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From the Committee…
by Paul Featherstone, Guild Committee Member

G

etting Elected

As part of the team responsible for getting the members’ websites project (MWP) off the ground, and
subsequently asked to take on the role of Team leader when
Mike Spathaky fell ill, the team felt we should have someone “fighting our corner” on the Guild committee. Thinking
I would never get elected, (who wants an old Telecom engineer running the Guild?) I let my name go forward. The
consequences of not having enough people stepping forward
means you now have an old telecom engineer on the committee! Much to my surprise the rest of the committee were all
for our MWP project.
My first meeting was of course at the annual conference.
Much of what happened passed over my head, but somehow
I volunteered to take on the role of stand manager (there
seemed to be a long silence in the room after the question
was asked about who would take on the role). At least I knew
what the role entailed or thought I did. The meeting seemed
to pass a lot quicker than I expected, which may have lulled
me into a false sense of security. I should say that I don’t
think I knew any of the other members, apart from an online
meeting before the last committee to explain what was happening with MWP.

Progress

The next meeting involved me catching a train down to London and I arrived at the venue for 10am. Unfortunately, I
found myself there an hour earlier than necessary - still the
coffee was good at a little place just up the road. We had
lots of documents to look at during the meeting which I had
carefully printed off, but I found myself totally lost in finding which document we were talking about. Things have got
better. I now can follow what is going on and the team on
committee share my views on the direction the Guild should

be going. Meetings don’t go on for hours and we usually reach
agreement on most things.
However, the venue which we have used for quite a while
was refurbished and the room we used has now turned into
a bar and eating place, so we had no option but to move.
Someone suggested a place a previous committee had used
before in the City, so it now means I must use the Tube from
Kings Cross to Bank. The first meeting just happened to fall
on the day of the Lord Mayor’s Parade. It was raining but it
did not seem to affect the number of people who came to
see it. It took me half an hour to find the place as the tube
exit I had planned to use was closed off for the duration of
the parade. We had the Horse Guards formed up outside the
pub we were using, so we had Guardsmen clunking down
the stairs past the alcove we had been allocated. It was the
busiest day of the year for the establishment and the noise
built up as more people came in out of the rain, but we managed somehow to get through the business. The meetings
that have followed have been a lot quieter!

In Conclusion

As my term draws to its conclusion, I now feel that I am
playing a full role and can add my two-penny worth when I
feel it necessary. Yes I would like to continue for maybe one
more year. I would recommend every member to consider
standing for committee. You find out more about not only
how the Guild works, but also make new friends who work
together well in providing a guiding hand to the progress of
a wonderful organisation. I have been a member twenty-one
years this year and I feel that I have paid something back for
everything I have taken out of the Guild. By the way I have
also taken on organising the Guild Conference for next year.
See you in Wakefield in 2018. n

From the Editor’s Desk...
First of all, a big thank you to those members who have sent articles (and those in the
process of doing so). This is (already) my fourth journal as editor and I have tried to be
consistent and maintain the journal at 32 pages as, to be honest, I just don’t receive enough
articles to go to 36 pages even for one issue!
Since my request in the last journal I had only one reply with regard to promoting your ONS
on the back page! (My postman was happy as he was expecting a sackload of responses!)
Alas no, so thank you Diane for stepping up to the plate. Hopefully, you can see that not a
lot of writing is involved and more of you may want to tell others about your ONS. But on
the bright side, a couple of members suggested a letters page so we’re going with that this
issue - whether this becomes a regular feature remains to be seen. That’s up to you!
One of our members, Edgar Holroyd-Doveton (member 5591) has recently written and published a book entitled ‘Turnpike Roads for Local and Family Historians’. I have asked via the
Guild Forum and Twitter if there is a volunteer who would like to write a book review for
the journal but again to no avail. Is there anyone who would be able to write a review for
the journal? If so, then please contact me and I’ll forward Edgar’s book. n
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Letters LETTERS
to the Editor
Email editor@one-name.org

I

know that a lot of members do not often use the online
Webforum or the Rootsweb sites and would rather catch
up on Guild news via the journal. With that in mind, from
this issue onwards I would like to start using a ‘Letters’ page
so that members can send in queries about whatever they
feel that the wider readership may (or may not in some
cases) like to know about. Gary Anstey’s article in the last
journal has certainly started a debate as the following two
members explain.

Alan Bardsley (Member 1769), by email

It was interesting to read Gary Anstey’s paper on population
numbers in the January Journal. “How many am I looking
for” has been a perennial question for One Namers and more
recent members might like to look at the paper I wrote on
the subject in Vol 5 No 10, April 1996, page 308, and the letter Vol 5 No 12, page 390. In the Members web site these are
found under Resources/Journals/Volumes 0-6.
The primary source for English population growth is Wrigley
and Schofield, “The Population History of England”, Cambridge 1989. From this and GRO data I derived tables, which,
knowing the population or numbers of births in any one year
one can estimate the population or births in any other year
from 1541 to 1991. One can also estimate the overall total
of these events.
I deliberately use the word estimate, if your numbers are
small the results can have a large variation.
As a little exercise, using the figures Gary gave of currently
8,000 Ansteys, my tables give 662 should be alive in 1600 and
a total study of about 29,000 Ansteys. Quite commensurate
with his figures.
There are a lot of caveats to these sort of calculations. An
interesting one is if one has a large number of emigrants,
particularly to the New Worlds. They were prolific healthy
breeders and can significantly distort the figures from the
1850s onwards.

David F. Guyton (Member No 2643), by email

The latest issue of the Journal of One-Name Studies contains
an interesting article by G M Anstey on estimating surname
population numbers in periods before the nineteenth century
censuses. He has gone to considerable trouble to develop
and tune a computer simulation model which he uses to estimate the population of Anstey and variants at around 600 in
1600 compared with around 8,000 at present.
I have also pondered the same question in my own one name
study but have adopted an entirely different approach. For
many surnames the frequency of occurrence as a percentage
of the total population appears to be remarkably stable. Using
this approach based on estimates of the population of England
gives the following results:
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Year

Population
million

Anstey and
variants

1086

1.710

260

1190

3.100

470

1290

4.750

720

1400

2.080

310

1490

2.140

320

1600

4.110

620

1700

5.200

780

1801

7.755

1,170

1901

30.072

4,540

2001

49.139

7,420

2011

53.012

c.8,000

For simplicity, I have taken the population figures for England
from the latest Wikipedia page for ‘Demography of England’
and applied the same frequency of 0.015% for the name
currently to all earlier periods. (Using the Wikipedia figures
explains the somewhat irregular time periods chosen.)
This approach gives a closely similar estimate of 620 in 1600
but without the need for extensive computer modelling and
simulations. Key parameters such as birth rates, life expectancy, reproduction rates and size of families which have to
be estimated and tuned to create a realistic computer model
are already inherent in the total population figures though
the modelling can be helpful in explaining why the results
are what they are. However, such modelling would have to
be adapted, perhaps quite extensively, to cope with disruptions such as major epidemics and wars whereas these, too,
are already incorporated in historical population estimates.
One of the benefits of the population as distinct from the
modelling approach is that estimates can be made very easily for other time periods.

Gary Anstey replies: I would like to respond to the letter
of David F. Guyton (Member 2643), written in response to my
article ‘A Computer Model for Estimating Surname Population Numbers’ in Volume 12 Issue 9 of your journal.
David uses a different approach to answer the question
I posed, namely ‘Approximately how many Ansteys were
alive in the year 1600?’ and his answer of 620 coincidentally
happens to agree fairly closely with my computer model estimation of 600. However, David’s method is reliant on the
population growth of a surname exactly mirroring the overall
growth of the population in England and Wales, which may or
may not be the case.
Computer modelling on the other hand has infinitely more
flexibility and power:

5

Firstly, the model can easily incorporate growth rates for a
surname that are known or suspected to be higher or lower
than the average for England and Wales.
Secondly, the model can easily incorporate known spurts of
growth or destruction local to a particular surname or region.
Thirdly, as mentioned in my article, the model can be adapted fairly easily to answer much more sophisticated questions
such as ‘How many [Ansteys] alive in 1600 have descendants
bearing their surname living today?’ and indeed this is where
the true power and potential of the computer model lies.
David concludes his letter by saying ‘one of the benefits of
the population as distinct from the modelling approach is
that estimates can be made very easily for other time periods’. This is incorrect, because the computer model can not
only predict for any period back in time, but it can also be
run forwards and predict surname populations at any point in

the future.
Another great power of the computer model is that it can
help in assessing the likelihood that a surname had one single
origin, and if so in which century that origin was likely to
be (input numbers very specific to the surname have to be
incorporated into the model in this case). Of course a basic
population model will simply predict that all surnames were
in existence thousands of years ago, in line with the population of England and Wales.
To reinforce my point, in David’s table his approach predicts
there were 260 Anstey and variants in 1086; in fact we know
there were zero as I prove in my book ‘ANSTEY Our True
Surname Origin and Shared Medieval Ancestry’. Known facts
such as this can be incorporated into a computer model to
more accurately predict medieval Anstey population numbers. n

Nottinghamshire Gravestone Project
by Sue Church (Member 6196)

I

n July this year the Nottingham Gravestone Project will be
celebrating its second Anniversary. Over these two years I
have so far visited nine Cemeteries and Churchyards:

•

Carlton Cemetery

•

Clifton – St Mary’s Churchyard

•

Gedling Cemetery

•

Gedling – All Hallows Churchyard

•

Nottingham - General Cemetery

•

Redhill Cemetery

•

Beeston – St John the Baptist Churchyard

•

Radford – St Peter’s Churchyard

•

Bulwell – Northern Cemetery

the Nottingham Gravestone Project, to the Webforum post on
the Guild website.
Surnames in Red are new names to the project and those in
BOLD CAPS are registered Guild names. You will need to log in
to download the PDF to view these names.
I shall be continuing with this project. I have almost completed
the Northern section of Northern Cemetery in Bulwell and will
then start on the (smaller) Southern section. I also hope to get
out and around Nottingham a bit more this year (dependent on
myself getting back into work again and having the funds to
travel around again).
To find your photo, go to https://www.flickr.com/photos/
enter the Tags: Bulwell (or location of your choice), Surname
of your choice followed by a comma (,). Any problems, just
message me. n

The project currently has 4,765 photos, with 8,874 people and
covering 2,170 surnames in total; obviously not all are Guild
Study surnames. See table below.
C -183

D - 107 E - 36

F - 82

H - 199 I - 9

A - 55

B - 252

J - 26

K - 67

L - 80

M - 180 N - 41

G - 111

O - 41

P - 121

Q-2

R - 89

S - 222 T - 90

V - 15

W - 148 X - 1

U-8

Y-5

What I was keen on letting you all know mostly, was that I have
now added a PDF document which details all the surnames in
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Northern Cemetery, Bulwell
Image courtesy of Sue Church
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Marriage Challenge Update:
The Past, Present and Future
by Peter Copsey MCG
(Marriage Challenge Coordinator, Member 1522)

M

arriage Challenge began in 2005. The idea began
with a discussion on the Mailing List (the Forum as it
was then) about visiting Record Offices and searching for one’s Registered Name; wading through register after
register of baptisms, marriages and burials. Then came
the idea of not only looking for your own one-name but for
other members’ one-names at the same time. I threw down
the challenge, asking members to send me their registered
name and I would attempt to find the marriages in particular
registers.
I selected the Registration District (RD) of Pancras for the
first Challenge and I asked members to send me their list of
marriages from the General Record Office (GRO) index; that
way I would know which particular names I should be looking
for. Helped by our Vice President Howard Benbrook, in February 2005 he and I visited the London Metropolitan Archives
with a list of 160 marriages and a bundle of proforma sheets
representing blank marriage register pages. Searching for
the deposited Anglican marriage registers was most satisfying
and enjoyable as every few minutes we would find another
marriage that was on the list – one “eureka moment” following the next. At the end of a long day Howard and I were
pleased with ourselves. Marriage Challenge was born.
The most important part of Marriage Challenge is the knowledge you are helping other members with their study. It is
virtually impossible for most members to visit all the Record
Offices in England and Wales where their name will be found.
Sometimes it is often impossible for a member to visit just
one Record Office. It would be necessary to hire a researcher
to carry out the task on your behalf.
A proposal was put to the Committee and the Project was
formalised and approved. The initial plan was to begin a new
Challenge once the preceding one had been completed. One
Challenger would “pass the baton” to the next Challenger.
But interest and demand soon changed this and in a short
time many Challenges were being undertaken at the same
time. At one point there were more volunteers than I could
cope with! If you look at the October 2011 Journal, you will
see a list of 22 Challenges planned for the coming months.
Marriage Challenge is a great success. In the period of twelve
years since the start, I would estimate that over 150,000
marriages have been found for members. A total of about 360
Challenges have been undertaken. Some of the Challenges
have been done in stages and there have been many repeat
Challenges. Initially a Challenge would stop at 1911 because
in 1912 the spouse’s name can be found on the GRO indexes,
making the results less useful, but nowadays Challenges
often progress to 1939 or later.
Marriage Challenge, although designed for England and
Wales, has been adapted for elsewhere. Challenges have
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taken place for Massachusetts and Connecticut in the USA,
Blythswood (Glasgow), Ireland for 1869 and New South Wales.
One aspect of Marriage Challenge that caught the attention
of many of us is “Cardinal Points (CPs)”. These are listings
of GRO page numbers associated with the first and last marriage in a particular church for each quarter of the year.
Some Challengers have collected cardinal points as part of
their Challenge. CPs, or if CPs were not collected then the
actual marriage results, play an important part in the Guild
Marriage Locator Project.
But times are changing. Transcription companies such as Ancestry and Findmypast now provide transcribed and indexed
data of parish registers with digitised images of the register
pages for large areas of England. Transcriptions by Online
Parish Clerks and FamilySearch add to the number of areas
covered by searchable online resources. Whenever the large
majority of marriages for a Registration District can be found
online, Marriage Challenge and Cardinal Points become unnecessary. Your marriages can be quickly found from the
index and the image of the register page or a full transcription provides all the information.
Both Ancestry and Findmypast are gradually increasing their
coverage with new counties being added every six months or
so. The scope for Challenges is reducing.
The companies have imposed a cut-off date on the marriage records (Ancestry is presently 1921) so there is scope
for Challenges for years beyond the cut-off date and this
was the subject of my Update in the July 2016 Journal. I
am pleased that Islington 1922 – 1926 is presently underway.
Perhaps other volunteers will come forward to take on similar Challenges.
As always, I am looking for volunteers to undertake Challenges. A Marriage Challenge usually means visits to your
nearest Record Office or other repository; a Challenge cannot
be done online. There are a few exceptions where marriage
register images can be found online without an index (the
Medway Archives and Essex SEAX). Generally the RDs covered
by these resources have been recently the subject of Challenges or repeat Challenges.
My first Marriage Challenge article appeared in the October
2005 Journal (Vol 8, Issue 12) and articles have been included
in the Journal ever since, taking on the title Marriage Challenge Update in January 2007. I think I have written about
every possible aspect of Marriage Challenge in the last ten
years. I am now planning to reduce the size of the Update.
Longer articles can be expected whenever a particular topic
warrants detailed comment. There are no new Marriage
Challenges to announce in this Issue. n
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DNA for your ONS:
Project Management, Part Three
by Susan C. Meates MCG (DNA Advisor, Member 3710)

G
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

enetic Reports

The second item on the GAP menu is Genetic Reports.
Under this menu item you will find these choices:

FF Illumina OmniExpress Matrix
FF Illumina OmniExpress Results
Haplogroup Charts
mtDNA Results Classic
mtDNA Results
Y-DNA Genetic Distance
Y-DNA TiP
Y-DNA Results Classic
Y-DNA Results Colorized
Y-DNA Results
Y-DNA SNP
Y-DNA Unique Haplotypes

FF Illumina

The first two items in the menu are reports about Family
Finder (FF) kits in your project.
The Family Finder Illumina OmniExpress Matrix report page
compares your project members’ Family Finder data in a
matrix format. You select persons in your project, and it provides a chart showing if they share any segments with other
persons in your project.
The key here is that the comparison is only done between
people in your project. This report can be helpful if you have
grouped your Family Finder participants in a Family Finder
Project or in your Y-DNA Project, and you want to quickly
determine who shares segments with whom.

Haplogroup Charts

The third item on the menu under Genetic Reports is Haplogroup Charts. The report page for Y-DNA provides two
charts, one for tested haplogroups and one for predicted
haplogroups. Under each chart is a list with the count by
haplogroup.
In a line at the top of the report page, you can select whether
the page displays information on Y-DNA or mtDNA. Secondly,
you can select whether it is all participants, or a genetic
group. Finally, you can select the chart type: bar, column,
or pie.
Confirmed haplogroups are those that have been SNP tested
and the haplogroup is confirmed. For Y-DNA, this would have
occurred either because they ordered a SNP test, or if the
Family Tree DNA system cannot predict a haplogroup with
99% accuracy, then they SNP test the Y-DNA sample at no
charge.
These haplogroup charts can be interesting, providing a visual representation of the various haplogroups in your project
and the quantity of participants in each haplogroup.
For most projects for surnames found in the British Isles,
the primary Y-DNA haplogroup will be R1b. This haplogroup is
the predominant haplogroup of the British Isles, and in some
areas the concentration is as high as 80%. Exhibit 1 is a predicted haplogroup chart for Ricketts, showing that the vast
majority of participants are R-M269, belonging to haplogroup
R1b. Only 9 are R-M198, and 3 are R-M512, both of which are
part of haplogroup R1a.

The Family Finder Illumina OmniExpress Results report page
shows you all the participants in your project who have taken
the Family Finder test, and what surnames have entered.
This information is valuable, so you can encourage those that
haven’t entered surnames to put in their surnames, so they
can maximize their discoveries from this test.
In addition, there is an arrow on the right of each person.
If you click the arrow, it will generate a report showing you
who in the project matches this person. This is helpful if you
have grouped your Family Finder participants in a project.
If you are using Family Finder to investigate your family tree,
you can add these kits to a Y-DNA Surname Project, or set up
a separate Family Finder project.
Visit the Guild website, login, click DNA under Resources,
and read “Want a DNA Project?” for more information about
having a DNA Project or a separate Family Finder project.
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Exhibit 1: Predicted Y-DNA haplogroup chart for Ricketts

Exhibit 2 shows the predicted Y-DNA haplogroups for another
British Isles project. This project is very unusual, since none
of the predicted haplogroups are R1b. Even though multiple
different surname origins have tested, the vast majority are
haplogroup I, with a few E, G, J, N, and no R1b was found.
Journal of One-Name Studies, April-June 2017

a test of the whole mtDNA molecule, including the coding
region.

Tip

Previously, the default for each Y-DNA test kit was that their
results were displayed on the Y-DNA results page of the public website for the DNA Project. This is no longer true.
The default now is that the Y-DNA result does not display on
the public website unless the participant changes a setting.

Exhibit 2: Predicted Y-DNA haplogroup chart

You might want to encourage your participants to display
their Y-DNA results. This can help recruiting, as prospects
see that the results are just a harmless string of thirty-seven
numbers, and they can see your different genetic groups.

This is very puzzling, and I would be curious to hear from
anyone with a theory.

A participant can change this setting by taking the following
steps:

Exhibit 3 is the predicted Y-DNA haplogroups for the Brockett
project, which shows another unusual combination of haplogroups, predominantly haplogroup Q, I, and R1a, though
it does have 7 R1b participants. Haplogroup Q is very rare
in the British Isles, around 0.5% with a concentration in the
Shetland Islands of about 8%. Among European populations,
haplogroup Q is most frequently found in Eastern Europe and
Scandinavia.

•
•
•
•
•

Log into their kit
Click Manage Personal Information under Your Account
on the left on their Personal Page
Click the tab Privacy & Sharing
Under My DNA Results, change the setting for Who can
view my DNA results in group projects? To “Make my
mtDNA & Y-DNA data public”.
Click Save

If you don’t encourage your project members to display their
results, as your project grows, there wouldn’t be much for
visitors to see. This is especially important for recruiting.
You might want to check all the test kits in your project,
make a list of those to encourage to change the setting. In
addition, in the future, when you get a new participant, you
can address this setting as part of your initial correspondence, so all your participant results will display.

Exhibit 3: Predicted Y-DNA haplogroup chart for Brockett

For mtDNA, the only haplogroup chart shown is Tested
haplogroups. All mtDNA results are tested, so there is not
a predicted chart. For mtDNA, haplogroup H is the most predominant haplogroup in Europe. Haplogroup X is very rare in
Europe.

mtDNA Results Classic

Though there are 2 menu selections, called mtDNA Results
Classic and mtDNA Results, they are both the same report.
If you have mtDNA participants in your DNA project, or males
who have also taken an mtDNA test, this report shows you
the results for each participant.
The following information is shown: Kit Number, Name, Maternal Ancestor Name, Country, Haplogroup, HVR1 Mutations,
HVR2 Mutations, Coding Region Mutations. The coding region
mutations are only shown if the participants have set their
privacy option for these to display, else the word Private is
shown. There is a privacy feature on the coding region mutations, since some of these mutations could be associated
with medical conditions. The mtDNA Full Sequence test is
Journal of One-Name Studies, April-June 2017

If you pay for a test kit and get the login credentials, you can
inform the participant up front, before they test, that their
result will be on the public website, without their name, so
their privacy is maintained. Only the surname is displayed.
You can then change the setting yourself, after you Authorize
the test kit.
If you do not have the login credentials (test kit number and
password), since the participant paid for the test kit, then
the only way to get the setting changed is to encourage them
to change it.

New DNA section on the Guild website

Over 200 print pages of information about DNA testing for
genealogy are now up at the Guild website. Some of the
information is public, though much of the information is
restricted to only members. To see all the information available, you must be logged into the Guild website.
Once you log in, click DNA under Resources in the menu.
The primary purpose of the public pages is to help you with
recruiting. These pages are also provided to assist the public
in learning about genetic genealogy.
You can direct your prospective participants to articles
they can read showing how a harmless genealogy DNA test
helps with the corresponding family history research. These
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articles and videos might help you convince a prospect to
become a participant and test. You can give out the URLs to
send your prospects specific material you would like them to
read in the public section. Please give out the top level URL
for an article, which is the page that summarizes the article,
and not the direct link to the article. By following this approach, we can get counts of visitors, to know which pages
are the most helpful.
To determine which webpages are public, log out of the Guild
website, then click DNA in the menu under Resources. You
can then visit the public pages when you have a participant
that needs some help, either in understanding DNA testing

for genealogy, or to overcome any objections, such as fear
or privacy, and select which article(s) or video will best fit
your situation.

Want to Get Started?

When you are ready to add DNA to your one-name study,
the DNA Advisor is here to help, including setting up your
project with proven marketing material. Simply write: DNA@
one-name.org. You will receive a completely setup project,
that you can modify, along with an easy to follow twenty
step Getting Started email and a sample recruiting email and
letter. n

Nottinghamshire Area Guild Group
by Sue Church (Member 6196)

I

n May this year I will have been an Area Rep for two enjoyable years and hope to continue with my role for the
foreseeable future, it’s a role I love and strive to achieve
success in. I have in the past and will continue to, add variation to the meetings and events, not only in content but in
location, thus building a bond between our area members,
which I know only strengthens us as a group, of ‘Like Minded’
people.
Recently my group has split into two, from the Leicestershire
& Nottinghamshire Area Group to just the Nottinghamshire
Area Group, with the Leicestershire Area Group now been
taken over by Geoff Giles (Lovely ONS). For two years, I have
tried to juggle having area meetings in both counties, trying
to split myself between the two counties equally, but without having my own transport and most of the time being in
Full-Time work. This was proving to be a little difficult and so
the split was made, with great sadness on my side, as I have
many friends in the Leicestershire group, but I know these
friendships will continue as Geoff Giles and I plan to work
together in the future.

Nottinghamshire Area Group – Moving Forward

So, moving forward, I am now able to devote my time solely
to the members within the Nottinghamshire area to their
benefit. I shall be able to host more meetings regularly and I
have already shared with them a draft Calendar of meetings
and social events (we’ve just had our New Year Gathering,
held in a local pub in Nottingham: See our January Newsletter on the website) for 2017, we also have a Group Trip
in the planning, which in time will be added to the Events
section of our Guild website for all to see, thus which will
give them advance notice of meetings, events etc. within
our area so they can also add them to their diaries. A little
forward planning goes a long way. I do already produce two
monthly newsletters for the group and will continue to do
so, thus keeping them informed not only of events within the
Guild, but also what I am up to in my role as their RRP. Every
RRP does the job in their own way, to what suits them, their
area, their members and depends on the time they have to
devote to the role
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Issues along the way: Support Your Local Area
Rep or Risk Losing him/her

In 2016 there were a few references on our Facebook page
about the lack of response from some Guild members when
they were contacted by another Guild member or even a
non-member. I have been contacted in the past by one of my
area members, who was having similar issues, this also seems
to be an issue for many Area Reps, most of whom spend a lot
of time planning their meetings and events. In order for us to
do our jobs effectively, it’s important that members do show
their support for their RRP, even an acknowledgement of receipt of an email or message, shows us we are ‘Reaching’ our
group members at least, I would hate to think someone had
missed out because they had not received a message. I know
for a fact that some emails, especially with attachments,
often go straight into a ‘Spam’ folder, by the time anyone
sees it, it could be too late. I also know that some members
DON’T even open certain emails, this is such a shame. All I’m
asking is a little politeness from members, as Area Reps, we
need your feedback!

Volunteering: Give it a go!!!

As we all know, our wonderful Guild of One-Name Studies,
runs on a ‘Army’ of volunteers, who tirelessly give up their
spare time & time spent on their own studies, to help keep
the Guild running through various guises, be it as RRP’s,
Postholders or as Committee Members. Our Chairman often
reminds us of the need for new volunteers to keep the ‘Army’
fighting.
I can only say that what I get from being the Nottinghamshire Area Rep, inspires me to go the ‘Extra Mile’ for my
area members, knowing that I Inspire & Motivate them. I’m
learning new skills, which as I’m currently unemployed, I’m
adding to my CV, you should see some of the Job Alerts I
get, lol. So not only am I gaining now in experience, but the
experience is great news for future job opportunities. n
Sue is studying the surname Teear with variants McTear,
McTeer, Tear, Teare, Teears, Teer and can be contacted at
teear@one-name.org
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News from the Guild Website
by Kim Baldacchino (Guild Webmaster, Member 5434)

R

ecent Additions

It’s been a very busy quarter for additions to the website. If you’re struggling to keep up with the menu
changes, why not log into the system and take a look at
http://one-name.org/name-of-the-game-seminar/. There
you’ll find all the presentations from the last seminar, including ones on a tour of the website and building your profile
page. We can’t guarantee that there won’t be future changes
but hopefully this will help you to get your bearings. While
you’re on that page, take advantage of the presentations
from many other past seminars available on the right of the
page. Special thanks to Bob Cumberbatch and Peter Hagger
for these pages!
If you haven’t already done so, check out the ‘News’ menu
the next time you log in. Click on ‘Regional News’ and then
your region to see all the news from your Regional Rep as
well as a list of the other members in your region. Also, the
Regional Reps’ annual reports to the AGM & Conference are
available on the right of this page. If your region doesn’t
have a representative, you might want to consider volunteering with a note to volunteers@one-name.org. Another
new addition to the ‘News’ menu is ‘Committee News’ with
all the papers from past meetings.
However, the busiest menu this quarter has been the ‘Resources’ menu. Our
DNA Advisor, Susan
Meates, has spent the
winter preparing a
comprehensive
new
DNA section. From
novice to those much
more
experienced,
you’re sure to learn
something new. Other
new sections include
‘Guild Services’, ‘Li-

Alan Moorhouse with his display on
his Farmery Study
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brary & DataStores’ and ‘Publicity & Marketing’. Also, the
‘Information & Admin’ page will hopefully help you to find all
those things that you sometimes need but can’t track down.

Some Little Tips

If you’ve tried the Forums on the website, you know that it’s
not easy to keep up with subscribing to forums, then new
topics and then new replies. Actually, you don’t have to subscribe at all. Just go to the top of the sidebar on the right of
the page and click ‘HERE’ in the ‘Automatic Forum Notifications’ box. It’s important to read the description on the page
but if it looks helpful to you, select ‘Receive automatic forum
notifications’ followed by ‘Submit’ and you won’t have to
remember those ‘Subscribe’ buttons ever again! Note though
that when you receive forum notifications in your email, the
links will only work if you’re logged into the system. This is
necessary to keep these forums only accessible by members.
Also, for members with member numbers shorter than four
digits, you still have to use leading zeros to make a four digit
member number for the ‘new’ one-name.org site. But now if
the ‘little grey window’ pops up asking you to sign in again,
it will accept either your four digit number or your shorter
number.

On the Horizon

Now we’ve got to tackle all those ‘back-end’ tasks like
register searches, email addresses, payments and lots of
functions to help postholders perform their many tasks. This
stuff is pretty complicated so it looks like another busy year.
If you know WordPress, HTML/CSS, PHP or Perl and have
some spare time, we’d be happy to hear from you.
As always, if you have any questions or comments, please get
in touch at webmaster@one-name.org. n

Guild DNA display

The Guild Registrar (Susan Hundleby) and the Vice Chairman (Peter
Copsey) in good spirits
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All at Sea
by Adèle Emm (Member 3935)

H

aving just read an article by Steve Tanner (Member 6995)
in the January to March 2017 edition of the GOONS Journal about fate and the online British Newspaper Archive
www.britishnewspaperarchive.co.uk, I’m sharing a wild goose
chase which that fabulous resource (but, as Steve Tanner explained, slow to negotiate) put me through. It always helps, as
Steve Tanner pointed out, that we as GOONS pursue unusual
surnames, in my case, Emm.
At some time or another, anyone tracing this family falls across
Walter Thomas Emm (1817-12 October 1868), the catalyst for
many Emm(s) to give up in disgust believing they are descended from a murderer - although it doesn’t take much to discover
Walter was acquitted.
Walter Thomas was a cordwainer but, when work was short,
took jobs on an ad hoc basis for a somewhat Scrooge-like figure, Mrs Emsley, on whose land his family lived.

Susannah Emm, aged 89 years, which was occasioned at
a fire at No 4 Minerva Street Hackney-road, (it was 14,
journalists, as now, make mistakes) last Saturday morning, it was elicited that the deceased was the widow of
the boatswain on board the Victory when Nelson received
the fatal shot’
Sadly Susannah Emm, Walter’s mother and bedridden for two
years, had suffocated in the fire.
But her husband John had been the boatswain on HMS Victory at the Battle of Trafalgar on 21 October 1805 when Nelson
routed Napoleon’s French and Spanish fleet.
What a result! Especially for an Emm hunter whose targets are
predominantly ag labs and lowly shoemakers.

In August 1860, in an event dubbed the Stepney Murder, she
was brutally killed and the discovery of her body, the inquest in
a local pub, the trial at the Old Bailey and ultimate execution
were ghoulishly played out in the contemporary newspapers,
even syndicated as far away as Australia. Former Irish policeman, James Mullins, aged fifty-eight, was publicly hanged for
the murder on 11 November 1860 in front of a crowd estimated
as over 20,000.
The case and execution was so controversial that Sir Arthur
Conan Doyle reinvestigated it in the Strand Magazine forty
years later (gutenberg.net.au/ebooks06/0600441h.html)
coming to the conclusion that Mullins and Walter were both
innocent. Even so, Walter hanged himself on Wanstead Flats
in October 1868.
I have written extensively about this tragic case.
You may be interested in (“like” is an inappropriate word) the
eponymous website www.capitalpunishmentuk.org which is a
definitive explanation of everything and everyone involved in
the death penalty from its history, type of execution, executioners, the prisons, notorious murderers and contemporary
executions taking place worldwide.
The Emm family lived in the same house in Minerva Street,
Bethnal Green, from at least 1835 until 1912 when the last of
Walter’s brothers died. Like all his sons, the patriarch, John
Emm (c.1786-1872) was a cordwainer/shoemaker.
When grazing through the British Newspaper Archives I chanced
across this gem from the Shoreditch Observer, 8 June 1878.
‘THE FATAL FIRE AT HACKNEY. In the course of the coroner’s enquiry, held on Tuesday, relative to the death of
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The Battle of Trafalgar by William Clarkson Stanfield
Image courtesy of Wikimedia Commons

The boatswain, usually written and pronounced ‘bosun’, was
the ship’s officer in charge of rigging, deck operations and
ship’s maintenance both at sea and ashore. He was an important man and, according to Wikipedia, it’s the oldest rank in
the navy dating back to 1040.
Except it wasn’t true. It took me five minutes on Google to
debunk it.
Victory’s bosun was William Wilmet, famous for firing the port
68pdr carronade gun into the side of French Bucentaure killing 197 men (including the Captain, Jean-Jacques Magendie)
with eighty-five injured. On the starboard side, the Victory was
shooting at French flagship Redoutable – and it was a musket
shot from Redoutable that mortally wounded Nelson.
Without the internet, it would have taken the journalist at
Susannah’s inquest too long to verify the story, and anyway,
what a scoop for the Shoreditch Observer – Victory’s bosun on
their patch!
Journal of One-Name Studies, April-June 2017

But, to quote a cliché, there’s no smoke without fire. Family
myths by their very nature are exaggerations. John had died
six years earlier so couldn’t contradict anything his sons told
the reporter. Why would he lie to his family about being at the
Battle of Trafalgar?

apprenticed to Mr Sweetingham of Winkle Southampton.
Shoemaker for 7 years.’ According to the statement, however,
John only trained for about five years as his mother took back
the indentures and, as in so many households, they ‘have since
been destroyed amongst so many other things.’

The National Archives website lists all participants at the Battle
of Trafalgar, age, rank, place of origin and ship on which they
served (www.nationalarchives.gov.uk/trafalgarancestors).

And then - crucially, ‘For the first 6 months of his time his
master was at Southampton and he boarded and lodged with
him and then went to Portsea and about 2 yrs afterwards he
entered the sea service.’ [impressment].

There were no Emms at Trafalgar but I’m used to Emm being
incorrectly transcribed so I searched for any John, aged eighteen with +/- of three years and hit the button. There were
789 of them. If I keyed in Hampshire or Isle of Wight which is
where John was born, there were none. Wading through was a
long, slow slog.
I finally found John Brimm, eighteen, from Portsea, Hampshire. Brimm? Emm?
Brimm was an ordinary seaman on HMS Dreadnought. It had
to be a mistranscription so I booked my seat at the National
Archives in Kew to view the muster rolls on ADM 36/15955.
HMS Dreadnought, a ninety-eight gun ship, was commissioned
in 1801 and its captain at the Battle of Trafalgar was John Conn,
his appallingly scribbled signature scrawled all over the muster
rolls. The ship’s complement consisted of 738 men and John
Brimm appears in the records several times – definitely Brimm
not Emm. The Dreadnought’s boatswain was Edward Burr.
On 24 October, written in beautiful italic script, are ‘prisoners saved from when on fire,’ from stricken ships French La
Achilles and ‘St Augustine Spanish prize’ including Captain Don
Philipo Carthe Ducegal – the clerk’s brave attempt at San Agustin’s Captain Don Felipe Jado Cagigal presumably grateful to
have been rescued from the sea alongside many of his men.
When I got home, I explored John Brimm on Ancestry just in
case the clerk got the name wrong. It wouldn’t be the first
time.
Brimm was a seasoned mariner recorded in the UK Naval Officer and Rating Service Records 1802-1919. His active records
date from 1802 when he joined HMS La Determines. Achieving
the rank of boatswain in 1825, he left the navy in 1850 (last
boat, Illustrious) at the approximate age of sixty-six. Definitely
not my man.
I couldn’t believe my John had been telling ‘porky pies.’ OK, so
he wasn’t on HMS Victory and perhaps not even at the Battle of
Trafalgar but he had to have been at sea.
I’ve researched this family on online subscription services like
Ancestry and British Newspapers for some time but you can
always find something new so I tried again and found him in
Bethnal Green’s Poor Law Removal and Settlement Records.
How had I ever missed a removal order dated 31 May 1861?
Although John had lived in Minerva Street, Hackney, for over
thirty-two years, the Poor Law wanted to send him back to
Portsea, Hampshire. Whether or not he was briefly removed
to Portsea, he died in Bethnal Green workhouse ten years later
in February 1872, six years before his widow died in the fire.

So John did go to sea. He hadn’t told lies.
It’s estimated over half the Royal Navy at the Battle of Trafalgar were impressed men. The muster rolls even had a column
‘Whence and whether Prest or not’. The TNA lists over 18,000
men at the Battle on the side of the British Navy - but there
were over 110,000 men in the British Navy in 1805.
So, just because John wasn’t at the Battle of Trafalgar didn’t
mean he wasn’t in the Royal Navy in October 1805.
Going back to the British Newspaper Archive, press gangs feature regularly throughout the eighteenth and early nineteenth
century. The reports focus largely on their violent methods
(there were occasionally pitched battles with the townsfolk)
and their penchant for impressing any male regardless of
condition or age. Apprentices under eighteen were officially
excluded, and men could be impressed up to the age of fiftyfive – heaven knows what physical condition they would have
been in in those days. And who could prove their age?
John’s age at impressment is ambiguous – was he impressed two
and a half years after starting his apprenticeship, which makes
him about sixteen and a half or (bearing in mind his mother
tried to take him
back five years
into a seven year
apprenticeship)
or two years after
finishing?
The only way he
could be at sea
in 1805 is if he
had been illegally
impressed aged
Caricature 1780 Press Gang
sixteen and a
Image courtesy of Wikimedia Commons
half. John would
have been twenty-one in 1807. He would have been nineteen when his mother
took back the indentures in 1805 – but in John’s own words,
he was impressed about two years afterwards - back to 1807
again. I am beginning to believe he was impressed after the
Battle of Trafalgar but I will never know for sure. However, I
can understand how, as we would say today, his family ‘biggedup’ the story.
This sadly reiterates we mustn’t believe everything we read in
the papers – no matter how old. n
Adèle is studying the surname Emm with variants Emme
and Emms and can be contacted at emm@one-name.org

Back to the settlement statement; ‘When about 14 years old
Journal of One-Name Studies, April-June 2017
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DNA hints of Deep Roots
for the main Plant family
by Dr John S. Plant (Member 4890)
and Prof Richard E. Plant (Member 6100)

I

ntroduction

Four possible meanings are listed for
Plant(e) in “The Oxford Dictionary of
Family Names of Britain and Ireland”.
[1] For the spelling Plante this gives
the meaning, a planted place such as a
vineyard (from French planté), or the
same meaning as plant (2) which it lists
as (Norman) from some suitably named
place. In particular, it associates the
meaning of the 1282 by-name spelling de
Plantes, in England, with someone from
Le Plantis in Lower Normandy. Further
locative forms are de la Planta (alias de
Plant’) for a landholder in Anjou in 1202;
and, de la Plaunt (or Plaunt) for three
merchants in Upper Normandy in 1273. Fig.2. Possible transmission of the Plant name to various peasants under their feudal lords.
Such meanings as living near a planted
Plantagenet name. The Plant surname might have meant,
place, or having come from some suitably named settle- more simply, just a basic soul or offshoot.[7] Reaney alloment, are standard for a surname’s origins.
cates the meaning sprout/shoot to the surname Sprot[3] and
Language Dictionaries allocate this same meaning, around
However, when it comes to a specific English meaning, much the times of surname formation, to the word plant. The
controversy has prevailed. For example, we can note Bard- figurative meaning ‘child’, which is included in the 2016 Sursley’s late nineteenth century comment, “I give this up. I name Dictionary,[1] is a mapping of the metaphorical sense
can suggest no satisfactory solution”.[2] To get around this, ‘newly sprouting shoot’ into the target domain of the Plant
twentieth century authors[3][4] invoked English metonymy surname’s possible meanings.
and metaphor. The aforesaid 2016 Surname Dictionary
summarises this by picking two possible English meanings Early evidence for the Plant name
for plant (1): gardener (cf. metonym of le Planteur, Plant- Leaving linguistics aside, we can consider the historical
ebene, Planterose) or child (cf. metaphor of shoot, offshoot, evidence for the early Plant name’s circumstances. Those
offspring).
individuals outlined in red in Figure 2 are ones who are
associated with early Plant records. We give fuller details
Particularly common in English is the PEOPLE ARE PLANTS elsewhere.[8]
metaphor.[5] A descending family can be said to have grown
from its roots to branch out profusely, or wither. We have Starting with William Longspée (Figure 2(1)), he was a
related some MAN IS PLANT metaphoric senses to Geffrey Plan- younger, loyal, illegitimate half-brother of King John. With
tagenet (1113-51), Count of Anjou and Duke of Normandy.[6] their loss of lands in France, his trail progressed through
His nickname, Plantagenet, Normandy into England, though he briefly returned to secure
not only meant a hairy shoot Gascony in 1225. In due course, he became sheriff of Staf(cf. his bearded appearance) fordshire and Shropshire in 1224 and, in 1244, his eldest son’s
but also matched his stated daughter married the royalist baron James Audley (c.1220qualities – energy, upright 72) of Heleigh castle in north Staffordshire (Figure 2(3)). We
purity, good training and gen- have found twenty coincident locations which link variously
erating new life. These same spelled early records for the Plant name to this William and
qualities occur in association his descent of Longspée-Audley feudal lords.
with plants in writings dating
from ancient Greek to early It is typically considered that peasants in the domain of a
modern English.[6]
lord were often assigned surnames by the lord’s administrators. Hence, clerics for the Longspée-Audley lords might have
The surname Plant does not ascribed the surname Plant more than once, to peasants in
reveal nearly so many clues, different localities. That would provide a possible explahowever, on which to base a nation for the trail of Plant records coinciding with known
detailed meaning. The skel- locations of the descending feudal lords who are included in
Fig.1. Funerary enamel of the
etal
Y-DNA of Richard III does Figure 2.
bearded Geffrey Plantagenet
not link the Plants to the
Image courtesy of Dr John S. Plant
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As a less likely explanation, peasants already called Plant
might have arrived in their subsequent locations, in particular
in their main homeland in north Staffordshire, by migrating
from further south in the company of their feudal lord. Peasants in such retinues appear to have been relatively few,
however. Though the royal household could number around
200 to 500, the household of Hugh Audley (1289-1347) Earl
of Gloucester (1337-47) was a little under 100.[9] This Hugh
Audley (Figure 2(5)), besides land in Gloucestershire, held
the manors of Chilton (Oxfordshire) and Gratton in Leek
parish (Staffordshire), with the latter having been in Audley
hands by 1218.
The main Plant family has grown especially in its north
Staffordshire main homeland. Other early Plant records
have been found in other Longspée-Audley locations, albeit
typically only some time later than these feudal lords, when
adequate surviving records become available.[8] Tracking
back through this Longspée-Audley connection, the name
Plant could have originated with a straightforward French
meaning. Rightly or wrongly, that would dispense with a need
to consider, in English, just figurative meanings, in order to
explain the surname origins of the main Plant family.

numbers of early main-family breeding men that are needed,
in 1401 and 1671, for them to reach some target populations
by 1851. We show three different curves corresponding to
three different target sizes: a mean with two outer curves
either side, representing an estimated 90% confidence interval (see Appendix A for details). This spread takes account of
the estimated sampling uncertainties of our Y-DNA results.
Though derived from the matching Plant populations in 1851,
the numbers on the horizontal axes of Figure 3 remain compatible with the surviving documentary records, including
unique ones for Staffordshire households in 1532-33 (Appendix B). From such documentation we estimate that, for the
sixteenth century, there were around forty-four Plant households in Cheshire and Staffordshire, with another twenty-six
in other counties who were less likely to be male-line related. This sits comfortably with a mid- range, of around fifty or
sixty breeding males, suggested by our computer simulations
for a date midway between those of Figures 3(a) and 3(b).
(a)

(b)

Growth of the main Plant family

To consider the possible origins of the main Plant family further, we can turn to our DNA evidence.[10] A notable DNA
feature is that the Plant surname includes, in its number of
around 28,000 living people, an abnormally large male-line
family. In our previous computer simulations,[11][12][13] we
found a need to introduce an additional beneficial factor in
order to explain this main family’s unusually large size.
We identified two possible beneficial factors in particular. One was that there could have been an early boost to
the number of Plant sons, in the main family, such as with
long-lived early men having more than one fertile wife. Alternatively, there could have been an early start to this main
family, with its number growing steadily down male lines
from early times, especially in times before the famines and
plagues of the fourteenth century.
An initial quick spurt at an early stage of a large male-line
family is easier to understand than abnormally rapid growth
more recently. For a populous single male-line family, recent
unusually vigorous growth would need to involve surprisingly
many men, sharing a coincidence of high fecundity. Some
authorities, such as Brian Sykes and George Redmonds, have
considered that genetics might play a role in a male-line
family’s exceptional growth. However, for the main Plant
family, we have found no evidence that the relatively few
genes on our Y-chromosome were enough, persistently down
the centuries, to keep successive generations of sons surviving into adulthood to breed copiously.

A back extrapolation of the main Plant family
size

For a populous surname, we need to consider that it could
have had multiple origins. When we consider only the Y-DNA
matching part of a surname, however, with sufficient Y-DNA
resolution, we identify a single male-line family that must
have had a single origin. That then constrains the possibilities of family growths.
The two graphs in Figure 3 indicate our simulation-derived
Journal of One-Name Studies, April-June 2017

Fig.3. Chances (0≤p≤1) of reaching our 1851 targets, (a) in 1401; and,
(b) in 1671.

In order to push back further, we have used estimated general population growths for various English counties since
1086.[14] As a norm, around which to spread statistically diverse family growth possibilities, we here use the published
general population numbers for the counties of Cheshire and
Staffordshire combined.
Year

5th percentile

50th percentile

95th percentile

1371

1

1

3

1341

1

2

6

1311

1

3

8

1281

1

4

12

1251

1

5

15

1221

1

6

20

1191

1

7

25

1161

1

9

32

1131

2

11

40

1101

2

13

48

By beginning with just one man at various early dates, we
have computed the expected numbers of living fertile men
who have descended from him, by 1401. Very often this predicted number is zero. However, we omit those outcomes
from the preceding table and consider only the descent
families that have survived in the male line. We can then
consider a 90% confidence interval for the size of those families that, like the main Plant family, have survived without
‘daughtering out’ (i.e. have not gone extinct in their male
lines).
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From our computer simulation results in Figure 3(a), we need
a main Plant family population size of around twenty to sixty
reproductively-active men, by 1401. The above table shows
that the main Plant family could reasonably reach our lower
target of at least twenty if it starts out with one fertile man
around 1221 (see 95th percentile result of twenty for the year
1221 in the table). Even with this relatively early start, there
is only a 5% chance (above the 95th percentile) that the main
Plant family will attain this computed target of twenty or
more breeding men by 1401.
Though every clue helps, these back computations do not, of
course, provide anything more than speculation. Instead of
this supposed early start around 1221, the main Plant family
could have started later though it would then have needed
an even more fortuitous early boost to its number of fertile
Plant sons in order to reach, as readily, its target main family
size by 1851.

An early start possibility for the main family

William Longspée’s mother, Ida of Tosny in Upper Normandy,
went on to become Countess of Norfolk (c.1181). This Longspée’s nephew and ward (1225-26) – the 4th earl of Norfolk
(1233-70) – had a butler and sergeant called Roger Plantyn
(1254, 1258). We can also associate a place name. A manor
called la Planteland is mentioned in 1310 in the Chepstow
(Strigul) estate that had been inherited by this 4th earl, from
his mother in 1248, and then by the 5th earl (1270-1306) before, in 1311, it became Plateland (sic).
Though the evidence is not strong, an earlier purely French
planté could have sufficed to identify this ‘planted place’,
in the language of the Tosny-Longspée affinity. There might
then have been a bilingual clarification – Planteland – combining both French and English. A place, described by planté,
could have turned into a surname for a local peasant family
living near one.
Not far away, there were Longspée lands at Charlton and
ones granted to Hinton priory by Longspée’s widow (Figure
2(2)) in 1227. These are both near Bath, where a number
of Plants are recorded between 1280 and 1349. Perhaps a
fashion for a ‘planted place’ naming could have been in play
here, such as with the planting (which meant founding) of
Hinton Priory. The local Plant records start around 1280 with
a Robert Plonte who is styled ‘once bailiff of Maresfelde’[15]
– Marshfield is just six miles from Bath and seven miles from
Bitton where, in 1275, Thomas and Helen Plonte leased land
to build a house.
More generally, several peasant men might have had roots
reaching back to an ancestor who had been local to a
‘planted place’. The main Plant family for example, whether
already named or not, could have long been local to north
Staffordshire, even though it was not until the 1360s that
there are adequate surviving records to identify the Plant
surname there. From our early patchy records, [15] we can
say little more about the main Plant family’s origins than
that there were at least seven differently-named Plants in
the 1370s across the county border into east Cheshire from
Leek, at the northernmost tip of Staffordshire, as well as one
in the sparser records for Leek parish itself by 1379 and two
more by 1397.
To summarise, we do not have good documentary evidence
that the main Plant family had migrated to its main home-
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land, around Leek, with the Longspée-Audley lords in their
recent times before the 1360s. All we know, as yet, from
the deep-ancestry Y-DNA results for the main Plant family is
that its ancestral male line (R1b-L617) was apparently near
the Pyrenees around two or more millennia before then.
However, by means of Y-DNA family size simulations, we can
explain the large size of the main Plant family, more readily, if it had begun as a single family by around 1221. As it
happens, this estimated date is around the times of William
Longspée’s association with Staffordshire (1224). It is only on
the balance of probabilities, however, that we can guess that
the male line of the main Plant family was already in north
Staffordshire by 1221, with a descending multiplicity of male
lines all being surnamed Plant there, at least by the 1360s.

Appendix A: Some details of our computational method

Our previous computer simulations [11][12][13] assessed the
probability of a single family growing large in the UK and
included the likely outcome of emigration to the USA in particular, where the overall population expanded prodigiously.
We here simplify the simulations by considering just the UK
population by 1851. We allow some previously identified
beneficial growth factors, such as the relatively high population growth rates for Staffordshire, as well as allowing more
laxity in the interpretation of our DNA results.
Y-DNA testing indicates that around 60% of the tested Plants
(thirty-one out of fifty-two) match into the main Plant family
but this might partly be due to a so-called Founder Effect for
those Plants who have emigrated overseas. Hence, considering only those whose ancestral lines are known to have been
in England in 1851, we have twenty-nine of whom fourteen
match. In other words, 48% of these match the main Plant
family and, allowing for statistical uncertainties, we can be
90% confident that the main family fraction accounts for between 33% and 64% of the total number of UK Plants. In fact,
these numbers can be increased to between 38% and 74% for
a NPE (non-paternity event) rate of 1% per generation over
fifteen generations, or to between 45% and 86% for a 2% rate.
However, in trying to explain the large main family size, we
here err on the lowest side, adopting a 0% rate, giving the
estimate that between 33% and 64% of the UK Plants were in
the main family (cf. Table 1 of [16]).
Considering the 1851 Census entries for Plant men in England, aged between seventeen and fifty, there are 898. In
other words, around 21% of the 3,081 English Plants in 1851
were reproductive age males. From the DNA data, we can
estimate that 48% of these, or more widely between 33% and
64% of them, match the main Plant family. In other words, in
1851 we have around 411 breeding males in the main family
or, with 90% confidence, between 296 and 566. Our computer
simulation results shown in Figure 3 then indicate the number of breeding male Plants needed to reach each of these
three target Plant population values by 1851.

Appendix B: Estimated main family size from
documents

For an early estimate of a single-family surname’s size, late
fourteenth century poll tax records are sometimes invoked.
However, surviving poll tax returns are non-existent for adjoining Cheshire and seem little better for the main Plant
family locations in north Staffordshire.
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For 1532-33 however there are apparently reliable records
for eighteen Plant households in Staffordshire, almost all
in its north.[17] The 1538-1600 parish records then suggest
that this accounts for 26% of the sixteenth century English
Plant population and we can expect there to have been
another 37% adjacent in Cheshire. Hence, it seems reasonable that, by the sixteenth century, there could have been
a single male-line family of reproductive Plant men that
perhaps numbered around forty-four households, straddling
the border between north Staffordshire and Cheshire. For
the estimated twenty-six further households elsewhere in
England, outside these two counties, it is less certain that
they belonged to the main Plant family. n

[8] http://plant.one-name.net/LongspeeAudley.html especially http://
plant.one-name.net/LongspeeAudley.html#LongAud
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John and Richard are studying the surname Plant and can
be contacted at plant@one-name.org or via the website
plant.one-name.net

The Name of the Game
Seminar Report
Bearley Village Hall, Bearley
Saturday 11 February 2017
by Diana Miles (Member 7476)

A

s a very new member of the Guild I felt that this
seminar had been arranged especially for me, and duly
signed up. However, I was quite surprised to be asked
to write a review about the day.
The directions to the venue were clear and I had no difficulty
in finding it once I turned off the M40 motorway. Despite the
threatened snow, there was no traffic congestion to cope
with on the journey.
The village hall venue was well chosen, as there was plenty
of space inside, chairs with small cushions and a car park
that was adequate for all the delegates to park quite easily.
I was very early – having left time for there to be snow related problems during the journey – and I was welcomed by the
two catering ladies, Judy and Dominic; they later provided
us with refreshments and an excellent buffet lunch.
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I discovered that all the delegates were to be issued with
colour coded name badges on
lanyards, which made them easy
to read. As a new member, I was
given an orange badge, whilst
there were green for non-members and white for delegates.
There were to be about seventyfive attendees.
We were welcomed to the day
by Sue Thornton-Grimes, who
outlined the delectable presentations we would enjoy during the
day.
Sue Thornton-Grimes

The symposium started with a
talk by the Warwickshire Record Office team member David

17

Hodgkinson, who spoke clearly
and with enthusiasm about their
records, explaining that both Birmingham and Stratford still had a
lot of their own records. His talk
was interspersed with projections
of copies of some of their unusual
records.
Along with four archivists and a
restorer, they have a devoted
“Friends Association” who raise
funds for equipment, collection
purchases and assistance.
David Hodgkinson

He talked about some less obvious
information contained within their parish records, including
a recipe for a cure for the bite from a mad dog, miscellaneous general recipes, and in one for the control of the ‘pest’
“urchin” – a colloquial name for the hedgehog, which it was
believed drank milk directly from a cow!
On a more serious note, their records include the overseers account book, settlements and removal orders, bastardy
examinations, and medicines paid for by the parish to the
poor for certain conditions. The records of local felons also
contain descriptions of the individuals and sometimes photos of them, if they were habitual “criminals”, along with
numerous other records which could keep one enthralled for
hours. These photos may be the only ones we will see of our
ancestors. He encouraged us to visit and make use of these
records.
After a comfort break, Kim Baldacchino gave us an hour’s talk
on “a RUN around the website”,
The website includes regional
news, forthcoming events, forums
and a suggestion board, resources, DNA resources, Guild Services
– including a mentoring scheme.
She also highlighted the different
areas accessible to members and
non-members, and accessing the
studies, news, forums, events
resources, help, surname search
and contact details.
The website talk was followed by
suggestions and tips on setting
Kim Baldacchino
up a profile page, which was just
what I needed to hear about. A profile allows space for a
quick history on the background to our study, a basic layout
for our site, some in depth information and any information known about the surname, such as its origins, numbers
known about and local clusters of the surname. It should
include our details, GOONS website address for contacts to
contact us – to be linked to our own e-mail address, and to
remember regular up-dates. She also reminded us to include
a means of preserving a study in the event of our death.
We then participated in a short quiz on what we had remembered from Kim’s talk.
She followed this with information about the updating of the
website – blue for the original information and the “new”
which has a logo in the top corner. It is still in transition,
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so there are still a few broken links. She apologised for the
numerous requests for members to “log in” to the different
parts of the site – due to the continued evolvement. She
also advised us that if too many attempts to log in caused a
lockout it would be available again after half an hour.
After lunch the day continued with a talk by Debbie Kennett
on “Social Media for One-Name
Studies”, and why the sites are so
helpful to researchers in tracking
their ancestors. Those of us who
are nervous about joining one or
more of them need to take our
courage in both hands and join,
albeit choosing the access and
security levels very carefully.
After another comfort stop Alan
Moorhouse gave a talk on “More
to a One-Name Study than a List
of Names”, during which he described many approaches that
Debbie Kennett
were more than just “genealogical train spotting”. His study is for the name “Farmery”.
He advised on using lateral material such as newspaper archives for interesting “snippets”
of information, that may include
“after dinner” speakers, and
anything publicised on or by holders of the surname such as book
authors.
He talked about holding his annual Name Weekends, when the
Farmery surname holders gather
for a day that includes guest
speakers either side of lunch, a
prequel the evening before and a
more formal Saturday dinner, all
to entice attendees to stay over
Alan Moorhouse
and make a weekend of it, often
with a visit to a local attraction on the Sunday. He encourages participation by other attendees.
He uses all forms of social media to identify other members
of the one-name that he studies and actively trawls Facebook for people using the same surname.
Alan has an impressive collection of artefacts that contain his
study name, ranging from books
he has sourced on eBay to a business advertising sign. Anything
and everything is of interest to
him when it includes “the name”.
After tea, the last session “Managing a One-Name Study” was
presented by Sue ThorntonGrimes on behalf of Rod Clayburn
who was unable to be present.
Rod advised that there is no “one
way” to organise a study. However, using the Guild publication,
“Seven Pillars of Wisdom” as a
“pro-forma” especially the last

Rod Clayburn
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page, Rod identified which of the thirty-seven stages he believes should take priority.

data. Further assistance in the form of handouts on this talk
can be found on the Guild website.

These included identification of the frequency and distribution of the surname, identifying name variants and deviants
at an early stage, the storage of data, aim for digital using
a commercial system or a spreadsheet and then, by using as
many of the on-line resources as possible, identify different
people with the surname and variants.

It was a most informative and interesting day, and by the
end I had a wealth of information to stimulate me in how
to organise the amount of information that I have already
accumulated, and ideas of where to research next.

He reminded us that storage is paramount, so that records
are available to others and are not in danger of being lost.
Rod recommended that systems be digital as storage of the
old paper based studies give future researchers difficulty in
accessing. Scan all paper records, the only paper record you
should aim for is a book on your study in the national libraries. Of major importance is the backing up of your collected

During the day, I could meet my West Sussex Regional Rep,
which was lovely as I can now put a face to the name which
is always helpful. I am looking now forward to attending the
AGM at the end of March. n
Diana is studying the surname Helstrip with variants
Halstrip, Healstrip, Helstrop and can be contacted at
helstrip@one-name.org

Pictures from The Name of the Game seminar

Attendees chatting informally before the start of the seminar

Members enjoying themselves at the
evening meal

Bob Cumberbatch ensuring
the event is recorded for the
web site

Samantha
Godley recently
elected to the Guild
Committee
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Seminar photos courtesy of Peter Hagger
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The Harmston Family and the Circus
by Flt Lt (Ret’d) Raymond W. Harmston (Member 5933)

B

ackground

In the late eighteenth century many ‘entertainers’
travelled the country performing in small towns and
villages. Two such individuals, William Harmston and George
Stoodley, got together in the 1800s to form the Stoodley and
Harmston circus. Both were equestrians and the circus successfully performed around the Midlands and East of England.
Over the years, and in various guises, Harmston circuses successfully toured Britain, Europe, South East Asia, the Far East
and Australasia. In addition to entertaining the general public from all walks of life, they had the honour of performing
to heads of state, nobility and distinguished individuals. The
Harmston association with circuses eased shortly before the
start of World War II.

What prompted this research?

Research by Ray commenced at precisely 3pm on Saturday
19 September 1998 at the Richmond Park Hotel, Surrey. The
occasion was the marriage of his son John Richard Harmston
to Ladda Wright (née Promnee) who was born of Thai parents
in 1964. During the proceedings, one of the bride’s elder
relatives, who had travelled from Thailand to the ceremony,
approached him and casually asked “Are you part of the circus family?” After a stunned silence, Ray could only answer
“I am not aware of any Harmston circus”.
Several weeks later, Ray met with a recently discovered second
cousin, Geoff Harmston, to discuss family members who had
emigrated to the USA. Afterwards, the subject of a possible
circus connection was raised which resulted in Ray being presented with both Geoff’s file on the circus and many wishes of
good luck! Tucked away in the file were manuscript records and
conversations between William Batty Harmston’s granddaughter Jeanette Besley, the latter being a resident of Hamilton,
New Zealand.
The search was now very much ‘all systems go’.

Origins of the circus family

The story starts with Thomas Harmston of Normanton, Lincolnshire who died in 1713, fortuitously leaving a will. One
of his sons, John Harmston (Ray’s 6 x great grandfather) was
first married to Ann Bush at Leadenham. They had six children, among them William Harmston (1694-1764). William
and his wife, Eleanor Prestwood had twelve children. One
child was Robert (born in 1740) who in turn was to marry
Jane Askew. Robert and Jane produced seven children which
included John Harmston (1777-1864).
The only son of John and his wife Mary, William Harmston
(1811-1882) was the co-founder of the Stoodley and Harmston
circus. William was married to Martha Howes and had eight
children. Of these, two became involved in the circus, William
Batty Harmston and his sister, Elizabeth Ann. It is possible that
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William Batty Harmston was named after Tom Batty, another
circus owner.
William Batty Harmston was married twice, first to Amelia
Ward and later to Jane Evelyn Allowed, an equestrienne and
circus owner.

The succession of the circus owners

In June 1876, the Stoodley and Harmston circus visited
Lincoln having completed a successful tour of Britain and
Europe. In about 1880, the partnership was dissolved, for
reasons unknown. William Batty Harmston took over the circus from his father who died in 1882.
However, in 1886, the circus was declared bankrupt at
Ramsgate, Kent after a particularly poor season caused by
extreme bad weather. The company was left with only four of
their twenty horses and very little equipment.
What happened next is unknown but in 1889 the Harmston circus reappeared in India. It subsequently travelled the Far East
and Australasia, becoming ‘the largest and best circus in the
East’. William Batty Harmston died 12 November 1893, aged
forty-four, at the Beach Hotel, Singapore. This followed a brief
illness of ‘dysentry with internal complications’. The circus,
nevertheless, continued under the ownership of William’s second wife, Jane, together with the circus manager, Robert Love,
whom she would later marry, becoming Jane Harmston-Love.
Next came William (Willie) G. Harmston, the only son of William Batty and Jane. After the death of Jane at Calcutta in
1912, Willie took over but the circus struggled to compete with
the stage. Willie died in 1936 at a time when the circus was in
financial trouble. In 1938 it was sold to Richard (Dickie) Bell,
road manager for the Harmston circus, and continued as the
Bell and Harmston circus.
A daughter of William and Jane Harmston, Nellie May HarmstonLove, established a separate entertainment company, Nellie
Harmston’s Novelty Co. which performed during the 1920s both
in America, South East Asia and Australasia.

The adopted son

There would appear to have been no natural children from
the marriage of William Batty Harmston to Amelia Ward.
However, in 1868 William adopted a young Spanish boy in
Madrid, Valero de Gracia Royo, then aged five years. A letter confirming this informal adoption stated that Valero was
not to be taken from William before his twenty-first birthday
and in return William would train Valero to become a circus
performer.
Valero assumed the name George Harmston and he eventually became an established elephant trainer. On 5 September
1892, George was married at Christchurch, Yokohama, Japan
to Blond Bernadine Eldred. Blond had been ‘born at sea’ on 28
Top of page: Circus elephant Image courtesy of Usien
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November 1867 and was
named after the ship
on which she was born.
Blond’s father was Gilbert
Neziah Eldred, an equestrian, elephant trainer and
circus owner.

The circus travels

There are records of the
Harmston circus visiting
Bombay, Colombo, Calcutta, Singapore, Saigon,
Hanoi, Macau, Kowloon,
Manila,
Penang
and
several places in Java.
Also visited were many
locations in Australia,
George Harmston
Tasmania and New ZeaImage courtesy of Ray Harmston
land. In Melbourne, the
company had their own iron-clad building which they used
for performances. When not in residence the building was
hired out for large public functions.
Whilst in Hanoi (then in French Indo-China) and Ipoh (Sumatra)
the circus possessed thirty European artistes and fifty animals.
The latter included three lions and tigers, an elephant, two
panthers, three bears, fifteen monkeys, ten geese, two kangaroos, one llama, thirty five cockatoos, fourteen horses and
nine ponies.
The Harmston Continental Circus arrived in New Zealand 5
February 1890 aboard the BMS Alameda from San Francisco.
Indeed, so frequent were their visits to New Zealand that
(in 1898) the face of Robert Love, circus manager and genial
showman, was reported to be as familiar in Auckland as that
of the town clock.

Murder in the family

Elizabeth Ann Harmston was the sister of William Batty
Harmston. She was born at Short Hill, Nottingham 14 September 1853. Her parents
were reported to have
run the Windmill Tavern,
in Market Street, Nottingham. Elizabeth became
an accomplished circus
performer (an equilibrist)
and was married to fellow
circus performer John
Stewart 3 March 1877 at
the British Embassy in
Vienna.

Ten years later saw tragedy again strike the Harmston family
in a tale more reminiscent of a modern day film noir. Whilst
performing with the Cook’s Circus Company in Greenock, Scotland, Elizabeth Ann Harmston was stabbed to death on the
night of 14 November 1891 on her way home from an evening
performance. Her assailant, Frederick Storey, killed her in a
jealous rage after she became engaged to someone else. Storey, a widower, and the ex-business manager of Cooke’s Circus
had pursued Elizabeth Ann for some time but had been firmly
rejected. He had been dismissed as business manager a few
days before the murder for unacceptable behaviour and this,
coupled with Elizabeth’s engagement, may well have ‘pushed
him over the edge’.
Storey was caught soon after the dreadful event and tried 21
December 1891, found guilty and was hanged at Greenock Gaol
at 8am on Monday 11 January 1892. A case of ‘crime - trial punishment’ in less than three months. (One might say they
didn’t hang around in those days!).
Elizabeth Ann’s funeral was at Arbroath 18 November 1891
and she was laid to rest in the family vault, purchased at the
time of her husband’s untimely death. Many members of the
Stewart family are contained in this vault which was still in use
during 1996.
At the time of the murder, Elizabeth’s two sons John (then
aged thirteen) and George (aged eleven) were in India under
the care of their uncle, William Batty Harmston, learning to
become musicians and circus performers.

Acknowledgements

In addition to those mentioned above, we are most grateful
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What next?

There are still many areas of interest and two in particular.
The first is who provided the financial backing to re-start the
circus in India after bankruptcy in England? Secondly, did the
circus perform in the USA or was this only a base? Any additional information on any aspect of the circus would be most
welcome. n
Raymond is studying the surname Harmston with variants
Armston, Harmeston, Harmstone and can be contacted
by letter.

Whilst John performed
under the pseudonym
Stewart Pastor, Elizabeth
was known as Lizzie Pastor.
They became well known
Elizabeth Ann Harmston
circus performers in both
Image courtesy of Ray Harmston
France and Spain. They
had at least two children,
John Edward and George William. Sadly in 1881 John Stewart
died from a sudden illness whilst the family were on holiday at
his home town, Arbroath, Scotland.
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Names have Histories too
by John Heritage (Member 67)

D

uring my 1930-1940 childhood years, I learned from
my headmaster father and my grandfather that their
earlier homes were in Tysoe, Warwickshire and that
the Tysoe Heritage family had lived there ‘since the Norman
Conquest’. As I grew older, I found that the name Heritage
was universally considered to be Norman-French and I had
no reason to doubt either fact although I recognised the absence of any proof of either claim. In due course, my own
little boy began to ask questions similar to those which I
remembered asking thirty years earlier. Partly for his benefit
but also to improve my own knowledge of our origins, I began
to investigate our ancestry properly.
It was more difficult in the 1960s. Family history researchers
were comparatively rare;
there was little published
literature and visits to
record offices (rather
than public libraries or
computers) were obligatory and their archive
staff was usually wary of
very occasional amateur
visitors. I was once told
tartly ‘the archives are
for official use’. Those
days have long gone but
they did have one enormous advantage. Primary
records were freely available and one was spared
the hazards of using transcriptions of uncertain
St Mary’s Church, Tysoe
accuracy. My life-time
Image courtesy of Carol Walker
involvement in scientific
research taught me to rely on primary sources. I was shocked
some years later to discover that my extended family of
some twenty-odd individuals living in Tysoe were completely
absent from the obligatory ‘official’ transcript of the 1881
Census held by one County Record Office at the time.
Luck surely plays a part in all of our lives and I have been
particularly lucky with my family history research on at least
three occasions.
Firstly, I once chanced to sit beside a total stranger in the
original Warwickshire ‘Shire Hall’ County Record Office and
found that we were both consulting Tysoe records. We introduced ourselves and I learned that his name was Fred
Markwell. He told me about the recently formed Birmingham
and Midland Society for Genealogy and Heraldry (BMSGH)
and when I returned home I applied to become a member
and have never regretted it. On a second occasion, I learned
that a gentleman called Don Steele was about to begin a
course of family history in Camberley, which is only about
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five miles from my home. About a dozen or so pupils took
part at first and our collective enthusiasm encouraged us to
continue our sessions after Don had completed his series of
talks. He continued to attend our monthly gatherings and
invited a series of specialists to address us on a wide range
of topics and techniques. They included an unimagined (by
me) range of record classes. Some of these speakers became
personal correspondents and freely shared their skills with
advice on my particular needs and ambitions. The original
course eventually evolved to become the West Surrey Family
History Society.
I traced my line back to the late seventeenth century fairly
quickly and then found myself facing a brick wall. I began
to search in an ever wider area for any earlier references to
the name Heritage in the hope of bridging the gap. Searching
‘forwards’ rather than ‘backwards’ in time is much less satisfactory. I found many references to Heritage families in the
vicinity before finally climbing my wall with a will found by
chance in the Bodleian Library. By that time I had also unwittingly begun what is known now as a one-name study. Several
of my correspondents were also investigating the ancestry of
all holders of the same name and some of them founded the
Guild of One-Name Studies.
By now I had reached
back to 1310 and was
gratified to confirm that
my childhood understanding had been correct
- we had always lived in
Tysoe. Throughout my
life, I have been told repeatedly that my name
is most appropriate for
my hobbies of family
and local history. There
is a universal conviction
that the name Heritage
derives from the French
word which has always
meant ‘a legacy’ in both
French and English. What
other derivation could it
possibly have? How wrong
this was to prove.

Bodleian Library entrance, Oxford
Image courtesy of Kaihsu Tai

For many years I travelled on business to a great many parts
of the World including densely populated industrial parts
of France and other French-speaking countries. Wherever I
went, I scanned directories for instances of my name but
never found one. How strange that a mediaeval French name
used to this day in many other parts of the world should
have become extinct in France. Throughout many years, the
nagging puzzle festered. If the name was indeed based on a
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French noun, then surely it would have sometimes gained
an l’ or d’ and become Leritage or Deritage. I asked the
French equivalent of the Society of Genealogists to advise
me of French holders of any such name and learned that
there were none - and never had been. I found several variant spellings during my searches and an expert on variants
once told me that forty-one were theoretically possible for
the name Heritage: with and without the initial ‘H’; with the
‘i’ replaced by ‘y’; with a double ‘rr’ and many variations of
the final ‘-age’ syllable, e.g. ‘-ajge’; ‘-aydge’; ‘-aje’ and so
on but I have found far fewer than that in practice.
There was yet another puzzle too, concerning the use
of a word meaning ‘legacy’ as a
surname. Someone
identified as a legacy
surely implied that
they were someone
else’s property: i.e.
a slave. But slaves
were never given surnames and adopted
their master’s name.
I wrote to the author
of a book on the
subject of surname
meanings and which
showed the traditional explanation of
the name Heritage
as deriving from the
Norman-French word
‘erytage’
meaning
A page from the C manuscript of the
Anglo-Saxon Chronicle AD 871
legacy and explained
Image courtesy of Wikimedia Commons
my puzzlement. Almost by return of
post, I received a most unhelpful reply, which was barely
polite. I learned that another edition of his book was with
a publisher. Subsequent editions omitted the name Heritage
entirely and I felt vindicated.
Then I had a third stroke of luck in 2003. It began inauspiciously with my falling off a roof. With both ankles broken
and a smashed tibia, I was obliged to stay off my feet for
about three months and seized the opportunity to read everything that I had ever dreamt of reading, but had always
lacked the time. I began with the several versions of the
Anglo-Saxon Chronicles. On about the third day, in the Peterborough version of AD 1120, I suddenly found myself staring
in disbelief at the word: ‘Heretoga’. A footnote explained:
‘Heretoga, the name originally given to a Saxon war leader
but which shifted with time towards a term of territorial
status. In the Laws of Edward the Confessor, the name had
become heretocha and described the Leader of a Province
ranking between earl and a thegn’.
Eureka! This was surely a much more plausible and flattering
source for my name than that of a slave. It also explained
why it had never become ‘Deritage’ or ‘Leritage’. I had long
accepted that a Norman might have adopted a Saxon word
as his surname but it was much more likely to have been a
Saxon. I attended the Kings’ School in Ely and was well aware
that Hereward the Wake had based his campaign against the
Normans there. I also knew that Here- was the Saxon name
for a fighting force or war band (as in Hereford) but had
Journal of One-Name Studies, April-June 2017

never thought that
‘my’ Heri shared the
same root.
As I reflected on the
discovery, I realised
that it also provided
the answer to a question which I had never
recognised - its early
concentration in a
relatively small area.
In the process of
tracing my ancestry,
I had initially concentrated on the area
immediately around
Tysoe but had subsequently traced many
Hereward fighting Normans
apparently unrelated
Image courtesy of Cassell’s illustrated
families as I found
History of England
them in other parts
of England, eastern Wales and with a few in Ireland.
By the late 1970s, I had constructed about 100 separate
pedigrees with each having several generations - some of ten
or more and some with more than a thousand names. These
have progressively reduced to about forty as they become
related to each other. A survey of the 1881 census led to the
conclusion that 40% lived in the south-east midlands, 40%
in Greater London and the remainder scattered elsewhere.
Every one of the London lines leads back to the same compact south-east midlands area - but why?
Discovering that the name had a Saxon origin (rather thanNorman or Viking) and with a militant meaning, suddenly
gave our area of origin considerable and unexpected geographical significance. It lay close to the boundary between
the Danelaw and Mercia where inevitable racial tensions
would have created a need for armed bands. DNA studies
have since shown that every individual Heritage tested so
far, shares a single Saxon ancestor. How I wished that my father and grandmother could have known that our family had
originated hundreds of years before the Norman Conquest
and probably within, say, twenty miles of Tysoe.
There remains one very recent jarring element. During the
last few years, a number of very early mediaeval references
to the name have been found in south-west Lancashire. I
can find no link between these and the primary reference
group in the south midlands. The Vikings occupying Ireland
frequently raided the Lancashire coast and I speculate that
there may once have been a comparable Heritage-led war
band there. Some of the members of this north-west family migrated to Flintshire and those remaining in Lancashire
gradually died out. The Flintshire family seems to have suffered the same fate as that in Lancashire because I can find
no present-day descendants of this north-western group. The
resolution of one or two origins for the name must remain in
doubt for the present. n
John is studying the surname Heritage with variants Eritage, Erytage, Heratage, Herritage, Herytage and can be
contacted by letter.

23

Slaytons, Slattens and Sladens
Similar names, different YDNA,
or,
Driving a wedge into a tree trunk!
by Clinton Slayton (Member 6995)

I

n this study, I will show how DNA is used to “confirm a
hunch,” albeit an educated guess, by two researchers with
about three-quarters of a century of study in the bank. In
a later study, I will show some British and European families
that might have brought our (various spellings of) surname
over the ocean. For now, I am starting with two researchers
who agreed without ever meeting, and one who took another
path, the one too often taken. This touches on the mixed
results of collaborative genealogy.
In the early 1980s I started cold-calling numbers in our
hometown phonebook, and within a couple of calls I was
wondering, “What gives?” Nearly everyone in my hometown
of Chattanooga Tennessee with my exact surname spelling
was from a Michigan family. Michigan is famously across a
lake from Canada, and my family never reported a location
outside of Tennessee, Georgia or Alabama or anywhere north
of the Mason-Dixon line. On top of that, the only famous
Slayton that I knew of was “Deke” Slayton, an astronaut
from … Wisconsin. Finding these “northern” Slaytons and
the trails back through their lineage, I saw distinct “ways”
that were not typically “southern” American, such as given
names, levels of literacy, and consistent surname spelling.
Further research showed me that a Michigan Union regiment
had served in the Chattanooga-Chickamauga campaign in the
American Civil War. This led me to a book that convinced me
that this “northern” family of Slaytons tracing back to Massachusetts was altogether different from mine.1

In my continuing interviews and document search, I came to
the conclusion that of the families related to me, my Slayton spelling was in a distinct minority. I found three cousins
(brothers to one another) who spelled their surnames differently from mine, and differently from each other! Then I
found a book that seemed to suggest a very large southern
U.S. family that had no obvious relationship to mine, emanating from an area of Virginia and leaving descendants in
Georgia and Tennessee.2 Significantly, none in that family
used Slatten, which was emerging as the “majority” pronunciation in my own family. (The exception to prove the rule
has since emerged.)
Some beginning researchers assume that with a name that
is not nationally common, the examples found are likely to
be related, no matter how disparate the clues. This proves
to be true in some cases. But our Slayton spelling seemed
to segregate me and an uncle statistically from our “southern” Slaton, Slaten, Slatten, and Slatton cousins. This was
the beginning of what became, for me, a One Name Study.
I could not possibly avoid studying all the material about all
the lines, in order to untangle the various lines from my own.
While I was beginning to form a picture of three possible
lines of descent in the tri-state confluence near Chattanoo-
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ga, a major figure in Virginia genealogy was bandying about
the same problem at a much more fundamental level, having
arrived at the roots of a family or families in a suspiciously
neighborly region of Virginia. Richard Slatten, (1924-1990)
who retired from the U.S. Navy, and into private dental
practice, settled in Ashland Virginia and then later in nearby
Richmond. With Grace Knowles and Edgar E. MacDonald,
he helped revive what had become a moribund genealogical scene in Virginia. Budgetary constraints and the loss of
several key figures were threatening the future of archival
and periodical publishing efforts in the Old Dominion. These
three volunteers “rebooted” both the organizational and periodical efforts by forming the Virginia Genealogical Society,
the Friends of the Virginia Archives, and resuscitating the old
quarterly as the Magazine of Virginia Genealogy. They began
transcribing records from merchants, “public claims” to the
new national government for supporting Independence, and
from private hands, helping to overcome the discouraging
wholesale destruction or theft of civil and parish records
by soldiers, churchmen, and people who just liked to burn
things. They also encouraged the donation of such materials
to the Archives as opposed to selling them in online auctions.
Richard Slatten’s numerous activities left him little time to
publish material about his own family, but he left clues in
correspondence.3 Mr. Slatten had begun conjecturing a basis
for his own line of descent that took into account the records
that I have since traced to my own family line. In colonial
Virginia and Pennsylvania, names like Sleighton, Slayton and
Sladding appear from the 1680s onwards, with no appearance (so far) in other colonies until the 1770s. Only Virginia
showed continuations of names that could reasonably be conjectured to connect to the earliest Virginia records (1695).
All of the Virginia families were found in the center, some in
suspiciously close proximity. Mr. Slatten and I independently
arrived at a working hypothesis: the Virginia families that
we traced out of the state, and into North Carolina, Kentucky and Tennessee, despite an earlier proximity in Virginia,
looked like (at least) two distinct “bloodlines.”
A third party, who I considered a colleague at the time, came
to the conclusion that both the “northern” and “southern”
American families probably came from one English immigrant
source. He began posting such conclusions online, against my
objections. The single ancestor theory did not make sense to
me, in light of the spotty coverage of immigration to southern U.S. ports. Any number of people might simply appear in
North American records with no corresponding ship record or
indenture, especially in the southern colonies.
Richard Slatten died in 1990, and I had never been able to
confer with him personally, but this third party had taken
some hints left by Mr. Slatten, and published some marriage
dates and names “confirming” these hints, while never
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providing any retraceable records (citations given led to
nothing). Using hints from such a well-known source of magisterial colonial studies as a basis for conjecture is all well
and good, but to bolster these with non-existent “citations”
is neither in the spirit nor the letter of historical standards.
At that point, we ceased to be colleagues, as this third party
apologized for admittedly making up “proofs”, but did not
“have time” to re-notate or remove the postings.
By 1997, ancestry.com, genealogy.com and the Family History Library began displaying “trees”, books and narratives
showing my ancestral line, another “southern” line, and
sometimes the “northern” line as well, as one big singlesource ancestral line. By 2000, I had collected enough YDNA
evidence and posted it publicly to disprove these conclusions,
but the collection of “trees” kept increasing by the wholesale
and uncritical “merging” and copying of the original postings
into yet more postings. This illustrates the mixed blessing of
collaboration. By 2012, a group of researchers posited that
one of these lines possibly led down to the maternal line of
Barack H. Obama Jr, 44th President of the United States.4,5
This interesting idea is beyond the scope of this article, but,
suffice it to say, there is at least one faulty citation used in
support of this suggestion.
On balance, the gains from networking with others is usually
to the good, but it only takes one bad experience to discourage further sharing and in this case, to see contamination of
the pool of online research with far-reaching consequences.
As the saying goes: “bad money drives out good.” A prettylooking picture of a well-researched family draws more eyes
than the more conjectural but more conservatively accurate
series of suspicions posted on RootsWeb WorldConnect.6
Opposing what appears to be positive proof puts me and
other skeptics in the “Mr. Grinch” position of attempting to
disprove rather than prove. Spoiling the happy conclusion
that everything has been proven to lead to an immigrant
found in both American and English records has now become
my brief, since the bogus structure presented is an easily
toppled house of cards when one attempts to interpret the
“evidence.” It leads to some actual records bolstered by
some made-up fictions that appear plausible only in an imagined shipboard narrative.
From 1695, there appear to be two possible headright records, John Slaterne and another for (possibly) John Sleydon.
(see Figures One and Two)

Fig.1. Virginia Patent Book 9, page 12, dated 25 Oct 1695 - Is this John?
What is known is that this headright for settlement is in the area where a
John Sladding is found 1710-1720

Fig.2. Virginia Patent Book 9, page 20, dated 25 Oct 1695 - Did the pen
slip? Is this Sleydon or Shrydon? What is known is that one of the other two
names in this headright, Battersby, migrated to the same county in Virginia
where Abraham and William Sladen are found in the 1760s.

Later Virginia records show Sarah Slayden (1705), Arthur
Slayden (fl. before 1730-1787), Abraham Sladen (fl. before
1730-1790?), William Sladen (fl. before 1766-1787) and John
Sladen (fl. before 1762-1814). 1771 North Carolina tithe
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lists shows John Slaton, George Slaton, Major Slaton, and a
smudged name that might be William Slaton or Slater.7 The
first three of those “North Carolina” men always live in near
proximity to one another, even after a move into 1790s South
Carolina. While it is not an extravagant idea that all of the
above people above are related to one another, documents
with signatures, as opposed to clerical notations, suggest
that the “long a” pronunciation and the “short a” pronunciation were emerging as dominant characteristics along two
different lines. This is not at all conclusive in light of North
American literacy standards in the 18th century. But in the
2000s, collections of YDNA led to fairly conclusive evidence
that Arthur Slayden stood apart from the other men.
Eighteen results from men with varying levels of proof of
linkage to Arthur Slayden match one another to a high degree. They are all haplotype I-p37.2.8
Fifteen results from men with varying levels of proof of linkage to “North Carolina/South Carolina” John, George and
Major match to a near identical degree, and are all haplotype I-m253.9 (There is the possibility of a shadowy fourth
progenitor, British “loyalist” William.10)
The average total of markers tested for these men is 48, at
the time of this writing, ranging from 12 markers (two) to
over 30 markers (all the rest).
Therefore, the suggestion that all post 1720 colonial American men trace down from a single English immigrant named
John is not at all likely. Here are some conclusions followed
by caveats:
Arthur Slayden does not share a common paternal ancestor
with John, George or Major Slaton. The fact that both groups
are of the “I” haplotype means that any common ancestry
for present-day men in one group to another stretches back
about 275 centuries. At the time of this writing, the estimated years before present time (YBP) for the haplogroups
I-p37.2 and I-m253 to have coalesced at a common ancestor
is about 27,500.
Caveat: the assumption that any of these men connect back
to John Sladding found in 1711-1720 Virginia records is unprovable, despite the fact that Arthur Slayden appears in
records that are in proximity to this John’s earlier records.
Edgar MacDonald wrote this: “As I recall, Richard [Slatten]
could make no connection between [John Sladding] to Arthur
Slayden.11 That said, such a connection is certainly reasonable as a conjecture.
Caveat: John, George and Major cannot be provably linked
to any father, although Major is found in 1790 South Carolina
enumerated beside Abraham, and John is found in a 1766
Albemarle County Virginia document with William, witnessing
and paying for the filing. Richard Slatten and I independently
conjectured this Abraham and William as brothers: they appear to have both lived near the same neighbor John Rodes
Jr and their lives appear to have spanned (as adults) from
1760 to about 1790. There seems little doubt that John,
George, Major, possibly William and a Tyre Slatten (ancestor
of Richard Slatten) are connected to either Abraham or William, but it cannot be proved so far.
Caveat: The first YDNA result garnered from your efforts is
both exhilarating and distressingly meaningless. Single YDNA
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results cannot be relied upon for the suspected lineage. This
is an especially bitter pill when there appear to be no other
available YDNA candidates from the suspected ancestor. A
hard fact is that any single result could be what Bryan Sykes
called a non-paternal event (NPE) or as some Americans say,
not the parent expected. As an example, a single result from
a suspected descendant who should be a cousin to Richard
Slatten does not match any of the results mentioned above,
he is R-m269. The expectation was that this would match the
I-m253 group. Neither does the single result from a “northern” Slayton. Neither do the single results from men who
claim descent from the Kent/Canterbury England (“Ripple
Court”) Sladens or the Lancashire Sladens respectively. None
match one another or any other group. Despite the calculation that there are probably many male descendants of the
Massachusetts Slayton and the English Sladens or Sladdens,
contacting them and getting any of them to test YDNA has
proven difficult. A pool of participants with enough results
to begin to include and exclude members from a “named”
subgrouping based on a Most Distant Ancestor is necessary
for confidence, while a collection of single records begs for
quantity analysis. It is a capital mistake to make judgments
about a single result from a suspected ancestor.
(I will add parenthetically that GOONS DNA advisor Susan
Meates offers to invite to their respective surname projects, surname-holders who are on familytreedna.com but
are not surname project members. Group Administrators
for Projects (GAPs) do not have this capability. This very
helpful service for possibly extending genetic research was
presented in April-July 2016 and January-March 2017 issues
of this Journal.)

Summary

Any assumption that families with similar surnames are related by paternal ancestry is challengeable with YDNA, as
long as a significant pool of men can be found who are not
too closely related but have a clear paper trail back more
than a few generations. Having fathers and sons and brothers in a pool of results can easily disguise a non-paternal
event. Because of the strength of YDNA, cousins who are
the most distantly related (in time) from a suspected common ancestor give spine to any conjectural grouping. Men
traced to different sons of the most distant suspected male
ancestor, preferably more than three generations back, can
begin to form a meaningful pool (or subgrouping) for a suspected common male ancestor. This pool allows those with
no paper trail at all, but who match and use (or used to use)
the same surname, to focus their efforts on a more likely
line than flailing about with family stories (or lack thereof),
and suspicions about similar surnames. It also allows those
who thought they were from a Y line, but do not match,
to face up to a different male lineage than they suspected.
But remember, any non-matching result could really be the
“true” line.
As mentioned but worth emphasizing: despite the publication
of the YDNA data beginning in 2000, books, eBooks and trees
showing a single common male ancestor for all “southern”
American Slatons (etc.) continue to be posted after YDNA
results thrust a firm wedge into the idea of single Slaton tree
trunk, with fairly inarguable results of differing Y lines back
to (at least) two separate progenitors.
With the death of Richard Slatten in 1990, not only did
genealogy and history lose a treasure, but the opportunity
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to do YDNA sampling to help him with his suspected connections was also lost. I was never able to discuss with him
our mutual, but independently arrived-at suspicions, but his
colleague Edgar MacDonald (1917-2011) did correspond with
me, and confirmed that the marital information published by
the third party mentioned was not with the imprimatur of
either himself or Richard Slatten, despite a contrary claim
by the third party. He also clarified that Richard Slatten and
I shared the same “hunch” that the various Virginia men
were from at least two different “breeds of cat,” a suspicion reached by each of us before the availability of YDNA
sampling.12 n
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Origins of the Maskew
Surname?
by Anne Scoular (Member 6035)

T

he Maskew surname in its modern spelling suddenly
starts appearing in several places at once in the 1500s.
From 1547 the related Robert and Thomas Maskew crop
up frequently in documents in York itself1, both as merchants
and in public life; Robert was Lord Mayor in 1573. In the West
Riding, a Maskew family is in Winterburn in Gargrave parish
records from at least 1572, when Anthony Maskewe married
Jennet Carlill. In Cumbria there are Maskews in Underbarrow
from almost the beginning of parish records in the 1550s, and
in Cartmell Fell John Maskew died in 1563 leaving property (a
pair of shoes, a worsted jacket…) to grown children (so he was
at least forty-ish), as did another John Maskew in Spalding,
Lincolnshire, also in 1563.
Where did they suddenly all spring from? This paper explores
this as follows:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

introduction
outline of the various theories
research method
the data: details of the - surprisingly rich - actual
evidence from Medieval sources
conclusions

1. Origins of the Maskew surname: Introduction

My interest in tracing my ONS surname back into the Medieval period – indeed even just realising it could be done
- was piqued by watching the webstream of a presentation
by Dr George Redmonds to a 2015 GOONS event2, (thank you
webcasters!) which sent me on to his books3. It dawned on
me that the methods he used for tracing multiple surnames
back to their sometimes even twelfth century source, I could
use for my single one i.e. Maskew. I had done a bit of peering and puzzling at original medieval manuscripts at Kew,
and while fascinating, it takes forever, you’d never gather
enough data – but Redmonds sidestepped that, or at least
very significantly supplemented it, by working with the vast
wealth of properly translated printed medieval manuscripts.
I followed happily. Before detailing that exploration, let us
however first set out the various theories which were on the
table prior to that detailed research.

2. Origins of the Maskew surname: the various
theories
From my forty-five years (yup!) to date exploring Maskew history, and the detailed reading over the last year around West
Riding surnames, place name research, etc, several theories
emerge.
The various possibilities include:
•
•
•
•

French
Askew
Maskey
Maskell

•
•
•

Myerscough
locative
(de) Marisco

• French

Let’s hit that on the head straight away. One of the many
‘origin of your surname’ websites4 claims the name arrived
with Huguenot refugees from France, primarily in the mid1600s, but it was here well before that. I’ll need to mop up
for my ONS the handful of French Huguenots who appeared
briefly in London, had their name translated into something
like Maskew, then vanish, but they weren’t the origin.

• Askew

First consonants can get attached and detached. An orange,
for example, started life in Spain as una naranja. All it needed
was a bit of mumbling and William Askew could easily have
become Willie Maskew. However as seen below, I have found
no evidence to support this actually happening – except one
troubling instance5. (Troubling because the tiny number of
Maskews is just about manageable, but adding Askew, eek!)

• Maskey

Change can happen at the end of names as well as the beginning. In the 1740s a Maskew family moved to the next
village in Lincolnshire and became consistently Maskeys in
the parish register thereafter. But otherwise there seems to
be little Maskey/Maskew overlap in the data, and almost no
mistranscription of Maskew as Maskey until the 1800s when it
happens occasionally; perhaps in earlier periods the terminal
sounds were more different6.

• Maskell

I hadn’t given this possibility more than a passing thought,
but when speaking with Dr Redmonds (see below) it seems
I should have - the final “ll” apparently wasn’t pronounced
in the past in some Yorkshire dialect, hence he first thought
this ‘the most likely linguistic possibility’. But upon examining the distribution of the two names, he couldn’t see any
connection at all, so ruled it out.

• Myerscough

This is plausible, as one of the many pronunciations of Myerscough is, ”Maskew.” But plotting the locations of the
respective names, in both modern times and earlier periods,
they form definite clusters on opposite sides of the Pennines,
with a big gap between: Myerscough in the west of Lancashire, and Maskew in Yorkshire, initially in the North Riding
and York (and, confusingly, Cumbria/Underbarrow!), moving
south only in later centuries.
There is a Myerscough ONS thankfully, as there are four times
as many Myerscoughs as Maskews. This is an obvious question

Top of page: Unregistered Maskew crest, unknown origin, College of Arms believes lions may possibly be a reference to York
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for the incipient Maskew DNA project – are Myerscoughs and
Maskews the same, or not? T.b.c…

Hence the basic method, adapted from Redmonds, seemed to
be:

• locative

1.

Start with the 1670s Hearth Tax

2.

then go to the 1377 poll tax

3.

so now you have two bookends. Then for the focus area indicated by the bookends, (in my case, Yorkshire-ish) work
through the wealth of published medieval documents,
hunting for the needle in the haystack of references for
your particular name.

Of Redmonds’ four possible surname sources (nickname;
family relationship (e.g. Robin’s son); occupation; or place7),
Maskew appears to be locative. With apologies to any
Maskews hoping for fancy origins, for castles or cliffs or other
romantic beginnings, the etymological/locative possibility
would indicate we come from - a bog. Marisco, a frequent
name to emerge from the data below, is the Latin for marsh.
Or marais in French, or mire/myrr + skoj in Old Norse8.
The country is full of bogs and marshes, particularly on the
eastern side of Yorkshire, and the Lincolnshire fens. And even
in the West Riding, I was fascinated to see, visiting Ilkley Moor,
and Nesfield, Langbar and Middlemoor on the opposite side of
that valley, Yorkshire even manages to put widespread marshes on the top of hills and moors! Numerous possible boggy
hamlet names exist – Myerscough, Marrick, Marske, Mersiche,
Merschagh, Mousskogh, Marchescow etc – for details see the
online version.

de Marisco

Lots of options – and it gets even trickier. The derivation
of this surname may well be marsh – but Maskew is not the
straightforward Marsh. It could represent the minority who
stubbornly stuck with the old Latin (marisco) form.
Or French: post 1066 the language of occupation, administration and law was French for several hundred years hence it
could have been from marais. Other surnames have derived
from this: eg Marreys.
Marisco was a very smelly red herring for me for a long time,
and perhaps a whiff still hangs around. Say it out loud with
a strong Yorkshire accent! I painstakingly transcribed endless
references from the YAJ etc – the whole long car crash can
be seen in the full version of this article online. Suffice to say
here, George Redmonds, when he kindly read a first draft of
this, very gently prised my clutching fingers off this pet theory.
It took me a long time to accept he was right (which he kindly
recognised, saying it’s tough to give up on a year of research!)
but I now do agree. So the raw data is left in below (vestiges
of the crash wreckage) but the endless Marisco detail has
been ruthlessly excised – but not yet from my heart! Not that
I want to be descended from King John’s Richard de Marisco,
he seems to have been a right ‘un, but I did rather pine after
all those clerics…

3. Research Method

Since Maskews proper first appear in the north, particularly
Yorkshire, I could take advantage of a double blessing. First,
Yorkshire’s archives are exceptionally rich, stuffed full of
original parchment records of poll tax, Feet of Fines, lay
subsidies, court rolls etc. Second, it also had a number of
remarkable nineteenth century individuals who devoted
their spare time, bless their hearts, to working painstakingly
through this vast quantity of medieval manuscripts in Latin,
Old/Middle English and Old French, to make them accessible
by printing them in the invaluable Yorkshire Archaeological
Journal and its Record Series, and the equally remarkable
Surtees, Thoresby, and other such Society publications, all
with exceptionally thorough and thoughtful Indexes in the
back9.
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This method fairly reliably narrows the search – it is a tribute
to English scholarship that there is such a wealth of translated/
transcribed published medieval documentation across the
country, that it is necessary!

4. The data

First, the ‘bookends’:

Hearth Taxes

There were 8 Maskew(e)s, five in Yorkshire10 (in Nesfield, Morton, Halifax, and Shereburn), two in Westmorland11 (Whinfell
and Underbarrow), and one in Cambridgeshire12 (March - not
an exception to “Maskews are from the north”, he was from
York and only there briefly.)
Not every area taxed has been published, but Durham, Kent,
Essex, Surrey, London, and Worcestershire, were also checked,
with no Maskews found – as were the North and East Ridings of
Yorkshire, which also drew a blank.

1377 Poll Tax

Caroline Fenwick lives in Australia, but for years spent large
parts of a year at a time in the National Archives in Kew,
transcribing with exquisite dedication, the entirety of the
surviving manuscripts of the 1377 Poll Tax. Her resulting
inches-thick printed volumes capture in small type, four columns per page, every detail of the surviving Poll Tax returns
for 137713. I have read every page of it14 for York itself; for
Yorkshire’s East, North and West Ridings, and also for Lancashire,15 Lincolnshire, and Westmorland. It was fascinating!
An almost Shakespearean wealth of life detailed. And a particular wealth with respect to the 180 pages of the West
Riding, the “only county in England for which a complete set
of returns have survived”16.
And the result, from this close reading of hundreds upon hundreds of pages?
Nowt. Or almost nowt.
A tantalising possibility was Vol. III, p. 135, in York, St Crux/
Pavement parish, “Petro Maresc*** [ux’] js’ [eiusdem] 12d”.
The three asterisks stand for three letters which even the
inestimable Ms Fenwick, even using ultraviolet light - as she
was permitted to use occasionally during her four (!) complete
readings and re-checkings of the crumbling almost 700 year
old manuscripts - was still not able to read. The three letters
could be something like ‘how’, i.e. Mareschow, making this
the earliest known Maskew in York, i.e. “Peter Maskew his wife
(uxor) and one other member of his family, paying 12d tax” (so
he’s better off, it was usually 4d.)
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Very exciting, if it were so, and indeed it could be, but the
sober likelihood is the letters are more likely to be ‘all’ as
there are Marescall/Mareschall entries only three pages later
on p. 138.
That leaves just one likely candidate, in Skyrack Wapentake
(‘Maskew Central’ in later years), in Adel, p. 408. “Johannes
de Mireschaw ux’ 4d”. If so, John and his wife could be near
the source of the Nile in Maskew terms.
Before we leave the 1377 lists, I can’t resist mentioning the
many gems of names to be found there. Some demonstrate
surprisingly distant links, with people de Parys and Sicilay
(both p. 346, in cosmopolitan Carlton and Hemsworth respectively) Utrech (p. 373, in Barlow) Rome (p.375, Cawood) and
Norway (p. 434, in Sawley) . Others are jaw-droppingly rude,
far too rude to print here, but by contrast how could one resist, p. 343, in Ardsley, “Adam Theatgodmade, Alicia ux’, 4d”…

Between the bookends: the data from medieval records

The glimpses of medieval Maskews and their possible predecessors gained from trawling through the hundreds of YAJ,
Surtees and other journals, with the thousands of eleventh
to sixteenth century documents that represents, are set out
in the Table below (summary here, full details, including the
important extracts detailing how the individual was referred
to, what he was doing etc., in the full version of this article
on the website). Dates are converted to modern format, and
names quoted as printed (which masks a problem - sometimes transcribers specified whether they had translated a
name from Latin, or otherwise manipulated it, but sometimes, maddeningly, they didn’t. As a rough rule of thumb
I observed the earlier the work, the more scrupulous in this
respect, R.H. Skaife being particularly remarkable.)

Analysis and Conclusion(s)

One cannot be certain. A lad who had been Snodgrass for
generations, might have thought, as he marched to York,
knotted hankie on stick over his shoulder, “Hey, I think henceforth I’m going to be Maskew”. Always possible. But leaving
aside that and other multiple “unknowable unknowns”, the
facts as set out above, do seem to point in a likely direction.
We haven’t found a ‘smoking gun’, i.e. a single document in
about 1480-1520 which contained both, say, Mirescow and
Maskew, i.e. dropping the middle ‘r’ but unquestionably referring to the same individual, within the single parchment – and,
if we are going for the ‘dream wish’, referring further to his
Maskew sons and grandsons (so it’s a true inherited surname).
But we may have a gun which is rather warm, in Anthony Myerschow in Nesfield in 1535; Anthony Maskewe who married in
Winterburn in Gargrave a few miles away in 1572, and Anthony
Maskewe of Winterburn whose Will was proven in 1582. I can’t
yet prove that these are father and son17, but given the fortunate combination of rare surname, combined with a helpfully
also rare (in that time/place) Christian name, and in a remote
small rural area, it seems reasonable. It’s not perfect, but the
1400s are the most difficult for surname research18, due to the
paucity of the documentation in the hundred or more years
England was beset by Plague and war.

First conclusion: wrong?!

As noted above, my first conclusion from the data above was
that Maskew, through various permutations (Mirescow etc)
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derived over several hundred years from Marisco, the Latin
for marsh. You could argue a slightly more complex variation,
that it was from the ON maresc + skoj (i.e. edge of marsh),
and indeed the Myerscough One Name Study experts are of
the view that Myerscough does indeed derive that way, but
on the Yorkshire side I favoured the simpler version that it
just came from the Latin of everyday use in the surname
formation period, by the literate minority at least.
As noted above I then had the privilege, and pleasure, of talking to Dr Redmonds himself19 - well, sort of a pleasure, as he
took this pet theory away from me! With considerable courtesy, he politely but entirely rejected this hypothesis. Not as a
specific Maskew point, but from a general principle: for a name
to become a surname from Latin, it would require people to
be speaking the language, and they didn’t, the languages in
England in the surname formation period were French (the language of the Conqueror and hence the conquered) and English.
Or more precisely, there would need to be evidence that they
used the Latin forms of names in the spoken language, and
there is no such evidence. In his view, ‘until someone proves
Latin was spoken among ordinary forms’, this hypothesis must
be discarded. (I did wonder afterwards about the clerics, who
did…)

And so? Bad news…

Dr Redmonds is “pretty certain it’s Myerscough”. Aaaagh!
For two reasons: first, because this would mean Maskew
is ultimately a Lancashire name, not a Yorkshire one. (For
those reading this outside England who don’t get why this
is a tragedy, Lancashire v. Yorkshire runs deep. Indeed we
went to war about it20.) And secondly because there are four
times as many Myerscoughs as Maskews. I doubt a lifetime
is long enough to do all I want on Maskew, without those
Lancastrian Myerscoughs elbowing in. But in truth there is
a perfectly good longstanding separate Myerscough ONS, so
that work has been done; clearly my real angst is about losing my Yorkshire origin!

… but good news: “continuity”

Heartbroken, I listened on… having kindly read right through,
he had some good news to soften the blow. There turns out
to be a seam of gold in the data above, which I had not
spotted. The name that became Maskew, in his view probably crossed over into Yorkshire very early, as far back as
the 1200s. Edmund de Meresthowe was likely to be in fact
‘de Mereschowe’, as c is often misread as t in documents of
this period. Furthermore, he is familiar with that particular
document, referred me to where it is printed in full21, and is
of the view that it dates from earlier than I had guessed from
other excerpts in the surrounding extracts. Taking these together, “you can never be certain but I would say it’s almost
certainly the earliest example of the name, and it occurs in
the very area of Yorkshire where there is evidence of continuity… it looks as though there is evidence of continuity in
that part of the Wharfe valley from the late 13th to the 17th
century”. Variants of the name run there from the early period as noted above, to Nesfield in the Muster Roll and Hearth
Tax, and on into the Addingham22 and Ilkley Parish Registers.
So “you have good evidence of continuity of the name in that
part of the West Riding from the thirteenth century”.
I asked Dr Redmonds about distribution, which in his books he
often refers to as the key. Closely related is his other point,
that surnames seldom move far. Given the distribution maps
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show Maskews in the east of the country around York, and Myerscoughs to the west, in the Fylde, with a large gap between
them, doesn’t a Maskew travelling a long arc from Myerscough
to York, seem unlikely? (As I had assumed?) Yes indeed, “but
the major exception is the route from the North West, Kendal,
though York to East Anglia – the three major wool places in the
Middle Ages…”
Bingo – where were the early Maskews? Kendal, York, and even
– a little outpost I had hitherto found puzzling – East Anglia. It
was like talking to a man who could see through walls.
The data above fits to perfection. There are Kendal Maskews23.
Edmund de Miresqu is parson in Bentham in 1364: Bentham
is on the Lancashire/Yorkshire boundary24, in the north west
corner of the West Riding, so may be the point where they
crossed over from You Know Where. And the 1364 document
also links Bentham and Thorner, where there are several later
Mirescough etc references. Then, presumably following the
wool trade from the North West, the name eddies through
Yorkshire to York itself, and the port of Hull, finally emerging
in the other great medieval wool centre of East Anglia. Game,
set and match to Dr Redmonds.
So going back to the question I posed at the very outset, where
did the Maskews, spelled Maskew, who pop up in several places
in the early 1500s, come from? Dr Redmonds had kindly looked
at some records I wouldn’t have had access to, and separately
came to the view (as had I) that Robert who became a Freeman
in York in 1547, was the first of that name in the city. Whether
he came from the locally based Wharfedale family, or directly
across from the North West, is “to be ascertained”.
So there is evidence of continuity in Wharfedale. And a link
might be found with the ones in the Leeds area too, drawing everyone together, especially as Edmund de Meresthowe/
Mereschowe25 of Bentham, the likely first Yorkshire holder of
the name, had the same unusual - at the time - Christian name
as the one in Thorner.
‘Continuity’ is a very important word. To a genealogist, it’s not
unlike the phrase ‘winning ticket’ in Lotto circles. As the great
genealogist Sir Anthony Wagner noted26, in genealogy, you
seldom have perfect data, and it is more difficult the further
back you go. But if in the early period you have a rare family
An article on the York Maskews is in gestation.
Medieval and Early Modern Records Seminar, August 2015.
3
See Bibliography, in online version of this article
4
https://www.surnamedb.com
5
A York Maskew refers in his will in the early 1600s to “my loving cozen
Robert Askew”. ‘Cozen’ ship, even if literally meant, could of course
be on the maternal side and hence have no link to Maskew at all. Or it
could.
6
And in his feedback on the earlier draft, Dr Redmonds was of the same
opinion – this is a later variant.
7
Redmonds, G. (1973) Yorkshire: West Riding, English Place Name Series
Phillimore, London, p. 5
8
See http://www.myerscoughkin.com for explanation of this possible
origin.
9
Except the modern YAJ, which from vol. 43 unforgivably ceased to have
proper indexes, while continuing to publish name-rich documents - they
know how to make a genealogist cry.
10
http://www.hearthtax.org.uk, The first four are from West Riding, Lady
Day 1672: Staincross & Ewcross Wapentakes, taken from National Archives
series E179/210/418. William in Shereburn is from a separate document in
the West Riding section: Exemption Certificates, 16 October 1672
11
Miles is also from http://www.hearthtax.org.uk, but the source document is Fleming Ms R, Cumbria County Record Office, Kendal, dated 15
February 1674/5. Ja[mes] is from the hard copy text, 1674 Westmorland
Hearth Tax, printed pamphlet in Society of Genealogists Library, London.
12
Cambridgeshire Hearth Tax Returns, Michaelmas 1664, Eds. Nesta
Evans and Susan Rose, British Record Society, Vol. 115, 2000, pp.91,
92 and 94.
1
2
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name, in a specific area, appearing consistently in the records
over time, from this very continuity one may infer presumed
relationship.
Or hypothesised relationship: it should be remembered the
above is surname history, not genealogy, so we can’t say, “we
go back to Edmund de Meresthowe, Rector of Bentham in the
1200s”. We don’t even know who first adopted the name as
a surname. It may be Anthony, but it may be earlier. Possibly the John Mirescough of Thorner in 1391, if the cleric John
Mirescugh 1414 and Robert Myerscogh/Mirescogh of Thorner in
1438 are his descendants. It certainly seems to have become a
surname, though not yet in the modern or indeed any consistent spelling, by the time of William the Multi-Spelled (Myrskow
/ Myreschwe / Myreschewe / Mirescugh / Myrescogh) of Ripon
in 1460 -79.
So genealogy is now the next step. The above has narrowed
the areas to focus upon, now comes an attempt at detailed
genealogical research.
Whether I get back to the ancestral bog, who knows: it will
depend on the quirks of survival of documentation. But, since
the next step will involve moving beyond printed material to
arduous (enjoyable! but) time-consuming work in original medieval manuscripts, it would have been unthinkable without
this first step of surname research to narrow down and identify
the areas of focus. So to the wonderful nineteenth century
Yorkshire scholars who garnered the above data for us; and to
their present successors Dr Redmonds; Sue Swalwell; and the
GOONs 2014 seminar for shining the light on the path, much
thanks.
And any readers’ comments/suggestions/help/scoffing at obvious errors, would be most welcome to maskew@one-name.
org!
I am most grateful to Sue Swalwell27, whose Journal article
inspired me to write this up, and showed how it could be done
– thank you so much Sue!! And to Dr George Redmonds, who
very generously reviewed and commented on an earlier draft.
[Editor’s Note: this is an abridged version of Anne’s article.
If you would like to read the full article then please contact
Anne via her email address above.]
13
Fenwick, C.C. [Ed.] The Poll Taxes of 1377, 1379, and 1381 3 Vols.,
Oxford University Press for the British Academy: Oxford.
14
It has an index to places but not names …
15
almost nothing survives, unlike Yorkshire which is near complete
16
Fenwick, Vol III, p. 255
17
Or possibly the same man, you only had to be 15 to be in the Muster
Roll, so he could have been born c.1520, married late or a second time
at 52, and died in early 60s, quite plausible, but perhaps more likely to
be two generations.
18
Redmonds, West Riding, p. 3
19
Telephone conversation, 8 February 2016
20
the Wars of the Roses
21
North York Record Office, Monastic Charters, 2 Vols., “they have it
described in full and they think it’s 13th century”. (I was startled at his
memory! There were other equally astonishing instances in our conversation.) These volumes are “very reliable”.
22
Which is literally just across the river from Nesfield, there’s a
footbridge.
23
I haven’t tackled Cumbria in depth yet – on the list!
24
Indeed Dr Redmonds said there are two Benthams, High and Low, and
one is in Lancashire and one in Yorkshire. He regarded Edmund being in
Bentham as ‘very significant’.
25
I did indeed find him spelled with a ‘c’ in a later series of documents
26
Wagner, A. R., Sir, English Genealogy 3rd Edn., 1983, Phillimore & Co,
Chichester Sussex: pp 411-9 discusses continuity as one of his 4 core
factors in genealogical research.
27
Swalwell, Sue (2016) “The Swalwell ONS: a journey of discovery but
not of progress?” Journal of One-Name Studies, Vol. 12 Issue 5, JanuaryMarch 2016
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Forthcoming Seminars
What’s My Line? Seminar

15 July 2017
Catalogues, Collections
and ArChives

Leasingham Village Hall,
Chapel Lane,
Leasingham, Sleaford,
Lincolnshire NG34 8LB
09:30 am for 10:00 am, Saturday 6 May 2017

#GuildCanterbury
We have assembled specialist
speakers from the Kent area that
should interest all attendees. East
Kent is rich in records for family
historians and others.
With an
optional visit to Canterbury Cathedral
Archives and Library along with the
possibility of a guided tour of the
Cathedral this seminar will appeal to
all.

This seminar will focus on a range of specific
occupations, including stonemasons and
administrative roles such as the Georgian
clergy and legal professions, online
occupation datasets and a different approach
to occupation research.

Venue: Chartham Village Hall,
Station Road, Chartham, Canterbury,
Kent CT4 7JA

Leasingham Village Hall

Programme
11 November 2017
West Country Wanderings
#GuildWestCountry
The broad spectrum of events in
the West Country that lead to the
movement of people to and from the
area will be covered in this seminar.
We have four excellent speakers
with good local knowledge who will
provide interesting insight.
Venue: Teign Heritage Centre, 29
French Street, Teignmouth, Devon
TQ14 8ST

Registration and Coffee

10:00 - 10:10

Welcome to the Seminar - Alan Moorhouse

10:10 - 11:10

The Work of a Stonemason - Paul Ellis (Lincoln Cathedral)

11:10 - 11:25

Comfort Break

11:25 - 12:25

By the Sweat of thy Brow: learning how our ancestor
earned his bread - Sharon Hintz (Director London Family
History Centre)

12:25 - 13:25

Lunch Break

13:25 - 13:55

19th Century Boom and Bust: trade directories and other
sources for businesses - Jackie Depelle

13:55 - 14:00

Comfort Break

14:00 - 15:00

24 February 2018
Accidents will Happen
#GuildAccidents
Accident records and reports are a
good source for discovering names
and background material for a person
in your one-name study. We have
gathered some specialists around this
field to talk to us about various useful
sources.

09:30 – 10:00

Online Occupation Sources and Datasets - Myko Clelland
(Findmypast)

15:00 - 15:30

Tea Break

15:30 - 16:30

The Professions of Georgian England - Dr John Manterfield

16:30

Close of Seminar

Seminar cost, including refreshments and buffet lunch, is £18.00. Leasingham is 2.5
miles from Sleaford and 16 miles from Grantham and the A1. If you will be travelling
by train please contact us for help in finding a lift from Sleaford station.

Venue: Abberley Village Hall, Clows
Top Rd, Abberley, Worcestershire
WR6 6AZ

We would like to ensure that any
disabled delegate can participate
fully in this event. Anyone with
any special requirements should
telephone the Guild Help Desk on
0800 011 2182 or email seminarbooking@one-name.org

Bookings close 23 April 2017. All bookings will be confirmed by email, with
full joining instructions, on or soon
after this date.
For more information look under the
Events tab at www.one-name.org or
phone the Guild Help Desk Tel: 0800
011 2182

#GuildOccupation
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Saggers One-Name Study
The start of the World War I Centenary in 2014
spurred me to
register
my
Saggers
Study
with the Guild
to honour my
grandmother’s
brother,
my
great uncle Bert,
Herbert George
Saggers.
Most
of their family lived around
Bassingbourn,
Cambridgeshire,
England.
Bert
emigrated
to
Canada first, his
Bert Saggers, about 1907, taken in
Moose Jaw, Saskatchewan, then in
siblings and parthe North West Territories, Canada. ents
followed,
Photographer, Nathaniel Joseph
and during WWI
Porter. Family collection.
he and his brother Charles enlisted in the Canadian Expeditionary
Force. Bert never returned to Canada; he died in
France, November 11, 1916.

is
another Guild
surname.) But since I
love trawling though
old newspapers, I
knew that some Saggers families in the
United States were
originally from mainland Europe. This,
I think, makes for a
challenging study.
So far, I’ve reorganized my research,
extracting
more
records in England,
Canada and Australia, and benefiting
from several of the Guild Challenges. I’ve learned
more about Saggers families, but also something of
cricket, bitcoins and very modern music! Thanks to
the Guild and its volunteers I’ve just started
a DNA Project and set
up the Saggers Families website. I intend
to be busy developing
both these this year.
Saggers surname 1881 English
census distribution, courtesy of
Archer Software’s 19th Century
Surname Atlas. http://www.
archersoftware.co.uk

And I am happily
checking details of yet
more interesting Saggers newspaper stories
from around the world!

The interior of the Parish Church of St Peter & St Paul,
Bassingbourn, Cambridgeshire, Great Britain, Photograph
copyright John Salmon, Geograph (CC BY-SA 2.0). http://
www.geograph.org.uk/photo/2294918

I had been collecting data on other Saggers families
for some time, mainly from Commonwealth countries, thinking those from England might be related.
As the map illustrates, the 394 individuals named
Saggers in England in 1881 were concentrated in
counties around London; ninety-seven of those were
in Hertfordshire and Cambridgeshire where my own
family lived. (And there was one Feast family with
three children given the second name Saggers. Feast
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