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a place called Cerdices ora, and conquered the kingdom of
Wessex about six years after their landing. Finally, there
existed a body of tradition about the landing of different bodies
of invaders, their wars with the Britons, and the deaths of
important leaders. The Alfredian Chronicle is itself the oldest
authority for these traditions, but Old English phrases which
point to a Latin original, a tendency to arrange events at
intervals of four years, and an occasional linguistic archaism
suggest that they had formed part of the eighth-century annals
whichtheAlfredian chronicler used asthe basisof hisownwork.
There is no material variation between different texts of the
Chroniclein regard to the annals which relate to the conquest of
Wessex. Butin the late tenth century a West Saxon ealdorman
named Athelweard, translating the annals from English into
Latin, inserted under the year 500 the curious sentence 'Cerdic
et Cynric occidentalem partem circumierunt Brittanniae quae
nunc Uuest Sexe nuncupatur'. In these uncouth words he was
trying to say that Cerdic and Cynric conquered Wessex in the
year 500. Itis possible that he derived this statement from the
preface to the early West Saxon list of kings. But he introduces
no other extraneous annals into his translation, and it is far
more probable that an annal to this effect stood under the year
500inthevery ancient version of the Chroniclewhichheisknown
to have possessed.

The annals may be translated as follows:

495 Two chiefs, Cerdic and his son Cynric, cameto Britainwith
five ships in the place called Cerdices ora, and fought with
the Britons the same day.

501 Port and his two sons Biedaand Maegla came to Britainwith
two ships in the place called Portes mutha, and killed a
young British man, avery noble man.?

508 Cerdic and Cynric killed a British king called Natanleod, and
five thousand men with him. That land was afterwards
called Natan leaga as far as Cerdices ford.

514 The West Saxons, Stuf and Wihtgar, came to Britain with

! Ethelwerdi Ckronicon, ed. Savile, p. 475.

2 This annal has often been dismissed as a fabrication based on the place-name
Portsmouth. It is a plausible view, but it does not explain the appearance of the
names Bieda and Maegla, it takes no account of the other evidencejbr Port as an
Old English personal name, and it offers no reason for the invention of the annal.
That mutha could be combined with a personal name is proved by the compound
Eadgylses mutha which occursin a charter relating to the Isle of Wight (C.S. 392).
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three ships in the place called Cerdices ora, and fought with
the Britons and drove them into flight.

519 Cerdic and Cynric took the kingdom, and in the same year
they fought with the Britons where it is now called Cerdices
ford.

527 Cerdic and Cynric fought with the Britons in the place
called Cerdices leaga.

530 Cerdic and Cynric took the Isle of Wight, and killed a few
men in the place called Wihtgaraesbyrg.

534 Cerdic died, and his son Cynric ruled for twenty-six years,
and they gave the Isle of Wight to their nephews Stuf and
Wihtgar.

544 Wihtgar died, and was buried at Wihtgarabyrg.

552 Cynric fought with the Britons in a place called Searabyrg
and drove them into flight.

556 Cynric and Ceawlin fought with the Britons at Beranbyrg.

560 Ceawlin became king of the West Saxons.

It is clear that these annals should not be regarded as a piece
of consecutive history. They represent traditions preserved, not
for their historical importance, but because their recital had
once interested a barbarian audience. Under such conditions,
many events of far-reaching significance passed entirely out of
memory because they were not accompanied by any incident
of which a poet could take advantage. If, for example, the
compiler of the annals says nothing about the circumstances
under which the West Saxons reached the Thames valley, the
reason may well be that these circumstances were as obscure
to him as they are to-day. He arranged the few facts which he
possessed in what seemed to him an intelligible order, but his
work should not be criticized as if it represented a deliberate
selection of the most important incidents in the history of the
Saxon conquest. His outlook was confined to the limited range
covered by a casual series of traditions which had gathered
round the early kings of Wessex. They told him little beyond
stories of landings, battles, and deaths of kings, and he did not
try to supplement them even by information which must have
been a matter of common knowledge. He ignores the fact,
recorded by Bede, that the West Saxons were originally called
Gewisse! He describes Cynric as the son of Cerdic, and asso-

1 Nothing definite can be said about the derivation of this name. It was obsolete
in England already in Bede's time, but it survived among the British peoples, and
it was revived as a piece of antiquarian decoration in the charter-styles of the later
Old English kings.
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ciates Cerdic with Cynric in entry after entry in defiance of the
statement of the West Saxon genealogy that Cynric was the
son, not of Cerdic, but of Cerdic's son Creoda. The traditions
which he recorded were often blurred and sometimes discrepant
with one another, and it is certainly fortunate that he made no
attempt to reduce them to an artificial harmony.

Occasional discrepancies are natural in a long series of
traditions handed down in heroic verse. In an age before
writing was used for the preservation of a story, its form, and
much of its content, were determined by the interaction of poet
and audience. A single story could be told in many different
ways. The central place in a narrative could be given to differ-
ent actors at different times, and the names of persons could be
inserted, omitted, or even changed in accordance with the
mood of the moment or convenience in alliteration. A later
writer, dependent on such materials, was always in danger of
regarding two versions of the same story as the record of two
separate incidents. In the annals which relate to the West Saxon
invasion there are various features which point to such a
duplication of events. The wording of the annal for 514
strongly suggests that it represents a tradition of the landing
of the West Saxons in which Stuf and Wihtgar, not Cerdic and
Cynric, played the leading part. If so, there at once arises a
suspicion that the battle of Cerdices leaga, thirteen years after
the landing of Stuf and Wihtgar, may be no more than a
duplicate of the destruction of Natanleod and his army thirteen
years after the landing of Cerdic and Cynric. When the
evidence of the early West Saxon list of kingsis compared with
that of the annals, the theory of a double tradition of the West
Saxon invasion becomes something more than a conjecture. It
has always been difficult to accept the statement of the annals
that Cerdic and Cynric 'took the kingdom® in 519, for as it
stands it seems to imply that they had been fighting for
twenty-four years before their position was assured. But it
becomes intelligible as a misplaced variant of the tradition,
recorded in the regnal list, that they conquered Wessex about
six years after their arrival. Above all, when allowance has
been made for the existence of duplicate entries, these frag-
ments of West Saxon history cease to conflict striously with
the narrative of Gildas. It is true that they do not mention
the battle of Mons Badonicus, which on any theory must have
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checked the advance described in the regnal list as a conquest
of Wessex. But atleastit is no longer necessary to believe that
the West Saxon tradition of the invasion intrudes a protracted
war on the mainland of southern Britain into the peace by
which, according to Gildas, that battle was followed.*

Itisnot with Gildas, but with Bede, that these traditions are
at variance. In his description of the races which inhabit
Britain Bede definitely assigns Kent, the Isle of Wight, and the
mainland districts over against it, to the people whom he calls
lutae. In another part of his work he observes incidentally that
the Homel ea—the Hampshire river Hamble—runs through this
‘Jutish’ territory. Even without this explicit statement, there
would be no doubt that the Isle of Wight was settled by men
who in culture were closely allied to the Jutes of Kent.© The
objects recovered from the burial-places on the island downs
show the distinctive features of Kentish grave-furniture. The
Jutish occupation of the opposite mainland has not yet been
confirmed by archaeology, though it is suggested by some
curious points of resemblance between the place-names of this
country and those of Kent.® But it is placed beyond doubt by
the remarkable statement of an Anglo-Norman historian that
William Il died 'inthe New Forest, which in Englishis called
Ytene'.* This name represents the genitive plural of a nomina-
tive Yte, which is the late West Saxon form of Bede's lutae. Its
survival proves not only that the New Forest had once been
Jutish land, but that its inhabitants preserved the memory of
their origin for many generations.

There was also an aristocratic tradition of this settlement.
Asser, King Alfred's biographer, records that Oslac, father of
Osburg, the king's mother, was of Jutish origin, derived from
Stuf and Wihtgar, Cerdic's nephews. This statement, which

! There is no evidence to show whether the conquest of the Isle of Wight, which
the annals assgn to 530, belongsto thisor to an earlier period. In any case, it lay
outside the range of Gildas' interests.

2 For the most recent account of this connexion see J. N. L. Myres, Oxford
History of England, i. 364-5.

% In particular, by the use of the element ing, in the singular, to form a local
name from a personal name, an adjective, or a common noun. Such names are
common in Kent, and there are a number of clear examples in south Hampshire,
such as Swathling and Nursling. They are rare in every other part of England
except Berkshire, where they may well be due to colonists from earlier settlements
along the Hampshire coast. On names of this type sse E. Ekwall, English Place-
Names in -ing, pp. 6-22; F. M. Stenton, Trans. R. Hist. Soc., 4th Series, xxii. 9-11.

* Florence of Worcester, Chronicon ex Chronicis, ii. 44-5.
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clearly represents a court tradition of Osburg's ancestry and
race, is good evidence that Stuf and Wihtgar were Jutes, and
therefore of the tribe to which Bede attributes the settlement
of southern Hampshire and the Isle of Wight. That a Saxon
chief such as Cerdic should haveJutish nephews is by no means
improbable under the conditions which prevailed in the fifth
century. Intermarriage between two Germanic races was
common, and Stufand Wihtgar may well have been the sons of
Cerdic's siger and a Jutish noble. But it is evident that the
early history of Wessex was more complicated than would be
gathered from the bare record of events preserved in the
Chronicle. If Cerdic and his men were Saxons—and tradition
is unanimous on this point—the establishment of a Jutish
people in southern Hampshire implies that he and his followers
left the lands of the original conquest in the possession of allies,
and themselves passed on in search of adventure or of other
country for settlement. His later history is unknown, and
speculation is very dangerous. Some of his people may have
returned to the Continent in the way described by Procopius.
Others, presumably, settled in the country between thenorthern
boundary of the mainland Jutes and the woodland which
separated the districts afterwards known as Hampshire and
Berkshire. But the centre of the powerful West Saxon kingdom
of the late sixth century undoubtedly lay in the region imme-
diately to the south and west of the middle Thames. Archaeo-
logical evidence shows that Saxon settlements had been founded
in this country even before the traditional date of Cerdic's
invasion. Among many possibilities, it ssems on the whole
most probable that by war or negotiation Cerdic made himself
the lord of this district and distributed his followers among its
existing settlers.

No name which only comes into history through the medium
of half-remembered tradition can ever be much more than a
centre of conflicting theories. The name Cerdic, which is both
rare and obscure, has sometimes been regarded a$ a mere fig-
ment derived from the place-names Cerdices ora, Cerdicesford,
and Cerdices leaga, which occur in the traditions of the West
Saxon invasion. This theory involves the improbable assump-
tion that three separate place-names, each containing the same
anomalous personal name, existed before these traditions were
written down, in the small area to which they relate. But the
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most serious objection to any view which would regard Cerdic
as a fiction founded on place-names is his position in the genea-
logy of the West Saxon kings. He was undoubtedly regarded
as the founder of the West Saxon dynasty in an age when a
claimto rulein Wessex rested on descent from the original head
of the West Saxon royal house. The assumption that the poets
who first recited the West Saxon royal genealogy evolved an
ancestor for their patrons out of three obscure place-names
conflicts with all that is known of the attitude of a Germanic
aristocracy towards matters of descent. It may be added that
no one inventing an ancestor for these kings would have been
likely to give him so singular a name as Cerdic. It does not
correspond to any known English name, and in the opinion of
most scholars it represents the Old Welsh name Ceretic. |f such
an origin is ever conclusively established, it will compel a
reconstruction of the relations between Saxons and Britons in
the age immediately preceding the migration. It will raise the
question whether the Saxon raiders of fifth-century Britain,
like the Scandinavian raiders of ninth-century Ireland, did
not sometimes take their wives from among the peoples whose
land they visited, and give to their sons names current among
their mother's kin. Butitwill not disprove the historical exis-
tence of Cerdic, nor depose him from his place at the head of the
West Saxon royal line.

The obscurity of the period through which the shadowy form
of Cerdic moves is mainly due to the narrow outlook of the
poets who preserved its traditions. Their business was to praise
the ancestors of great men, and they had little concern with the
movements of peoples in which a modern student is chiefly
interested. It would never be gathered from the meagre tale of
disconnected events recorded in the Chronicle that Saxon settle-
ments had been established in the valley of the middle Thames
by at latest the beginning of the sixth century. But archaeolo-
gical evidence to this effect comes from several sites and takes
various form's. The early objects which accompanied Saxon
burials at Frilford, Reading, and East Shefford indicate a
Saxon settlement which falls outside the seguence of events
recorded in the Chronicle. On several sites in Berkshire, such as
Milton near Didcot and Lowbury Hill, there is an association
of Romano-British and Saxon remains which goes far to prove
avirtual continuity of occupation from one age into the other.
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At Sutton Courtenay on the Thames, the site of a primitive
Saxon village hasyielded, among other early objects, an equal-
armed brooch, of a type characteristic of north-western Ger-
many, which can safely be referred to the fifth century. The
date at which these settlements came into being cannot be
fixed at all closely, but there can be no serious doubt that they
are both earlier than and independent of the invasion led by
Cerdic.

Their originisstill an open question. Itis possible that they
arose from a movement of Saxon peoples up the Thames.
The early Saxon settlements of Surrey and Kent west of the
Medway were certainly founded by invaders who used this
obvious water-way. But the early Saxon culture of Berkshire
has features suggesting that the settlers whose life it represents
reached the middle Thames, not by following the river, nor
overland from Hampshire, but from the north-east, along the
line of the Icknield Way.! The rivers which find a common
estuary in the Wash offered easy access from the sea into the
heart of the midlands, and thereis varied evidence of an Anglo-
Saxon settlement, not later than the year 500, in the districts
opened to the invaders by the Welland, Nene, Ouse, and Cam.
In the opinion of many archaeologists, the points of resemblance
between the culture introduced by this settlement and the
culture revealed by excavation on sites in Berkshire are at once
too definite and too various to be the result of chance. Up to
the present, no site between the middle Thames and the upper
Lea has yielded objects which can definitely be referred to the
late fifth or the early sixth century, and until this gap has been
reduced, the theory that the Saxons of Berkshire descended on
the Thames from the north-east will never be established. But
the archaeological evidence which points to this conclusion
cannot be ignored in any attempt to understand the conditions
under which the historic West Saxon kingdom came into being.

The historical evidence tells neither for nor against the view
that this kingdom represented the coalescence of two bodies of
invaders, one entering Britain from the Channel and the other
from the Wash. But it clashes uncompromisingly with any
theory which implies that the country between the upper Lea
and the Thames was occupied continuously by Saxon settlers
from the latefifth century into historic times. |fthe traditions

! Thisview wasfirst st out by E. T. Lesds, History, x. 97 ff. (1925).
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preserved in the Chronicle correspond, even approximately, to
thefacts, this country wasin British handsin theyear 571, when
a certain Cuthwulfis said to have captured the four towns of
Limbury above Luton, Aylesbury, Bensington, and Eynsham,
after abattlewith the Britons at aplace called Bedcanford. No
annal in the early sections of the Chronicle is more important
than this, and there is none of which the interpretation is more
difficult. The site of the battle cannot be identified with any
assurance, for it is very difficult to establish any connexion
between the Bedcan ford of the annal and the early spellings of
the place-name Bedford. The name Cuthwulf, borne by the
Saxon leader, alliterates with West Saxon royal names like
Cerdic, Cynric, and Ceawlin, but his place in the West Saxon
royal family is quite uncertain. These are minor difficulties,
which do not affect the credibility of the annal. The discussion
which has centred upon it turns, not on its details, but on the
historical situation which it seems to presuppose. An annal
which implies that the downs above L uton were Britishin 571
means that four generations after the traditional date of Hen-
gest's landing, the Britons were still holding ground within
forty miles of London. Thereis nothingin any literary source
which makes this implication incredible; but it conflicts with
the impression of a rapid conquest of the midlands which most
historians have derived from the narrative of Gildas. On
geographical grounds, though by no means impossible, it is
somewhat unlikely that at this late date a belt of unreduced
British territory should have separated the Saxon settlements
west of the middle Thames from those of Cambridgeshire and
Bedfordshire. It is not surprising that many scholars have been
disposed to deny the historical character of this annal, or at
least to regard it as a misplaced tradition of events which were
already remote in the year 571.

But the mere difficulty of interpreting the entry is anin-
sufficient reason for separating it from its context. The general
agreement of the early annals with Gildas and of the later
annals with Bede makes it very unlikely that any intervening
event has been misdated by as much as a generation. In par-
ticular, it is amost incredible that the battle of Bedcan ford,
which was t>ne of the most important events in the whole
series, should have been placed out of its proper sequence.
Its significance is another question, and one to which no final
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answer can yet be given. But the evidence for a migration of
Germanic peoples from Britain in the first half of the sixth
century raises something more than a bare possibility that the
battle of 571 meant, not the conguest of lands which had always
been British, but the recovery of territory won in the first
energy of the Saxon invasion and lost after the defeat at Mons
Badonicus. It can at least be said that on this view the two
chief objections which have been brought against the annal
disappear. It ceases to imply that the British occupation of the
plain beneath the Chilterns was unbroken for a century and a
half after the severance of Britain from the empire. And it no
longer conflicts with the archaeological evidence for an early
connexion between the Saxons of Berkshire and the original
settlers in the valleys of the Ouse and Cam.

The battle of 571 was an isolated episode in the history of the
West Saxon peoples, and the country which it opened to their
settlement was never firmly attached to the West Saxon king-
dom. Geographically, it is an extension of the great plain of
central England, which was gradually annexed by the rulers of
the north-midland Anglian people known as the Mercians. In
the seventh and eighth centuries there was continual warfare
between the kings of Wessex and Mercia for the possesson of
these lands, and in the end the Mercian kings retained them. It
was not in this quarter, but towards the west, where they had
no rivals of their own race, that the West Saxons won the terri-
tory which made them a great people. According to the
Chronicle, their westerly expansion began in 552, when Cynric,
the head of their dynasty, defeated the Britons at Old Sarum.
Four years later, Cynric and Ceawlin his son defeated the
Britons again at Barbury castle, aprehistoric fortification above
the prehistoric Ridge Way, five miles south of Swindon.* These
victories carried the West Saxons permanently beyond the field
of Cerdic's wars, and within afew years their history begins to
take on a more substantial form. The first of their kings whose
claim to existence does not depend on the traditions of his own
court is Ceawlin son of Cynric, who succeeded his father in
560, and is placed by Bede next to Alle of Sussex among the
overlords of the southern English peoples.

! TheChroniclestatesthat thebattlewasfought aet Beran byrg. Theidentification
of his site with Barbury cagtle is well borne out by the medieval forms of the latter
name collected in Place-Names of Wiltshire (E.P.-N.S.), pp. 278-9.
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But it is as the leader of his own people against the Britons
that Ceawlin becomes an important figure in English history.
Under the year 577 the Chronicle states that 'Cuthwine and
Ceawlin fought with the Britons at a place called Deorham,
and killed threekings, Coinmail, Condidan, and Farinmail, and
took three "chesters", Gloucester, Cirencester, and Bath'. This
is one of the few annals in this section of the Chronicle which
raise no difficult problems of identification. Deorham is un-
doubtedly the modern Dyrham, six miles north of Bath. The
three British kings are otherwise unknown, but their names are
represented in archaic forms, which certainly come from a
written source much older than the Alfredian chronicle. The
historical importance of the battle has always been recognized.
It opened the valley of the lower Severn to Saxon colonists, and
thus separated the Britons of the south-west from those who
lived to the north of the Bristol Channel. Like the battle of
Bedcan ford, the battle of Dyrham placed the Saxons in posses
sion of territory which they were unable to hold. Long before
the end of the seventh century, the English settlers of the
Severn valley had passed under Mercian lordship. But the loss
of this country by the West Saxon kings of a later age does not
affect the importance of the battle of 577 as an episode in the
expansion of the English peoples against the Britons.

For the next seven years the annals tell nothing about
Ceawlin. Then, under the year 584, there occurs an enigmatical
entry which probably conceals as much as it records. 'In this
year Ceawlin and Cutha fought with the Britons in the place
called Fethan leag, and Cutha was killed, and Ceawlin took
many towns and innumerable spoils of war, and returned in
anger to his own country." A wood called Fethelee, mentioned
in atwelfth-century document relating to Stoke Lynein north-
east Oxfordshire, bore the only name so far observed which
corresponds to the Fethan leag of the Chronicle, and it is highly
probable that the battle was fought in the immediate neigh-
bourhood of this place.1 If s0, it seems clear that Ceawlin,
whose people were already well established by the upper and
middle Thames, was moving northwards towards the conquest
of the uplands above the head-waters of the Great Ouse. But
there is at least a strong probability that the war of 584 ended
in a Saxon disaster which the compiler of the annals saw fit to

! Trans. R. Hist. Soc, 4th Series, xxii. 19-20,
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ignore. A king did notusually comehomeinanger afterwinning
innumerable spoils of war. It may well have been this reverse
which ended Ceawlin's overlordship of the southern English.
There is no record of any further Saxon advance in his reign,
and there were signs that before its close his kingdom was
beginningto disintegrate. 1n591 acertain Ceol, whoserelation-
ship to Ceawlinisuncertain, began areign whichis said to have
lasted for six years. In 592 the annals record that there was
great slaughter at Woddesbeorg or Wodnesbeorg—probably
the tumulus now called Adam's Grave overlooking the Vale of
Pewsey—and that Ceawlin was driven out. Finally,in593itis
stated that Ceawlin 'perished’, together with acertain Cwichelm
and Crida, who are otherwise unknown. It is obvious that
Ceawlin's reign ended in confusion and disaster. But it is no
less clear that in his day he had been the leader of the advance
through which the English peoples became the masters of
southernBritain.

The obscurity of the period which begins with the landing
of the first Saxon invaders is a commonplace of history. Its
details are lost, and the materials from which alone its course
can be inferred are fragmentary and sometimes obscure. Never-
theless, it is possible to exaggerate their incoherence. Gildas,
Procopius, and the early traditions of the West Saxon court
agree in suggesting that the English conquest of southern
Britain was accomplished in two phases, separated by a con-
siderable interval in the early part of the sixth century. Both
Gildas and the tradition of a conquest of Wessex close
to the year 500 imply that the greater part of southern
England was overrun in the first phase of the war. Gildas
claims for the Britons a victory which gave them peace from
external enemies for more than a generation, and the traditions
of the West Saxons suggest that after their early advance they
were thrown back on to the settlements which they had founded
immediately after their first landing. Procopius describes a
migration of English peoples to the Continent in thefirst half
of the century which can only mean that for atime the invaders
had abandoned the attempt to find new lands in Britain. The
Fuldatradition of alanding of Saxonsfrom Britain at Cuxhaven
in 531 indicates that these migrations had begun withina few
years of the British victory recorded by Gildas. They are not
mentioned by any English authority, but the period within
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which they must have fallen coincides with a significant gap in
the traditions of Wessex, Kent, and Sussex. The memory of
Creoda, Cerdic's son, was only preserved in an alliterative
genealogy; the kings of Kent between Oisc, the son of Hengest,
and iEthelberht, St. Augustine's protector, are no more than
names; and there is no record of any South Saxon king for
nearly two centuries after the time of Zlle. Finally, the West
Saxon traditions imply that the second phase of the conquest
began in the south immediately after the middle of the sixth
century, proceeded very slowly at first, and then culminated
in atwofold advance which carried the Saxons as far as the Lea
towards the east and as far as the Severn towards the west.
Regarded singly, each of the authorities which have been
quoted hasits own weakness. Gildas waswriting polemic, not
history; Procopius had little interest in the condition of the lost
provinceof Britain; the Fuldatradition was not written down
until three centuries after the event which it records; and the
traditions preserved in the Chronicle are only memoranda
derived from verse in praise of ancient kings. But it may at
least be claimed that when four independent authorities agree
in suggesting a single coherent story, it is unlikely to be very
far from the truth.



I
THE KINGDOMS OF THE SOUTHERN ENGLISH

HE most important fact in the history of the earliest English

kingdoms is the clear distinctionwhich was maintained for
more than two centuries between the peoples established re-
spectively north and south of the Humber. Itisreflectedinthe
language of many formal documents written by men for whom
the titles of kings and the names of peoples represented at least
an approximation to political facts. Asearly astheyear 672 the
different English peoples beyond the Humber are collectively
described in a solemn record® as Nordanhymbrorum gens—the
nation of the Northumbrians. No formal document ever speaks
of the Southumbrians,? but the Anglian, Saxon, and Jutish
peoples who lived between the Humber and the Channel are
often brought together in early charters as the Sutangli, or
southern English.®> The distinction does not coincide with any
difference of race or culture. The Angles of Northumbria and
Mercia were of the same stock, and their dialects are closely
related. Itisaso unlikely that the Anglianinvasion of the north
was much later than that of the midlands. Extensive settle-
ments had been founded in central and eastern Y orkshire before
the middle of the sixth century, and it is at least probable that
the invasion had begun before the end of the fifth.* At present
it s;ems most probable that the origin of the distinction liesin
the circumstances of the invasion rather than in its date. Until
the early part of the seventh century the independent British

! The Acts of the Council of Hertford, H.E. iv. 5. Theform of the name shows
that it was derived from popular speech, and was not the invention of the notary
who wrote the Acts, or of Bede, who copied them into his history.

2 That the name Suthanhymbre was in use before the tenth century is made
probable by its appearance in certain notes and annals which are found in M SS.
D and E of the Chronicle, and must have been present in the logt version from which
both manuscripts are derived (Plummer, Two of the Saxon Chronicles Parallél, ii,
pp. Ixviii-Ixxi). Under 449, for example, M S. E represents Bede's statement that
many royal lines were descended from Woden by theremark From pan Wodne awoc
eall urecynecynn and Sudanhymbraeac. I n this passagethe name Sudanhymbre covers
all the southern English peoples, in contrast to the Northumbrians. It was
obvioudly written in Northumbria. The name appears elsewhere in these manu-
scripts but it tends to berestricted to the Mercians, and looks like the survival of
an earlier usage which was no longer clearly understood.

3 Asin C.S. 154, which speaks of the provinces quae generate nomine Sutangli
dicuntur. 4J.N. L. Myres, Oxford History of England, i. 418-19.
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kingdom of EImet" stretched westwards for many miles from the
marshes at the head of the Humber, and separated the Angles
of the northern midlands from those of the plain of York. In an
earlier age this kingdom must have been a serious obstacle to
any military co-operation between the invaders of northern and
southern Britain. In particular, it must have kept the Northum-
brian invaders apart from any of the early confederacies formed
among the southern peoples by leaders such as iElle and
Ceawlin. The particularism which at a later time distinguished
the Angles beyond the Humber may well be due to the isolation
of their ancestors in the age of the migration.

Whatever its origin, the distinction between the English
peoples north and south of the Humber profoundly affected
their early history. From the age of the migration down to the
Danish wars of the ninth century the peoples south of the
Humber were normally subject to the authority of a common
overlord. He was generally one of their own number, though
in the seventh century three Northumbrian kings successively
secured a recognition of their lordship from the various kings of
the south. Conversely, a southern king whose supremacy was
admitted everywhere between the Humber and the Channel
might attempt to extend his authority over the Northumbrians
also. But the difference between the normal subjection of the
southern peoples to a single overlord and the occasional creation
of a dominion which covered all England was never forgotten
by early writers. It is clear, for example, that Bede regarded
the English peoples of his day as falling, politically, into two
great divisions, and in various passages he emphasizes the fact
that the Humber was the traditional boundary between them.
In the first book of his Ecclesiastical History he describes iEthel-
berht of Kent as a most powerful king, 'who had extended the
boundaries of his dominion as far as the great river Humber, by
which the southern and northern peoples of the English are
separated’. In a more famous passage, introduced in order to
place iEthelberht in his proper historical setting, he not only
reasserts the importance of the Humber as a political boundary,
but names the early kings who had once held lordship through-
out the country to the south. The list begins with Zlle of the
South Saxons, and continues through Ceawlin of the West
Saxons and Athelberht of Kent to Raedwald of the East Angles.

! Below, p. 80.
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He is followed by three Northumbrian overlords, Edwin,
Oswald, and Oswiu, with whom the list closes—apparently
because Bede wished to avoid the anti-climax of carrying it
beyond the great name of Oswiu, who had ruled over Picts and
Scots as well as over Northumbrians and the southern English.
But it is clear from other evidence that Wulfhere, king of the
Mercians, was supreme in the south for some years before his
death in 674. Sixty years later Bede expressly states that all the
English provinces south of the Humber were subject to iEthel-
bald, king of the Mercians. And the supremacy of Offa,
Athelbald's successor, determined the whole character of
English history in the last third of the century.

Either through prejudice, or, more probably, through the
mechanical following of Bede, the only other ancient writer
who made asimilar list also omitted the Mercian overlords who
succeeded Oswiu. After recording the rise of Egbert of Wessex
to supremacy in southern England the ninth-century compiler
of the Chronicle gives what purports to be the series of Egbert's
predecessors in that dignity. He recites Bede's list of the first
seven overlords of the southern English, and then, in defiance
of recent history, adds the statement that Egbert was the eighth.
But his inaccuracy is more than compensated by his preserva-
tion of the English title applied to these outstanding kings.
Writing of the year 829 he states that 'King Egbert conquered
the kingdom of the Mercians and all that was south of the
Humber, and he was the eighth king who was Bretwalda'.*
In structure, this famous title resembles innumerable laudatory
epithets familiar in early English verse, such as beah-gifa,
‘bracelet giver', or dxd-fruma, 'deed doer'. It should probably
be translated 'Britain ruler', for in the eighth century the
position which it denoted could be represented by the style
Rex Britannia? 'Bretwalda’ is not a formal style, accurately
expressing the position of its bearer; still less is it a deliberate
invention founded on historical fact. It belongs to the sphere
of encomiastic poetry, and its origin should be sought in the

! The Bretwalda of MS. A of the Chronicle seems to be a contracted form of the
word, which appears in other manuscripts as Brytenwalda (M'S. B), Bretenanwealda
(MS. C), Brytenwealda (MSS. D, E), Brytenweald (MS. F). TheforminMS. C
suggests that the second element in the compound was anwealdaf 'sole ruler*.

2'CS 154, on which see F. M. Stenton, E.H.R. xxxiii. 439-42. This equation
is against the view, in itself attractive, that Brytenwalda contains the Old English
adjective btyten wide, and means 'wide' or 'great ruler*.
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hall of some early king, like Alle or Ceawlin, whose victories
entitled him, inthat uncritical atmosphere, to beregarded aslord
of Britain, It therefore falls into line with the other evidence
which pointsto the Germanic origin of the earliest Englishinstitu-
tions. It should not be regarded as a barbarous imitation of
imperial dignity, nor canit express, what some havereadintoit,
the supremacy of an English overlord over British kings. It arose
among Germanic invaders whose position in Britain was in-
secure, and in its origin it was clearly a defiance of British
chiefs rather than the assertion of a claim to lordship over them.
The most remarkable feature of its history is its survival under
the conditions of a later age. It is difficult now, and it must
have been no less difficult in the ninth century, to explain a
custom which gave the title 'ruler of Britain' to the head of a
confederacy of the southern English peoples. But it carries at
least a dim suggestion of the time when such a confederacy
under Zlle of Sussex had been overrunning southern Britain
in the years before the battle of Mons Badonicus.

The position of the English in Britain was still insecure more
than a century after thetime of /lle, and their earliest confeder-
acies were undoubtedly created by military necessity. There
was always a military element in the relationship between the
overlord of the southern English and his dependent kings. But
as the possibility of an overwhelming British revival becomes
more remote, the overlord begins to appear as the patron rather
than the leader of his dependants, and the association of the
southern English peoples gradually assumes a political charac-
ter. Before the end of the seventh century the overlord was
dealing with his subject kings very much as he dealt with the
hereditary nobility of his own country. His safe-conduct ran
throughout their lands, and he could transfer provinces from
one of them to another. It was always wise for an under-king
to obtain the overlord's consent to important grants of land.
In 635, when the king of the West Saxons gave Dorchester on
Thames to his bishop, the king of the Northumbrians was
associated in the grant as overlord. Above all, between the
overlord- and each of his dependent kings there existed the
personal relationship of lord and man. In the eighth century,
Offa, king of«the Mercians, who emphasized every power which
a recognized supremacy gave him, expressed his view of this
relationship in the most uncompromising of terms. Egbert I 1,
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king of Kent, had granted certain lands to one of his ministers,
who gave them to the monastery of Christ Church at Canterbury.
Offa took possession of them, ‘'saying it was wrong that his
minister should have presumed to place land which his lord had
given him under the authority of another, without his lord's
testimony’.®  No doubt, the common men of the subject
kingdoms lived their lives without much interference from their
king's overlord. He certainly took tribute from them, but he
left them to apportion its incidence among themselves, and he
was not otherwise interested in the deliberations of their upland
moots. But over the kings who had become his men he had
authority such as they themselves exercised over their own
followers. It was his duty to settle disputes between them and to
avenge their wrongs. And on great occasions he would require
them to place themselves and their retainers under his command
in war.

No confederacy of this period survived the king who had
brought it into being. There was no convention that an under-
king must give his allegiance to his dead lord's son, or adhere to
alord whose luck had deserted him. Nevertheless the historical
importance of these confederacies is very great. No other
institution did so much to prepare the way for the ultimate
unity of England. In their normal state of subordination to
some greater lord the lesser kings of southern England gradually
lost the power of independent political action. In the eighth
century, under two strong Mercian overlords, England south of
the Humber was rapidly developing into a single state, of which
the ancient kingdoms of Sussex, Essex, Kent, and Lindsey were
no more than provinces. The development was arrested by the
succession of weaker kings in Mercia. But thefirst step had been
taken towards the creation of the kingdom of all England fore-
shadowed nearly two hundred years before, when three North-
umbrian kings had successively been recognized as overlords
throughout the south.

The chief factor which delayed the emergence of such a
kingdom was the remarkable number of separate dynasties
between which England was divided. On the Continent most

1 C.S. 293. In 811 Archbishop Wulfred of Canterbury, referring to another
etate to which his church had a smilar claim, sated that Offa had confiscated it
'as though it were nat lawful for Egbert to grant lands in perpetuity by a written
ingrument’. CS. 332.
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of the peoples which settled within the Roman empire gave
unquestioned pre-eminence to a single royal family. A king-
dom might be partitioned among coheirs—the early history of
the Franks in Gaul is largely the record of such divisions and
their consequences—but its integrity was not compromised by
the existence of independent dynasties claiming the allegiance
of individual tribes within the nation. Unlike Gaul, Spain, and
Italy, Britain was invaded, not by tribes under tribal kings, but
by bodies of adventurers, who according to their own traditions
were drawn from three distinct Germanic peoples. Most of
them came from the remoter parts of the Germanic world,
where kingship was less a matter of political authority than of
descent from ancient gods. Respect for such descent, like the
religion with which it was associated, survived even amigration
across the North Sea, and meant that any leader who could
claim this divine ancestry might hope to establish himself as the
king of some portion of the nation to which he belonged. In
course of time many of the small kingdoms thus founded lost
their independence. Before the end of the seventh century most
of the lesser midland princes had become the men of the kings
of the Mercians; Lindsey had become a mere province in dis-
pute between the kings of Mercia and Northumbria; and
Caedwalla, king of Wessex, had exterminated the dynasty
which had once ruled in the Isle of Wight. Nevertheless there
still survive in ancient manuscripts the genealogies of eight
separate royal families which had once ruled simultaneously in
England.

Two of these families had ruled over the Northumbrian
peoples known in the seventh century as the Dere and Bernice,
and to modern writers as the Deirans and Bernicians. The
other six all belonged to the country south of the Humber, and
were associated with the people known as the Lindisfaran, who
lived in Lindsey, between the Humber and the Witham, the
Mierce, or Mercians, of the Trent valley, the East Angles, the
East and Wfest Saxons, and the Cantware, or men of Kent.

! The genealogies of all these dynasties except those of the East and West Saxons
arc given by the early ninth-century manuscript printed by Sweet, The Oldest
English Texts, pp. 169-71. The two Saxon genealogies are printed on p. 179 of that
work from a manuscript of King Alfred's time. A version of the Bernician, Deiran,
Kentish, East Anglian, and Mercian pedigrees, annexed to the Historia Brittonum
of Nennius, is printed in Mommsen's edition of that work in the Monumenia Ger-
mamae Historica, pp. 202-6.
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Long asitis, thislistisincomplete. It omitsthe royal families
of Sussex and the Isle of Wight, where independent kingdoms
are known to have survived until late in the seventh century,
and it ignores several important peoples such as the Middle
Saxons, whose original independence is at least probable. But
even as it stands it shows a congestion of dynasties in southern
England to which there is no parallel in western Europe.

In the south the Kentish, South Saxon, and West Saxon
dynasties preserved a dim tradition of the way in which their
kingdoms came into being. Beyond the Humber the Britons of
Strathclyde remembered some incidents of their struggle with
their Bernician enemies, and the origin of the Deiran kingdom
is carried back far into the sixth century by the famous story of
the play which Gregory the Great made with the name of iElle
the first Deiran king. But in the intervening country all is
obscure. The distribution of heathen burial-grounds roughly
defines the region occupied by the midland Angles before their
conversion to Christianity, and the objects recovered from such
sites enable a general distinction to be drawn between districts
of early and late settlement. The study of place-names is
beginning to yield results by which the archaeological evidence
can be supplemented. But there is no tradition of incident, and
therefore no means of determining the rate at which the con-
quest proceeded, or of giving historical substance to the names
of ancient kings preserved in genealogies. It is only with the
appearance of definite kingdoms in this country towards the
beginning of the seventh century that it comes within the sphere
of history.

Itisespecially unfortunate that no traditions have come down
from the peoples of the Trent valley who formed the original
kingdom of the Mercians. They first appear early in the
seventh century, under a king named Cearl, of unknown an-
cestry, whose existence was only remembered because he gave
his daughter in marriage to Edwin, the exiled heir of the royal
house of Deira.® The marriage proves that the Mercians were
independent of the Northumbrian kingdom then ruled by
/thelfrith of Bernicia, Edwin's enemy, and there is no reason
to doubt that they formed part of the southern confederacy led
by Athelberht of Kent. But they only emerge from obscurity
some years later, with the rise to power of a noble of their

"HE.ii. 14
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royal family named Penda, who for nearly a generation after
theyear 632" wasthe central figurein English history. Through-
out his career, which ended with his death in battle in 654,
Penda was the enemy of every Northumbrian king who tried to
bring the peoples of southern England under his lordship. He
was himself a great fighting king of the kind most honoured in
Germanic saga; the lord of many princes, and the leader of a
vast retinue attracted to his service by his success and generosity.
M any stories must have been told about his dealings with other
kings, but none of them have survived; his wars can only be
described from the standpoint of his enemies, and the stages by
which he came to power are unknown.

The outstanding fact in the history of the Mercian kingdom
is the unique eminence of the family to which Penda and at
least eight of his successors belonged. It is the one dynasty
which spans the gulf between the English peoples of historic
times and their continental ancestors. The Mercian kings
claimed to be descended from Woden through Offa, king of
Angel—presumably Angeln in Slesvig—one of the chief heroes
of Germanic legend, in which he was long remembered as
'the best of all mankind between the seas. It is probable that
the first of the race to reach Britain was Offa's great-grandson
Icel, who in the eighth century seems to have been regarded as
the founder of the Mercian royal family.? Thereis no reason to
doubt that an historical basis underlies this genealogy. In its
oldest form it is derived from a text written before the end of
the seventh century, and it agrees with the meagre materials
by which it can betested. Aboveall, if itisfundamentally true,
it becomes possible to understand the commanding position
held in central England by the historic Mercian kings, and in
particular their success in bringing the various peoples of the
midlands into a single state. They certainly did not owe their
influence to the importance of their own ancestral kingdom.
If archaeological evidence can be trusted, the heathen Mercians
were heavily outnumbered by the heathen Middle Angles, who
were their south-eastern neighbours. But the power and in-
fluence of their kingsareintelligibleif, astheir geneal ogy asserts,
they were descended from the men who had ruled the whole
Anglian race before its migration to Britain.

! Bdow, p. 83.
2H. M. Chadwick, The Origin of the English Nation, pp. 15-16.



40 THE KINGDOMS OF THE SOUTHERN ENGLISH

The tribal name Mierce, from which a convenient territorial
name '‘Mercia has been derived, means 'boundary folk'. In
the seventh century the Mercians appear as a people of 12,000
households, occupying the whole country from the lower Trent
to the forests of the western midlands. It is clear that the people
asawhole had come to adopt anamewhich originally described
the portion of the race in contact with its British enemies.
Already in the heathen age, the Angles of the northern midlands,
following the course of the Trent, had reached the water-
parting between the Trent and Severn. The names Wednes-
bury and Wednesfield—"Woden's fortress* and 'Woden's plain'
—yprove that the country above the head-waters of the Tame
had been sacred ground in the heathen time. The boundary
from which the Mercians took their name may well have been
the belt of high land connecting the hills of Cannock Chasewith
the forest of Arden. To the west of this belt, along the streams
which flow to the Severn, there stretched forests which bore
British names, such as Morfe and Kinver, and even in the
eighth century had not yet been divided out among English
settlers. Immediately to the east lay the country which formed
the centre of the historic Mercian kingdom, and contained
Lichfield, the seat of its bishopric, and Tamworth, the chief
residence of its kings.

No early documents have come down from the churches of
theTrentvalley, and littleisknown about the primitive organi-
zation of the peoples along its course. In the seventh century
they were divided by the river into the North Mercians, of
7,000 households, and the South Mercians, of 5,000 The
origin of the division is uncertain, but it has an artificial
appearance, and it was probably introduced for the more con-
venient distribution of public burdens among the various folks
of which the Mercian people was composed. Only one of these
folks can now be identified. A charter of 849 which refersto the
district south-west of Birmingham mentions the boundary of a
folk called Tomssetan, that is the dwellers by the river Tame.?
They appear in another document which shows that they were
ruled by their own ealdorman, or local governor, and that their
country contained the monastery of Breedon on the Hill in
north Leicestershire® As it is more than thirty miles in a
straight line from Birmingham to Breedon, it is clear that the

L H.E. iii. 24. 2 C.S. 455, 8C.S. 454,



PROVINCES OF THE MERCIAN KINGDOM 41

Tomsaetan occupied a territory comparable in extent with an
average county of the present day. It is perhaps of greater
interest that their name points to a fundamental resemblance
between the early units of local administration in Mercia and
Wessex. The Tomsaetan of the Tame valley are unlikely to have
differed materially in organization from the Wilsaetan of the
Wylye valley, whose territory formed the nucleus of Wilt-
shire.

Nothing is known of the stages by which the Mercians ex-
panded from their original settlements over the country to the
north and west. But there are two provinces of the later Mer-
cian kingdom which clearly represent important phases in this
movement. To the north of the Mercians of the Trent valley a
folk of 1,200 households, known as the Pecsxtan, was sparsely
distributed over the Peak district of what afterwards became
Derbyshire. Its originis carried back into the heathen time by
the barrow-interments of that age which have been discovered
in the hills west of the upper Derwent. But the objects thus
discovered belong, as a whole, to the later generations of the
heathen period; the place-names of this country have few early
features; and the beginnings of its settlement should probably
be referred to the latter part of the sixth century. The folk who
gaveitsnameto the second of these two provinces—the Wreocen-
sxtan of the country around the Wrekin—may well have been
of still later origin. It comprised 7,000 households, and it must
have formed one of the more important divisions of the historic
Mercian kingdom. But no heathen burials have been discovered
in its territory, and none of the place-names which arose from
its settlement need be earlier than the seventh century. It can
hardly have been before the age of Penda that the Mercians
of the upper Trent began to occupy the broken country which
separated them from the plains along the upper Severn.

Theoriginal Mercian kingdom included many different kinds
of country, most of them unattractive to early settlers. Neither
the heavy clays west of the lower Trent, the sandy expanses of
Sherwood forest, the wolds of south Nottinghamshire, nor the
broken country between the Derwent and Erewash, can have
invited settlement so long as land could be obtained elsewhere.
From the distfibution of heathen burial-grounds it is clear that
the first Mercian settlements were made in the valley of the
Trent or a little way up the course of its tributaries. None of
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them has produced objects which need be dated earlier than the
middle of the sixth century, or imply more than a modest
standard of barbaric culture. The archaeological evidence
leaves, in fact, no serious doubt that the penetration of the
northern midlands from the Humber was later, and for a long
time less thorough, than the penetration of the eastern and
central midlands from the Wash. If, asis more than probable,
the ancestors of the later Mercian kings had played a part in
the wars of the fifth century, it was as the leaders of war-bands
rather than as the kings of a people permanently settled on the
land.

To the south-east of the Mercians the uplands of central
England and the valleys of the rivers which converge on the
Wash were occupied by the congeries of folks known as the
Middle Angles. Unlike the Mercians, from whom Bede is
careful to distinguish them, the Middle Angles have left abun-
dant evidence of their heathen culture. It was varied in charac-
ter, including 'Saxon' elements of which the origin is still
under discussion. The objects which illustrate it give the
impression of a settlement which had begun before the end of
the fifth century and continued without interruption into his-
toric times. The name of the Middle Angles, which clearly
refers to their position between the East Angles and the Mercians,
strongly suggests their original independence, and the sugges
tion is confirmed by their ecclesiastical history. In the age of
the Conversion it was only the fewness of priests that prevented
the Middle Angles from receiving a bishop of their own. The
diocese of Leicester, which was finally established in 737, was
a belated recognition of their existence as a separate people.
On the other hand there is no trace of any dynasty peculiar
to the Middle Angles and ruling over all of them. They had
fallen under Mercian lordship before the middle of the seventh
century, when Penda placed Peada his son over them, 'because
he was an excellent youth, and worthy of a king's name and
dignity'. Their previous history isunknown; but their common
name and the looseness of their association suggest that they
represent an early alliance of related peoples, who had migrated
separately from the Continent and among whom no single
family had ever risen to permanent supremacy.

Many of these peoples are mentioned by Bede, or in the
ancient tribute-list of the Mercian kings which is generally
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known as the Tribal Hidage.! But in the tenth century the
kings of Wessex carried out an administrative reorganization of
central England which obliterated earlier divisions, and there
are few Middle Anglian peoples whose names can be placed
with confidence upon a modern map. Among those whose
position is known, the Cilternsatan, a folk of 4,000 households,
occupied the plain beneath the Chilterns; the Gifle, of 300
households, inhabited the Ivel valley in south Bedfordshire;
the Hicce, aso of 300 households, have left their name to the
town of Hitchin; and the Gyrwe, divided into two folks, each of
600 households, lived in and on the western edge of the Fens.
Littleis known about Middle Anglia under the Mercian kings,
but an incidental reference by Bede to aprinceps of the South
Gyrwe suggests that each of the Middle Anglian folks was ruled
by a separate ealdorman. As the Tribal Hidage mentions nearly
twenty separate folks who from their position in the list seem
to belong to Middle Anglia, it is unlikely that Bede was guilty
of much exaggeration when he stated that Penda was accom-
panied to his last battle by thirty duces regii, or ealdormen.
The great block of woodland which formed the medieval
forest of Arden prevented the Middle Angles from expanding
at an early date continuously across England from the Wash to
the Severn. Between Arden and the Chilterns there were few
physical obstacles to their settlement, but the southern part of
this country was open to penetration from the south-west as
well as the north-east. It remained for centuries in dispute
between the kings of Wessex and Mercia, and tradition, pro-
bably rightly, attributed its conquest from the Britons to a mem-
ber of the West Saxon royal house.? On the north of the upper
Thames the country amenable to early methods of cultivation
was interrupted by many stretches of woodland, of which the
most westerly is still called Wychwood Forest.® This name is
the only surviving memorial of the people known as the Hwicce,
who in the seventh century occupied the territory now represen-
ted by Gloucestershire, Worcestershire, and the western half of
Warwickshire. They were regarded as distinct alike from West
Saxons, Middle Angles, and Mercians, and in the organization
of the English church carried through by Archbishop Theodores
their country Vas formed into a separate diocese, of which the

! Bdow, pp. 292-4. 2 Above, p. 27.
® First mentioned in acharter of 840, whereit appearsasHuiccewudu {C.S. 432).
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bishop's seat was fixed at Worcester. The Mercian kings who
became their lords believed them to include 7,000 tribute-
paying households—an estimate which ranks them with the
East and South Saxons, the Wreocensxtan> and the men of
Lindsey. So large a people must have comprised a consider-
able number of small folks, and ancient charters relating to the
territory of the Hwicce mention the Pencersxtan of the country
south-west of Birmingham,® the Soppingas of the country around
Wootton Wawen,? and the Usmere who lived in the woods to
the east of Kidderminster.®

Like the Cilternsaetan, from whom they were separated by
Wychwood and the forests adjacent to it on the east, the Hwicce
were a people of mingled Anglian and Saxon stock. Six miles
to the north-east of Worcester the curious nhame Phepson records
the former presence of a group of settlers who derived their
origin from the Middle Anglian people known to Bede as
Feppingas. To the south of Phepson a stream called Whitsun
Brook derived its name from the Wixan, a people who appear
in the Tribal Hidagein close association with the Gyrwe of the
Fens. These names reinforce the archaeological evidence which
points to the settlement of a people of Anglian culture in the
Avon valley in the seventh or early eighth century, and their
character suggests that the northern part of the territory of
the Hwicce may have come into English occupation through
the migration of organized communities from the Anglian
country to the east. But the southern part of this territory—
the country around the Roman centres of Gloucester and Ciren-
cester—was undoubtedly acquired from the Britons by con-
quest, and through a battle won by a Saxon, not an Anglian,
king. Thereisnothingintheevidencesupplied by archaeol ogical
discoveries or place-names which contradicts the opinion that
the valley of the lower Severn first came into English possession
as a result of Ceawlin's victory at Dyrham in 577.

It is probable that this country was held by Ceawlin and his
successors throughout the next half-century. But under the
year 628 the Chronicle states that Cynegils, king of Wessex, and
Cwichelm his son 'fought with Penda at Cirencester and came
to an agreement with him there'. There can be little doubt
that this agreement gave to Penda Cirencester And the lands
along the Severn which Ceawlin had conquered in 577. It

'cs4k 2 €S B ) cS 1
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was not until 632 that Penda became king of the Mercians,
and in 628, for all that is known to the contrary, he may have
been merely a landless noble of the Mercian royal house
fighting for his own hand. But there is every reason to believe
that it was he who first brought the Angles and Saxons of the
middle and lower Severn under a single lordship, and that the
under-kingdom of the Hwicce which is known to have existed
within a generation of his death was in fact his creation.*
The numerous early charters which relate to the Severn
valley give some indication of the way in which the Hwicce
were governed under their Mercian overlords. A series of
local rulers, of whom the earlier describe themselves as reges
and the later as reguli, can be followed from the third quarter
of the seventh century until the last quarter of the eighth. It
beginswith two brothers named Eanfrith and Eanhere, who are
mentioned by Bede, without any title, astherulersof theHwicce
shortly before 675, and it is continued by a certain Osric, whom
Bede describes as king of the Hwicce in a passage relating to the
last decade of the century. Bede generally reserves the title rex
for independent rulers, but in a narrative of the foundation of
Gloucester abbey, which seems to rest on materials older than
Bede himself,? Osric and a brother named Oswald are described
by King Athelred of Mercia as two ministri of noble race—a
phrase showing that whatever rank may have been theirs by
birth, they owed their authority to his gift. In the seventh and
eighth centuries the distinction between aking, an under-king,
and a thegn set in charge of a province by his lord was blurred
by the recurrent subjection of all the southern English rulers
to an overlord whose powers over their lands and men were very
wide. But in the course of time the writers of formal documents
gradually evolved a terminology which approximated to poli-
tical facts, and as part of this process they worked their way
towards an accurate description of the position filled by the
rulers of the Hwicce. A little before the year 700 a certain
Oshere, who seems to have been Osric's successor, had styled
himself 'king of the Hwicce' without any qualification.* Some

! Thedual origin of the Hwicce makesit very unlikely that any local family can
have posssssd an inherent right to rule over the whole people, and strongly
supports the view that the later reges, reguli, and duces who reigned among them
were s&t in power by the kings of the Mercians.

2 C.S. 60. On this narrative sse W. H. Stevenson, Asset's Life of King Alfred, 155.

C.S. 85.
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forty years after his death his real position was defined by an
archbishop of Canterbury, who described him as comes, or re-
tainer, of “Ethelred, king of the Mercians, and subregulus, or
under-king, of the Hwicce.! Oshere was succeeded in his king-
dom by four of his sons, and in 736 one of them attests the oldest
original Mercian charter as 'under-king and retainer of iEthel-
bald king of the Mercians'.> But in 736 the archaic conception
of a king or under-king who was also a member of a lord's
household was itself becoming obsolete, and the last of these
early rulers of the Hwicce—three brothers who held the throne
jointly under Offa of Mercia—ignore the association with an
overlord's court which their ancestors had regarded as an
especial honour. They assert, and even emphasize, the shadow
of kingship that belonged to them. In 777 one of them styles
himself 'under-king of the Hwicce by the dispensation of the
Lord'.® But in the same charter King Offa, his overlord, ex-
pressed the realities of his position by calling him 'my under-
king, ealdorman, that is, of his own people of the Hwicce'.
Beyond the Hwicce the plain of Herefordshire north of the
Wye and the broken country of south Shropshire were occu-
pied by a people known as the Magonsxtan. Their settlement
probably represents the last phase of the original Anglian
advance against the Britons of Wales, for the river Wye alone
separated them from a country which remained in Welsh
possession until the Norman Conquest. Hereford, which was
the seat of their early bishops, still had the character of a border
fortress in the eleventh century. There is some reason to think
that towards the west they occupied more land than their
descendants could retain, for English place-names of an early
type occur sporadically beyond the frontier drawn in the
eighth century by Offa's Dyke. The history of this remote
people would be utterly obscure were it not that certain women
of their reigning family became eminent in the religious life.
Soon after the middle of the seventh century, Merewalh, their
ruler, married Eormenbeorg, alady of the Kentish royal house,
who founded the monastery of Minster in Thanet, where
Mildthryth, her daughter, was abbess before the year 691.
Another daughter, named Mildburg, founded a monastery at
Much Wenlock in her own country, and a third daughter,
named Mildgyth, lived as a nun at Eastry in Kent. The fame
'cs 1% 2CS 154 ¥ CS223.
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of these women meant that some traditions of their origin were
preserved, and the little that is known of their family relation-
ships was written down before the Norman Conquest. From
what was then collected it appears that Merewalh had a
brother named Mearchelm and a son named Merefin—names
which alliterate not only with one another but with the name
of the Magonsaetan themselves.! These details point to the
existence of alocal dynasty, and their significance is confirmed
by independent evidence that at some period before the middle
of the eighth century the Magonsaetan were ruled by a regulus
named Mildfrith,> whose name continues the alliteration.
Whatever may have been the position of this dynasty among
the noblefamilies whichfound acommon centrein the Mercian
court, its solidarity was expressed with remarkable consistency
in the names of the men and women who belonged to it.

It is unlikely that the under-kings of the Hwicce and the
Magonsaetan, or any of the Middle Anglian princes, could claim
that descent from ancient gods in which the essence of early
Germanic kingship lay. They could intermarry with families
thus descended. Tondberht, princeps of the South Gyrwe, married
a daughter of the king of the East Angles, and iEthelwalh,
king of the South Saxons, married a daughter of Eanfrith
of the Hwicce. But Anglo-Saxon royalty was never a closed
caste, and the fact that such marriages were possible does not
prove that the local rulers of the midlands represented families
entitled to authority by divine descent. In status, the rulers
of the Hwicce were probably typical members of their class,
and it seems clear that though their family was noble their
territorial position depended on the favour of the Mercian
kings. Itis at least certain that in historic times none of these
rulers is known to have asserted himself against his overlord.
The power of the Mercian kingdom in the seventh and eighth
centuries rested on the combination into what was in effect one
state of the Mercians, the men of the country between the

1 In the tenth 'century it was said that Merewalh was a son of Penda, king of the
Mercians {Liber Vitae of Hyde Abbey, ed. W. de G. Birch, p. 84). But a statement of
this kind in so late a text has little, if any, authority. The fact that no names
beginning in M occur in the elaborate genealogy of the Mercian kings makes it in
the highest degree unlikely that Merewalh was Penda's son. The further fact that
the names curreru; in the family alliterate with the name of the Magonsaetan suggests
very strongly that they had aclaim to rule in their own right over this people, and
that originally they were independent of the Mercian kings.

2William of Malmesbury, Gesta Pontificum, ed. Hamilton, p. 299.
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original Mercia and the British border, the Magonsaetan, the
Hwicce, and the Middle Angles.

It was natural that a king who was the lord of this vast region
should attract to his court other kings, of equal birth but fewer
resources. From an early time—perhaps even from the fifth
century—a dynasty which traced its descent from Woden ruled
in the district between the Humber and the Witham which now
forms the Parts of Lindsey in the county of Lincoln. But none
of the kings of Lindsey played an independent part in Anglo-
Saxon politics, and after a period in which it was doubtful
whether a Northumbrian or a Mercian overlord would secure
their allegiance, they became permanently attached to the
circle of local rulers dependent on the Mercian court. Apart
from the last of the line—a king named Ealdfrith who appearsin
attendance on OfFa of Mercia between 787 and 796—the kings
of Lindsey are mere names. But some of the names have an
archaic appearance, and the first element of the name Caedbaed,
which has the fourth place below Woden in their genealogy, is
clearly derived from the Celtic name-stem cad, 'battle’, and
uggests the possibility that a British strain entered the family
at avery early date. The dynasty has, in fact, the appearance
of a survival from the age of individualistic adventure which
preceded the migration of the English peoples to Britain.

In the ninth century Lindsey was colonized by the rank and
file of a Danish army, and its earlier history is very obscure.
Like the territories of the Hwicce and Magonsaetan, Lindsey was
formed into a diocese by Archbishop Theodore, but the suc-
cession of its bishops was ended by the Danish invasion, and the
Site of their cathedral is unknown. A Scandinavian division of
the country into three ridings replaced its Anglian organization
by folks, and much of its Anglian local nomenclature was over-
laid by Danish place-names resulting from the Danish occupa-
tion. Up to the present, archaeological discoveries have thrown
little light on the beginnings of Anglian settlement in Lindsey,
but it is carried back to the early part of the sixth century by
numerous place-names ending in -ingham and by the three
archaic names Barlings, Beckering, and Minting which occur
within a radius of four miles a little distance to the east of
Lincoln. Few Celtic names have survived the successve con-
quests of Lindsey by Angles and Danes. But the hint of early
intercourse between Angles and Britons given by the name of
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King Ceedbeed is strengthened by the fact that Lindsey itself
is a British name, and is turned into certainty by the adoption
into common speech of the Roman compound Lindum Colonia
which has become the modern Lincoln.

Lindsey is one of the few early English kingdoms of which
the boundaries can be drawn with some approach to precision.
On the north and east it was bounded by the Humber and the
sea. On the west it included the low hills between the Don and
the Trent which form the Isle of Axholme, and the patches of
habitable land which are surrounded by the moors of Hatfield
Chase. In country like this, no definite frontier line was either
possible or necessary. But to the south of the Isle of Axholme
the Trent formed a natural boundary between Lindsey and
Mercia up to the point near Torksey at which the river was
joined by the Roman canal known as the Foss Dyke. At this
point the boundary turned towards the east, running at first
along the Foss Dyke, and then below Lincoln along theWitham,
to the fens which lie behind the coast.! In early times the
districts to the south of the Foss Dyke and the Witham, which
have been known since the eleventh century as Kesteven and
Holland, belonged, not to Lindsey but to Middle Anglia. The
early ecclesiastical history of this country connects it definitely
with Mercia.® Guthlac, the founder of Crowland abbey,
belonged to the Mercian royal house, and it was Headda,
bishop of Lichfield, who dedicated Guthlac's new church a few
years before 706.2

The fenland which stretches for many miles to the south and
east of Crowland played an important part in early English
history, for it prevented the Mercian kings from making East
Anglia a Mercian province. From time to time individual
East Anglian kings, like all of their kind in southern England,
were compelled to acknowledge Mercian supremacy. But a
Mercian invasion of their territory was made difficult by the

! The most northerly division of Holland—the wapentake of Skirbeck—lies to
the north of the Witham, but it is not unlikely that in early times it was a delta
between two arms of the river.

2 The connexion comes out very clearly in the life of the Mercian saint Werburh,
who was the head of many monasteries, but is particularly associated with Hanbury
in Staffordshire and Threckingham in Kesteven. J. Tait, Cartulary of Chester Abbey,
I, . V=XV,

F3)pFeIix, Vita Sancti Guthlaci, ed. W. de G. Birch, pp. 48-50. The significance of

this consecration has sometimes been missed through the confusion of Headda
of Lichfield with his contemporary Haeddi of Winchester.
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impassable country which lay between East Anglia and the
Mercian provinces of the north-eastern midlands, and the
Mercian kings never obtained in East Anglia the unchallenged
ascendancy that was theirs in Lindsey. The name of the first
East Angliankingisuncertain. Thefact, recorded by Bede, that
the kings of East Angliawere known collectively asthe Wuffingas
suggests very strongly that their dynasty was founded by the
king named Wuffawho appears in their genealogy as the grand-
father of Raedwald, the fourth on Bede's list of the overlords of
the southern English. It must be left an open question whether
this evidence is outweighed by a tradition, which seems to
have been written down in the seventh century, that Wehha,
Wuffa's father, was the first king 'who reigned in Britain over
the East Angles.® In any case the fact that Raedwald was
reigning as late as the year 616 seems to imply that the king-
dom had not come into being much before the year 500.

The objects recovered from the ordinary burial-grounds of
East Anglia, though numerous, include nothing of pre-eminent
quality. They seem to indicate a culture of the normal Anglian
type, little touched by extraneous influences. But the recent ex-
cavation of an undisturbed ship-burial at Sutton Hoo above the
estuary of the Deben near Woodbridge has yielded materials?
which throw the archaeology, not only of East Anglia, but
of Anglo-Saxon England, into a new perspective. No trace
was found of the body of the man in whose honour these objects
were brought together. It is on the whole most probable that
he perished at sea or in battle far from his own land, and that
the mound with its grave-furniture should be regarded as a
memorial rather than an interment. Hisnameisunknown, but
the value of the articles dedicated to his memory shows that he
must have been a king, and the fact that they were deposited,
certainly in thefirst half, and probably in thefirst quarter, of
the seventh century makes it possible to identify him provision-
ally with Raedwald, the East Anglian overlord of the southern
English. In this connexion it is significant that the place of
burial is within four miles of Rendlesham, where the East
Anglian kings of this period are known to have had a residence.

Many of the articles are of a kind commonly, or at least
! Nennius, Historia Brittonum, ed. Mommsen, p. 203.

% They are desribed and their sgnificance is indicated in Antiquity, xiv. 1-87
(March 1940).



THE SUTTON HOO SHIP-BURIAL 51

occasionally, associated in other rich interments of this age—
sword and sheath, shield, helmet, spear-heads, bronze bowls of
more than one type, wooden buckets ornamented with decora-
tive metal-work, horns with silver mounts. The notable feature
of these objects is the remarkable elaboration of their adorn-
ment. More curious in themselves are a number of articles to
which no parallels have been found elsewhere in England.
They include a massive whetstone, ornamented with bronze
terminals; alarge iron object, decorated at salient points with
representations of bulls' heads, which has been explained as a
portable flambeau; afive-stringed instrument of music; a purse
withagoldenframe containingforty gold Frankish coins; and a
leather bag with silver handles. Fragments of chain mail and
extensive remains of textile fabrics are of great interest as
illustrations of industrial craftsmanship. But the outstanding
feature of the discovery is the large number of objects in the
precious metals which it includes. No such treasure has been
found in any other English burial, and few treasures which are
at all comparable have been found in any part of the whole
Germanicnorth. Apartfromtheirintrinsicvalue, whichisvery
great, the gold objects are made highly important by the ex-
cellence and the unusual character of their decoration. The
technical accomplishment which they show is in every way
remarkable, they are undoubtedly of English workmanship,
and as pieces of design they are virtually independent of all
other schools of ornament which have hitherto been identified
in England. At the very least, they prove that Kent was not the
only heathen kingdom in which the decorative arts were prac-
tised with brilliant success. The interest of the silver objects is
of another kind. They comprise a large dish, a fluted bowl,
bearing a conventionalized female profile embossed in low
relief, anest of nine small bowls, two spoons, and asmall ladle.
None of these pieces can well be of English manufacture, and
the large dish bears four control stamps which show the mono-
gram of Anastasius, emperor of Constantinople from 491 to
518. The whole group of pieces gives a strong impression of an
eastern provenance, though apart from the dish, it is not yet
possible to refer the individual specimens to any particular
country of origin.

It will belong before the archaeological implications of this
astonishing discovery have been worked out convincingly in
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detail. But two general conclusions already seem permissible.
The first is that historians have underestimated, or at least
understressed, the amount of movable wealth that was at
the disposal of a great seventh-century English king. In the
magnificence which to early peoples symbolized power, the
man commemorated in the Sutton Hoo burial could have held
hisown with any princein the Germanic world. Itisnolonger
possible to regard the culture of the Anglo-Saxon courts as a
stunted and poverty-stricken version of the environment which
surrounded the barbarian kings of larger peoples. In the second
place, the discoveries greatly enlarge the range of the contacts
known to be possible to Englishmen of the early seventh century.
The way in which an English king could have acquired the
eastern silver found at Sutton Hoo will never be fully known.
But it is in every way probable that this silver came to him
through trade rather than plunder. No ancient authority ever
hints at any large-scale raiding from England in this period.
The discoveries at Sutton Hoo, like the traces of eastern in-
fluence on early English sculpture, should probably be taken as
indications of peaceful, if sporadic, intercourse between England
and the countries of the further Mediterranean.

East Angliais not one of the districts in which the archaeo-
logical evidence for a fifth-century settlement is most striking.
But the evidence is steadily increasing, and it is supported by
innumerable place-names of early type. There is no part of
England in which there are more place-names pointing to an
original settlement by communities, and many of these place-
names contain personal names which can only be explained by
reference to continental parallels. Other names contain words,
unrecorded elsewhere in England, which had belonged to the
common vocabulary of the North Sea peoples. The local
nomenclature of East Anglia as a whole gives the definite
impression of a self-contained people whose ancestors had
migrated to England independently of other peoples before the
end of the fifth century.

At the middle of the sixth century the East Angles were
probably the most powerful people in southern England.
Norfolk and Suffolk form a territory much larger than either
Kent or Sussex—Ilarger, even, than Wessex before the great
expansion of Ceawlin's time. Outside this region the early
East Anglian kingdom certainly included theIsle of Ely, which
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in Bede's time was supposed to contain 600 households, and
may well have extended into Cambridgeshire as far as the
Devil's Dyke, which formed the boundary of the medieval
diocese of Norwich. It was not strange that Raedwald, king of
the East Angles, was able to make himself the overlord of all
the southern English peoples. But after the consolidation of the
Mercian kingdom no East Anglian king was of much account
outside his own country. Three East Anglian kings were killed
by Penda, and by the end of the century the kingdom had
fallen into an obscurity so dense that even the royal succession
is not exactly known.

On passing from Anglian into Saxon territory, from East
Angliainto Essex, the obscurity deepens. No East Saxon king
was of more than local importance; and although an early
Saxon occupation of Essx is proved by place-names of a
primitive type, no other part of south-eastern England has
yielded so little archaeological evidence of its condition in the
heathen age. The chiefinterest of early East Saxon history lies
in the genealogy of the royal house. Every early English king
tried to secure that the name of his son should fall into an
alliterative series with the names of his ancestors, but the kings
of Essex observed this custom with unusual persistency. Sigered,
the last of the line, was the son of Sigeric, son of Selered, son of
Sigeberht, son of Sigebald, son of Selefrith, son of Sigefrith,
son of Seaxa, son of Sledda. Historically, the genealogy is
important because in its oldest version it descends from apair of
names—Gesecg Seaxneting—which connect the kings of Essex
with the gods of continental heathenism. Seaxneting contains
an English form of Saxnot, the name of a god still worshipped
by the continental Saxons of the eighth century. Whatever
traditions may lie behind the appearance of his name at the
head of the East Saxon royal genealogy, it proves at least that
the kings of Essex believed themselves to represent a stock
in which the other English dynasties had no part. They alone
claimed another god than Woden as their ancestor.

At the beginning of the seventh century London is known to
have been their chieftown, and it is probable that the whole of
the district now called Middlesex was then, aslater, aprovince
of their kingctom. But it would be very unsafe to assume that
this association was of long standing. The Middle Saxons bore
aname that carries a strong suggestion of original independence.
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Names which refer to the position of a people between two
great divisions of the same race are unlikely to have been given
to the men of a subordinate province, and there is a strong
probability that for some generations after their settlement the
Middle Saxons formed, if not a single kingdom, at least an
independent group of closely related folks. It is aso probable
that the present county of Middlesex was only a part of their
territory. To the north-west of London there is no natural
obstacle to settlement until the foot-hills of the Chilterns are
reached, and for most of its course the northern boundary of
Middlesex represents nothing more ancient than the southern
[imit of the franchises of St. Alban's abbey. As an organized
people the Middle Saxons have no history, but among the
obscure folks of whom they were composed, the Geddingas,
Gillingas, and Mimmas of Y eading, Ealing, and Mimms bore
names which may well go back to the age of the migration, and
the Gumeningas of the place known in the eighth century as
Gumeninga heark, and now as Harrow, possessed the most i m-
pressive site of heathen Germanic worship in the whole of
England.

The Middle Saxons arefirst mentioned by name early in the
eighth century, and there is no doubt that at this time their
territory was bounded on the south by the Thames. But there
is evidence which suggests very strongly that at an earlier time
Surrey had been one of their provinces. The name Surrey
means 'southern district'. It is strictly parallel to the name
Eastry, which denoted the most easterly of the primitive divi-
sions of mainland Kent, and it is most easily explained as a
survival from a time when the Saxons settled on either side of
the Thames above London were regarded as a single people.
Like the Saxons of Middlesex, the Saxons of Surrey have no
independent history. Their country was in dispute between
the kings of Wessex and Kent as early as the year 568, when
Ceawlin, king of Wessex, defeated Athelberht, king of Kent, and
drove himinto hisown land. At different periodsin the seventh
century Surrey appears as a province of Kent, Wessex, and
Mercia, and the only one of its early rulers who is known by
name—a certain Frithuwald, who gave a great estate to Chert-
sey abbey with the consent of Wulfhere, king of Mercia'—looks
like an under-king appointed by a superior lord rather than the

lcsa
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representative of a local dynasty. The only certainty in the
early history of Surrey is the fact that its settlement had begun
before the appearance of organized kingdoms in the Thames
valley. The Saxon burial-grounds at Croydon, Beddington,
and Mitcham are among the most ancient in the whole Thames
basin, and the place-names Eashing, Godalming, Tyting, and
Woking; Getingas, the ancient name of Cobham; and Binton
in Sedle, formerly Bintungas, show that the Wey valley was
a region of primary Saxon settlement.

More difficult, and in many ways more interesting, questions
are raised by the history of London in this period. In the
absence of contemporary record some scholars have repre-
sented London as a city which preserved through all the con-
fusion of the English migration an essential continuity of
organized life. Others have considered that with the dis-
appearance of the economic factors which had created the
Roman city, itslife ended and its site lay derelict. Itisbecom-
ing increasingly difficult to hold either opinion without quali-
fication. There are no features in the constitution of Saxon
London which suggest aRoman origin, and the traces of Roman
law which some have seen in the later customs of the city will
not bear a close examination. On the other hand, the
history of many Roman towns in Gaul shows that the disap-
pearance of the street plan of Roman London, which is the
chief argument for the desertion of the city, has little signi-
ficance. It is possible that London may still have been re-
cognizable as a Roman city for centuries after the collapse of
Roman government. Many Roman buildings may have been
standing in various phases of decay, and traffic may have been
moving along many Roman ways in 839, when Bishop Helm-
stan of Winchester wrote that he had recently been consecrated
‘intheillustriousplace, built by the skill of the ancient Romans,
called throughout the world the great city of London'.}

But the starved and barbarized existence whichis all that can
be attributed to L ondon in the age of the Anglo-Saxon invasions
cannot be regarded as true continuity of life. The peculiarim-
portance of Roman London had been due to its function as a
distributing centre for goods coming from the Continent to
Britain. In the eighth century Saxon London was described by
Bede, in words appropriate to its Roman predecessor, as the
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market-place of many peoples coming by land and sea. Butin
the earlier of the intervening centuries there had been a long
period in which the geographical position of London had little
if any economicsignificance. Apartfromthe possibility of buy-
ing cheap daves there can have been little to bring the foreign
trader to London in the first half of the sixth century, when
south-eastern Britain was occupied by loosely compacted bands
of invaders, still unsure of their future in the island. It was not
until the Anglo-Saxon colonists of southern England had found
a settled way of life that the natural advantages which had made
London a great Roman city could come again into play.

All that has survived from sixth-century London to the
present day is a series of small objects, accidentally discovered,
which prove the bare fact that there were people of an Anglo-
Saxon culturelivingin the city towards the close of this period.
But it is clear from Bede's narrative of Augustine's mission
that when Athelberht of Kent founded St. Paul's cathedral for
Augustine's companion Mellitus, London was already the seat
of a considerable population with a will of its own. It was the
conservative heathenism of the men of London which frustrated
thisfirst attempt to establish alocal bishopric. Inview of their
attitude it is hard to believe that any tradition of Roman
Christianity still persisted in the city, or that traders from the
romanized lands of Gaul had played any important part in the
revival of itslife. It is significant that the only evidence for the
external relations of London in the early seventh century con-
nects the city, not with the Frankish kingdom, but with the
heathen of the Frisian coast. Among the barbarous coins which
then circulated in England a considerable number are in-
scribed with the name of London. Many of these pieces have
been found on ancient habitation-sitesin Holland, and form the
earliest indication of trade between any part of England and
the Continent. The Frisians were the most adventurous of
early Germanic traders, and there can belittle doubt that their
intercourse with England, which isillustrated by these coins,
was already of long standing when the first of them were struck.

In the early history of London the local rulers within whose
territory the city had arisen play an insignificant part in com-
parison with the great kings who from time to'time became
supreme in southern England. It was not the local king of
Essex but his overlord, Athelberht of Kent, who founded the
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first Saxon Cathedral in London. For the next seventy years
the history of London is aimost a blank, but at the end of this
time Wulfhere of Mercia, as overlord of the southern English,
was in a position to sell 'the see of the city of London' to an
exiled West Saxon bishop who had sought his court. The power
of the Mercian kings in London seems to have survived the
general collapse of the Mercian supremacy which followed
Woulfhere's death. In 740 Athelbald, king of the Mercians,
released to the bishop of Rochester the toll which the king and
his predecessors had taken in London from a ship belonging
to the bishop's church—a transaction which carries the Mercian
control of the port of L ondon back to the beginning of the eighth
century. Itis, in fact, probable that under Mercian overlord-
ship the kings of Essex had possessed little authority in London
beyond that which belonged to them as the natural protectors
of their own men living there. In any case it is certain that
they were not the only kings with property within the city.
There is contemporary evidence that in 686 the kings of Kent
possessed a hall in London to which any Kentishman who had
bought cattle in the city might summon the vendor to give
warranty of the sale.

These complex conditions make it difficult to form any
definite impression of the government of London under its
Mercian overlords. Butitis at least clear that they favoured the
preservation of local liberties. They create, in fact, a distinct
possibility that some of the privileges which the men of London
claimed in the twelfth century may have been inherited from the
traders whose settlement had founded the Saxon city. The few
documents which relate to Anglo-Saxon London throw no
light on any of these privileges. But the most remarkable of the
series—the right of hunting over the country roughly defined
by the Chilterns, the southern and western boundaries of
Surrey, and the river Cray—has at least the appearance of high
antiquity, and was undoubtedly a matter of immemorial custom
inthe Norman period. The region thus defined does not corre-
spond to any political or administrativedivision whichisknown
to have existed in historic times. But it is not unlikely that the
country over which the men of London hunted under the
Norman king? represented the territory which had belonged to
the Middle Saxons in the age when they were still a separate
people.
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Each of the three peoples between whom the south coast of
England was divided preserved some memory of its origins.
The traditions which relate to the founding of the Kentish,
South Saxon, and West Saxon kingdoms form an important
part of the material for the history of the English conquest of
Britain.! In the case of Kent and Wessex, the men who are
most prominent in these traditions are connected by an ancient
thread of genealogy with the kings who afterwards appear in
these countries. But no royal genealogy has descended from
the South Saxon kingdom, and nothing is known of the history ,
of Sussex between the fall of Anderidain 491 and the baptism
of aking named Athelwalh shortly before 675. iEthelwalh him-
self only appears in history for a moment, and little would be
known about his successors but for a series of charters connected
with the Saxon cathedral of Sdsey. They are only preserved in
poor copies, but they bring out the important fact that in the
late seventh and early eighth centuries many kings were reign-
ing simultaneously in Sussex. The earliest of these charters,
made by a king named alternatively Nothhelm and Nunna, is
witnessed by another king named Watt.? A second charter of
KingNunnaiswitnessed by aking and queen named "Ethelstan
and /thelthryth who are otherwise unknown;® and a king
named /Athelberht, who is equally obscure, is mentioned in
another charter of the same period.* There is no means of
knowing whether all or any of these kings claimed descent
from /Zle, but the broken alliteration of their names suggests
that they represented a number of separate local dynasties
rather than different branches of a dominant royal family.

The marsh and woodland which lay between the South
Saxons and the Jutes of Kent separated one of the most primi-
tive from the most advanced of early English peoples. The
chronology of the different types of Kentish culture is still
unsettled, but there is no doubt that in the late sixth century
the applied arts were practised in Kent with more general
accomplishment than in any other English kingdom. Itis also
clear that the distinctive culture of Kent is closely related to
that of the Frankish Rhineland, and that there are features in
the later social and agrarian organization of Kent which seem
to descend from a Frankish origin. These facts are most simply
explained on the theory that the Jutes of Kent had lived in or

! Above pp. 15 ff. 2CS. 78 * CS 1R 4Cs 145
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on the fringe of Frankish territory for some time before their
migrationto Britain. Itis atleast suggestive that the only piece
of evidence which throws any clear light on the relations of the
continental Jutes with other peoples reveals them as the depen-
dants, if unwilling dependants, of the Frankish monarchy.
Between 561 and 584 Chilperich, king of Soissons, is described
as the lord by conquest of a people known as the Euthiones, who
are shown by their name to have belonged to the same nation as
the Jutes of Kent, and clearly represent the remnant of this
nation which had not taken part in the migration to Kent. [t
was probably in order to bring their insular kinsmen into a
more definite relationship to the Merovingian dynasty that
at about this period Bertha, daughter of Chilperich's brother
Charibert, king of Paris, was given in marriage to Athelberht,
king of Kent.

In the sixth century the king of a small people who married
into a great family became its dependant. None of the Frankish
kings contemporary with Athelberht would have regarded him
as an equal. The view of their relationship taken by the greatest
ruler in thewest is expressed in the letter by which Gregory the
Great commended Augustine and his companions to Theuderich,
king of Orleans, and Theudebert, king of Metz. 'After Almighty
God has adorned your kingdom with the uprightness of faith
and made it eminent among other peoples in the integrity of
the Christian religion, we have good reason to believe that you
wish your subjects in every respect to be converted to that
faith in which you, their kings and lords, stand." It is easy to
read too much into the phrasing of a papal letter. The descrip-
tion of Theuderich and Theudebert as the lords of the people
to whom Augustine was going may be the language of com-
pliment rather than fact. There is no evidence that Athelberht
ever became, by a formal act, the man of any Frankish king.
But his treatment of Augustine and his companions is a good
illustration of the conduct expected from an under-king towards
strangers sent him by his lord.

Whatever may have been the relations between Zthelberht
of Kent and the kings of the house of Clovis, thereis no doubt
that his own lordship was recognized for a time throughout
southern England. His name stands third in Bede's list of the
kings who had successively ruled all England south of the
Humber. He may have held this position for nearly thirty



60 THE KINGDOMS OF THE SOUTHERN ENGLISH

years, for his predecessor, Ceawlin, king of Wessex, won no
battles after 584, and his successor, Raedwald of East Anglia,
was not fully recognized as overlord till Athelberht himself
died, in 616. His supremacy was the dominant fact in English
politics at the beginning of the seventh century. Butitisthrough
the laws which he issued for his own kingdom of Kent that
/Athelberht enters into general history. They belong to the
period following his reception of Christianity, and one motive
for their enactment was the necessity of providing appropriate
penalties for offences against God and the Church. But there
isremarkably little that is specifically christian in the detail of
the code, and despite Bede's statement that Athelberht com-
posed his dooms ‘'after the Roman manner’, they show no sign
of Roman influence. It is unlikely that they owed anything
definite to any model, and their general affinities lie, not with
any law-book of the Western Empire, but with the Lex Salica,
the great code which Clovis had issued for the Salian Franks.
Even so, the affinities are in subject-matter and not inform; the
Salic law is afar longer text than the ninety brief sections into
which Athelberht compressed hislaws, and primitive as is the
content of the Salic law, it was writtenin Latin. The laws of
Athelberht were written in English, and are of unique interest
as by far the earliest body of law expressed in any Germanic
language.

None of Athelberht's successors ever won a position of equal
influence among the princes of southern England. Eadbald,
his son, who reigned from 616 until 640, was still a heathen at
his accession. He married his father's widow, and according
to Bede, was punished by fits of intermittent madness. The
Roman mission to Kent nearly expired at the beginning of his
reign, but he was brought before long to accept Christianity
and repudiate his unlawful wife. For the rest of his life he
appears as a Christian king, lax in imposing conformity on his
people, but causing no scandal by his own conduct. He was
something more than a local Kentish ruler. He*gave his sister
inmarriageto Edwin, king of the Northumbrians, and although
the parentage of his second wife has not been ascertained, there
seems no doubt that she belonged to the Frankish royal house.
It is a curious fact that the date of his death, uhnoted by any
English writer, is recorded in the annals of the church of Salz-
burg. The Frankish affinities of the Kentish court can still be
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traced in the next generation. Two children of Eorcenberht,
Eadbald's son and successor, bore Frankish names—a son
named Hlothhere, who ultimately became king of Kent, and
a daughter named Eorcengota, who lived as a nun at Fare-
moutiers-en-Brie. But a somewhat remote connexion with the
decadent Frankish royal house of the seventh century brought
no material strength to an English king, and Eorcenberht and
his successors are insignificant figuresin comparison with their
contemporaries in the midlands and the north.

Eorcenberht died in apestilence whichvisited Englandin 664,
and Egbert, his eldest son, reigned after him until 673. During
at least a part of hisreign Egbert must have been recognized as
king in Surrey as well asin Kent, for there is ailmost contem-
porary evidence that he was the original founder of Chertsey
abbey.! But in the next generation K ent itself was often divided
between two or more kings, and was harried several times by
expeditions from Mercia or Wessex. Until 684 Hlothhere,
Egbert's brother, ruled over the whole kingdom, but late in
that year an army from Sussex invaded Kent at the instigation
of Eadric, Egbert's eldest son, and in February 685 Hlothhere
died of wounds received in battle. On Eadric's death in the
summer of 686 the kingdom fell apart between a number of
obscure kings, of whom one, at least, was the man of “Ethelred,
king of Mercia. Itwas reunited in or soon after 690 by Eadric's
younger brother Wihtred, who reigned until 725, with no rival
in his own country, and apparently without acknowledging
the king of any other country as his lord.

Two out of the three surviving codes of Kentish law belong
to this period. In aprologue to the earlier of these codes its
contents are described as the enactments by which Hlothhere
and Eadric, kings of Kent, enlarged the law made by their
ancestors. They show a somewhat elaborate development of
legal procedure. But they seem to recognize atitle to nobility
which is derived from birth and not from service to a king, and
the men who direct the course of pleas in popular assemblies
are not the ministers of a king but 'the judges of the Kentish
people'. The laws of Hlothhere and Eadric are less archaic in
language than the laws of /thelberht, but they give the same
impression 06 a primitive form of Germanic society, little
affected by the growth of royal power or aristocratic privilege.

1 as. 34
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The second of these codes was issued by King Wihtred in an
assembly of the Kentish nobles and clergy held at Bearsted late
in 695. Apart from four final clauses it relates exclusively to
matters of ecclesiastical interest. In this respect, and in its
character as a legislative act, it differs fundamentally from the
collection of secular enactments informally attributed to
Hlothhere and Eadric. The main immediate object of Wihtred's
code was to provide penalties for unlawful marriages, heathen
practices, and the neglect of fasts and holy days, and to define
the process under which accused persons might establish their
innocence by oath. But as an historical document its chief
interest lies in the privileges which it gives to the church and its
leading ministers. The church is declared free from taxation,
the oath of a bishop, like the oath of a king, is declared incon-
trovertible, and the church receives the same compensation as
the king for violence done to dependants. Within ninety years
the church which /Zthelberht had taken under his protection
had become a power all but co-ordinate with the king himself
in the Kentish state.

Long after Wihtred's time the traditions of Augustine and
the kings who had protected his church placed Kent apart
from other English kingdoms. At the end of the eighth century
an English scholar living in Gaul addresses a letter to 'the
imperial kingdom of the people of Kent', and recalls the great
religious teachers of its past, the wisdom and high rank of its
kings, and the courage andjust judgements of its former rulers.
But in the slow movement towards political unity which is the
essential history of England in the seventh and eighth centuries,
Kent like every other small and self-contained kingdom fell
into insignificance. The future was with the kings who could
enlarge their territory and reward their followers at the expense
of the British peoples towards the west and north. In southern
England, only the kings of Mercia and Wessex had this oppor-
tunity, and Wessex is the only kingdom of which, in outline, the
growth can still be traced.

At the beginning of the seventh century the West Saxons,
under a king named Ceolwulf, were in occupation of Berkshire,
Wiltshire, and the extreme north of Somerset. They held
the north and centre of Hampshire, and it is'probable that
the overlordship of their kings was generally recognized by the

! Monumenta Alcuiniana, ed. Jaffe, pp. 369-71.
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Jutes of the south. Little can be said of the stages by which they
moved towards the west, for most of thefighting intheir advance
occurred at places which cannot now beidentified.> Thereisno
evidence as to the date of their occupation of Dorset; but no
heathen burial-grounds of their race have yet been discovered
in the county, and a large number of its British inhabitants
undoubtedly survived the Saxon conquest. The place-names
of Dorset, regarded as a whole, are remarkable for the frequent
use of British river-names as names of English settlements, and
suggest that the Saxon occupation of the country belongs to the
seventh rather than the sixth century. The place-names of
Somerset have a similar character, and thereis definite evidence
that the east of that county was still Britishin 650. Under the
year 658 the Chronicle states that Cenwalh, king of Wessex,
fought with the Britons a& Peonnum, and drove them in flight
as far as theriver Parret. There seems no doubt that the battle
was fought near Penselwood on the edge of Somerset and
Wiltshire, and it has always been regarded as opening the east
of Somerset to English settlement, and establishing the Parret
as the Saxon border. Inreality, the battle may well have been
followed by the English conquest of all Somerset, for the fact
that the West Saxons pursued the Britons as far as the Parret
does not mean that the victors adopted the river as their
political boundary. The place-names of the country beyond the
Parret suggest that it had passed into English occupation long
before the end of the seventh century, and it is probable that the
victory of 658 carried the Saxons at least as far as the hills
whichformthe natural boundary between Somerset and Devon.

The kingdom of Dumnonia, of which the memory survives
in the name Devon, was an ancient and still important British
power. In the sixth century one of its rulers had attracted the
unfavourable notice of Gildas, and at the end of the seventh
Aldhelm, the most learned of West Saxon abbots, was at great
pains to bring the king and clergy of Dumnonia to a right
opinion on the question of the date on which Easter should be
celebrated.? The ki ngdom was still in existence as late as 710,

! Under 614 the Chronicle notes that the West Saxon kings Cynegils and Cwic-
helm fought with the Britons 'on Beandune', where mor e than two thousand Britons
fell. This battle smust have marked an important phase in the Saxon advance,
but it cannot be brought into the general history of the time until a satisfactory
identification of 'Beandun* has been made.

2 The letter which he wrote for this purpose is addressed ‘Domino gloriosissimo
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when Geraint, Aldhelm's correspondent, its last recorded king,
is known to have been attacked by the kings of Wessex and
Sussex in combination. On the other hand, the West Saxons
were already in possession of at least the eastern portion of the
kingdom twenty years before this date. Exeter had come into
their hands before the last decade of the seventh century; for
according to the oldest life of St. Boniface a monastery under an
English abbot existed in the city at a date which cannot be
later than 690.1 Whatever its circumstances, it is at least clear
that the Saxon conquest of Devon was followed by an extensive
movement of population westward from regions already settled.
The place-names of Devon are essentially English, varied in
character, and pointing to a rapid occupation of new territory
both by peasant communities and by aristocrats with their
followers. Although Celtic place-names survived the conquest
in considerable numbers, they remain as exceptions, distributed
over the county in a way which shows that the English settle-
ment was equally thorough in its eastern and western portions.
And in the centre of the county even the local names of
Dartmoor are mainly English.

In the eighth and ninth centuries these lands of later acquisi-
tion were clearly distinguished from the ancient Wessex of
Berkshire, Hampshire, and Wiltshire. In 705 they were formed
into a separate diocese with its bishop's seat at Sherborne.
Aldhelm, itsfirstbishop, diedin 709. Whenrecording hisdeath
the oldest manuscript of the Chronicle states that he was bishop
'to the west of the wood'; the manuscript which isnextin date
calls him bishop 'to the west of Selwood'; and Athelweard,
the first translator of the Chronicle, states that his diocese was
commonly known as Selwoodshire.? Selwood appears again as a
boundary in the ninth century; a great English army levied
in 893 is said to have included men Trom every fortress east of
the Parret, both east and west of Selwood'. All thatis now left
of Selwood is a narrow stretch of wooded country along the
border of Somerset and Wiltshire, to the east of Frome and
Wincanton; but the existence of much medieval woodland
towards the south-east suggests that in the eighth century there

occidentalis rcgni sccptra gubernanti . . . Geruntio regi, simulque cunctis Dei
sacerdotibus per Domnoniam conversantibus. Aldhelmi Opera, ed. R. Ehwald
(M.G.H.), pp. 480-1.

! Monumenta Moguntina, p. 433, 2 Chronicon, ed. Savile, p. 476b.
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was little open country between Selwood proper and the forests
of southern Hampshire. To the Welsh of the ninth century
Selwood was known as Coit Maur—the great wood.* Through-
out the eighth century the real strength of the West Saxon
kingdom lay in the country beyond this barrier. Berkshire,
Wiltshire, and northern Somerset were repeatedly invaded from
the north, and the West Saxons were never secure in the occupa-
tion of their lands beyond the Thames. Southern Hampshire
was a land of Jutish settlement; and the distinction between
Jutes and Saxons, noted by the Northumbrian Bede, was
certainly not forgotten by the men of the Meon and Itchen
valleys. Wessex between Selwood and the Tamar was a wide
and varied country, lying off the most obvious lines of invasion,
and including no discernible centres of alien population, such
as the Jutes of Hampshire and the Britons of southern Northum-
bria. The later kings of Wessex possessed a large demesne in
this country, and the branch of the royal house from which
they were descended was established there long before the end
of the seventh century. The oldest West Saxon charter of which
a good text has survived records a grant of land for religious
purposes at Fontmell in Dorset by Cenred, father of King Ine,
and of Ingeld, King Alfred's ancestor.? Inthe ninth century it
was in Wessex beyond Selwood that Alfred gathered forces for
his great offensive against the Danes, and it was there that the
Alfredian chronicle probably came into being.

It is hard to disentangle the genealogical relationships which
connected the various West Saxon kings of the seventh century.
For the first half of that century Wessex was one of the least
important of English kingdoms. Bede knew little of its history,
and although the Chronicle gives what purports to be the com-
plete succession of its kings, the pedigrees which it assigns to
different members of the royal house are often inconsistent with
each other. The history of the kingdom is further complicated
by the fact that in the seventh century the royal title could be
borne by two or more persons at the same time. Bede records
that in 626 Cwichelm, 'king of the West Saxons', plotted the
murder of Edwin, king of Northumbria, but thereis no doubt
that Cynegils, Cwichelm's father, was head of the West Saxon
royal family in that year. There may be a genuine tradition
behind the statement in a late version of the Chronicle that

! Assess Life of King Alfred, ed. Stevenson, p. 45. 2 C.S. 107.
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Edwinkilled flve kingsin the invasion of Wessex by which he
avenged thisplot. Itis often uncertain whether the appearance
of two simultaneous kings in Wessex pointsto an actual division
of the kingdom, or to a custom which gave the name of king to
all active members of the royal house. On the other hand, it
sEms certain that throughout this period one member of the
family was always regarded as overlord of the whole kingdom,
and that such lesser lordships as existed in Wessex all arose from
his grant. One definite example of such a gift is recorded by
the Chronicle under the year 648, when King Cenwah gave
'three thousands of land by Ashdown—the line of the Berkshire
Downs—to Cuthred his kinsman. This archalc description of
the land tells nothing definite asto its extent, 2 but a comparison
with other passages in which land is measured in 'thousands
shows that it represented a province rather than a mere edtate.
In the next generation there is definite evidence that such pro-
vinces existed. Shortly after 680 Somerset was subject to a
certain Baldred who is called patricius by Aldhelm® but, if the
text of a somewhat questionable charter can be trusted, gave
land to Glastonbury as a king.* The earliest historians of
Abingdon abbey attributed the foundation of that house to a
'king of the West Saxons named Cissa, and place him in the
late seventh century.® The antecedents of Baldred and Cissaa
are unknown; but they enter into history in away which shows
that the unity of the West Saxon kingdom was only superficial
in their time.

In West Saxon tradition two kings in successon stand out as
overlords of the whole people in the central decades of the seventh
century. Cynegils, the first of them, was believed to have
reigned from 611 until 643. Little is known of him beyond his
acceptance of Christianity in 635, but it was probably in his
time that the lands along the lower Severn which Ceawlin had

! Chronicle, M'S. E. Theentry was probably inserted into the text of the Chronicle

in Northumbria at some date not much later than the early part of the tenth
century. For such additions see above, p. 32, n. 2.

2 On the method of reckoning by thousands see Stevenson, Asset's Life of King
Alfred, pp. 154-5-

% Aldhelmi Opera, ed. R. Ehwald (M.G.H.), p. 503.

4 CS 61; Ordnance Survey Facsimiles of Anglo-Saxon Manuscripts, |1,
Marquis of Bath, i. It iswritten in what appears to be an eleventh-century hand,
but there are indications that its writer was trying to imitate the script of a more
ancient document.

® F. M. Stenton, The Early History of the Abbey of Abingdon, pp. 9-18.
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conquered passed from West Saxon under Mercian lordship.
The enmity between the West Saxon and Mercian royal houses,
thus foreshadowed, became more definite in the next generation.
It was stimulated by a persona quarrel of a kind familiar in
Germanic legend. Cenwalh the son of Cynegils, who had
married and then repudiated one of Penda's sisters, was driven
from his kingdom by Penda and compelled to live among the
East Angles for three years. Wulfhere, Penda's son, made large
encroachments on Cenwalh's territory. In the last years of his
reign, Wulfhere was in firm occupation of the district, once
West Saxon, which lies at the northern foot of the Chilterns.
He had previously conquered and given to iEthelwalh king of
Sussex the Isle of Wight and at least the eastern portion of the
opposite mainland.? It is clear that Cenwalh was never the
equal of his formidable Mercian contemporaries, but he was
among the most important of the lesser kings of his time, and
he was known outside his own country. He appears, somewhat
unexpectedly, in Northumbrian history as the close friend of
Alhfrith son of king Oswiu,® and as the helper of Benedict
Biscop, the founder of Wearmouth and Jarrow.*

There is a remarkable divergence between Bede and other
authorities about the course of events after Cenwalh's death in
672. According to Bede, the West Saxon kingdom was divided
between a number of under-kings, and remained in that con-
dition for approximately ten years. According to the Chronicle,
Cenwalh was succeeded by his widow Seaxburg, who reigned
for one year, and was followed successively by two distant
members of the royal house—/Ascwine, who reigned from 674
until 676, and Centwine, whose end is not recorded. The
difference cannot be reconciled, and has sometimes been con-
sidered to discredit the authority of the Chronicle for the seventh
century. But Aldhelm of Malmesbury, who was contemporary
with Centwine, describes him as a strong king who ruled the
kingdom of JVessex successfully for many years, gave large
endowments to newly-founded churches, and defeated un-
named enemies in three great battles®> As the Chronicle was

! It was from Thame in Oxfordshire that he |ssued the charter for Chertsey
abbw which is represnted by C.S. 34. H.E. iv. 13

% Eddi, Vita Wilfridi c. 7. *Bede, Historia Abbatumec. 4.
5 Alchelmi Opera, ed. R. Ehwald (M.G.H.), pp. 14, 15. Aldhdm's satement

that Centwineimperium Saxonumriteregebat provesthat hewastheoverlord of the
whole West Saxon kingdom.
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clearly accurate in including Centwine among the kings of all
Wessex, it becomes probable that its statements about Seaxburg
and Ascwine are also derived from a good tradition.

Like his predecessors, Centwine applied himself to the ex-
tension of his kingdom towards the south-west, and the state-
ment of the Chronicle that in 682 he 'drove the Britons as far as
the sea probably marks a stage in the English conquest of
Devon. Expansion in this quarter was necessary if the kings of
Wessex were to maintain their dignity and revenue, for the
Mercian hold upon their northern provinces was growing
stronger. Between 675 and 685 a Mercian bishopric was estab-
lished at Dorchester on Thames, where the first bishops of
Wessex had sat. Its life was short, but its foundation shows that
Mercian authority was recognized for the time being to the
north of the middle Thames. There is some evidence that even
the lands to the south of the river, where the centre of the
West Saxon kingdom had once lain, had passed under Mercian
lordship in this period. Inlocal tradition the name of iEthel-
red of Mercia is associated with the foundation of Abingdon
abbey in a way which suggests that he held authority in the
surrounding country in the period following Cenwalh's death.*
Mercian influence is still more evident in the earliest charters
which come from the abbey of Malmesbury. According to these
documents, Aldhelm, the virtual founder of that house, re-
ceived lands at Tetbury in south Gloucestershire and Lon%
Newton in north Wiltshire from Zthelred himself in 681.
Four years later he received alarge estate at Somerford Keynes,
four miles south of Cirencester, from Berhtwald, a nephew of
iEthelred, who confirmed the gift.3 There is no evidence that
Centwine himself ever accepted iEthelred as hislord, but he was
clearly the lesser of the two kings, and his chief interests prob-
ably lay in Wessex beyond Selwood, where he was a generous
benefactor to the newly refounded abbey of Glastonbury.*

The orientation of West Saxon history was abruptly changed
in the next generation. In 685, according to the Chronicle, a
young member of the royal house named Cacdwalla 'began to
contend for the kingdom®. His name, which is an anglicized
form of the British Cadwallon, pointsto a British strain in his

L F. M. Stenton, The Early History of the Abbey of Abingdon, p. 10.
2 C.S. 58, 59. 3 C.S. 65. Secalso below, p. 151.

4J. Armitage Robinson, Somerset Historical Essays, pp. 29-30.
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ancestry, but nothing definite can be said of its origin,* and it
was in virtue of a male descent from Cerdic that he claimed to
be king. His branch of the royal family had never produced a
king of all Wessex, but its head had as good a title to that
position as Ascwine or Centwine, and Caedwalla had been
compelled to live in exile during his predecessor's reign. Like
other young exiles of royal birth Caedwalla collected a band of
companions and fought for his own hand. He harried Sussex
and killed Athelwalh, itsking. But he was driven out by two of
the dead king's ealdormen, and he was still alandless adventurer
when he began his attempt to secure the West Saxon kingdom.

Hisreign of three years was atime of incessant war, producing
little permanent result, but creating a tradition which materi-
ally affected later West Saxon history. Secure in Wessex itself,
he seems to have formed the ambition of adding all south-
eastern England to his kingdom. Heinvaded the Isle of Wight
and set himself to exterminate its inhabitants and replace them
by settlers from the mainland. The two boys who represented
the island dynasty fled into the Jutish country west of the
Solent, and were there captured and killed by his orders. He
made himself master of Sussex and killed one of the two ealdor-
men who had driven him from the country after his earlier
invasion. His power in Surrey is proved by a charter through
which he devoted Farnham and the surrounding country to
religious uses? In Kent, which he invaded in 686, he secured
at least a partial recognition as king. Thereis evidence that he
founded a monastery at Hoo between the Thames and M edway
estuaries. But in 687 the Kentishmen burned M ul his brother
with twelve companions, and their own royal line was restored
soon afterwards. Local loyalties were as yet too strong to allow
a single dynasty to hold so many ancient kingdoms, and of all
this territory the Isle of Wight alone remained permanendy to
Caedwalla's successors. But his career indicated the direction
inwhich the West Saxon kingdomwasultimately tobeenlarged.

Throughout these years, Caedwalla, although an associate
and patron of churchmen, had never received baptism. It
seams clear that his delay was due to the simple reverence in

Y Inview of the fact that no British names occur in any other branch of the West
Saxon royal house, the name is unlikely to be connected with the British associa-
tions of the family implied, according to most scholars, by the name of the ancestral
Cerdic. 2 CS 72.
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which he held the Christian mysteries'—Bede states that he
wished for the singular honour of baptism at Rome itself, and
for an early death thereafter. He was still a young man, but
he had led a life of incessant violence; he had been severely
wounded during his harrying of the Isle of Wight, and he was
plainly conscious of approaching death. He left England,
probably in the summer of 688, and can be traced on his way
to Rome at Samer near Calais where he gave money for the
building of a church, and at the court of Cunipert, king of the
Lombards. On Easter day 689 he was baptized at Rome in
the presence of the pope, who received him from the font and
gave him the baptismal name of Peter. Ten days later he died,
still wearingthewhiteclothesof thenewly baptized, andthearch-
bishop of Milan wrote an epitaph for him,“ describing in verse
the position which he had abandoned for religion and the
circumstances of his baptism, and recording in prose his burial
in the fourth consulate of the Emperor Justinian Il and the
second year of Pope Sergius.

Ine, his successor, was the most important king of Wessex
between Ceawlin and Egbert, but the course of events in his
reign is remarkably obscure. The Chronicle seems to be a con-
temporary authority for this period; but most of the annals of
which it consists stand in isolation and refer to persons and
events otherwise unknown. Under 715, for example, it records
a battle at Wodnesbeorg® above the Val e of Pewsey between Ine
and Ceolred, king of the Mercians, but gives no indication of its
result, and under 722 it inserts the remarkable but by no means
luminous statement that Queen iEthelburg 'destroyed Taunton,
which KingInehad formerly built'. Thereis areal danger of
treating as fact the fiction with which medieval writers em-
broidered statements like these, and thus giving to Ine's history
a colour and substance for which there is no ancient authority.

But even without passing outside the range of contemporary
materials it is clear that Ine was a statesman with*deas beyond

! Caedwalla's postponement of baptism does not imply that he had previously
been in any hesitation between heathen and Christian beliefs, and gives no ground
for describing him as a heathen. It is an illustration of the custom which in the
seventh century still allowed an individual, unbaptized in infancy, to decide the
circumstances of his formal admission into the church.

2 The epitaph is an important piece of evidence for the cultivation of Latin
verse in late seventh-century Italy, F. J. E. Raby, History of Secular Latin Poetry in
the Middle Ages, i. 159. % For this site see above, p. 30.
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the grasp of any of his predecessors. |If not the originator, he
was the effective supporter of the process which in his day was
creating an organized church in Wessex out of a number of
isolated monasteries and mission stations. He founded the see
of Sherborne for the better government of the churches west
of Selwood. The first West Saxon synods of which there is
definite evidence belong to his reign, and the oldest record of
such a body which has survived shows that it met by his advice
and under his presidency.! The same quality is shown in the
code of West Saxon law which has carried Ine's name into the
general history of England. For its date it is a lengthy docu-
ment, covering a wide range of human relationships, entering
much more fully than any other early code into the details of
the agrarian system on which society rested, and marked by a
definite purpose of advancing Christianity.? It is not atariff of
offences, but the result of a serious attempt to bring together a
body of rules governing the more complicated of the questions
with which the king and his officers might have to deal. Itis
the work of a responsible statesman, capable of bringing his
clergy and nobles into deliberation on the blending of ancient
custom and new enactment in an elaborate body of law. It
stands for a new conception of kingship, destined in time to
replace the simple motives which had satisfied the men of an
earlier age. There is historical propriety in the fact that Ine's
laws were copied out by King Alfred as an appendix to the
great code with which the continuity of English legislation
begins.

The character of Ine's reign is made more remarkable by
the insecurity of his position. The circumstances of his accession
were anomalous. Cenred, hisfather, wasstill alive, and, indeed,
appears as one of his chief advisers in the prologue to his laws,
written in or shortly before 694. Primitive Germanic custom
may well have allowed a son to secure the kingship of his people
during the lifetime of an unambitious father, but there is no

1 willibald, Vita Sancti Bonifatii, ed. Jaffe, Monumenta Moguntina, p. 439: 'Re-
gnante Ine Westsaxonum rege subitanea quacdam incuberat . . . necesstas ct
statim synodale a primatibus aecclesiarum cum consilio predicti regis servorum
Dei factum eg concilium.' A little later, the king is represented as addressing the
synod. .

2 Shown, in particular, by the assignment of more than ordinary value to the
oath of a communicant. Wihtred of Kent was legisating in the same spirit at the
same time.

3720.2
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English parallel to the case of Ine and Cenred. Whatever its
explanation, it illustrates the fact that kingship in Wessex was
a personal, not an hereditary, dignity. Each of the kings who
had followed Cenwalh had belonged to a different branch of the
royal house, and supremacy in Wessex was clearly open to any
representative of any linewhich could claim descent from Cerdic.
Throughout his reign Ine was thrown into difficult relations
with other kings by the activities of possible rivals. In 705 the
reception of West Saxon exiles by the king of Essex caused
serious trouble In 721 Ine killed a certain Cynewulf, whose
name suggests descent from the West Saxon royal house. In
the following year the flight of an exile named Ealdberht into
Surrey and Sussex caused I neto invade the latter kingdom, and
in 725 he killed Ealdberht in the course of a second invasion.
Even at the end of Ine's reign there was clearly no obvious
successor to his position. In 726 he resigned his power and left
England in order to die at Rome. Bede, recording his depar-
ture, says vaguely that he 'commended his kingdom to younger
men', and it ultimately passed to a certain iEthelheard, whose
connexion with the royal family is quite uncertain.

Despite the existence of enemies of his own house, I ne re-
mained the strongest king in southern England throughout his
reign of thirty-seven years. In the early part of this period he
seems to have held a position comparable with that of Gsedwalla
in the south-east. In 694 he compelled the Kentishmen to pay
a great treasure as compensation for the burning of Caedwalla's
brother Mul. Hewascertainly regarded askingin Surrey early
in his reign, when he could speak of Eorcenwald of London,
whose diocese included that province, as 'my bishop'. Bede
dates that, like Caed walla, he kept Sussex under subjection for
alongtime, and as late as 710 he caused Nunna, king of Sussx,
who is described as his kinsman, tojoin him in an attack on
Geraint, king of Dumnonia. It was probably in his time that
the West Saxons completed the conquest of Devon, for in 722
his people were fighting, though unsuccessfully, on the river
Haylein Cornwall. It is uncertain whether he ever recovered
any of the ancient West Saxon possessons to the north of the
Thames, but there is no doubt that he held the country im-
mediately to the south of the river. One of the few genuine
charters which have come from his time shows him granting
land at Streatley on Thames and elsewhere in that neighbour-
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hood for the foundation of a monastery.® The land which he
acquired in the south-west was never lost, but he was unable to
maintain the position which he had held in his earliest years
among the other kings of the south. Before the end of the reign,
Sussex and Surrey had become hostile countries, where West
Saxon exiles might find support. It is to the nature of his rule
in Wessex itself that Ine owes his place in history.

lcs 74
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ANGLIAN NORTHUMBRIA

AT the end of the sixth century there were two distinct
Anglian kingdoms in England beyond the Humber. In
the far north a people known as the Bernice, after some fifty
years of precarious existence on the coast, had recently become
a formidable enemy to the older Celtic kingdoms along the
Clyde and Forth. Within ageneration they were to spread over
the whole country between the Forth, the Solway, and the Tees,
but in the year 600 they were still fighting on no more than
equal terms with the other northern peoples, and their chief
stronghold was the rock of Bamburgh. It is probable that the
country to the south was already theirs, and it is possible that
they had already crossed the water-parting between Tyne and
Solway. But there is no archaeological evidence of their presence
at this date in either Durham or Cumberland, and although
there areplace-nameswhich suggest that the Anglian occupation
of these regions began in the sixth century, their rarity gives the
impression that the settlers of this period can only have been few.
The second Northumbrian kingdom was smaller but more
ancient. In the centre and east of what is now Yorkshire a
number of Anglian peoples had been settled for more than a
century before the year 600. They were known collectively as
the Dere, and their name, which is derived from the British
word deifr, 'waters', suggests that their first settlements had been
founded along the rivers which converge upon the Humber.
Archaeological evidence seems to imply that they had reached
Y ork by the year 500, and farther north, the place-name Ripon
represents a tribal name of archaic character which may well
go back to thefifth century. Their expansion towards the west
was long delayed by the Britons of Elmet, and it was not until
the third decade of the seventh century that they can have begun
to settle in the valleys of the Aire or Wharfe. The distribution
of their recorded burial-places suggests that in the heathen time
they were settled most thickly in the neighbourhood of the
Y orkshire Wolds, beneath which, in the plain around Beverley,
the name Dera wudu preserved the memory of their common
woodlands until the age of Bede.
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When these kingdoms first appear, late in the sixth century,
each is associated with a dynasty claiming a separate descent
from Woden.® The Bernician royal house traced its divine
ancestry through Baddagg, the son of Woden, to whom the West
Saxon kings also ascribed their origin. The coincidence is
interesting, even if it is only due to the deliberate invention
of a poet in the service of some West Saxon or Bernician king.
The Deiran royal pedigree runs up to Woden through names
which do not enter into other genealogies. The two families
were clearly of equal ancestry, and much of early Northumbrian
history turns on their rivalry. But except for the sixteen years
between 616 and 632, the Bernician house was always the more
important. Zlle, the first recorded king of Deira, is only a
name, and there was an ancient tradition that on his death in
588, Athelric of Bernicia acquired his kingdom. There is no
doubt that Athelfrith, Athelric's son, who reigned in Bernicia
from 593 until 616, married Zlle's daughter and reigned in
Deira for the latter part of this period. It was the Bernician
dynasty which first brought the two Anglian peoples of the
north into asingle kingdom.

Beyond Alle, there is not even the vaguest tradition of
Deiran history. The origins of the Bernician kingdom are less
obscure. Early in the ninth century a British scholar named
Nennius brought into one volume a miscellaneous collection of
all the materialsthat he could find for the history of the struggle
between his race and its Anglo-Saxon enemies. The analysis of
his work has shown that he possessed, among other texts now
lost, a life of St. Germanus, which is of more value for folklore
than for history, alist of the cities of Britain, and the genealogies
of the kings of Bernicia, Deira, East Anglia, Kent, and Mercia.
The genealogies are glossed with occasional historical notes, and
are followed by what amounts to an outline of northern history
in the period between the foundation of the Bernician king-
domin 547 and the fall of Penda, king of Mercia, in 654. Itis still
uncertain whether the notesand outline were composed by Nen-
nius himself, or taken by him from some older work, but thein-
formation which they give seems to include some fragments of
genuine tradition, and they agree with what may be inferred
from other evidence asto the general course of eventsinthenorth.

! The pedigree of each dynasty is given in the ninth-century set of genealogies
printed by Sweet, The Oldest English Texts, pp. 169-70.
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In particular, they agree with the English tradition of the
date at which the Bernician kingdom cameinto being. Accord-
ing to Bede, who was probably following an ancient list of
Bernician kings, Ida, thefirst of the line, began to reignin 547.
The arrangement of Nennius' work implies that Dutigern, the
British king who opposed | da, was acontemporary of Maelgwn
of Gwynedd, the Maglocunus of Gildas, who died in that year.
None of the incidents mentioned by Nennius can be dated by
external evidence, but there are no intrinsic discrepanciesin his
story. Inlanguage borrowed from Gildas he states that now the
‘citizens' and now the enemy were victorious. He records that
in the time of Theodric, Ida's son, the English were besieged
in Holy Island for three days and nights, and that four British
kings, Rhydderch the lord of Strathclyde among them, made
war on Hussa, the fifth of Ida's successors. His narrative gives
the impression that for a generation after lda's time the Angles
of Berniciacoulddolittlemorethanholdtheirfortifiedpositions
on the Northumbrian coast, and it therefore helps to explain
the remarkable scarcity of archaeological information about
Bernician origins. If in the late sixth century the Bernician
leaders could be thrust back and held inHoly Island, it is not
surprising that few Anglian burial-grounds of the heathen age
have been discovered in the interior of the country.

The continuous history of Northumbria, and indeed of
England, begins with the reign of iEthelfrith, son of iEthelric
and grandson of Ida, king of Bernicia.® His life, like that of his
West Saxon contemporary Ceawlin, ended in adisaster. Never-
theless, he was the real founder of the historic Northumbrian
kingdom, and he was remembered as the first great leader who
had arisen among the northern Angles. To Bede it seemed that
no English king had been more successful in winning land for

! For the next 150 years the framework of this history is supplied by the Historia
Ecclesiagtica of Bede. The chronology of the account which follows is based on the
convincing argument of R. L. Poole that Bede considered thoycar to begin in
the September before Midwinter—that is at the annual change in the number of
the 'Indiction’, by which years were commonly reckoned in and before his time
(Studiesin Chronology and History, pp. 38-53). W. L evison (England and the Continent,
pp. 265-79) has argued that Bede began each new Incarnation year on 25 Decem-
ber. Bed€s numerous indications of date cannot be brought into perfect conds
tency on either syssem. But the reckoning from September removes all the more
serious chronological difficulties raised by his work. [Its consequences are some-
timesimportant. The battle of Hatfield, for example, which Bede dates 12 October
633, should be dated, in modern terms, 12 October 632.
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the settlement of his own people, or in bringing British tribes
under tribute.

The initiative in this warfare was not always in his hands.
The most famous of Old Welsh poems tells the story of a dis-
astrous assault on a place which can reasonably be identified
with Catterick by a force of young British warriors sent out by
the ruler of the country round Edinburgh.® The poem does not
mention Athelfrith, but yields chronological indications which
point with sufficient clearness to his time. The poet may well
have exaggerated the importance of this episode. But his de-
scription of the equipment with which the young men were
provided, and of their long training in their lord's household,
gives the impression of a British court which in the late sixth
century was still a wealthy and aggressive power.

Beyond the northern Britons a small kingdom had been
founded in Argyll by settlers from Ireland, early in the fifth
century. Their descendants had always kept in touch with
their Irish kinsmen, and throughout the sixth century their
kings seem to have regarded the king of Ulster as their lord.
Under Aedan mac Gabrain, who became their king in 574,
they suddenly appear as a formidable people. One of his
expeditions harried the Britons settled along the middle Forth,
and another is said to have reached the Orkneys. At the turn of
the sixth and seventh centuries the advance of the Bernicians
brought them within raiding distance of Aedan's country, and
in 603 he attacked them. He had beenjoined by many Gaels
from Ireland, and the son of the king of Ulster is said to have
fought in his army. But iEthelfrith defeated him at a place in
English territory called Degsastan,”? and thenceforward the
Britons of Strathclyde remained the only serious rivals of the
Angles of Bernicia for the possession of the Scottish lowlands.

The place which Athelfrith holds in general history is due
less to his northern wars than to an expedition which he made
at a later time.towards the south-west. Between 613 and 616 he
attacked and defeated the Britons at Chester. From Welsh and

! The early date and historical value of this poem, the 'Gododdin' of Aneirin,
has |ately been shown in an edition, with an introduction in Welsh, by I. Williams
(Cardiff, 1938). His results are conveniently summarized in two articles in Anti-
quity by K. Jackson (March 1939) and C. A. Gresham (September, 1942).

2 Generally identified with Dawston in Liddesdale. But an Old English Degsa-
stan would normally have become Days tone, and the identification of the sSteis best
left an open question.
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Irish sources it appears that the British leader, who is not named
by Bede, was Solomon son of Cynan, king of Powys, the region
between the upper Severn and the Dee. Before the battle
Aethelfrith's men, by his orders, slaughtered a host of British
monks who had come from the monastery of Bangor Iscoed to
pray for a British victory. Apart from this massacre, Bede has
littleto tell of the battle, and there is nothing to suggest that he
regarded it asin any sense aturning-point in history. To most
modern writers the battle has far greater significance. It is
usually regarded as the event which brought the English to the
shore of the Irish sea, and separated the Britons of Wales from
their compatriotstothenorth. That the separation had occurred
before Athelfrith's death is certain, but there is no adequate
reason for regarding it as aresult of the battle of Chester. From
the moment when the westward expansion of the Bernicians
first became possible, more than twenty years before that battle,
the valleys of the Tyne and Irthing offered a well-defined line
of advance to the lowlands around Carlisle. Thereis no direct
evidence as to the date at which the Bernicians reached the
Cumbrian coast. But there are enough ancient place-names in
Cumberland and Lancashire to suggest that Athelfrith could
have ridden from the Solway to the Mersey through territory
in the occupation of his own people.

/ethelfrith's victory at Chester did not mean that the sur-
rounding country was added to his kingdom. Within three
years, or less, any designs which he may have formed against
the Britons of Powys were ended by his overthrow at the hands
of his English enemies. Towards the end of a long exile, part
of which he had spent with British hosts, Edwin, son of Zlle,
the heir of the Deiran kingdom, took refuge with Raedwald,
king of the East Angles. Athelfrith demanded that Edwin
should be killed or surrendered, but Raedwald was persuaded by
his wife that a man of honour could not betray his guest, and
in the end resolved to bring him back to his own kingdom.
Raedwald had recently become supreme in England south of the
Humber, and the war which followed is the first recorded trial
of strength between a king of the Northumbrians and an over-
lord of the southern English confederation. It was decided in

! On the Lancashire evidence sse Ekwall, The Place-Names of Lancashire, pp. 231-
2. The dgnificance of the ancient Anglian names of Cumberland is indicated in
the Trans. R. Hist. Soc, 4th Series, xxii, p. 21.
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the summer or early autumn of 616 by a battle fought on the
southern border of Deira, near the point at which the river
Idleis crossed by the Roman road from Lincoln to Doncaster.
Athelfrith, who had been unable to bring all his men together,
was defeated and killed, and his sonsfled into exile. Edwin was
accepted as king in Bernicia as well as Deira, and within a few
years he had succeeded Raedwald as overlord of all the English
peoples south of the Humber.

Edwin's overlordship marks an important stage in the move-
ment of the English peoples towards unity, for it first brought
the southern kingdoms into definite association with Northum-
bria. He is described by Bede as more powerful than any
earlier English king, and although the king of Kent never
became his man, he was undoubtedly the head of the greatest
confederation which as yet had arisen in England. But it was
a confederation of a barbarian type, and its basis was the mere
allegiance of individuals. In his position, asin all the recorded
incidents of his life, Edwin was a typical king of the Heroic Age.
Some vague traditions of Roman custom may have reached
him. According to Bede, a standard-bearer rode before him on
his longer journeys, and as he passed through the streets he was
preceded by a banner of the kind ‘which the Romans call
tufa, and the English, thuuf. He was in touch with the world
outside Britain. He married a daughter of Athelberht of Kent
and Bertha of Paris, and the connexion thus established with the
Merovingian dynasty was recognized at itscourts. Nevertheless,
in character and environment he belonged to the world depicted
in Old English heroicpoetry. Likeother heroes, hehadtravelled
far as an exile, and had known his life to depend on the conflict
between honour and interest in the mind of a protector. He
secured his father's kingdom through the help of a stronger
king, and made himself in time the lord of other kings. He
moved over the country surrounded by retainers ready to give
their lives for him. One of the most famous stories preserved by
Bede tells of the devotion of Edwin's thegn, Lilla, who inter-
cepted the blow aimed at hislord by a murderer from Wessex.
The tale is impressive in Bede's Latin, but it would have been
told much betterin Old Englishverse. Thelast scenein Edwin's
life had the same epic quality, for hefell in battle on the border
of his kingdom, one son fell before him, another son fled to
his father's enemy, and a faithful thegn carried the children
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remainingtotheroyal lineinto a distant land. Theconfederation
which Edwin founded foreshadowed a kingdom of all England,
but he stands in history as a great king of the age of national
migrations rather than as the predecessor of Offa or Alfred.

Northumbrian writersof thenext century attributed toEdwin
a vague lordship over the whole of Britain, and it is not im-
possible that, at one time or another, British, Pictish, and Irish
kings may have come to his court. Nothing is known in detail
about his dealings with the northern peoples, and there is no
record of any territory won from them in Edwin's time. But
thereis at least the authority of Nennius for the statement that
to the south of his own country he conquered Elmet and ex-
pelled 'Certic' itsking.® The ultimate reduction of this British
outpost was inevitable as soon as the Angles of the north had
spread in force beyond the Pennines, but the immediate cause
of its fall ssems to have been a feud between its king and Edwin.
Bede records that Hereric, the son of an unnamed nephew of
Edwin, had been driven into exile by Zthelfrith of Bernicia,
and had died of poison while the guest of a certain Cerdic, king
of the Britons. It isprobablethat Certic of EImet was identical
with Hereric's host, and that the conquest of EImet, which was
the one permanent result of Edwin's wars, was in fact his
revenge for a kinsman's death.

His wars against other British peoples were remembered
more clearly. From a combination of English and Welsh
authorities it appears that in the latter part of his reign he took
possession of the Isle of M an, invaded North Wales, conquered
Anglesey, and beseged Cadwallon king of Gwynedd in Priest-
holm, off the eastern point of the island. His invasion of
Gwynedd was answered by a British invasion of Northumbria
which showed that the latent strength of the British kingdoms
was much greater than would be gathered from the general
drift of their recent history. In 632 Cadwallon, who had found
an English ally in Penda, as yet merely a warlike; noble of the
Mercian royal house, struck across England to the Northum-
brian border, where he was met by Edwin at an unknown spot
in the region now called Hatfield Chase. Edwin and Osfrith
his son were killed, his army was scattered, and Cadwallon with
Penda's help set himself to a deliberate devastation of all
Northumbria.

! Historic Brittonum, ed. M omixuen, p. 206.
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The kingdom immediately fell apart into its two fundamental
divisions of Deira and Bernicia. Osric, a cousin of Edwin,
maintained himself as king in Deira until the summer of
633, when Cadwallon destroyed him and his army. Bernicia
reverted to the family of its ancient kings. Eanfrith, son of
/thelfrith, who first made a bid for the kingdom, was killed
within ayear, when he visited Cadwallon to beg for peace. But
in the last weeks of 633 his brother Oswald, at the head of a
small army, defeated and killed Cadwallon near Rowley Burn
in the wild country south of Hexham, and as the deliverer of
the whole Northumbrian people, he was immediately accepted
as king in Deira as well as in Bernicia.

These events changed the course of British as well as English
history. Cadwallon was the only British king of historic times
who overthrew an English dynasty, and the British peoples
never found an equal leader. He was followed in Gwynedd
itself by a king not of royal race, and although his line was
afterwards restored, its later members were insignificant.' In
England, Edwin's defeat meant not only the collapse of the con-
federation which he had founded but the extinction of his branch
of the royal house. Eadfrith, his eldest surviving son, surren-
dered to Penda, and was killed at his court. Wuscfrea and Yffi,
his infant son and grandson, were sent to his wife's kinsman,
Dagobert I, king of the Franks, but died soon afterwards in
Gaul. There were still men in Northumbria who traced their
descent from the kings before Alle, but of Edwin's own family
there only remained a daughter named Eanflaed, who ulti-
mately married Oswiu, brother of Oswald, the victor of 633.

More important on a long view than the overthrow of the
house of Edwin was the appearance of a new power in the
midlands. The language in which Bede describes Cadwallon's
enterprise leaves no doubt that his ally Pen