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APPENDICES

Appendix I: The Iaw Suits

West Quarter (W)

Wl Killing (Wounding) of CGunnlaugr. Eyrbygezijs ch. 16
S79.

W2 Mundr and Heimanfylgja of Wife of Illugi the Black.

Eyrbyegia ch. 17,

WR Killing of Forbjorn, nzrbygg]a ch. 19, 21,22; S79.

W4 Wounding of BJorn. Assault on Helgi. azrbxvgga ch., 23,

W5 - Killing of Sons of Porgestr.. Eyrbygzja e¢h 2
. ' 8897H??
Eiriks sags rauda.

W6 Killing of Vigfiss. nyrbxggg ch. 26 and 27.

W7 Killing of Sons of Porir Wood- leg. Eyrbyeggjs ch. 29

W8 Killing of Slaves of Férélfr. yrbvgg]» ch, 31.

W9 Killing of Haukr. Eyrbyegzija ch, 35.

W10 £illing of Arnkell., EHyrbyggia ch. 37-8.

W1l Kllllng of Styrr. Eyrbyggja ch, 56.

W12 FPillaging of Alfr's Farm. cyrbygxija ch. 59

W13 Theft of hay from Hensa -Pérlr Hensa ~Pdris snga,

W14 Burning of Blund Ketill or Porkell Blund Ketilsson,
Islendingabdk ch, 5; Hensa-Péris saga; Landnamnbok

S37, Sko, SlO?,HBU P(M),

W15 Witcheraft conoernlng a whale by Hlldlgunnr S75, H63,

W16 Killing of Eyjdlfr Saurr. S89/H77. Eiriks saga youa. -

W17 Sheepstealing by Bjorn., Geirmundr Pittr heljnrskinns
S115,:487%

W18 Sheepstealing, by‘Porarlnn gjallandi, S118, H90, M33.
W19 Abduction of aAsdis (Aldis)., Iaxd=ls %“HJCh 50; S142.
WZO Dltchdlcglnc by Grimr kogurr, S142; Hivardar sa2gan

ch, 14,

Notes on Chronology of W18, w19, u20.

W2l Killing of .iwo Slavesg by Porsteinn Egilsson, Eeil
W22 Killing of Yérgrimr orstelnsson. Gisla snga T 5 cha iﬁBl

W23 Glumr Geirason vs. 0ddr, Bardarsaga; SZO?/H174
W24 Inheritance Claim by HrQtr %erJBlIsson. mkelach 19.
W25 Witchcraft and Theft by Kotkell, Grima & Sons.

Laxdzela saga ch, 35, '
W26 Killing of Kjartan Olafsson. Laxdsela ch. 49, 50 51.
-W27 Killing of Son of Eidr of Ass. Taxdzela ch, 57. .

North Quarter (N)

N1 Theft of 2 heifers. Glima ch, 7 and Fragment C
N2 Killing of Signundr Porkelsson. Gluma ch. 9 and Fragment C.
N3 Theft of Vltazg%afl (a field). GlGma ch. 9. - :
Nt Slander of Astridr's Slaves,  Glims ch, 9.
*N5 Killing of Hlodu-xdlfr. Gluma ch, 14.
N6° Theft of Sheep, Glima ch, 17 &18 and Frazment.
N? Theft of a boar, Gldma ch, .18,
N8 Killing of Bardr ndllason Gluma ch. 19,
2 Killing of Ste;nolfr Arnorsson. Gluma ch 21, 22, 23.
N10 Killings at Hrisateigr. GlGma chi 22, 23.
N1l Kllllng of Porvaldr Barb. Gildma ch, 2# 25, 26,
N12 Killing of Porvaldr of Hagi. Gldmz ch, 27, T '
or Kllllng of Grimr of Kalfskinni. Landnfmabdk, - *-.
$6rdarbdk. o




N13

N14
K15

N1€-
N17

N18

N19
N20
N21
N22
N23
#N20
*N25
*N26

Comm

N27
N28
N29
N30
N31

N32

£2
E3

£5
£6

E?

E8 -
£9
E10
E1l
El2
£13

STH1
STH2
STH3
STH4

Failure to pay Merchant for Goods. Llégvetninva saga. .
ch, 1.
Killing of Sigyrar. Ljbsvetninga saga ch. 1, 2.
Killing of Arnorr and Plot to Kill. Ljosvetninga sagza
' ch, 3,
Various. LJosvetnlnva saga ch., 5(13).

Cheating a merchant,  Ljd0svetninga saga ch, 5, 6
(13-1%).

Withholding stock from a Conflscatlon Court

Lidsvetninga saga ch. 6 (14-17),
Wounding of Porbjorn of Reykir. Vodu-Erands pattr ch. 3.
Contempt of Court, Vodu-3rands pattr ch. 4&s5,
Wrongful Court Frocedure, Vodu-srands Pattr ch, 4&5.
Outlawry of Porvaldr and Blshop Frederick. XKristni saga.
Theft of Horses, = Hrémundar pattr halta,
- Sheepstealing by Hals,  Reykdsla saga ch. 2.
Slander by Lystelnn. neykdala saga ch. 3,
Sheepstealing by Hanefr. Reykd=la saga ch. 5,

ent on N24-[i26,

Theft of a Mare., Reykdzla saga ch, 18.
rilling of BJarnl’?orstelnsson Reykd:sela saga ch. 24
Killing of forgeirr Térisson, Reykd=la saga ch, 25.
Plot to hlll Vlga-Skuta. Reykdsela saga ch, 27,
" " " , and Killing of Vestmann
, Reykdaela saga ch. 29,
Killing of Viga-Skuta. Reykdzla saga ch, 30,

Bast Quarter (&)

Killing of Einarr Porisson. <Forsteins sasa hvita.ch.?.
Killing of Skidi. qunflrdlnga saga ch,2,
Failure to pay Temple Tax, Vapnfirdinga saga ch.5;
Kristnl saza; Olafs saga Tryggvasonar en mesta,
Return of Froperty of Halla, Vdpnfirdinsa saga ch.€,
Treefelling, Vapnfirdinga saga ch. 7, 8.
Brodd Helgi's suit at the Alping. Vapnfirdinea saga
ch, 10,
Concealing Ewes and Stealing milk, Droplaugarsona
saga ch,5,
Murder of BjQrn of Snotrunes ., Droplaugarsona saga ch, 6,
Seduction by Bjorn., Droplaugarsona saga ch,b.
Plotting Hallsteinn's Death., Droplaugarsona saga ch., 7&8.
Killing of Helgi Asbjarnarson. Droplaugarsona saga ch.1l4,
Debts of Asbjern vegghamarr. Gunnars battr Pidrandabana.
Killing of Fidrandi Geitisson, Gunnars pattr tidrandabanas
laxdzla saga ch. 69.

South Quarter (STH)

Killing of Snjallstein Baugsson, S348/H307.
Wrongful grazing. S348/H307.

Killing of Orn of Valugerdi S348/H307
Sheepstealing. 8376/H33l :

Chronology of STHl-4.

STH5 Child Zxposure and Payment of Helmanfynga

STH6

Hardur saga
Killing of Sigurdr Audsson. Hardar saga




STH?
STH8
STH9

STH10

*STH11
*STH12
#*STH13
*3TH1Y4
*STH15

*STH18

*STH20
*STH21

*STH22
*3STH23
*STH24

*Suits

Killing of Audr, a Hiskarl and 2 women, Hardar saga.
Blasphemy by Stefnir. XKristni saga, 015fs saza '
Killing of Vetrlidi and Fdrvaldr enn Weile,
Kristni saga.
Blasphemy by Hjalti Skeg%Jason. Kristni sagas
Islendlngabok ch, 7; 7/H322; Laxdzela saga ch,41;
Olafs saga lryggvasonar en mesta ch, 217,
Suit for Marriage Money of Unnr. NJala ch.8, 21-24,
Theft by Melkélfr from Otkell. Njala ch. 50 &51.
Killing of Otkell and 7 Companions. Nj a4la ch. 55%56.
Inheritance Claim of Asgrlmr Njdla ch, 0.
tol7 Suits Transferred to Gunnarr as Countercharges to
STH18 & 19. INjala ch.64, 65 & 66,
& 19 Manslaughter and Wounding suits vs, Gunnarr of
' Hlidarendi. Njala ch, , 65 & 66,
Manslaughter of Hjortr. Njila ch, 65 &66.
Suit for Return of Land Paid as Compensation in
STH15-20, Njala ch, 67 & 68,
Manslaughter of Porgelrr Otkelsson. Njala ch. 73&74.
Killing of Hoskuldr, Hvitaness godi, Niala ch, 111-123.
Killing of Helgi Njalsson and Burning of Njall et al.

Njla ch, 135-1435,

marked with * are omitted from the main discussion in

the text and from the Tables as too unreliable.
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Killing (Version 9) or Wounding (Version B) of Gunnlaugr
Version A: Landnamabok, S79 : '
Version B: HEyrbyzgzija saga ch. 16 :

Version A

DATE: 980AD
s 2

CHARGE: - Witchcraft (fjolkynngi)

HOW_COMMEHCED: By summons

INJURED PARTY: Gunnlaugr - dead

PROSECUTOR: “Torbjorn, father of Gunnlaugr.

ACCUSED: Geirridr, a female
DEFENDER: Not clear, perhaps fdérarinn, son of the Accused.

QUTCOM=: "Arnkell godi was asked by the twelve jurymen to

—————————

ive judgement in the case, and he dismissed the charge after
6rarinn had invalidated the case by taking an oath at the
sacred ring." '
Version B
DATE: 980 AD
COURT: Tdrsnes Assembly

. CHARGE: "being a night witch and causing Gunnlaugr bodily
harm. " :

INJURED PARTY: Gunnlaugr forbjarnarson, a young man, perhaps ‘
not even 16, living with his father. '

PROSECUTOR: PorbjQrn, father of Cunnlaugr. No transfer is
mentioned, but rather it is treated as if it was‘Porbjgrn's
own case, “Porbjorn had his own farm,

SUFEORTERS OF FROSECUTION: Snorri godi, although the nature
of help he gave is confused. +%orbjorn.seemed to do the legal
work, but the verdict referred to "the charge preferred by
Snorri and Porbjorn". TPorbjorn was married to Snorri's sister
$Puridr, which seems to be the reason for Snorri helping:
*Snorri godi supported (veitti) his brother-in-law‘%orqurn".
Snorri was very young, just 17, and had only recently assumed
the godord at Helgafell,

KIN NOT INVOLVED: Gunnlaugr's mother's relations (he was a
son by an earlier marriage of Porbjorn), including her father
Asbrandr and her brothers (see genealogical table a)A‘

ACCUSED: Geirridr, apparently a widow, with one son.

DEFENDER: Arnkell godi, brother of Geirridr. As with Snorri,
his kinship with the accused is stressed, not his godorad:
"Arnkell godi acted on behalf of his sister". He was "clever

'...'..02
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at law (lagamadr mikill) and very shrewd, He was a great
hearted man and stood head and shoulders above all the other

men in the district both in popularity and strength of character.
Arnkell was a temple priest (hofgo&i) and had plenty of support

(pingmenn). "

QUTCOME: Arnkell, Pdérarinn (son of Geirridr) and 10 others
swore that Geirridr was not responsible, and the charge was
dismissed. "The outcome was a great setback to them”. 7The
verdict was announced by Helgi Hofgardagodi, as neither
Snorri nor Arnkell could because of kinship with the parties,

SUSPICIOUS ELEMENTS QOF VERSION B: 1, Involvement of Snorri
at the age of 17, wpich is not mentioned in the Landnamabdk
version., Landnamabok notes W3 as being the case which
started the conf lict between Arnkell and Snorri (see the
quote at the end of the Cutline of W3),

2, The role of Arnkell differs in the two versions, It may
be that the author of Eyrbyggzja begins their conflict here
to make a better story.

3. The survival of Gunnlaugr. He is never mentioned again
in Eyrbyggja, which seems more consistent with his having
died as version A states.,

COMMENT ON VERSION A: Sturlibdk borrows heavily from Eyrbyggja.
Where there are variations, as here, these generally reflect
borrowings from an earlier Landnimabok, Normally, however,

these are also reflected in Hauksbdk or N&labék, which is not

the. case here, as neither of these manuscripts mentions the
incident, nor even Torbjern's first marriagze and Gunnlaugr, a
child of that marriage. (See Bj8rn Magnusson Olsen, "Landndma

og Eyrbyggja saga", Aarbgzer for Nordisk Oldkyndished og Historie,
1905, II R=kke , 20 Bind, 81-117.)

BIBLIOGRAPHICAL NOTE: Konrad Maurer, "Zwel Rechtsfidlle aus

der ryrb ja", Yitzungberichte der philosophisch-philolozischen
und der historischen Classe der k,b., Akademle der Wissenschaften .
zu_Minchen, MNinchen, 1896, p, 3-48, compares the two version,
discusses the problem of Gunnlaugr taking the suit if he was
alive, and discusses the rights of widows in court with respect
to Ceirridr. :
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w2
Return of Mundr and Helmaniylgaa of Wife of Illugi
the Blagk

Eyrbygzija saga ch, 17

DATE: 980 (same time as W1)
COURT: #Pdrsnes assembly
INJURED PARTY & PROSZCUTOR: Illugl the Black. who was probably

a o& (see Gunnlaues saga ch, & 5).Little doubt he
operated his own farm.

SUPPORTERS OF ILLUGI: 120 men were with him at the assembly.

ACCUSED & DEFENDER: Tin Forni, who had charge of the property
and apparently would not give it up,

SUPPORTZRS OF TIN FORNI: The Kjalleklings, led by -Forgrimr
Kjalleksson, a godi (Eyrbyggja ch., 10) although we are

not reminded of this in relation to the law suit, He is
treated as the major personnage and leader in the law suit,
although Tin Forni retained legal control. He seems to have
been acting in the position of family leader (see genealogy
a), although Tin Forni's position in the family is not
specified in the saga.

OUTCOME: The Kjalleklings hoped to settle the matter in
battle, but some of their supporters were delayed by : ' storms,
Therefore Illugi won the law suit and Tin Forni gave up the
money, But then the rest of the Xjalleklings arrived, there
was a battle, several people were killed, and Snorri go&i
intervened to stop the fight,

VZRSES: They are probably authentic (n 0. Sveinsson, "Eyrbyggja
sagas kilder", Scripta Islandieca 19(1968), p.3). They

confirm a law suit at ‘POrsnes over money held by "Forni",
probably involving Illugi as the poem is alleged to be a
eulogy on him, Illugi was successful. There was a battle
after agreement, three people were ‘killed, Snorri was the
peacemaker and became famous for it,

SAGA OF GUNNLAUGR WORMTONGUE: Illugi "fought with Porgrimr:
Kjallaksson godi and his sons at the Pérsnes Assembly,
and carried off single-handed all that lay at stake there".
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W3
Killing of Porbjorn ‘
Eyrbyggija saga chs, 19, 21, 22

DATE: 981 AD
COURT: “PSrsnes assembly.
CHARGE: Manslaughter

HOW COMMENCZID: By summons at home of the accused, although
note it seems to be Arnkell's house, where the Accused
“Srarinn was staying, not his permanent home,
- INJURED PARTY: ‘Porbjgrn. dead (see Wl)
PROSECUTOR_. ¢+ Snorri godi, half brother of Porbjqrn's
widow ‘Puridr - their in-lawship is stressed, and Snorri's
godord is not mentioned as relevant, A transfer of the
prosecution is suggested, although not specifically stated:
"hann t6k vid eptirmial um vig Porbjarner, mags sins",
Porbjorn's killer, Porarinn, immeadiately assumed that Snorri
_ would be the prosecutor,. ‘

CLOSER RELATIONS NOT INVOLVED IN SUIT: 'Porbjg_rn had a wife
Puridr, and three sons, Gunnlaugr who was perhaps killed
earlier (see Wl), Ketill the Champion who was abroad, and
Hallstein who took part in the battle in which Porbjqrn
was . killed and was badly wounded,

SUPPORTERS OF PROSECUTION: 80 men were at the service of the
summons,

ACCUSED: '?5rarinn, a married man who owned and operated
his own farm, From the start he did not consider handling
the defence on his own, Also accused were "all the others
involved in the killings", seven in all including Alfgeirr
a ship's captain and his crew mates and Nagli his companion.

DEFENDER: No defence was submitted in court, Indications
are Arnkell godi (see supporters) would have handled it if
they had chosen to submit a defence,

SUPPORTERS: 1. “Pdrarinn turned first. to Vermundr, his
tengdamadr (miagr is the term usually used for an irdaw),

who was his sister's husband, Vermundr acknowledged his

duty to help Pérarinn, but distrusted his own ability and
therefore suggested approaching Arnkell, Vermundr had just
taken over Bjarnarhpfn after the death of his father Porgrimr
(see W2), and had perhaps also taken over the godord, but
this is never mentioned. Vermundr said he was not strong
enough to help (taka vi&)’?Gﬁarinn. .

2. On Vermundr's advice ®drarinn then asked Arnkell, his
mother's brother and probably his closest male blood relation,
for : :help, It is of interest that his in-law Vermundr was
approached before the blood kin, Arnkell was turned to as

a relation (frandr ) of Pérarinn, not godi, “Porarinn stayed
with him over thg winter and he kept enoughfmen to defend them,
Also he helped Porarinn leave the country, |,

In seeking help from Vermundr and Arnkell(?orarinn was
apparently speaking for the others involved in the killing,

as they accompanied him to see Vermundr, and Arnkell specifically
included Alfgeirr,

l.l..l'.z
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OUTCOME 3 ‘?5farinn, accompanied by Vermundr, went abroad
before the court actions., He and all those involved in the
kixling were outlawed and their property confiscated.

VERSES: They confirm the battle which Pdrarinn engaged in
because of a charge of cowardlce, and the involvement of
Klfgeirr and Nagli., *®Pdrarinn killed someone, There are
references to friendship of Vermundr, to an upcoming lawsuit
re the killing, and the the legal help of Arnkell, and to
the importance of force to the outcome: " It will not be
for crime of mine, if they outlaw me, They have the bigger
party.. May the gods strengthen my cause'

Pd
TLANDNAMABOK : S79:, rAt. the Pbrsnes assembly, Snorri godi
took actlonéver'Poqﬁ’s killing, and had all the attackers
sentenced to outlaw1y....Thls started the enmity between
Arnkell and Snorri godi".

COMMENT: Several of Porbjern’s men were killed with him, and
his son Hallstein badly wounded or killed, but no sults for
any of these were brought.
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Wounding of Bjorn and Assault on Helgi
Eyrbyggia saga ch, 23

DATE: 982 (spring court)

COURT: 4orsnes assembly

CHARGE: Wounding

INJURED EARTY: Bjorn, who lived with Vigfiss of Drapuhlf{d,
his mother's brother,

PROSECUTOR: Vigfiss, a good farmer (bbdndi). He sought no
outside help, and assumed the prosecution immeadiately
without being asked, :

ACCUSED: MAr, illegitmate uncle of Snorri godi, and overseer
of Snorri's farm. His father was also Snorri's grandmother's
overseer.

DLFENDER: Snorri, who Vigfﬁss approached initially to request
compensation, rather than the actual offender.

OUTCOME: Snorri countercharged,

COUNTERCHARGE: Assault

INJURED PARTY: Helgi, Snorri godi's shepherd,

PROSEZCUTOR: Snorri godi.

ACCUSED: Bjern (injured party, above),
DEFENDER: Vigflss

QUTCOME: BjQern was found guilty of the assault and got no
compensation for his wound, '

COMMENTs This case seems to have proceeded on the basis of
legal merits, rather than being affected by force, although
in the end it was the side supported by a godi which won.
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W5 ' .
Killing of Sons of Forgestr _
Eyrbygzia saga ch, 24; Landnfimabdk H77, S89
: Eiriks saga rauda -
DATE: 982AD

COURT: “dérsnes assembly

CHARGE: Killing

INJURZD PARTIES:  Sons of forgestr the old, dead (Landnimabdk
says two sons of<éorgestr and "some other men", )

PROSECUTORS: <Porgestr, father of the dead men, who is

shown as of some standing in the desecration dispute around

930 (Eyrbyggja ch.9), but was therefore also old. by this

dispute. He was assisted by the sons of fordr gellir (concerning
whom see Wl4), who were the brothers of forgestr's wife,

although this is not pointed out in the text, (%The prosecutor

ig not stated in Landnimabdk. )

SUPFORTERS OF PROSECUTION: “orgestr, sons of Pordr gellir,
Yorgeirr of Hitardalr (no relationship known), Aslakr of
Langadale and his son Illugi (Aslakr like Porgestr was married
to a daughter of fordr gellir and had helped Porgestr

stop the desecration battle), ( All these are according to
the LandnAmabbk account). :

ACCUSED: Zir{kr the Red (and his men according to Landnimabok )
They were not at the assembly, v

DEFENDER: ? No details of the actual suit are given, Only
St?rr attended the assembly on behalf of the defence according

to Eyrbyggia, :

SUPFORTERS OF DEFENCE: “Forbjorn Vifilsson, Viga -Styrr, sons
forbrandr of Alptafjordr, Eyjolfr LEsusonof Svin Island,

The basis of their support is not stated; tgere is no ,
apparent relationship of any of them to Eirlkr., Viga-Styrr
was the son of Porgrimr godi and therefore perhaps a odi.
Eyjdlfr was his cousin, "Each side kept a large stanslng

"force",

QUTCOME : Stgrr persuaded many mernfto withdraw support from
4orgestr, and Snorri not to jointhe attack on Eirikr after
the assembly, Eirfkr managed to get away by ship with the
help of Eyjélfr. Styrr and‘?orb%grn and went to explore
Greenland, ILandnfimabbk saysEirfikr and his men were outlawed
(sekir); théy returned to Iceland three years later, at
which time "Eirf{kr and Porgestr fought a battle and Eirikr
was the loser, After this they were reconciled”. '

SUSPICIOUS ELEMENT: It seems unlikely that forgestr the old
and AslfAxr could have beer involved in both the desecration
battle around 930 and this suit. But as they are also both
said to have been married to daughters of fordr gellir,

who died around 965 (annals), it seems probable that it is
their involvement in the descration dispute which is not
correct.
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Killing of Vigfuss _
Eyrbygeija saga ch, 26 & 27

DATE: 983AD

COURT: “Pérsnes assembly

CHARGE: Manslaughter

INJURED FARTY: Vigfuss, dead (see W4)

PERSON ASSUMING RESPONSIBILITY SUIT PURSUED: ?orgerar. wife
of dead person.

PROSECUTOR: Arnkell, uncle of Vigfss' wife Porgerdr, and

‘a godi (see W1), He assumed the case only at the request

of" Porgerdr, and refused at first, telling her to go to

the Kjalleklings, Vigftiss' relations, She was also unsuccess-

ful with them, but was advised by one of them, Vermundr, to

%oad Arnkell to action by presenting him with Vigfdss® head.
orgerdr did this and it worked, (See Genealogy a)

PERSONS WHOSE HELP SOUGHT: The Kjalleklings, Vigfdss®' kin,
After Arnkell's initial refusal to take the case (taka
vid mal), Porgerdr approached three of them for help:

1. Styrr, Vigfiss' second cousin, He refused because of
a promise not to get involved in suits against Snorri,

2, Steinporr, second cousin once removed of VigfGss, who
refused because he was inexperienced in law suits, and
because Vi§fﬁss had many closer relations,

3. Vermundr, Styrr's brother, who would not "shoulder

my kinsmen's burden', and sent her first to Steinfdrr, and
later advised her how to get Arnkell involved; however, he
did agree it was his "duty to help [her] in the case",

SUPPORTERS OF PROSECUTION: The Kjalleklings, including
Steinporr and Vermundr, "Both sides came to the Pdérsnes
Assembly with a large following, but all the Kjalleklings
supported Arnkell and they had the biggest force. Arnkell
pleaded the case forcefully."

ACCUSED: "All those who had taken part in the attack.on
VigfGss, with the exception of Snorri godi®". Those involved
were sald to be "six men", presumably members of Snorri's
household, :

DEFENDER: Snorri godi.

DEFENCE: A counter-action for attemp}ed manslaughter of
Snorri, and one for the wounding of Mar, If Vigfuss were
guilty of these charges, he could be legally killed,

OUTCOME: Peace makers intervened before judgement was passed
and the matter was put to arpitration, Snorri paid a large
fine for the killing of Vigfdss and Mar was to go abroad

for 3 years. Note that neither of these men was actually
charged, and no mention is made of the six who were,

.OO."."2
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 SUSPICIOUS ELEMENTS: 1, “Porgerdr's goading of Arnkell
strongly resembles the goading of Flosi by Hildigunnr in
Nj4lid ch. 116, although of course Njala is more likely to

have borrowed from Eyrbygzja (see STH23).
2, The author may have been anxious to dramatize the growing

power of Snorri, and therefore may have exaggerated the
reluctance of men to become involved in suits against him,
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Killing of Sons of Porir Wood-leg
Eyrbyggia saga ch., 29

DATE: 983 or 984AD

COURT: “Porsnes . Assembly
CHARGE: Killing of sons of £orir Wood-lLeg.

INJURED PARTY: Two sons of ®orir Wood-leg, Qrn and Vali,
dead., ¥d6rir was a farmer, but he possibly had a dependegt
relationship with the farmer at Frod river, as he moved ‘.FPO&
there in his old age. Qrn and Vali were with $Pdroddr/ont<'er
an expedition to kill Bjorn, whamPéroddr resented because he
was keeping company with his wife Puridr, half sister to

Snorri godi, #oroddr seemed to assume the case as his own:
"$oroddr asked Snorri to support him in the action over the
killing of the Pdérissons", perhaps because they were acting

on his behalf when they were killed,

PROSECUTOR: Snorri go&i, at the request of f6roddr, -

ACCUSED: Bjorn, He was probably faarly young as he was
courting Snorri's younger sister (Snorri was only 20), and
living with his father,

DEFENDER: Asbrandr, father of Bjqrn, the Accused. No transfer
is mentioned., Asbrandr made pledges on Bjorn's behalf
at court. (See Genealogy a).

SUPPORTERS_OF DEFENCE: Sons of Forllkr of Eyrr, It is not
explained why, but in ch. 40 we are told that Bjorn's brother
Arnbjorn was brother-in-law to #6rdr bligr Porlaksson. It
is interesting that Asbrandr did not enlist the support of
an equal of Snorri, compare for example Wl., (See Genealogy a).

OUTCOMzZ: Bjprn was outlawed for 3 years. Ksbrandr paid a
fine, , _
VERSES: They confirm the killing of the sons of Périr by
Bjern and the involvement of Péroddr in the matter,
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Killing of Slaves of f4rélfr
Eyrbygeja saza ch, 31

980's AD

DATE

COURT: Pdrsnes Assembly

CHARGEZ: Manslaughter

INJURED PARTY: %P8rdlfr, the owner of six slaves killed by
Arnkell, his son, Jbecause they were caught setting fire to
a nouse owned by Ulfarr. a freedman of the sons of’Porbrandr.

FROSECUTOR: Snorri godi at the request of $8rolfr after
Arnkell refused his demand for compensation: "you're the
leading farmer in the district (heradshqfdingi ), and it's

up to you to put right any wrongs people have suffered around
here". Snorri was reluctant, and took the case (tok wvia
eptirmali) only after £dr6lfr said he "wouldn't claim more

. than a part of the compensatlon for” himself, and also
offered Snorri Krakunes . wood in payment, He wanted Snorri
"to press your case so hard that your standing will be
greater than ever",

ACCUSED AND DEFENDER: Arnkell godi, .son of the injured
party T6rolfr, But note that Arnkell didn't do the killing
himself, he "had the slaves taken out to Vadilshofdi and hanged".

SUPPORTERS: "Both sides turned up at the Assembly in large
numbers, "

OUTCCME:s Arnkell argued that the slaves were lawfully killed
because they were caught committing arson, but Snorri pointed
out this would be correct if they were killed at the scene

of the- crlme, but they were not. Peacemakers stepped in,

and Styrr and Vermundr, sons of ?orgrlmr godi, acted as
arbitrators, They awarded twelve ounces of silver for each
slave, to be paid at once., Snorri gave it all to’Porolfr.
who took it. ~Everyone was displeased, expecially P4rélfr,
but Snorri wouldn't pursue it any further: “I'm not staking
my good name on your malice and injustice".
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Killing of Haukr
Eyrbygzja saga ch, 35

DATE: 980's AD
COURT: #%drsnes Assembly
CHARGE: Manslaughter

INJURED PARTY: -Haukr, dead, a fyledarmadr (follower) of
unorrl godi, killed by Arnkell while collecting timber in
Krakunes. Wood on Snorri's orders. Arnkell claimed £6rdlfr
had no legal right to give Snorri the wood (see w8), and
claimed to own the wood as son and heir of P8rdlfr.

PROSECUTOR: Snorri godi., Haukr was his gylgdarma&r and
was acting for him when he was killed.

ACCUSED AND DEFENDER: Arnkell godi (see W1, W6, W8).

DEFENCZ: Haukr had assaulted him first. | -

SUPPORTERS: "Both sides turned up at the Assembly in large
numbers and fought a hard case", '

QUTCOME: Because of the assault, no compensation was to be
paid for Haukr.
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Killing of Arnkell
Eyrbyggzja saga ch, 37-38

DATE: 990 AD

COURT: 2

CHARGE: Manslaughter

INJURED PARTY: Arnkell godi, dead (see Wl, W6, W8, W9).

PROSECUTORS: The legal heirs of Arnkell's estate, who were
all women, '

ACCUSED: The sons of “Porbrandr, foster brothers to Snorri
godi, They thought Arnkell was getting the better of Snorri
too often, After they goaded Snorri, he encouraged them

to kill Arnkell,

DEFENDER: Not stated

OUTCOME: "The case was not followed up as vigorously as
people might have expected after the killing of so great a
man, The case was settled at the Assembly, and forleifr

Kinbi was the only one to be sentenced to outlawry, He was
charged with giving Arnkell his death-wound and banished

from Iceland for three years, Because the action over the
killing of this outstanding man had gone so badly, the leading
men of JIceland made it law that neither a woman, nor a man
under the age of sixteen, should ever again be allowed to
raise a manslaughter action,"
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Killing of Styrr
Eyrbygeia saga ch, 56

DATE: 1008AD

aQ

OURT: Alping

CHARGE: KXilling Stfrr

W CCMMZNC=D: By Summons, Snorri godi took 400%*men with
him to deliver the summons, but was met by a force of 500%
and had to deliver the summons from a safe distance across
a river, '

INJURED PARTY: Styrr, dead., He was survived by a - °
brother , Vermundr, (see Wé), a nephew, and .two sons (see
Genealogy &).

FROSECUTCR: Snorri godi, father-in-law of Stirr.

SUPPORTERS OF PROSEZCUTION: 400%(480) men at the summons,
including Styrr's brother: and nephew, and a distant cousin
4foroddr (see W6). His sons are not mentioned. There

were also "a good many other important men”,

ACCUSED: Gestr, the orphan son of a farmer killed by Stjrr, .
wno was quite young.

DZFZNDER: ?

SUFEORTERS: 500%(600) men at the summons, including Illugi
the Black, Xleppjirn the 014, Forsteinn Gislason, Gunnlaugr
Adder-tongue, Fforsteinn ?orgilsson of Hafursfjg?aT Island "and
many other notable men".

CUTCOME: "That summer at the Alping forsteinn Gislason
dismissed Snorri's case”. Snorri later killed Porsteinn
and his son, for which a settlement was reached,

CCM1ZNT: The total number of men involved in this dispute

is said to have been about 1080, which would have been

around 2% of the population, perhaps as much as 10% of the
adult male population, assuming a total population for Iceland
of around 60,000, And as the men came from only part of
Iceland, an area representing perhaps 1/5 of the population,
as much as 50% of the adult male population of the area

may have been involved, In other words, this dispute quite
probably should not be regarded as a private matter, but
rather as a power struggle on a large scale,

# Erobably long hundreds of 120.
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Pillaging of Alfr's Farm
Eyrbygegija saga ch, 59

DATE: Circa 1015-20 AD .
COURT: “fdrsnes Assembly
INJURED PARTY: Alfr the short, a man who was "well—off, and

running a good farm". His farm was looted by Ospakr. a
local bully, and his men,

PROSECUTOR: Snorri godi "took over the case (tok via
malum)? Alfr is said to have been his pingmadr.

'ACCUSED: 6spakr and his men, bandits who looted and terror-
ized the neighbourhood,

DEFENDER: Not specified., It seems implied no one was at
court for the defence,

QUTCOME s Ospakr and his men were outlawed. A confiscation
Court was attempted but Ospakr had taken everything. What
there was Snorri divided "between Alfr the Short and all
the other farmers who had suffered most through the
outlaws' robberies,”
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Hay Taken from Hensa-Forir by Blund-Ketill for his
Tenantg -

Hensaforis saga ch., VI-IX (fslenzk fornrit edition)

DATE: 963 (same as Wl4)
COURT: Didn't get that far
CHARGE: Theft (ran)

HOW COMMENCED: By summons at home of accused,

INJURED PARTY: }kensaéﬁéfir. He was aprosperous farmer,

but had started as a peddlar and seemingly did not have

good family connections, He doesn't seem to have considered
pursuing the matter alone, _ ,

FROSZCUTOR: Porvaldr Tungu-0ddsson }knnsa%Porig transferred
the sult to him for 3 his property ("handsalar Périr honum
fé sitt halft ok Dpar med malit a hendr Blund Katli”). There
is no apparent relationship between Hensa<Forir and Porvaldr.
forvaldr lived with his father, having just returned from

a trip abroad. Tungu-0ddr was a leading man in the area,

and probably a godi (see Landnimabdk S398/H355).

FERSONS WHO REFUSED TO PROSECUTE: HensasPorir asked Arngrimr
godi for help first, Arngrimr refused, although he later
joined the summoning party. HensaPorir had fostered his
son in return for a promise of support in his dealings.
“Porvaldr called Hensaddrir the friend of Arng;lmr, not
his'gingma&r, although it seems probable Arngrimr was his
godi,  nensadérir then went to Tungu-0ddr (see Prosecutor),
Sﬁf"he,also refused,

When Porir asked Arngrfﬁr for support, he argued that the
robbery was as much from him, but,this was probably because
arngrimr's son was to have 3 of forir’'s estate as his
foster son. When asking Oddr for support, £0rir said he
was the leading man of the district (forradsmadr heradsins),
and that therefore the matter was as much his concern, but
this did not seem to carry much weight with Oddr. However,
his son forvaldr felt he had some responsibility: "how
comes it, Arngrimr, that you chieftains (hefdingjar) let
such shameful things take place?" A

SUPPORTERS OF PROSECUTION: Arngrfﬁr go&i and his son Helgi,
foster son of %6rir, Vidfari, a relative of £4rir, and 30 men,

ACCUSED: Blund-Ketill, a rich man with 30 tenant farms.

DEFENDER: Blund-Ketill, although the matter never got to
court, so this is uncertain,

SUPFORTERS OF DEFENCE: Qrn the Easterner, a ship's captain
lodging with Blund-Ketill,

OQUTCOiEs The legal case was pursued only to the summons, at
which point Blund-Ketill was burned in his house.

'SUSPICIOUS ELEMZNT: In the 1280's there was considerable
controversy over a provision in the new Norwegian law code
for Iceland, Jénsbdk, which made it compulsory for a man to
sell,hi% ?ay. (See Alan J, Berger, "0l1d Law, New ILaw, and
Hensa-Pdris saga" Scripta islandica, 27 (1976), p. 7-8.) This
incident could have been inspired by this controversy.
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Burning of Blund-Ketill .
Hensa-toris saga ch, IX-XV (Islenzk fornrit edition)

DATE: 963 (annals)

BOURT: Summoned first to the “fingnes ; assembly, later taken
to the Akbing. Concerning the quarter, Hensa<orir and £érar
gellir lived in the West Quarter, Blund Ketill and Tungu Oddr
in the south, According to Landnimabdok Pingnes assembly was
in the west quarter, (Concerning the location of %ingnes
assembly, see J6n Johannesson, lagnls Finnbogason and Kristjan
Eldjarn, Sturlunga Saza, Reykjavik, 1946, vol., I, p. 560.)

CHARGE: Not stated

INJURED PARTY: Blund-Xetill, dead (see W1l3). His clbsest
.male relation was his son Hersteinn, who never considered
handling the case alone,

PROSECUTOR: Hersteinn, who transferred it to Pordr gellir

and Gunnarr because he was too sick to go to the Alping,
According to Landnimabdk (S398/H355) érdr gellir was one

of: the leading chieftains (hqofdingjar) in the West Quarter
around 930, and Eyrbyggija saga ch, 10 also identifies him as
such, His main claim to fame seems to have been the constitu-~
tional changes he instituted as a result of this case, :
Gunnarr was married to a sister of Fdrdr. Both became involved
in the case through trickery; Hersteinn and hisg foster-father
arranged the betrothal of Gunnarr's daughter, Pordr's neice

and ‘foster daughter, to Hersteinn after +the burning, but
before Gunnarr and Pordr had learned of it. GCunnarr and €d4rdr
than felt duty bound to help in the case (skyldr); Gunnarr's
statement was that P4rdr was duty bound to help Hersteinn, and
he, Gunnarr, was bound to help Pérdr. Pbérdr gellir handled

the legal aspects of the case on his own, ‘

SUFPORTERS: Porbjorn, Hersteinn's foster-father, then Porkell
trefill, whose aid Porbjorn helped Hersteinn get., <“Porkell
trefill was perhaps a godi, at least a chieftain (hpf}ingi, Lax-
dzela ‘10, but it is not indicated that Hersteinn orﬁﬁorbjgfﬁ—"
were his fingmenn., He was reluctant to get involved, but

had already offered hospitatlity before /knew of the burning
and he would not go back on that. He helped them get Gunnarr
involved, and Gunnarr helped them get “Por gellir involved.
$6rdr gellir had 240 men at the Fingnes assembly battle,
He was supported by kin and friends at the Alfing, including
the brother of Porkell trefill, Helgi, |

FEQPLE NOT INVOLVED: Egill Skallagr{msson and his son “Porsteinn.

Eigla ch, 78 says Egill was a friend of Porkell trefill, but
perhaps we can assume from Eigla that pgill seldom got involved
in law suits, He lived 15 kms from Porkell }ref;ll. Also,

" Blund-Ketill was £Egill's sister's son (Landnamabdk S36, although
“4ordarbdk disagrees, see Benediktsson, landnamabdk, p. 84,

note &), £gill and forsteinn belonged to the same assembly as

Hersteinn,

0...0...."2



Wl

Wik, page 2 -

PEOPLE WHO REFUSED TO HELP: Hersteinn and'ﬁorb'gpn went to
Tungu-0ddr first, because he had often offered orbjorn aid.
Oddr "helped” by claiming ownership of Blund-Ketill's farm as
a derelict farm, and later acted for the defence. (re Tungu-
Oddr see W13).

ACCUSED: #Pérvaldr Tungu-0Oddsson, Arngrimr godi, Hensafdrir,
and several other unnamed (see W13 concerning all these men),
+6rir did not attend the assembly, but it seems implied that
at least Arngrimr did, and perhaps forvaldr,

DEFENDZR: Tungu~0ddr. No transfer to him is stated, but
it is treated as his defence, apparently for all concerned,

SUPPORTZRS OF DEFENCE: 480 men at the first battle, 360 at
the Alping battle, which was not enough, Tungu-0Oddr agreed
to a truce because he had a worse case, but also because he
was outnumbered,

PEQPLE NOT INVOLVED IN THE DEFENCE: Torfi Valbrandsson, who
was married to Zuridr, daughter (or sister, see Landnimabdk
S37) of Tungu-0ddr, He is introduced at the beginning of the.
saga, but plays only a small role towards the end. He had

a godord according to Hardar saga - (See STH5, 6 & 7).

OUTCOME: Tungu-0ddr with 480 men prevented Pérdr gellir et al
from attending the Pingnes assembly, Four of;Pér ~ gellir's
men were killed, one of Tungu-0ddr's. Hensa<forir and twelve
men were killed by Hersteinn during but not at the Alping.

A battle broke out at the Alping, but it was stopped.

Arngrimr godi and the rest of the burners were made full
outlaws, except ¥6rvaldr who got 3 year outlawry, in a
settlement, ’gér&r—gellir instituted a major constitutional
change to try to prevent the problems he had in pursuing the
case, '

COMMENT: As in W1l, the large numbers of men involved in this
suit suggest that it had devel”poped far beyond a private
dispute, and had become a major power struggle, GCunnarr :
suggests this: "it is as well if you now try out once and for
all which of you chieftains (hefdingjar) is top dog, for gpou
~have long torn at each other 1lIke wolves" (ch, XI), On the
other hand, these chieftains showed little sense of duty.

Oddr did not help Porbjorn, despite his promises, and Porkell
trefill, Gunnarr and Pérdr gellir all were very reluctant,

W14 - Version B
Burning of Blund-Ketill (or forkell, his Son)
Landnamabdk, $37, Sk6, S107; H34; Pordarbdk (Melabok),

”

Benediktsson, Landnidmabdk p. 84 note L,

DATZ: not given

=il

COURT: 4ingnes assembly, although some manuscripts say
%drsnes , see Benediktsson, Landndmabok p. 145 note 3.

INJURED PARTY: Blund-Ketill (forkell in £(M)).

FPROSECUTOR: ¥Fordr gellir? (S107).

l0..|I‘03
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SUPPORTERS: Z%£0rdlfr refr, son of Eysteinn and‘?dfhildr.
daughter of forsteinn the Red (S107).

ACCUSED: -Porvaldr, son of Tungu-0ddr (330); Hensaforir
(#(M)); Arngrimr godi (S46/H34). '

DEFENDER: Tungu-0ddr (S107).
OUTCOME: Battle at f£ingnes - assembly (S107).
Wik, Version C

Burning of Porkell Blund-Ketilsson
{slendingabdk ch. 5

DATE: During the term of the iawspeaker ¥8rarinn Ragabrédir
(950-969 AD)

COURT: 1, “ingnes assembly in BorgarfjqQrar
2. Alping.

CHARGE: Manslaughter (vigsékn).
INJURED PARTY: <%orkell Blund-Ketilsson, dead.

PROSECUTOR: “£0rdr gellir (hofdingi at sokinni). It is
stated he took the case because Hersteinn forkelsson was
married to ‘férunn, daughter of Férdr gellir's sister,

SUFPPORTERS: £4rdlifr refr, brother of ﬁlfr of Dales (killed).

. /7
ACCUSED: “orvaldr, son of Tungu-0ddr; Hensa-forir; others at
the burning,

DEFENDER: . Tungu-0ddr, father of 4orvaldr.

SUPFORTERS: None named. 6 wera killed at the Alping battle,

OUTCOME: Pitched battle, first at the assembly in Borgarfjordr,
then at the Alping. Hensa<Périr was outlawed, and later killed
together with others who were at the burning.

COMMENT on the relative merits of the two main versions by
Thgodore M. Andersson, The Problem of Icelandic Sarga
Origins, Yale University Fress, 1964, p. 107.

Id
"Nordal argued well for the use of Islendingab6k by the author
of the saga , but the case is inherently too weak. The issue
is not whether the author of Hensa-Pdris saga knew Ari or not.
He may have known Ari and in this case it is even more strik-
ing that he took no account of Ari's version, His disregard
would evince a variant with enough vitality to maintain it-
self against any source, That the writer did in fact draw
from such a variant is adequately shown by the fattr of Gunnarr
Hl{farson and f£8roddr at the end of the saga. The story has
no foundation in Ari and cannot be invention since it has
no compositional function. Yet it presupposes the rest of
the saga, which must therefore also have a foothold in
tradition. And let us again not forget the welgh? of Sturla’'s
opinion, Nordal asks how the author of Hensa-tbris saga could
fail to know Ari. In turn it is fair to ask how Sturla could

".....4
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fail to know that HensaPdris saga was an imaginative deviation
from Ari‘'s authority, if this were really the case. It is
possible as Nordal says (Fornrit, 3, xii), that Sturla was
a poor judge, but that his obliviousness could go to the
extreme of .confusing contemporary fiction with bona fide
history is hardly a tenable position, If he used a saga to
correct lLandnima, that saga, rlght or wrong, must have had
some generally accepted ba31s in tradition. It is therefore
unwise to part with Hensa$dris saga as an essentially oral
story or to reject the discrepancy between it and Ari as a
measure of oral distortion," :
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Witchgraf} concernlng a Whale
Landnamabok, S75, H63

DATE: Mid 10th century, as the grandfather of Einarr Sigmundar-
son (Defender) was a landnimsmadr, his granddaughter

" was married to a son of Snorri goal (who lived about 963 to
1031), and his cousin Hjalti was a hgf&lngl in 981 (&rlstnl
saga, V&FPI p. 377).

COURT: 2

CHARGE: Witcheraft (fjiolkynngi)

HOW _COMMENCED: Summons delivered by Lon-nlnarr with eight
men at the home of the Accused.

INJURED PARTY: Lén-Einarr, to whom Sigmundr and his son Einarr
sold Lonland, Adildigunnr allegedly caused a drift whale,

which came ashore on Lon-Einarr's. land, to drift to her son's,
Einarr Sigmundarson's, land

PROS;CUTOR: Lon-Einarr

ACCUSED: Hildigunnr, mother of a farm owner. Her husband
~and his father were landnamsmenn in different parts of the
country. : .

DEFENDER: Her son Einarr went after Lon-Einarr and attacked
him, Ldn-tinarr and four of his companions were killed.
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Kllllng of EyJolfrsaurT‘and Holmgquu ~-Hrafn by
Eirikr the Red

Landnimabdk S89/H77; Eiriks sasa rauda

DATE: Before W5, perhaps 975-980AD
COURT: Not stated

INJURED PARTIES: EyJolfr saun and DPueller-Hrafn, both dead
nyJélfr was killed by Eirikr becuse Eyjélfr kllled slaves of
Eirikr who caused a landslide on the farm of Eyjélfr's kinsman
(frendr) Valpjofr. The connection of Hrafn is not stated.

"The men named here are otherwise unknown. It is likely that
the farm name Sgurstadir in Haukadalr has some connection with
£y jblfr saurr”(Islenzk fornrit vol 1 p. 131 note 5),

FROSECUTORS: Geirsteinn and Oddr of Jgrva, kinsmen (frzndr)
of ndelfr. also other_wise unknown, although there was a farm
"qufl" in Haukadalr very close to all the other places
mentioned and identifiable , (see Islenzk fornrit vol. V, map).

 ACGUSED: Eirf{kr the Red, a farm and slave owner, a late
settler in Iceland along with his father, and later leader
of the expedition to first settle Greenland

DEFENDER:s Insufficient details.
/7
OUTCOME: Eirikr banished from (gorr or) Haukadalr.

BIBLICGRAFHICAL NOTE: Concerning the posolble sources for this
story see Jén Jbhannesson, Gerdir Iandnimabdk, Reyk3av1k 1941,

p' 95“990
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Sheepsteallng by Bjern

Landnﬁmabok S115,H87; Gelrmundar‘@attr heljarskinns
ch .

DATE: According to Landnimabdk it was shortly after the
death of Geirmundr heljarskinn, who emigrated when he was
already old during the time of Haraldr Fairhair (see
Landnama S112); in other words the action must have taken
place in the first half of the 10thC, perhaps before 930 AD.

ACCUSED: Bjern, a slave ('praellz who managed one of the
several farms owned by Geirmundr, but see Outcome concernlng
a possible change in BjQrn's status before the law suit.

NO DETAILS OF THE ACTJAL LAW SUIT ARE GIVEN

QUTCOME : Bagrn was outlawed (sekr) and his land forfeited
as sekdarCfé , presumably under the normal rules of
confiscation of an outlaw's property (see above, volume 1,
p. 73 ). The land became common property (hans sekdarfé
urdu almenningar). Therefore we nmust perhaps assume that
on Geirmundr's death Bjorn was freed and given the land;
otherwise it would have been owned by Geirmundr's heirs and
therefore not subject to confiscation for Bjorn's wrong-
doings.

COMMENTS: Differences in the translations of the two
versions, which are substantially similar in the Icelandic,
illustrate the difficualty which can bte encountered in
wor;{mIr with translations rather than the Icelandlc originals.
Landnamabok translated by Palsson & Edwards:  Bjorn was
found gullty (sekr) of sheepstealing after Geirmund died,

and what is now common land was a portion of h1s fine (sekﬁarfe)
Geirmundr gattr, translated by NcGrew & Thomas: Baqrn was
later outlawed (sekr) for sheep-stealing and hlS confiscated
possessions (sektarfe) became common prop°rty.

Being found guilty is not the same as being outlawed, nor

is a fine the same thlng as confiscated property.
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Sheepstealing by férarinn gjallandi
Landnamabdk S118/H90/M33, S142

DATE: 980-1000AD (see Note on Chronology of W18, 19 & 20).
COURT: “orksKfjardar assembly.

CHARGE: 'Sheepstealing (saudataka).

INJJRZD FARTY: Not. stated, perhaps Forvaldr Olafsson.

PROSECUTOR: 1. -Porvaldr Olafsson. 0Olafr belgr was a
landnmamsmady, driven from his original settlement by Ormr the
Slender, but then took another claim,

- 2, ‘Porvaldr transferred the suit (sgok seldi) to Qgmundr
Volu-Steinsson, His father and grandmother were settlers
(S145), but his father was alive when he was killed as a
result of this action (S142).

ACCUSED & DEFENDER: “Fdrarinn gjallandi., No information is
given about him, and there are no other references to him,

QUTCOME: #$érarinn killed Qgmundr at the assembly.
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Abduction of Asdls by Ospakr Osvifrsson
Iandnambdk S142; Iaxdaela saga ch, 50

CHARGZ: ? 1likely abduction, .

INJURED PARTY: Asdfs., In Landnimbdk she is the sister

of Ljétr the Wise, a householder depicted in Havardar

saga_ (assuming Gestr Oddleifsson = Ljbtr - see Islenzk
fornrit vol., VI, p. 303 note 1, V&PII p., 240-241) as
reasonably influential; his mother was an earl's daughter.
In Laxd=la saga Asdis is called Aldfs, and she is said to be

the daughter of Holmgongu-Ljétr of Ingjaldssandr,

PROSECUTOR: Ljdtr, the brother or father of Asdis, He
could also be interpreted as the Injured Party as the male
most closely related to the abducted female, as this was
seen as more of an offence against the family than the

female (see above vol, 1, p. 124),

ACCUSED: 6spakr bsvifrsson, of good family according to

' i ted he had .
Taxd=la saga (see eg. ch. 32). It is never sta : ‘
his own farm,(but rather he is generally connected with Laugar,

his father's farm,

/7 .
ou NS kr outlawed (sekr), although this does not
seggogg hagzpiestricted his activities_%g Iaxdela saga,
Asdis had a son who was brought up by.LJotr and later
became the marshall of King Haraldry Sigurderson (see also
his saga in Heimskringla, which does not name her as the

mother, nor mention Ljétr).
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Grimr ,kogurr Ditch Dlgglng on LJotr s Land
Landnambdok S142

DATE: About 1004AD (see Notes on the Chronology of W18,l9&20)
COURT: 2 |
CHARGE: Digging a ditch across the prosecutors land;

INJURED PARTY & PROSECUTOR: 1j6tr. a landowner, see W19,

ACCUSED: Grimr kogurr, a landowner,

QUTCOME: ? Ljétr was ultimately killed by the sons of
Grimr, '

ALTERNATE VERSICN: Havardar saga ch, 14 tells the story with
considerable variations, and w1thout mentioning the law

suit, However, the Landnimabok version was probably taken
from an earlier version of havardar saga and therefore is
probably more reliable (see TIslenzk fornrlt vol. VI, p.
Ixxxvii-lxxxix, )




Chronology
w18,19,20

NOTES ON THE CHRONOLOGY OF W18, W19 & W20

‘1, The relative dating depends in part on the assumption
that the events in S142 are stated in chronological order,
which assumption is not necessarily valid.

2. W19, the abduction of Asdis (Aldig) likely took place
a few years before 1000AD because: a) Ospakr had been
outlawed for it before the killing of Kjartan in about
1003AD (Laxd=la ch,49, 50, 51, see W26)., b) The child
- of Asdis and Ospakr, Ulfr, died in 1066 (King Haralds saza
ch, 79) after having been with King Haraldr for 30 or so years.
c) G1fr was brought up by his grandfather Ljotr, who was
killed the winter before Porbjqrn Pjodreksson, who was

very likelgrdead by the time Vermundr the Slender moved

to Isafjqrdr, probably about 1007 (Eyrbyggzija ch, 56, Islenzk
fornrit vol, VI, p. xciv), Havardar saga dates Porbjorn's
death to the days of earl Hakon, but this seems probagly
wrong,

3. The death of Ljétr occurred shortly after W20, and
therefore according to 2c¢) the law suit took place about
1004 .AD.

L, W18, a) According to S142 the killing of Qgmundr

took place shortly before a banquet at which Gestr Oddleifsson
made a prophecy about Ulfr, suggesting W18 and W19 took

place about the same time,

b) 01d4fr belgr, father of the first prosecutor, was a
landniamsmadr, and was driven from his land by Ormr the Slender,
The son of Crmr the Slender died in 980, still a vigorous

man, but with three grown sons (Eyrbygeia saga ch,18, seeV3),
¢) Qgmundr, to whom the prosecution was transferred, and

who was killed, was also the son of a landnfimsmadr, and his
father was still alive,

b) and c) suggest an earlier date than a). S142 may

therefore be wrong in attributing the composition of Qgmundar-
drapa to the same feast as the prophecy concerning Ulfr.

Gestr was, according to Kristni saga, already a leading
hofdingi in 981, so an earlier date is possible,

See also Islenzk fornrit vol, VI, p. xciv-xcv,
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Killing of Two Slaves by Torsteinn Egilsson
Egils saga ch. 81 -

DATE: Mid 970's AD,
COURT: spring assembly (végﬁing)
CHARGE: Killing of two slaves

HOW COMMENC=D: Summons, perhars at the home of the accused.

INJJRED PARTY: Slaves owned by Steiharr;‘?orsteinn's neigh-
bour and son of Egill's old friend Qnundr, - Steinarr had
taken over his father's farm when his father was old.

PROSECUTOR: Steinarr. Later, when Egill intervened, Steinarr's
father asked to have the suit transfered to him, to

facilitate sett}ement. Steinar; reluctantly did so. ,(Sf&an
seldi Steinarr 1 hendr Qnundi malit, ok skyldi hann fa

sekja eda sattast a, sva sem lpg kenndu til.)

SUFFORTERS: Steinarr turned first to Einarr of Stafaholt,

a godi, who said: "My help will not be much use to you
unless other important men (virdingamenn) support the case".
Steinarr then went to Tungu-0ddr (see W1l3). Oddr "promised
his help, namely that he would side with Steinarr in effecting
a law suit against Pforsteinn". . Steinarr gave them both
money. They went with Steinarr with many mento serve the
summons, Steinarr attended the assembly with a large number
of. men with Tungu-0ddr in charge. &tinarr also brought

many men: "Steinarr behaved arrogantly over his lawsuits,
To him his charges seemed legal (logligar) and his support
enough to implement the law (at koma malum fram),"

ACCUSED % DEFZNDER: Porsteinn Egilsson, who had taken over
his father's farm and goldord.

SUFFORTERS: “"A great crowd of men", Iater his father
Eglll also supported him with eighty men. ‘

PEACEMAKER: Egill, who appealed to his old friendship with
Qnundr, asking him to convince Steinarr to turn the case
over to Qnundr for settlement, :

OQUTCOME: Steinarr transfered the prosecution (seldi malit)

to ¢nundr, who gave Egill sole judgement in the matter.
Tungu-0ddr then said: "I now count myself free, Steinarr,
from that help which I promised you, however Egill's settle-
ment turns out for you, for it was agreed between us that

I should give you such help that either you were successful

in your suits, or the cases ended in a way to satisfy you."
Egill declared the slaves were justly killed because of )
Steinarr's encroachment on forsteinn's land, and said Steinarr
had to leave his farm and the area.

CHRONOLOGY PROBLEM; The Annals say Tungu-Cddr died in 965,
| ......‘.2.
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“forsteinn, the youngest child of Egill, would likely have
been born around 950, and therefore would have taken over
his father's farm no earlier than 970. But Egils saga
mentions one other incident in which both were involved,

in ch., 28, a quarrel over Grimarsstadir. Details are not
given, but one might conjecture that the story was intended
to be inserted at the end of ch, 84, or even that it was
there and was left out by the abridger.
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Killing of Férgrimr Porsteinsson by Gisli Sursson
Gisla saga ch, 19, 20, 21,

DATE: 963AD
COURT: Pbrsnes. Assembly,
CHARGE: Manslaughter

HOW COWMZNCEZD:. By summons at the home of the Accused, but
the accused was not there,

INJURED PARTY: 'ﬁérgr;hr‘?orsteinsson, dead, His closest

kin was his brother Borkr the Stout, His father was dead _
(Eyrbyggia saga ch, 11), There were also his wife's brothers,
“orkell, who was living with him, and Gisli, who was however
the killer, o ' :

PROSECUTOR: Bérkr, part owner and householder at4P5}snes.
Snorri, his nephew and step-son,had a half interest.

SUPPORTERS: 40 men went with Bérkr on the summoning, also
‘rorkell and B6fkr;s-sister's sons fdéroddr and Saka-Steinn
and a Norwegian Porgrimr. No details are given concerning
who was at the assembly,. .

ACCUSED: Gisli Sd%sson, a farm owner and operator, brother-
in-law of the dead person,

DEFENDER: Gisli sent word to his wife's uncles, Helgi,
Sigurdr and Vestgeirr, to go to the assembly and offer to
pay a settlement, According to one manuscript they were
very young, but this perhaps is unlikely and merely one
scribe's explanation of their conduct. :

SUFPORTERS: “Porkell, G{sli's brother, warned Gisli that

the summoning party was coming and said he would always

glve such warnings, but otherwise sided with Borkr, He

was helped by a slave, who got killed for him. Porkell
Eir{ksson bought his farm, but apparently did nothing at
court (he is said to have been a "mann of standing (virdinga
manna)"), %Porkell the Rich relayed a message from Audr's
uncles concerning the outcome, but did nothing at the
assembly, After the outlawry both Porkells offered shelter.

CONMENTS RZ PERSONS NOT INVOLVED: Gestr 0Oddleifsson,
later:said to have been kin,of Vesteinn's sons, and there=-
fore presumably of Audr, glsli's wife,and of her uncles,
His mother later helped Glsli, He was a man people went
to for advise, : ‘ _

OUTCOME: G{s1i was outlawed, as Audr's uncles behaved
badly and failed to get a settlement.

REFERENCZS INOTHER SOURCES: Zyrbygegja states that Gisli
killed #6rgrimr (ch. 12), and that ryjolfr the Grey killed
G{sli (ch, 13). Landnamabok alludes to his outlawry
(S114/H86). |
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Glumr Gelirason vs 0ddr , , _
Bardr saga Snefellsiss ch, 22; Landnamabok S207/H174

DATE: After 960, when Glimr Geirason moved tofBrefaaqurar
Reykd=ela saga ch. 18, ILandnimabok S256/H220, Islenzk fornrit
vol, X p. 1lxx), before 975 or so when he likely died (Islenzk
fornrit vol, X p. 1lxx). :

COURT: %Porskafjardar Assembly,

CHARGE: Anyt .. V&FI p. 141 translate this as "rent",
Cleasby & Vigfusson,Dictionary, p. 44 as "ewe's milk, =
@ernt” p, 459 'nyt ‘= use, enjoyment, produce, '

HCW COMMENCED: Summons,

INJURED PARTY: <

PRGSECJTOR: Glimr Geirason, the son of a landnamsmadr,
He and his father were made district outlaws in the Reyk-
jadalr area, after which they moved to Kroksfjqrdr in
Breidafjorar gnd started a farm there (Reykd=la saga ch,
18, Landnimabok S256/H220), He was also a poet, with
several verses quoted in Heimskringla, chiefly about
Haraldr Greycloak,

'ACCUSED: 0Oddr, a poet from Brei&aqurar. probably the same
one who composed the eulogy for Illugi the Black quoted in
Eyrbyegeija ch, 17, which included events in 980, There is
no evidence for his family or social background,

DEFENDER s ‘orvaldr and Fdérdr Hjaltasynir. They came from
Skagaf jQrdr and were probably godar there (they are listed
as hgfdingg“when the land had been settled for 60 winters in
Landnamabdok 5398/H355). But obviously they had no authoritty
as godar at the‘?orskafjar&ar assembly, and it was a
considerable distance for them to go from Skagafjqrdr.
Bardar saga may suggest they were relatives of 0ddr, but

we have no evidence of what the relationship might have
been, and in this same passage which is omitted from land-
nimabdk the saga errs in saying the Hjaltasynir were from
Hrutafjordr, which was considerably closer to the Porska-
fjardar assembly. The verse confirms their attendance at
this Assembly, but does not connect it with any particular
incident.

OUTCOME: "The brothers defended the suit for Oddr with
strength,"”
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Inheritance Claim by Hrdtr Herjdlfsson
Laxd=ela saga ch, 19

DATE: Circa 956AD, but there are problems, as Hrltr is
said to have been a retainer of King Haraldr Gunnhildarson,
who became king about 960, This tale could either be
misplaced in the saga, or it was on a later trip. to

Norway that Hrutr became a retainer of King Haraldr,

COURT: “Assemblies and other lawful meetings (pingum eda
LUUARL
Qdrum lgfundum)",

CLAIM: Hrdtr claimed half the inheritance of his mother
from his half-brother Hoskuldr. Hrltr was born and brought
up in Norway, and came to Iceland specifically to make this
claim, : :

INJURED FARTY AND PROSECUTCR: Hr@tr Herjélfsson, whose
mother was the daughter of Forsteinn the Red, son of Audr
the Deep-minded; his father came of good family in Norway,

ACCUSED AND DEFENDER: H@skuldr Dala-Kolsson, "a great
chieftain (hofdingi)...powerful and wealthy" (Laxdeela ch,9),
half-brother of Hratr.

DEFENCE: "Hpskuldr said he owed him nothing, since their
mother had not been penniless when she left Iceland and met
herjelfr”, "Hgskuldr argued that'@orgerar kad married
Herjolfr without his consent as her legal guardian",

OUTCOUZ: "HrGtr lived at Kambsnes for three years and
continued to claim the money from Hoskuldr at Assemblies
and other lawful meetings; he presented his case well, and
most people agreed that he had justice on his side, But
Hoskuldr argued (see above, Defence),..And there the matter
rested," Hrltr then stole some of Heskuldr's cattle,
Hoskuldr's servants pursued him, and there was a battle
which Hrdtr won, Hqskuldr gathered forces to go after
Hratr, but his wife talked him out of 1it, pointing out the
justice of Hrutr's case, and that it was rumoured P6rdr
gellir was going to support him, Hqskuldr calmed down,
and made a settlement with Hrutr.

OTHER SOURCES: Landnimabdk S106: “Hrdtr, to whom Hpskuldr
gave as his share 1n thelr mother's estate the Kambsnes.
lands.”
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Witchcraft & Theft by Kotkell, Grlma and Sons
Laxdela saga ch., 35

DATE: Circa 995 AD.
COURT: Alping
CHARGZ: Theft and Witchecraft (pjs%naar ok fjQlkyngi).

HOW CGMMENCED: Summons at the home of the accused. The
sons were not home,

INJURED PARTY: Ingunn, mother of Pdrdr Ingunnarson, widow
of Gldmr Geirason (see W23), She had her own farm. (Concer-
ning $6rdr see Laxdala saga ch 35), Ingunn went to her
son, who lived in a differnet area, for help, and placed
herself under his protection (hon kvaz vilja raaaz undir

Araburd Frdar).
PROSECUTOR: “Fdérdr Ingunnarson,

PERSON NOT INVOLVED: Hallstein godi, who held the go aora
in the area where both Ingunn and the accused lived,

ACCUSED: Kotkell, his wife Grima and their two sons, They
had recently arrived in Iceland from the Hebrides., "They
were all all extremely skilled in witchcraft and were great
sorcerers." They acquired their farm with the aid of Hall-
stein godi "and enjoyed the protection of Hallstelnn goai"
(Laxdzela ch. 35),

OQUTCONME: “PSrdr and his companions returned home by sea
after serving the summons. Kotkell and this family used
witchcraft to brew up a storm, and the whole party was
drowned, Further action was taken against Kotkell and his
family, and they were eventually killed, but the law suit
was not pursued,

CORROBORATING EVIDENCE: Three place names occur which were
associated with the drowning of Pérdr: Kjalar Isle, Skjaldar
Isle, and Haugsnes , '
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Killing of Kjartan Olafsson
Laxd=la saga ch. 49, 50, 51,

DATE: 1003-1004AD (fslenzk fornrit vol, V, p. 1lvii, Annals).

COURT: ‘?6fsnesv-assembly.

CHARGE s IanSIaughter

HCW COMMANC=D: "6léfr hafdi 1yst vigsqkinni til ?6isnesspings9

INJURED EARTY: Kjartan 0lafsson, dead. His father, Olafr,
was alive, aged about 65. 0lafr was an illegitimate son

of Hoskuldr Dala-Kolsson (see W24) and Melkorka, an enslaved
Irish princess, 0Olafr became a distinguished man in the
area and married well, his wife being Porgerdr, daughter -
of £gill Skalagrimsson, He is listed in Kristni saza as one
of the leading hgf&ingi around 971, and in Laxd=zla saga

ch, 71 his son Halld6érr is said to have held a godord.

PROSECUTOR: Ol4fr Hqskuldsson.

SUPFORTERS OF PROSECTUICN: “Porsteinn Egilsson, 614fr's ,
wife's brother, who held a golor® (see Egils saga ch. 79-82),.
Gudmundr Splmundarson, husband of 0liafr's daughter Puridr,

"a wealthy man” (Laxdzela saga ch._31), and his son Hallr.

The Asgeirssons, especially Kd4lfr Asgeirsson, brothers of
Kjartan's wife Hrefna; £41fr was a companion of Kjartan

on his trip abroad; "Asgeirr was a man of great consequence",
his father was the first settler in VidMdalr (Laxdala ch. 40).

ACCUSED: "All those who had_taken part in the attack on
Kjartan.,.apart from Gspakr Osvifrsson,who was already an
outlaw ovey a woman called Aldis"(W19). One of the attackers,
Gudlaugr, Osvifr's nephew, was killed in the battle, two
others, the gons of forhalla, were killed later, so only

the sons of Osvifr and Bolli forleiksson, husband of Gudrun.
Csvifrsdtttir and the actual killer, were concerned, The

saga is somewhat confused on the position of Bolli, When
014fr took a conciliatory line, it is said “There were no
difficulyigs as far as Bolli was concerned, because he
invited 0lafr himself to arbitrate on his behalf", suggesting
he really w%s/one of the accused, However, in ch, 5} the
saga says "(Olafr refused to have Bolli prosecuted (lata
sekja Bolla) but asked him to put up damages on his own
behalf instead”, Bolli and Kjartan were cou§ins. and Bolli
had been fostered by 0lafr. The sons of Osvifr were brothers
of Bolli's wife Gudrun, who egged them all on to attack
Kjartan. Congerning the Osvifrssms see also STH8, Three
lists of the Osv{frssons are given in Icelandic sources,

with some variations in names and numbers (Kristni saga,

V&FI p. 385, Laxdeela saga ch, 48, Landnamabdk S84/H72).

DEFENDERS: Bolli spoke on his own behalf, but did not attend
the peace meeting, Osvifr for his sons, Osvifr was "a

great sage" with his own farm (lLaxd=la-ch 32). His sons

and daughter Gudrun and her husband Bolli lived with him,

lt.ll...z
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SUPPORT REFUSED: "The Porhallusons were sent off to Helga-
fell to tell Snorri godi what had happened and to ask him

to send imme_diate help and support against Olafr the Feacock
and the others whose duty it would be to take action over

the killing of Kjartan", Iater when 0lifr offered concilia-
tion "0svifr found he was in no position to object, for he
had not received any support from Snorri godi”. , Snorri

was supposedly a good friend of Gudrun Osvifrsdottir,

OUTCOME: A peace meeting waséarranged, and "the whole case
was put unconditionally into 0ldfr's hands,,..The terms of
the settlement were to be announced at the Pdrsnes Assembly"”,
Again, the author seems little confused, as he treats

the actions against the %svifrssons as being pursued to _
their legal conclusion, not as being settled: at the Porsnes
Assembly "the actions against the Osvifrssons were now heard,
and they were all sentenced to outlawry. DMoney was put

up to secure them a passage abroad, and they were forbidden
to return to Iceland for as long as any of the Olafssons,

or AsgeirrKjartansson, were alive’, They went abroad in

the summer and never returned. "Olafr refused to have

Bolli prosecuted (lata sekja Bolla), but asked him to put

up damages on his own behalf instead",

OTHER SOURCES: The Annals give 1003'or/1004 as the year of
the killing of Kjartan 0ldfsson. [Landnimab8k S114/H86
mentions Pérarinn son &f Ingjaldr of Hergilsey who "was
with Kjartan in Svinagalr when he was killed". S84/H72
names the song of Osvifr who "wasre outlawed for the killing
of Kjartan 0l14fsson",
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Killing of the Son of Eidr of Ass

laxdzela saga ch, 57; £3rdr saga hredu ch. 7;
Grettis sagza ch. 52 ,

DATE: Circa 1005AD, although the connection of Grimr with
Grettir does not fit this date,

COURT: ?

CHARGE: Manslaughter

INJURED PARTY: Son of £idr of fAss (Bjprn), whose father
was lidfjardar-Skeggi, one of the leading hofdingijar
when the land had been lived in for 60 winters (circa 930-
950, see Landnimatok S398/H355), He was an old man, His
great nephew was Porkell Eyjdlfsson, quite likely a godi,

PROSECUTOR: Eidr

ACCUSED: Grimr, the son of Helga of Kroppr, a widow,
Nothing further is known of him.

DEFENDER: ?

OQUTCOME: Grimr was outlawed and took to the mountains,

"Eidr was very old when this happened, so the case was not
followed up any further; but forkell Eyjdlfsson was severely
criticized for failing to pursue it to the limit", in other
words for not killing Grimr as an outlaw who falled to

leave the country, ’?oxkell pursued Grimr, who got the better
of the encounter, but spared Porkell's life. +orkell took
him abroad and set him up as a merchant,

” e . . 7o .
Asgerar=0felgr 4forkell kornamuli

ﬁlqﬁa i Forbergr | Mi&fj?raar-Skeggi
. T T L
Eysteinn Haffora r Eidr Kollr Hrééh&rpdiargelllr

Bjorn Eyj6lfr the grey
Porkell
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Loss of Two Heifers by Porkell and Sigmundr
Viga-Glums saga Ch.7. and Fragment C

DATE: Circa 947AD

COURT: not stated which court summons for. Settlement

to be confirmed at Alping .

(En um sumarit, er menn foru til Hings er pessu mali var sett)

CHARGE: Theft (Stuldr).

HOW COMMENCED: Summons

INJURED PARTIES: Porkell and his son Sigmundr, who operated
one farm (Pvera) together; the farmyowned by Hallfridr,
Porkell's daughter, Sigmundr's sister; ~ they moved there from
Porkell's farm on Lake Myvatn when Hallfridr inherited on

her husband's and then son's death. See also, Landnimabdk
S255/H219.  Sigmundr’said to be a "man of note" (mikill
madr). (See Genealogy b). ' :

PROSECUTORS: ?Porkell and Sigmundr

ACCUSED: Two slaves of Astridr, Viga-Gldmr's mother, who
Porkell and Sigmundr summoned in their own right. Maurer
considers this an example of an owner being charged for his
slaves' deed (Strafrecht p.462) but the saga states quite
clearly that the slaves were summoned and they personally
were subject to outlawry.

PERSON ASSUMING RESPONSIBILITY FOR DEFENCE: Astridr, owner
of the slaves - she valued the slaves and wished to prevent
their outlawry,

DEFENDER: Astridr asked her son, Porsteinn, to defend the
slaves (svara fyrir prelana) saying "I think you ought to
be my shield and protection and thus prove yourself member
of a good family (tt)", - Note,doesnot state a legal
obligation to help. Helived at Hélar, which he presumably
owned as he had an inheritance from his father. Hewas very
ineffective in the suit, being apparently reluctant to
oppose Sigmundr & Porkell as he felt they had a strong kin
(probably referring to Sigmundr's wife's kin, who they
turned to in N2). No formal transfersvreferred to.

KIN NOT INVOLVED: Astridr is depicted as quite helpless
with only two sons as support, neither yet effective,

with Gldmr in addition abroad at this time. She had

come to Iceland with her husband on his return from a

trip to Norway, her own immediate family staying in
Norway. Her husband's brother Steindlfr is ignored in
the story, as is his sister's husband Narfi, although
Viga-Glumr was involved with the children of both later

in his life. Narfi lived on an island in Eyjafjqrdr_(but

see N12 for his dubious pedigree). Steindlfr's homd not

0"..‘.'.'2
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stated. Also Teitr, the husband of Astridr's cousin

(1st cousin in Landnamabok 1st cousin once removed in
Gldma), who later supported Glumr, together with his son
Gizurr the White (see N2),

were not involved. He did 1live in the south and not in
physical proximity. Also Eyjblfr Valgerdason, 1lst cousin
once removed of Astridr's husband although he was just as
closely related to the prosecut1on. Landndmabdk 8398/
H355 lists him as leading man in 930, but it may be in
error as other references suggest he was no older than
Glamr. In Mantissa he counsels a change in law in about
976 (V&PT, 269); in Kristni saga is listed with Gldmr -

as a 1ead1ng chieftain around 380 (V&PI, p.376). (Genealogy a).

RELATIONSHIPFOF PROSECUTION AND DEFENCE: Astridr was the
mother-in-law of Sigmundr's sister.

OUTCOME: Astridr offeréd Porkell and Sigmundr self-
judgement to avoid outlawry of her slaves, although it is
not stated there was any evidence against the slaves;

they took full rights to a field, Vitazgjafi, held

jointly by them. That summer the heifers were found
buried in an avalanche. Porkell and Sigmundr then offered
payment for the land but Astridr refused, arguing she wanted
only the 1land.

COMMENTS: Astridr is not depicted as particularly aggressive
in trying to get justice or as seeking out powerful help,
unlike Unnr in STH11, Hildigunnr in STH23 and ?orgerarln
Wé. She is seen as biding her time until Vlga -G1lGmr was
ready to act. Perhaps this shows the aggressive behaviour
of Hildigunnr and Porgerdr was justified and necessary, and
men wouldn't go out of their way to help females.
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Killing of Sigmundr Porkelsson

Viga-Glums saga Ch.9 and Fragment C (AM445)
Turyille-Petre p.91~94

DATE: Circa 948AD, 946 according to Islenzk fornrit
edition. :

COURT: Alping
CHARGE: Manslaughter

INJURED PARTY:- Sigmundr Porkelsson, dead - see N1, injured
parties.

PERSON ASSUMING RESPONSIBILITY SUIT PURSUED: . Porkell, his
father, but he did not seem toconsider pursuing the matter
himself, turning rather to Sigmundr's wife's brothers.

PROSECUTOR: #Pérarinn Pdrisson, . Sigmundr's wife's
brother. The saga suggests Porir of Espihé1ll and his sons
were of a better family than Porkell and Sigmundr.
"Sigmundr was considered a man of substance after he had
married into the family at Espihdl11" (Ch.5). Porir was
a grandson of Helgi the Lean and a son of Hamundr heljarskinn,
who are both listed in H354 as among the leading settlers.
Pérarinn  Pdrisson - : is depicted in the saga as a power-
ful man in the area. Neither is said to have held a
odord. “Porkell went to see the sons of Périr”"and
urged them to press this suit, giving as his reasons
their own relation by marriage to Vigd{s as well as many
acts of friendship which both he and his son Sigmundr
had done them."” Glumr's brother assumed the "Esphaelingar"
would be.interested in the matter. Pérarinn took up the
casey reluctantly, because of-his kinship with Gldmr, and
because he felt they would not be too successful. "It
would seem to me that it might be difficult so to press
this suit so as to be sure to jncrease our standing in the
community", But his brother Povaldr argued "it would be
regarded as downright shameful if he and his kin did not
lend their support to the suit brought by their kinsman"
and "we won't concede to be his [GlGimr's] inferiors in the
district (herad)". ?6rarinﬂ?§ike1y the elder of the two
as he later took over the family farm at Espihb11 (Ch.17),
although at this time his father was still alive and he was
therefore not a householder in his own right.  “Porvaldr
lived at Mpdrufell, . No formal transfers referred to inthe
main text, but in C fragmen "Pdrissonsyurged to "taka vid
~eptirmalinu" (T-P.p.94). (See Genealogy b). ’

SUPPORTER: .Porvaldr pledged his full support.

KIN NOT INVOLVED: +%dérir, father of Pérarinn and Porvaldr
- said in Ch.1ll1] to be blind but not clear how much later
this might be,

0.0..'.."..2
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ACCUSED AND DEFENDER: Glimr. He was about 17 at this
time and living with his mother. On his father's death
his elder brother Vigflss took over the family estate.

On Vigfiss death it was divided, half to Vigfuss' wife
(Porkell's daughter and Sigmundr's sister) half tgo Viga-
Glimr and his mother Astridr. Their father, Eyjolfr,

had held a godord, as had his father. There is no
explicit statement as to who exercised that godord at this
date or that Glamr ever held it during his life, but as

he is shown delivering the verdict of twelve in Ch.18

and as hallowing the autumn assembly in Ch.27 he is
clearly considered to have held it. (See Turville-Petre
p.72, note 29/11). Pdrarinn: "the suit against him won't
be an easy matter if he himself defends the case, as I
presume he will", '

SUPPORTERS OF DEFENCE: Gizurr the White, Teitr, and
Asgrimr Ellidagrimsson, stated to be relatives (frandr)
of Glimr, although the relationship not stated. Gizurr
is identified elsewhere in the saga as a cousin of Glumr's
mother's father (Ch.III and V). fslendingabdk (Ch.7 and
genealogy) states that Gizurr was the son of Teitr, Teitr
the son of Ketilbjqrn, who was an original settler in
Iceland. ~ Njils saga (Ch.26) states that _Asgrimrwas the
son of Joérunn, the daughter of Teitr and Ol@f and thus
sister to Gizurr the White; Asgrimr was thus nephew to
Gizurr. (see Genealogy b). Glamr said "he expected his
kin to support him to obtain justice". sgrimr was
probably a godi (Kristni saga, Njala Ch.118).

SUSPICIQOUS ELEMENT: Glumr's supporters came from three
generations of the same family. It sounds like the author
picked a few famous names, known to be related to Gldmr,
having only a hazy idea of their exact relationship and

age relative to Glumr, perhaps working from a tradition
that Glumr was backed by the Mosfell people. It seems
likely that Gizurr ,the White was considerably younger than
Glumr, as his son Isleifr became bishop at the age of 50
around 1060 (Islendingabok Ch.9). Gizurr is also depicted
as very activé at the time Christianity was adopted in
Iceland about 1000 (Islendingabdk and Kristni saga).

It is thus unlikely he, or his nephew Asgrimr were old
enough, or eyen born, in around 948 when this law suit,
-occurred. Asgr{mr_married the divorced wife of Arngrimr

in Ch.21, some 30 years later.

KIN . NOT INVOLVED: Gldmr's brother Porsteinn (see Suit 1).

OUTCOME: The case was presented in such a fashion as to
avoid any flaws (spjall) but Glumr brought a counter suilt
(see N3), and had Sigmundr declared an outlaw pefoye he
died and therefore justifiably killed: "And his kinsmen
supported him so strongly that Sigmundr was deplared to
have fallen an outlaw'.

REFERENCES IN IANDNAMABOK: Glimr is stated to have killed
Sigmundr Porkelsson in the field Vitazgjafi (Sigmundarakri
in one manuscript) (S255/H219 and Benedikisson p. 283 note
10). There is a reference to "férny, daughter of Sigmundr
4orkelsson, whamGlémr killed" (S205/H172).

-
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N3
Theft of Vitazgjafi
Viga-Glims saga Ch.9 - .

DATE: Circa 948 (946)AD
COURT: - Alping

CHARGE: Theft (Stuldr, Bekrdd). Brought as a defence
to N2. ‘

INJURED PARTIES: Gldnr and his mother. See N1, outcome,
for circumstances of theft. .

PROSECUTOR: Gldmr ~ see N2.

SUPPORTERS: As N2.

ACCUSED: - Sigmundr, who was already dead. Dug up and
summoned by Glimr.

DEFENDER: Presumably the prosecutors of N2.

OUTCOME: "Sigmundr was declared to have fallen as outlaw".
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Slander of Astrfdr's slaves by Porkell the Tall
Viga-Gldms saga Ch.9

DATE: Circa 948 (946) AD
COURT: Alping

.CHARGE: Slander (illm li). See N1 for details
of the slander.

INJURED PARTIES: The two slaves of Astridr and Astrfdr
as their owner; perhaps also Glumr as he might have
been joint owner with Astridr of the slaves.

PROSECUTOR: Gldnmr. No discussion of his rights to
a sult re the slaves.,

ACCUSED: “Porkell the Tall (see N1 and N2).
DEFENDER: "No legal defences for Porkell were entered"
- SUPPORTERS: See N2

OUTCOME: Porkell would have been outlawed. Gldmr said
the only alternative was for Porkell to sell Pverd (the
half that Glumr and Astridr didn't have =~ see N2,
Accused) . at a price set by Glimr. “Porkell agreed
and moved back to Myvatn where he had come from.

N4



N5
Killing of Hlodu-K4lfr
Viga- Glums saga Ch,14

The story seems very likely to be wholly fictitious,
bearing a strong resemblance to a European fable.
Also the main characters of it, Kalfr, Ingd6lfr and
Porkell,are otherwise unknown. It is also clearly
an interpolation in the saga, and could have as its
basis 13th C events. This Law Suit will therefore
be disregarded.

See G.Turville-Petre, Viga-Glums saga, p.xxxii-xxxviii.

J. Kristj4nsson, Islenzk fornrit, IX p.xxxix-xl1ii

(But note that unlike the Viga Skdta episode, this @éttr'

does involyve the Esph@®lingar and thus fits nicely in
one of the main themes of the story).

N5
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N6 :

Loss of Sheep by Halli '
Viga-Glims saga Ch.17 and 18. Also Vatnshyrna
fragment, Turville-Petre p.100-102.

DATE: Circa 975AD
COURT: ? probably the local spfing assembly
CHARGE: Theft (stuldr, $jdfsok)

INJURED PARTY:s '  Halli the White, of Jbérunnarstadir in
Eyjafjordr, a respected person as he "had to do with all
cases in the district (herad) calling for reconciliation
(sattmal), for he was both wise and just in delivering
judgement". (Gldma Ch.XVII); he is called a bdndi in
one manuscript fragment (Turville-Petr,p.100); he was
blind at this time. He was 1lst cousin once removed of
Einarr and Gudmundr enn riki, the sons of Eyjdlfr (see
Genealogy b, although this relationship’not pointed out in
the saga), soon to be powerful men in the area (see _
Ljéstvetninga: saga) and foster-father to Einarr, according
to the saga, (perhaps indicating he was of lesser position).

PROSECUTOR: Bardr Hallason "a boisterous and unscrupulous .
man, rash of speech and abusive". No indication he had
any special standing in the community but had his own farm.
Took the suit at request of his father.

ACCUSED: Hallvardr, a freedman of Glimr, foster-father
to Vigfdss Gldmsson. He was independently well-off and
owned a farm, Tjorn, although he had given his property

to Vigfdss to look after (hann handsaladi Vigfusi fé sitt).
He was disliked because he often took what wasn't his in
the common pastures (var svi hendisamr i afréttum. V.
fragment: hann mundi verda hendisamr um dilka manna um
haustum ef Omarkadir varu).

DEFENDER: ? no discussion of the defence.

SUPPORT REFUSED: Glimr not anxious to "risk my standing
(virding) for such a person",

SUPPORTER: Vigfdss Glumsson.

OUTCOME: The suit was to be decided by a t8lftarkvidr
(composed of the godi of the area in which the accused
lived plus 11 of his pingmenn, see Turville-Petre p.72
note 29/1; Finsen III p.632; Eyrbyggja saga Ch.16)

in this case GlGmr plus 11 others, It became apparent
the verdict was going to be guilty, whereupon Vigfdss
announced in court 'that Glumr would have reason to
consider that verdict dearly bought", Glumr '"quashed
‘the suit" (énytti malit). The godi's vote was not supposed
to carry greater weight than the others unless the vote
was evenly split, in which case he had the deciding vote.
But presumably he also had influence with the others who
were his pingmenn. This decision '"caused GluUmr to lose
. muCh respect in the district (Glumr fekk af Svirding)':
"fekk Gldmr fpar af enga scemd"., (But note this resulted
from exercise of his legal duties as godi, not from his
participation as party to a law suit),




N7

N7
Loss of a Boar by Halli
viga-Glims saga Ch.18

DATE: Circa 977AD

COURT: Didn't get to court

CHARGE: Theft

HOW COMMENCED: Summons at home of accused

INJURED PARTY: Halli the White (see N6)

PROSECUTOR: Bardr Hallason ("Bardr tekr malit")

ACCUSED: Hallvardr (see N6).

OUTCOME: Bardr killed Hallvarar while serving the summons’
on him. Halli went to Gl{imr and offered him sole
arbitration for the killing which Gldmr accepted, but

he didn't take high damages. Vigfdss was abroad at

the time and was upset by it all on his return.

COMMENT: 1In N6 Bardr had relied on legal procedure,
and apparently submitted there to the legal outcome.
But that legal outcome was not just, and resulted from
improper pressure on court officials. Therefore this
time he resorted to another, violent, remedy.
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N8 '
Killing of Bdrdr Hallason
Viga-Glums saga Ch.19

DATE: Circa 978, according to fslenzk fornrit edition

COURT: ? The assembly

CHARGE: Not stated, but doubtlessAmanslaughter

INJURED PARTY: - Bardr Hallason, dead (see N6, N7).

PERSON _ASSUMING RESPONSIBILITY SUIT PURSUED: Halli, father:
of the dead person - see N6, Injured Person.

PROSECUTOR: Einarr Eyjéifsson of Saurbeey foster-son of
Halli, Halli asked him to take up the prosecution
("taka vid ma1"). "It devolved (skyldr) upon him to
prosecute the case for his kinsman (frzndr) and foster-
brother". The kinship is not explained in the saga, but
they were 1st cousins once removed (see Genealogy b).

His brother Gudmundr held a godord but theré& is no
evidence he did. '

SUPPORTER: = Pérarinn of Espihdll (see N2). No reason
stated for seeking his support, but he also was related,
2nd cousin once removed; also he was married to Einarr's
brothers' wife's cousin (see Genealogy b). More to the
point perhaps, his was a powerful family in the area.

ACCUSED: Vigfliss Glumsson and two Norwegians. The latter
actually did the killing but they went with Vigfuss at his
request. He started the fight and they only intervened
because they feared he might lose. They were staying
with Glimr and Vigfdss.

DEFENDER: Not stated

QUTCOME: Settlement sought but the prosecution resisted,
and, because they were "intrepid men'" and "skilled in the
laws", they were able to press their case. The two
Norwegians were declared full outlaws and Vigfiss subject
to three year outlawry. But he failed to keep the terms
of his outlawry and became a full outlaw.

COMMENT: Prosecution wasa combination of the other men of
power in the area, the Esphq@lingar and Medr  vellingar,
against Glumr and his family, and the latter lost , i.e.
the balance of power in the area was . perhaps shifting.

Landanimbdk: Pordarbdk confirms Vighss Viga-glémsson
killed Bardr and cites a verse of "Birdardrapa". (See
fslenzk fornrit 9, p. xxix and p.65 note 2).
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N9
Killing of Steindlfr
Viga-Glims saga Ch.21, 22, 23

DATE: Circa 984AD»(iélenzk'fornrit says 983)

COURT: Probably Alping (see N10)

CHARGE: Manslaughter

HOW COMMENCED: Summons at Modrufell -, farm of the accused,
who was not at home.

INJURED PARTY: . Steindlfr, dead. Arndrr Redcheek, his
Father,apparently still alive as Steinblfr had recently
been living with him. '

PROSECUTOR: Arndrr is never mentioned in connection with
- the suit. The defence assumed Glumr to be in charge and

Gldmr also seemed to. Glumr was 1lst cousin once removed
of Steinélfr_gnd had been a good friend of his father.
Glfimr's son Mir served the summons.

SUPPORTERS: Mar had 17 men with him to serve the summons.
Glumr had "a host of supporters at the Assembly".

ACCUSED: Arngr{hr Porgrimsson, who owned and operated,
his own farm, MQ&rufell . He was 1lst cousin of Steinolfr,
the man killed.

DEFENCE: Arngrimr sought the help of his father's half-
brother Pérarinn of Espiholl (see N8 Supporter of
Prosecution), who took him in for the winter, along with
Porvaldr Barb, half-brother to Porarinn, who was a friend

of Arngrimr and with him at the killing. At the suggestion
of the meddlar Porvardr Qrnélfsson, the Esphgdlingar

decided to summon Steindlfr for seducing Arngrimr's wife,

a charge involving outlawry which meant he would have been
lawfully killed. This led tobattle of Hrisateigr,

further killings and a further law suit (see N10). Arngrimrvas
among those killed.

OUTCOME: See N10.
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- N10 .,
Killings at Hrisateigr
Viga-Glums saga Ch.22, 23

DATE: Circa 984AD
COURT: Probably Alping, as it was the ping in the summer.

CHARGE: Manslaughter of Porvaldr Barb, brother of Pérarinn
Porisson of Espiholl (see N8, N9). Several people were
killed in the battle at Hrisateigr which was brought on

by the interference of Porvardr Qrnélfsson between the
parties involved in NO, "According to the law at that
time if equally many men fell on either side in a battle

it was to be regarded as a draw, even though it was thought
there was a greater difference in rank between them; but
the party suffering the greater loss of life was to select
one of their dead for whose death a suit was to be
preferred". '

PROSECUTOR:* $Pdrarinn, the brother of Porvaldr Barb.
Cater Einarr Eyjélfsson took up the suit (ték nd Einarr
mialit). The two had also co-operated in N8. Podrarinn
was severely wounded and perhaps not capable of pursuing
the sgit. Porir, father of Porvaldrywas dead (see Ch.17
Gluma).

ACCUSED: Gudbrandr, son of Porvaldr Qrndlfsson, the trouble-
maker; he was at the fight but did not kill Porvaldr.

Glimr was the actual killer but convinced Gudbrandr and

- everyone else otherwise. The author got a little confused
saying Einarr prosecuted Glumr.

DEFENDER: Glémr. Gudbrandr's father is not mentioned
until the suit is over and he was ill pleased with outcome.

SUPPORTERS: Glumr had a host of supporters at the Assembly
~and so did the other side.

PEACEMAKERS: Distinguished kinsmen on either side.

OUTCOME: Conciliation. "The death of Steind1fr was to be
compensated by Vigfuss, the son of Glumr, being declared
free from outlawry. But Gudbrandr was decreed guilty of
the death of Porvaldr. Glumr procured passage abroad for

him".  See further N11. "Glimr was now highly regarded
(sat nd Glmr i virdingu)".
LANDN : "PSrdar at Stokkahlpdu, er var 4 Hrisateigi

med Esphelingum ok tpldu Pveraingar hann hafa vgll vidan
en Esphelingar kyddu hann flesta sara dr Glims Tidi".
(P6rdarbok, quoted by Benedikksson, p.271 note 9).
Confirms the battle was Esphelingar vs Pveraingar, but is
of little help re the law suit.
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SUSPICIOUS ELEMENTS: (1) many persons on both sides of
the battle are otherwise unknown, including Jodurr
Eyj6lfr son of Porleifr inn havi, Gudbrandr ?orvar&sson,
Eysteinn, Eyvindr, Halli enn digri (see TIslenzk fornrit
Vgl IX p.71, notes 1 and 2, 73 note 1, 74 notes 2, 3 and
S)e.

(2) Nowhere else is it suggested that in killings the
dead on either side were to be set off against one another
(see Islenzk fornrit Vol IX p.80, note 1). This is a
nice egalitarian concept, but we frequently see in the sagas
that men's lives are not thought of equal value e.g. even
in Gldmr, Ch.27 the killing of Grimr eyrarleggr is set

off against the wounding of Gudmundr the powerful. This
strongly suggests that details of the battle and ensuing .
law suit were not preserved in the author's sources,
whether oral or written, in anything like the detail

given here, It seems unlikely to me that this part of
the litigation concerning Hrisateigr actually occgrred.
The author was merely drawing out the story of Glimr's
downfall, to great literary effect. It is further not

‘a necessary link for the rest of the litigation (N11)
over Hrisateigr. -
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N11 . ‘
Viga-Glums saga Ch.24, 25, 26
Killing of Porvaldr Barb (see also N10)

DATE: Circa 985AD

COURT: Hegranes - assembly, then Alping
CHARGE: Manslaughter |
INJURED PARTY: Porvaldr Barb, dead

PROSECUTOR: fP6rarinn his brother, although he had to be
urged by Porvardr, father of Gudbrandr, who was outlawed
for the killing in suit 10. Pérarinn would have preferred
to let matters rest.

SUPPORTERS: Einarr Eyj §1fsson and Esphcellng people and
many friends. Sufficient men to nearly block Glumr with
100*men from going to the court. -

ACCUSED AND DEFENDER: Viga-Glimr, who in N10 had tried to
fix guilt on Gudbrandr ?orvardsson.

SUPPORTERS: 100*men at Hegranes assembly. Asgrfmr
Ellidagrimsson and Gizurr the White. (see N2),

OUTCOME : Prosecutlon tried to block Glimr from attending
court to present his defence. Gldmr forced his way in.
Court was in an uproar for some time. By then the sun

was on the assembly field, for which reason Glimr brou ht

a veto forbidding the Judges to bring sentence (see Gragis
la Ch 28, p.52). The Esphelingar renewed the suit at the
Alping. Settlement that Glimr to swear an oath at three
sanctuaries in Eyjafjqrdr that he hadn't killed Porvaldr.
He swore an ambiguous oath which people only later realised
meant the opposite of what they thought.

N11: Revival
DATE: Circa 986 AD
COURT: Alping
CHARGE: Manslaughter

PROSECUTOR: Porvardr pointed out to Porarinn the ambiguity
in Glamr's oath, but P&rarinn said he was tired of fighting
Gldmr. ?orvardr suggested Einarr take the suyit again

(see N10), which Einarr agreed to (taka vid mal).

OUTCOME: Gldmr admitted the manslaughter. His friends
and relations intervened to get a settlement to avoid his
outlawry. He had to pay compensation to the son of
“Porvaldr Barb, sell his estate at half price to Einarr
Eyj6lfsson and leave the immediate area (heradssekr).

*Frobably a long hundred of 120 men,

000000000002
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SUSPICIOUS ELEMENT : ~ = Use of Hegranes assembly,
The spring assembly for Eyjaqur&r was the Vqdlaping.
Vigfusson and Powell (Vol II, p.434) suggest this
reflects mid to late 13thc conditions when power lay in
the Hegranes area and Eyjafjqrdr was in decline.
Careful description in Ch.27 of the location of the
autumn assembly in Eyjafjqrdr, held at the same place
as the Vodlaping, might support the idea that memory
of the Vodla spring assembly was lost. = Jdnas
Kristjansson (Islenzk fornrit IX p.LI note 3) also
syggests this. Olafur Larusson | o -
(Log og Saga "Nokkrar athugasemdr um fihrdungapingin p.115,
T Tt ¢ . see also Jbnas KristjdnssonIslenzk.

fornfit:vdi IX, p.46, note 3) suggests it was the Quarter

Assembly for the north, This suit took place at most
20 years after the Quarter Assemblies were set up, and
thus perhaps at their most active time. They were
apparently not the most successful part of the legal
system in Iceland as they receive only one mention in
Gragas (Finsen II, p.356, Ch 328). Perhaps this suit
may be taken as an illustration of some of the reasons
why the Quarter assemblies did not thrive: (1) they
were held at a time of year when travel was difficult;
(2) suits brought to them were of perhaps greater
importance than at spring assemblies, but there were not
enough people in attendance sufficiently detached to keep
‘matters under control, whereas this generally could be
achieved at the Alping; (3) they were not a necessary
addition to the Alping. :

If this suit was held at the Quarter Court, the author
was not clear on this, as he states that Porarinn brought
the suit there '"because all Chieftains taking part in
this assembly (sampingisgodar) were bound by affinity
(raudleytum) to himself™, Quarter Assembly would have
incITuded all the godarin the north - presumably Pdrarinn
couldn't claim affinity with all of them to any greater
extent than Glﬁmr., He was, however, married to the
granddaughter of Pordr of Hofdi. Pérdr had 19 children

N1l

and they or their children married into most of the import-

ant families in Skagafjqordr. But the affinity PSrarinn

could thus claim in many cases looks considerably weaker
than Pdrarinn's blood kinship with Viga-Gléimr himself
(2nd cousin). For example, his wife's mother's sister's
husband's sister's son was Porvardr Spak-Bqdvarsson
(probably a godi at this time, see Kristni saga V&PI
P.377), a relationship traced mainly through female
connections and marriage ties. - If kinship at this level
assured support, then all the descendants of Helgi the
‘Lean, the combatants in much of Viga-Gldms' saga, should
have been firm supporters of one another. It is more
believable that P6érarinn could rely on the support of his
wife's cousins, who were probably godar, Arnorr .
Kerlingarnef (Kristni saga) and Halld8rrof Hof (Grettl
Ch.70); the latter may however have been considerably

veoe s st 3
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younger, the list in Grettla being applicable to circa
1030, 50 years later. The Hjaltasynir, who may have
held another godord (Landnimabdok S398/H385) were
Halldorts wife's father and uncle, also brothers of her
mother's sister's husband's brother's wife - again
relationships perhaps rather remote from Pdrarinn.

One other godord probably existed in SkagafjqQrdr at this
time, held by Holmgongu-Starri and his brother (Kristni
saga) but I have found no evidence of their affinity

with P8rarinn or his wife. There is thus evidence for-
close affinity with only one godi active at this time

in Hegranessping (see also Jonas Krist;jénsson Islenzk SR
fornrit Vol IX p.82 note 4). Also, Glumr had closer
connections with some of these, as his daughter Porlaug
married Arnbérr kerlingarnef, (Viga-Glims saga, Reykdazla
saga, Ljosvetninga saga) and his son Mar married Halldbra,
daughter of Spak-Bodvarr and sister to Porvardr Spak-
Bedvarson (Landnamabdk Pdrdarbdk, see fslenzk fornrit
Vol IX pexxviii). Both of these marriages could of
course have taken place later than this, but are not
likely to have been too long after as Gldmr's children
were adults by this time. But in any case the Hegranes
spring assembly would have had no jurisdiction over a
case concerning a suit in which the events occurred in,
and all the people come from, the Vodla spring assembly
area (see Finsen Iap.96, Ch 56, II p.356, Ch 328).

It is possible there was a genuine tradition that this

law suit was started at the Hegranessping, probably at

the Quarter Assembly as LArusson suggests, but that the
reasons given in Gldma are not accurate, It certainly
does seem probable that there would have been strong
traditions about how Glumr lost Pveri to Einarr Eyjb6lfsson,
an event which most probably signalled a major power

shift in the area. (Concerning the North Quarter Court
see also N19).

REFERENCES IN LANDNAMABOK: Landndmabdk Pérdarbdk

- Benediktsson p.271, note 9, "Hrafn, fadir Pordar at
Stokkahlodu, er var 4 Hrisateigi med Espheelingum, ok

toldu Pveraingar hann hafa voll vidan, en Esphalingar kvidu
hann flesta s®radr Glims 1idi.".

LIJOSVETNINGA SAGA: fslenzk fornrit Vol X p.41: Vigfdss
Viga-Glumsson talking: "If Einarr will not fight with

me, there is no lack of causes to my hand against him,

for this is unavenged, that Einarr drove us, my father

and me, from the /Pveri land, and from all rank (mann-virding).
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N12a
Killing of Porvaldr of Hagi
Viga-Glums saga Ch.27

DATE: After 986 and Glimr's defeat (N11 revival)
COURT: - ?
CHARGE: Murder (mord)

INJURED PARTY: ®Porvaldr menni of Hagi, dead, a landowner.
No details of his family are given.

PROSECUTORS: “Pérarinn P6risson and Por&r Hrafnsson of
StokkahIada. P6rdr was married to Porarinn's sister
vigd{s, widow of Sigmundr who Viga—Glumr killed (see N2).
“Porvaldr menni was married to Helga, daughter of'?or&r,
i.e. the prosecutors were father-in-law and uncle-in-law
of Porvaldr (see genealogy b). Re PSérarinn see N8-10.

SUPPORTERS: Einarr Eyj6lfsson - no comment on his
1nvoIvement is made.

ACCUSED: Klengr, son of Narfi of Hrisey and Ulfeidy,
Glumr's father's sister, a landowner.

DEFENCE: Apparently no defence was submitted at court,
‘although it seems assumed that Gldmr, cousin of Klwngr,
handled the suit. He did not go to the assembly.

OUTCOME: Klengroutlawed. Einarr, Pérarinn and PSrdr
went to hold the court of conf1scat10n (fé-ransddmr) but
Glumr had been collecting supporters and was able to
chase them away. At the autumn assembly, held in the
same place as the Vpdla spring assembly, the parties
fought, Glumr and his party got the worst of it, being
forced to retreat towards the sea with leengx'and Glumr's
wife's brother Grimr eyrarleggr being killed; Gudmundr
enn riki, on the prosecutors 51de, injured by Porvaldr
tasaldi, Glumr's nephew.

Verses 10, 11, 12, 13: Confirm that a battle took place
on the banks at the oping and that one party was forced
to flee; Grimr eyrarleggr was killed (not necessarily
at the battle) and Glumr was unable to avenge him due to
old age and the intervention of others.

GENEALOGY OF THE KILLER IN GLUMA:

Helgi the Lean

IngJaldr ' ?

! |
Byjélfr ﬁlfeldr = Narfi
! ' 1
Glumr Eyjdélfr Khrngr?orbrandr'Porvaldr

...........'2
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N12b '
- Killing of Grimr of Kalfskinn1

Landnimab8k, P4rdarbdk Islenzk fornrit Vol IX,
P.Xxviii

COURT: Vodla assembly

CHARGE: Murder (mord)

INJURED PARTY: Grimr of Kalfsklnnl, son of Helgl, son of
Narfi and Oifeidr, daughter of Ingjaldr of Gnipafell , son
of Helgi the Lean - dead. Married to Helga, daughter of
P6rdr of Stokkahlada. ' '

PROSECUTOR: Einarr Eyjolfsson - no explanation given.

ACCUSED: ‘?orvaldr of Hagl, son of Eyjolfr, son of Narfi.
‘Forvaldr and Grimr were therefore first cousins.

DEFENDERS: V&ga ~-Glimr and his son Mar, step-father of

Porvaldr. Mar was married to Halldoéra, daughter of
Spak-Bdvarr, and lived on Hrisey.

OUTCOME: Battle at the assembly, corresponding to the battle
at the autumn assembly in the GlGma version and supported

by the same verses. Glimr was forced to retreat out to

sea. Einarr was injured by Glémr. Brother of Gldmr's
wife, Grimr eyrarleggr, was killed by Einarr. Porvaldr

was outlawed. :

GENEALOGY OF KILLER AND VICTIM IN PORPARBOK:

Helgi the Lean
|

Qrn Ingjaldr of Gnipafell
Na1|'fi = G1ediar
Asb;andr Eyj%lfr He&gi _
Heliu-Narfi Porvaldr of Grﬁmr of
Hagi Kalfskinni

RELEVANT GENEALOGIES IN LANDNAMABOK

$215/H182: %Pormédr the Strong, a settler in Siglufjoradr.
Had a quarrel over some land in which 16 men were killed.
He was married to Arngerdr. Their sons were Arngeirr

the Sharp and Narfi, father of Prandr, father of Hriseyjar-
Narfi, and Alrekr, who fought Kngrr‘?draarson at
S1éttahlid, (If this is the Hriseyjar-Narfi of Glima, we
might expect some mention of the incident, since two other
quarrels in which the family were involved are mentioned.)

§.221. _Qrn of Arnarness. "His daughter was Idunn, who
married Asgeirr Red-Cloak, and his son was Narfi after whom

ceesveseness 3
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Narfasker is named. He married Ulfeilr, daughter of
Ingjaldr of Gndpufell- [ .S233: - .. he was the son

of Hré1fr, son of Helgi the Lean] and their sons were
Asbrandr, father of Hellu-Narfi, Eyj8lfr father of
Porvaldr of Hagi and Helgi father of Grimr of K41fskinn.'

H187. " The _son of Qrn of Arnarness was called Narfl,
he married Ulfeidr, daughter of Ingjaldr, :

son of Helgi the Lean; Narfasker was namqq after him;
their son Asbrandr, father of Hellu-Narfl.

Steindlfr of H184

Hrisey Helgi Helgi»thé Lean
S | ,' S S233/H199
H187 S
Salgerdi = Ingjaldr < Qrn Ingjaldr . Hrolfr of
. . S Gnipufell
, Englfr L Narfi T G1feidr Ingjaldr
 Glumr , ﬁsbfandr. | |

l .
‘Hellu-Narfi

There is obvious confusion in these accounts between
Ingjaldr Hrd1fsson of Gndpufellr and Ingjaldr Helgasson.
The most logical explanation would seem , to be that
in a manuscript which both Hauksbdk and‘?oraarbok were
derived from the words '"the son of Hr81lfr" were omitted
between Ingjaldr and Helgi the Lean. We would then be

left with the following genealogy compatible with all
Landndmabdk versions:

Steindolfr of

?riéey Helgi the Lean
]
]
? Salgerdi = Ingjaldr HrFlfr
| . | ;
Hriseyjar-Narfi = Ulfeidr Eyjdlfr Ingjaldr of = Qmn

Gnupufell .
SR , 3 SRUPaEe, |

- Eyjdlfr KlengrPorbrandr Porvaldr Glumr  Ulfeidr = Narfi

i [ ‘ |
Asbrandr Eyjslfrf, Helgi

Hellu-Narfi  “Porvaldr of Grimr of
Hagi = Kalfskinn

D.OO..'...u
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COMPARISON OF THE TWO VERSIONS

Glima Version

Helgi the Lean

r T L
Ingjaldr Ingunn Helga
|

J
Eyﬂélfr Ulfeidr ?orir' Ein?rr
l /' (' ,
GlGmr Klengr - Porarinn vigdis (Z)ﬁ?orar Eyjélfr,

Helga= 'f Einarr Gudmundr

?orvaldr menni
of Hagi
£8rJarbdk
Steindlfr of
Hrisey Helgi the Lean
i
[ T
Salgerdi = Ingjaldr Hrﬁlfr Helga
” » ! n i
Eyjolfr Ingjaldr Gudﬁaugr Ein?rr
. i
Glamr J1lfeidr Hrafn Eyjolfr
I ” ‘/ ) N » '
Mar(2)=Halldora (l)= Eyjolfr Helgi Pordr Einarr
of HrIsey |
. “orvaldr of Grimr of = Helga
Eagi '~ Kalfskinn '

Common slements

1. Glimr is the defender (1n ? with his son Na ) because
of close klnsh{P with the accused (cousin in Gluma, step-
grandfather in

2. The father~-in-law of the dead‘%erson is Pérdr Hrafnsson
of Stokkahlada, 2-3 kms from both Pverad (Einarr) and
Zspihdll . (?orarlnn) - helps explain Einarr's involvement,

3. Einarr involved in both,

4, Everyone descended from Helgi the Lean, although this
is not pointed out in either version w.r.t. Einarr or férar.
Glima substitutes marrlage into the kin of Helgi the Lean
for ?orvaldr and Péradr,

5. Einarr is only distahtiy related in both cases, and his
kinship is not cited as the reason for his involvement.

cectenssasaess 5
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6. In both cases the charge is murder, much more serious
than the usual manslaughter. :

7. Both versions connect the family of Ingjaldr Helgason
with Hrisey. In Gldma his daughter married a man from
Hrisey, their son being the killer. In Pérdabok Mir, who
defended the killer, was living on Hrisey.  Landnfmabdk
Hauksb6k 184 also says that Ingjaldr himself was married
to a woman from Hrisey, although not in connection with
this story. '

8. Grimr eyrarlegg, brother-in-iaw'of Gllmr, killed.

" Disagreements in the Two Versions

1. The names of the killer and the victim. The victim
in Gldma has the same name and home as the killer in
PSrdarbok. In Gldma they are at best 2nd cousins once
removed by marriage, in PSrdarbdk they are 1lst cousins,

2. In Glfima the Court is not specified,

although =~ - the Alping is perhaps assumed; in Ppdrdarbdk
it is the Vqdla assembly, =

3. In GlGma, Glimr does not attend the court hearing,
preferring rather to resist the execution of the judge-
ment. In Pdrdarbdk he goes to court, where violence
breaks out, In Glima the same battle is placed at the .
fall assembly held at the same spot as the Vqodla assembly,
at a time when the case was not apparently the subject

of official discussion.

4. In Gluma, the killer is killed in the battle at Vqdla.
In Pordarbdk he is outlawed.

5. In Gldma, Gudmyndr enpriki is wounded by Porvaldr
tasaldi, in B6rdarbbk Einarr, Gudmundr's brother, is
wounded by Glumr.

6. Glima associates the killing with a fight over a
whale, POrdarbdk does not cite the provocation.

Weaknesses in GlUma Version

1. Assuming Landnfmabok is correct,that Ulfeidr, daughter
of Ingjaldr,son of Hrolfr, married Narfi son of Qrn, we have
two Ulfeidr daughters of an Ingjaldr, married to a Narfi -
improbable but not impossible as names do run in families
and regions.

2. The marriage of Ulfeidr to Hriseyjar-Narfi and the
four sons Eyjdlfr, Klengr, Porbrandr and Porvaldr are
otherwise unknown, although why would the author invent
three people, the brothers of Klengr, who take no part in
the story? Possibly these were the son of Hriseyjar-Narfi
and we need only question the identity of their mother.

.;.'..l‘.....'é
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3. Curious that Glimr seeks  support in F1j6t, very
close to the territory of the go&ar‘?orqrinn supposedly
relied on for support in N11. ~— AIso, Porarinn's father-
in-law lived at Bard in F1j6t (Ch X), and Klaufi of
Bgr&, who happily pledged his support to Glumr, was
Pérarinn's wife's brother. He was married to Halldora,
Glimr's first cousin once removed. Curious that it

was around this time that he was supposed to have tried
to burn down a church built by Porvardr Spak-Bqdvarson
(see Kristni saga, V&PI p.379-80), who according to

the Pordarbok version, was brother-in-law to Midr, son
of Glumr. His marriage to Halld6ra is not confirmed
elsewhere. :

V'
Arguments in Favour of Pdrdarbok Version

1. The murder took place after Glimr had moved away from
Pverd and thus when he was over 60. In the Gluma

version the killer is from the same generation as him,

the victim one generation younger. In Pdrdarbok both

are two generations younger. It is perhaps more likely
that two younger men would get involved in a killing

than one middle-aged and one older man.

2. As argued w.r.t. N11, the author of Glima may not
have been aware that the spring assembly was held at
Vodla. But in this case he was faced with the tradition
that Gldmr and the Esphelingar had been in a battle at
Vodla assembly., Not realising this could have been at
the main hearing of the suit, he invented two extra
stages to the suit. First, it was taken to the Alping.
Then he tells of Glumr's triumph at Hrisey to explain
why the convicted person was able to be present at the
later battle, The battle is placed at the fall assembly
since the author knew it was held at Vqdla. 1Is it
reasonable to believe GlUmr would have attended the fall
assembly with an insufficient force, and with the outlawed
man, when his enemies in the matter would be attending?

Conclusions

All in all I am inclined to favour the Pdrdarbok
version, which has been argyed to have been based on a
lost Esphelinga saga (see Islenzk fornit Vol IX,
P.xxx-xxxvi), and therefore may have just as good a
pedigree as the Gldma version. Certain comments can
however be made with respect to parties to court actions
without any decision as to which version is best,
particularly with respect to the involvement of Einarr.

BIBLIOGRAPHICAL NOTE: I have relied heavily on the
following commentaries on this law suit: G Turville-
Petre, Viga-Glums Saga, Introduction, p.xxxviii-x1ii;
Jonas Kristjansson, Islenzk fornrit Vol IX, p.xxviii-
xxxvi.

N12
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N13
Failure to Pay for Goods
Lidsvetninga saga ch, 1 (V&PII p. 357)

DATE: 990-95AD (Sigfasson, Islenzk fornrit vol. X, P.
XAVII- XXIX).

COURT: 7

CHARGE: Not given, It involved the fallure of SQlmundr
to pay a foreign merchant for goods.

HOW COMMENCLD: Summons at the home of the Accused.

INJURED FARTY: Slgurar. a Norwegian merchant who owned a
ship jointly with Hallvardr Arnorsson of ReykJahlld

PROSECUTORS: Sigurdr, Arnérr (father of Sigurdr's ship
partner), and Forni of Hagi with whom Sigurdr was staying.
Both Arndrr and Forni appear to have been farm owners. The
three went together to summons Sqlmundr,

ACCUSED: SQlmundr Vidarson of Gndply, who seems to have
owned the farm with his brother quolfr.

OUTCOME s Sleundr and SQxdlfr resisted the summons with
violence, Soxblfr killed Sigurdr; the two matters are treated
together in N14,

SUSFICIOUS ELEMENT: There are two law suits in Ljésvetninca
saga involving an Icelander cheating a merchant, the other
being N17.




N14

N14
Killing of Sigurdr
Lidsvetninga saga ch, 1, 2 (V&PII P.357- 8)

DATZE: . 990-95 (reference as in N13)

COURT: ?

CHARGE: Not stated - would have been manslaughter

INJURED PARTY: Sigurdr, a Norwegian merchant, dead.

“FROSZCUTORS: The saga is not explicit, but we can assume
they were Forni and Arndrr (see N13).

"ACCUSED: quolfr and Sleundr (see N13)

OQURCOME: A settlement reached that quolfr was to go per-
manently abroad, SqQlmundr for three years,

FURT-oR DIVELOFVENTS: After two years SQlmundr wanted to
return to Iceland Earl Hakon gave him gifts to take to
Gudmundr the Mlghty and ?orgelrr godi so they would support
his cause, They did so, desplte the opposition of the sons
of'?orgeirr. The sons of Torgeirr killed SQlmundr and a
~battle ensued between them and forgeirr and Gudmundr, in
which Arnérr of Reykjahlid and two other men, one from each
side, were killed (this led to N15). Gudmundr and his men
were thus prevented from getting to the autumn assembly
(leid), where he had intended to lift Sqlmundr's outlawzy
(aee alsa NlS. "Conflrmatlon in other Sources"),.

et
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Nl5
Kllllng of Arndrr and Plot to Kill
Lijdsvetninga saga ch., 3 & 4 (V&PII p. 361-365)

DATE: 2 years after N13 and Nl4

COJRT: A spring assembly, probably fingeyjar assembly,
but possibly held at an irregular spot. See Sigfusson,
islenzk fornrit vol, X, p. 14 and note 5,

CHARGE: Manslaughter and a plot to kill (fjgorrad).
HOW COMMENCED: <%

INJURED PARTY: Arndrr (see N13 & N14), dead, and the Por-
geirssons, TjQrvi, Hqskuldr, Finnr and Porkell.

FROSECUTORS: The sons of forgeirr, “orgeirr was godi of
Arndrr, but opposed him by backing SQlmundr's request to
return to Iceland early (see Nl@) His sons took up the
cause, although no explanatlon is glven as to why, and were
leaders in the battle in which Arndrr was killed, at the
same time as SQlmundr (see N14), The sons held 1/3 of the
odord, Porgeirr 1/3 and Arnsteinn 1/3, Only Heskuldr is
said at this point to have had his own farm(Islenzk fornrit
vol, X p. §) Later we also see Porkell living on his own
farm, @xard, in his conflict with Gudmundr (I.F, Vol. X

p. 16).

EERSONS NOT INVOLV#D: The sons of Arnérr, iallvardr, Tor-
finnr, BQ&Vdrr (see Lidsvetninza saga ch.l, Kevkmsla saga
ch. l?, Landndmabdk S254/H218). Lj6svetninga saga states

that Torfinnr was out of the country, '

SUEFPORTERS: 120 men, OGfeigr Jarngerdarson with 50 men
was more or less on their side, but advocated conciliation
and settlement rather than confrontation, He was a great-
grandson of Helgi the Lean, called a chieftain (hgf&lngl)
in Lidsvetninga saga ch., 1, and shown there as a man with
some strength, In Cfelgs pattr (Islenzk fornrit wol. X

p. 369) he is shown as having great power in the north and
able to stand up to Gudmundr, but nevertheless apparently
subservient to him,

ACCUSED: ? Would be Gudmundr and/or members of his party,

1nclud1n% g0331bly‘?orge1rr godi, who was Lawspeaker at this
time, though the saga doesn‘'t mention this,

DEFENDER: Gudmundr and Porgeirr. Gudmundr seems to have
1 considered Forgeirr as the principal.

SUFPORTERS: Many men,

PEACEMAKERS s Ofelgr tried to encourage the ?orgelrssons

to settle, with little success., Finally Snorri Hlidarmanna-
godl induced the pdrtles to settle, (Snorri Hlidmannagodi
is also named in Landniamabdk 3228/dl94 as the son of
Eyvindr who settled on land given him by the Qndottssons.
who received their land from Helgi the Lean sgrlmr
Qndottsson was the grandfather of Asgrlmr bllldagrlmsson.

l.l.l.....'.z
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who is shown in Njéla as active from the 980's to around
1012AD, In Gluma ch, 21 he is said to marry aroung 978AD.
It is therefore possible that Snorri was alive at this

time (late 990's), but it must be questioned whether he
would be too old, Sigfusson argues (Islenzk fornrit Vol.

X p. 15 note 2) that he may have been a temple priest only,
and not a political godi. If he were, we would expect him
to take part in the VQdla spring assembly, not the Pingeyjar
assembly, where all the people directly involved in this
suit would have gone,

CUTCOME: - Arnsteinn, apparently because he could not decide
who to support, and Porgeirr, because he didn't feel he had
enough support against his sons, were slow to set up the
court. The Porgeirssons therefore took proceedings to take
over the whole of the godord from Arnsteinn and forgeirr,

thus gaining more control and dishonouring Porgeirr. Snorri
stepped in before they completed proceedings against Porgeirr,
and a settlement was reached. SQlmundr was declared to have
fallen an outlaw and large compensation was paid for Arnorr.

COMMENTS: Gudmundr does not display the strength one might
expect, But then, the events and people directly involved
all came from outside his assembly area, his involvement
seeming to stem more from the expectations of the King of
Norway, The image here of his control does not agcord well
with the image of 0Ofeigs pidttr. We could view Ljosvetninga
saga and the short stories as chronicling the changing power
structure in the north, withGudmundr only gaining his very
strong position after the death of forgeirr, the exile of
46rir Helgason, and the killing of Porkell hakr Porgeirsson.
Nl6, N17, and {18 wouldthen appear as definite steps in

the growth of Gudmundr's power, as well as .

a personal vendetta, and Ofeiss pattr would represent him
at the pinnacle of his power, and thus be later than all
these suits, Note also Gudmundr's comment "I do not care
to go into P4rir Helgason's country (sveit), so that he
have greater strength than I" (fslenzk fornrit p. 17).

CONFIRMATION IN OTHER SOURCES: Njdla ch, 119: “orkell

hakr "and his brothers also fought against Gudmundr the
Powerful at the Ljdsvetningaleid, and the Ljdsvetningar

won the day”. This likely refers to the battle in which
Arndrr was killed, as Gudmundr is said to have been prevented
from going to the leid after this battle, . :
Njila ch, 120: Skarphedinn speaking to Forkell hakr,

"] at least have never threatened my own father's life, as
you once did, nor ever fought with him, as you once diar-.
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N16 : -
Various Suits against fingmenn of forir Helgason.
Liésvetninga saga ch. 5(13) (V&PII p.394)

DATE: During the years prior to N17
COURT: None specified

CHARGE: Various suits including unlawful sexual intercourse
(legordssakar) and riding other's horses (hrossreidr, see
Grazas, aonunzsbdk ch, 124. Finsen Ib p. €I, Stadarnolsbok
ch, 208, 209, Finsen II p. 241).

INJJRED PARTIES: Unknown.

PROSECUTOR: Gudmundr enn riki. No transfers to him are
mentioned, His purpose was to collect money to pay compen- .
sation for any future revenge he might take on Torkell hakr
and 76rir Helgason for their slander of him (that he was

not brave), while at the same time discrediting Pdrir
Helgason, Note that as well as handling the suits he
received all monies paid.

ACCUSEZD PERSONS: %Fingmenn of Porir Helgason.

DEFENDERS: "It became known that $dorir was losing his
renown (semd), because he could not maintain his pingmenn,
and he got great dishonour (4virding) thereby!.

OJTCOH ¢ Gudmundf was successful in his suits and collected
noney from them,

See also N17, a detailed account of a particularly success-
ful suit,
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N17
Cheating a Merchant . ,
Lidsvetninga saga ch 5, 6 (AMS61), 13,14 in AM162
(V&PII p, 396-402, p. 427-428)
DATES: 1013 at the earliest. St. Olafr was king in the third
year of Porir's outlawry according to AM561l. St. Olafr
gained power in Norway between 101% and 1016 AD.

COURT: Vqdlaping (AM162) or Alping (AMS561).

CHARGE: Attempt at fraudulent acquissition, brekrad@ (AMS561).
or taking of property, brottaka fjar (Au162),

HOW COMMENCED: By summons at home of the accused.

INJURED PARTY: Ingjaldr (AM56l) or Helgi Arnsteinsson
(AM162), a merchant trading in Iceland, perhaps the son of
Arnstein godi of Erlkekr (Islenzk fornrit vol, X, p. 22

note 3; N15). <Porgils (+6rir) paid him for some goods with
goods of inferior quality. He was on the point of sailing
abroad when he discovered the flaws in the goods,

PROSECUTOR: Gudmundr the Mighty. . 1Ingjaldr (Helgi)

stayed with him over the winter, and complained to him about
the matter. In AM561 Gudmundr asked him to hand the suit
over to him (seldu mér malit"), in AM162 Helgi asked Gudmundr
to take it ("vil ek 4Q...takir vid malinu"). In both cases
Gudmundr gave the merchant gifts, in AM561 these are said

to be payment for what was owing to the merchant. In Al

561 it says "Now he tookbver the suit (nd tok hann vid
malinu)", in AN 162 Gudmundr "took over the suit from

Torir Akraskeggr”(tok sQk 4 hqnd Tori Akraskegg)" in the
presence of two witnesses., Gudmundr had an ulterior motive
in taking the suit, as he was looking for suits against

the pingmenn of Térir Helgason, hoping to thereby discredit
torir and raise enough to pay compensation for the killing
of Forkell hakr (see N16).

SUPFORTERS: Many men (he was allfjolmennr ), In AM162.
he tried to get the support of his brother Einarr, a friend
of ?orir‘Helgason; he succeeded in getting his neutrality,
as he falled to go to the assembly.

ACCUSED: Akra-Pdrir, Akra-karl (AM162); “Porgils, called
Akra-karl (AM561); he was a pingmadpbf PSrir Helgason, a rich
man (AM162) but not well liked, .

DEFENDER: “Pdérir Helgason, a godi, great-grandson of Helgi
the Lean., . In AM561 Akra-karl did not attend the Alping with
him, In AM162 Akra-karl attended the VqQdlaping and did

some of the talking in court. In both versions Akra-karl
asked £06rir Helgason to help,in All62 he stated he was doing
so because he was his pingmadr (i pingreid). Porir Helgason
answered "I am not greatly pleased to have to do with you,
but I must stand by you". Akra-karl offered him gifts for
his help. In AM561 Akra-karl merely pointed out that
Gudmundr seemed to always get the better of Porir (Akra-karl
also says this in AM162, but later on at the assembly).
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SUPPORTERS: Am 561: Porir Helgason did not have the
strength to oppose Gudmundr, In AML62 he had many supporters,
but less than Gudmundr, _

QUTCOME: A settlement was offered, but Gudmundr was
determined to have, and got, Akra-karl outlawed. Akra-karl
went abroad, the confiscation court was held, and Porir
delgason's dublous claim to some of Akra-karl's sheep (goats)
led to suit N18.

BIBLIOGRAPHICAL NOTE: For a commentary on the two variant
versions see Theodore M. Andersson, The Problem of Icelandlc
Saga Origins, Yale Unlver51ty Press, 1964, p., 150-165,

He goncludes that AM162 is closer to the original than

3561, :
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N18

Wifhholding Stock from a Confiscation Court

Lidsvetninga saga ch, .6 (AM561), ch. 14-17' (AM162
(V&PII p. 428-30,p. 403-410)

DATE: One year after N17

COURT: Alping (AM162). In the summer (AMS61).

CHARGE: Sheep concealment, gaudalaun (AM561; falsely marking
goats of Akra-karl as his own (All62) (see N17). These
sheep (goats) should have been declared as property of
Akra-karl at the confiscation court after il7.

HOW_COMMENCED: By summons at the home of the accused,

INJURED FARTY AND PROSECUTOR: Gudmundr, prosecutor of N17,
to whom the confiscated goods of Akra-karl should have gone,

ACCUSED & DEFENDER: POrir Helgason, see N17.

SUPPORTERS: Gudmundr's attempt to get his brother Einarr's
friendship (see N17 Supporters) is placed at this point

in AM561. In both versions Einarr repudiated their friend-
ship when he discovered what was going on, and supported
4d6rir Helgason, Both parties rode to the assembly with large
numbers of supporters, but Gudmundr had more (AMS561),

Vigfiss Viga-Glimsson supported and advised Gudmundr, along
with partners of his (possibly fellow merchants, see Islenzk
fornrit vol X, p. 39, note 2, Re Vigfiss see N6, 7, 8, 10.)

FEACEMAKERS: AM561: "Porkell Geitisson was there and
sought for a settlement., But Gudmundr would not gettle".
AML62: "p peaceful settlement was sought for, Porir declared
that he thought that it would be long before he paid him
compensation over this case, and Gudmund allowed that he
wished nothing better than his outlawry". AM561 breaks off
after this, and there is no other mention of Porkell Geitis-~
son in this story. He came from the East, but he was
married to Einarr's daughter (Islenzk fornrit vol X p. 38
notel. See further N19, 20, 21)., Einarr initiated the
successful settlement.,

QUTCOME: " Pdérir challenged Gudmundr to single combat,
arguing Gudmundr - was not really concerned about the sheep
(goats), but rather about the alleged slander (that Gudmundr
was not brave) by him and Porkell hikr. He argued a fight
was the best way to test the statement., Vigfdss argued to
Cuémundr that he had little chance in the battle, and that
instead Vigfdss would challenge Einarr. +%d6rir and Einarr
guessed they had a plan, and therefore finally offered
Gudmundr self-judgement. %P4orir was to pay 100 of silver,
and be abroad as outlaw for three winters,

CONFIRMATION IN CTHZR SOURCES: NjZla mentions the slander,
the cause of Gudmundr's enmity to Périr and thus of suits
N16, 17 and 18: ch, 119 - Forkell hakr “fought against
Gudmundr enn riki at the Ljdosavatn leid, and the Ljosavatn
men won the day; it was on that occasion that Porkell hakr
and forir Helgason had slandered Gudmundr",




N19

N19
Wounding of Porbjern of Reykir
Vodu-Brands fattr ch, 3 (V&PII p. 381)

DATE : 988-10;5 AD, A major error must be assumed in either
Vodu-Brands pattr (the involvement of Fforsteinn Sigu-Halls-
son) or in other sagas (the date of marriage of Forkell
Geitisson to Jérunn Einarsddttir) (see Bjdrn Sigfissgn,
Islenzk fornrit vol. X, p. LIV-LV; Jon Johannesson, [slenzk
fornrit Vol, XI p. XXIV). »

COURT: qulaping, which seems to be treated as the court
of the Northern Quarter Assembly, It is held in the summer
rather than spring (althoggh at one point there is reference
to the spring assembly, varping) and it is called the
Nordlendinga ddmr. Also, the defence is raised that the
accused, Brandr, had lawful domicile in the east quarter,
not the north, But the author could have meant by "Norad-
lendinga doémr" a court held in the north (Islenzk fornrit
vol X pl3% note 3; Olafur lLarusson, "Nokkrar Athugasemdir

um Fjérdungapingin®, 1Log oz Saga, p. 117). See also N1l
where it it is suggested that the Northern Quarter Court
was held at Hegranes,

CHARGE: Wounding

INJURED PARTY. “Porbjqrn of Reykir. In Ofeigs pattr he is
said to have been "well-liked and wealthy”. In that pattr .
Gudmundr the Mighty is said to have been the chieftain,
hgfdingi, of the people in forbjqrn's area, and Porbjqrn
initiated a protest against his excessive visits,

PROS:zCUTOR: Gudmundr the Mighty, No explanation, although

he was assumed responsible from the start as forkell, the
Defender, went to him, not ?orbjgrn. to enquire about a
settlement, Later "Gudmundr went north to Reykjahverfi

and took over the suit for orbjorn and made it ready for

the spring assembly"”, ("tok mal af*) : _

The father of the accused, with whom the accused was

staying at the time, also lived in Reykjphverfi, but there

is no suggestion that Gudmundr tried to arbitrate as Hofdingi
or Zodi of both parties, We can probably assume PorbjQrn was
his Pingmadr, and this is why Gugmundr acted.

ACCUSED: VQdu-Brandr, son of a farmer at Myrr in Reykjahverfi,
who was sufficiently wealthy to give him 1500 hundreds to

go abroad, On his return from abroad he had, however, taken
legal domicile (lQgheimili) in the east with Porkell Geitis-
son, a godi (see Vapnfirdinga saga,Droplaugarsona saga,

E7, E10, Ell, E13), becoming his heimamadr. At the time
of this incident he was living with his father, but he
afterwards returned to Porkell Geitisson.

DZFENDZR: “Porkell Geitisson., When Brandr returned to him,
Forkell expressed disapproval of his actions, but commented
*"but yet I will receive thee, for I cannot remember ever
having cast any domiciled man (heimamadr) of mine to the
winds". He then proceeded to act on Brandr's behalf, first
approaching Gudmundr concerning a settlement, later speaking

in court.
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SUPPORTER: “Porstinn Sidu-Hallsson, cousin of Porkell and

a godi (see Genealogy c). A chronology problem here, as

in his saga Porsteinn is said to have been 20 at Brjdns-
orrosta in 1014, making Porkell some 30 years older than him,

It seems likely that this _suit would have occurred before

1014 AD., See Sigfusson, lIslenzk fornrit vol, X p. LIV-LV,

His participation is not essential to the case, and is

perhaps a little forced; perhaps his presence can be attributed
to an eastern author. (see Sigfusson p. LIII).

DEFENCE: Since the accused had a legal ddmicile in the east,
the suit could not be heard in the Northern Qourt.

OUTCOMZ: Gudmundr threatened to force his suit through,

but Forkell summoned a sufficient force to break up the court.
Gudnundr then summoned forkell for contempt of court (N20),
forkell summoned Gudmundr for wrongful procedure (N21),



N20

- N20
Contempt of Court by Porkell Geitisson
Vodu-Brands pittr ch.4&5(V&PII p. 384-7)

DATE: See N19
COURT: Alping
CHARGZ: Contempt of Court - see N19

HOW COMMZNCED: Summons at the spring assembly.where the
offence occurred..

INJURED PARTY & FROSECUTOR: Gudmundr the Mighty, vrosecutor
in KN19. . _

ACCUSED_& DEFENDER: forkell Geitisson,

SUEFOXTERS: "Torkell and forsteinn had many men, but yet
Gudmundr the Mighty had many more."

DFElCE: Forkell Geitisson accused Gudmundr of wrongful
procedure (N21).

QUTCOME: See N21



N21

N21 '
Wrongfull Procedure by Gudmundr the Mighty in N21
Vodu-Brands pattr ch.4&5(V&PII p. 384-387)

DATE: See N19,
COURT: Alfping

CHAARGE: Wrongful procedure in bringing suit N19 to the
North Court at VQdlaping.

A0W COMMENCED: Summons at the spring assembly where the
offence occurred, _

FROSECUTOR: “Forkell Geitisson

ACCUSED & DEFENDER: Gudmundr the Mighty.

SUFFORTERS: See N20,

PEACEMAKERS: “Forsteinn Sidu-Hallsson (see N19), and Ofeigr
Jarngerdarson, a man with power in Reykjahverfi and a chief-
tain (hqfdingi), a descendant of Helgi the Lean (Ljdsvetninga
saga ch,1l, Ofeigs fattr). His farm was between Brandr's
father's farm (4 kms) and PorbjQrn of Reykir (7 kms) (see

N19 concerning these two people).

QUTCCME: The peacemakers arranged for the marriage of
Torkell to the daughter of Einarr, Gudmundr's neice.
Gudmundr was then more amenable to a settlement. Again

it nmust be noted that Torsteinn's participation is suspect
due to chronology (see N19, Suprorter), He is not at all
essential here, Concerning the marriage, Gudmundr is made

to comment "it must have been Ofeigr Jarngerdarson that has
been foremost in bringing it about", with no mention of
Forsteinn., With respect to the settlement it is said "Einarr
and Ofeigr Jarngerdarson had most to do with this",
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N22 '

Outlawry of forvaldr and Bishop Frederick

Kristni saga (0lafs saga Tryggvasonar en mesta,
forvalds pattr) (V&PI p.380-382)

DATz: 984AD

COURT: Hegranes Assembly (possibly quarter court), Forvaldr,
the accused, was from Vatnsdalr, whose spring assembly was
Hdnavatns Assembly, and he and the bishop lived in Vididalr
for four years, also in Hinavatns assembly area, See N11

for a discussion of the possibility that Hegranes Assembly
was a quarter court.

CHARGE: Not clear, The text says the accused were "out-
lawed according to the heathen laws"., The charge could

have been that the accused were Christian, but also manslaugh-
ter as Tforvaldr killed two poets (unidentified) who lam-
pooned him at the previous Alping. The account of the law
suit is told as if it was a natural extension of this.

PROSECUTORS: ? “"heathen men". The main person responsible
for the lampoons was Hedinn of Eyjafjqrdr, and perhaps his
father-in-law Eyjélfr Valgerdarson of Eyjafjqrdr, the father
of Gudmundr the KMighty (see N14-21), . : .

ACCUSZD: +Porvaldr the far-farer Kodransson from Vatnsdalr,
of good family., He travelled abroad where he became Chris-
tian, and returned to Iceland in 981AD with Bishop Frederick,
the other accused, where the two travelled about preaghing
Christianity., Frederick was not personally involved in

the manslaughter.

DEF&ilDsR: Torvaldr and Frederick were blocked from attending
the assembly by heathen men.

OUTCOMEZ: “TPorvaldr and Frederick were outlawed (sekdr).

SUSFICIOUS ELEMENT: Kristni saga has another story of two
poets being killed for lampoons about a Christian, see
STH9 and comment there under Suspicious Element.
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'N23
Theft of Horses
Hromundar pattr halta ch., 3, Landnamabok S168/H137

DATE s 965 -975AD (see Islenzk fornrit vol. VIII p CXV,
note 5, and below under Injured Party and Prosecutor)

COURT: Alping.
CHARGE: Theft (stuldr)
HOW _COMMENCED: Summons at the residence of the accused (géttr).

INJURED PARTY: Hromundr halta, and his sons or household
(peim Hrdémundi) according to the attr. He was a householder,
the son of a landnamsmadr (S183/H149, fpattr ch. 1), and a
contemporary of the sons of Ingimundr. Ingimundr came to
Iceland after aiding King Haraldr in_the Battle of Hafrs-
fjqrdr, circa 885AD (S179/H145). Hromundr had been made

a district outlaw (heradssekr), between Jokulsa in Skaga-
fiqrdr and Hrutafaardara. for killing Hogni Inglmundarson.
prior to this law suit (S183/H149). .

PROSECUTOR MlafJardar-Skeggl. although in the pattr Hromundr -
with 9 others, including his two sons, served the summons and
then turned the suit over to Skeggi (sendu feir malin qQll til
medferdar Skeggja i Midfjqrd). Skeggi was "hofdingi over those
districts” (pattr ch. 3), one of the leading chieftains
(hqofdingjar) "after the land had been lived in for sixty
years"” (5398/H355) His daughter married Férdr gellir (S174)
who died about 965 AD (Annals) His granddaughter married
Illugl the Black. who in Eyrb ja is seen disputing his
wife's marrlage money in 980AD w2) In the pattr Hromundr
sought Skeggi's advice before going to serve the summons, and.
Skeggi promised then to oversee the suit (ek heita ydr minni
forsaa) Hromundr did not attend the assembly.

ACCUSED: Sleitu-Helgi, a v1king, and his mates. The pattr
specifies that they all were summoned, the "all" perhaps
including an Icelander, Helgi's father-in-law, Helgl came to
Iceland with his brother and 10 other vikings (to trade
according to the pattr). Helgi married Helga, the daughter
of a local farmer, and he and some or all of the vikings were

staying with this farmer.

DEFENDER: ? The accused did not go to the assembly. but
rather prepared their ship.

OUTCOME: "All _the easterners were outlawed (sekr) for the
horsetheft"” (gattr only. Landnimabok does not state the out-
come, lthough one verse refers to the lawbreakers, another
calls Helgi sekdaudigr). Before sailing the Easterners
attacked Hromundr in his fortified farm. Hromundr, his two
'sons, and his grandson defended well, killing 6 of the Easter-
ners, . Hromundr also was killed, his grandson injured. The
rest of the Easterners drowned after they set sail,
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Sheepstealing by Hals
Reykdzela saga ch, 2

DATE: See comment following N26
COURT: ? |

CHARGE: Sheepstealing (saudataka). The prosecutor set

up up the accused, having some of his sheep secretly

put on the accusedsproperty, then charging hlm with stealing
them,

INJURED PARTY & PROSECUTOR: Eysteinn of Raudaskrida, a
farmer, considered to be a very unjust man, He had received
an injured foot in single combat with the cousin of the

- accused, and apparently wanted to get even with the family.

SUPPORTER: “Porkell, son of Porgeirr Ljdsvetningagodi (see
N15, Genealogy b, (C)). He accompanied Eysteinn when he
went to look for the sheep., It is not explained why he
was involved,

ACCUSED: Hals Faquelfarson, who had his own farm. His
uncle, Askell, was a godi (see Genealogy b, (C).)

SUPPORTER: Askell godi, but_he would not answer for Hals
at court, considering that Hals deserved what he got for
getting friendly with a man like Eysteinn, Many people
thought the whole matter very suspicious,

OUTCOME: HAls and his brother Vémundr went abroad (it

is not explained what Vémundr had to do with it). No defence
was made at court, and Hals was outlawed, While abroad,

Hils and Vémundr met up with Bjorn, wham Eysteinn had pald

to take the sheep to Hals' farm. They got the truth out

of him, took him back to Iceland,where he told Askell the
story. Askell presented Eystelnn with the truth and the
evidence, and then charged him (see N25).

SUSPICIOUS ELEMENTS: See comment following N26. The cir-
cumstances are very similar to a later suit in the saga
(N2?). The journey involved in planting the evidence was
rather long (see Islenzk fornrit vol, X p. LXXV).
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N25
Slander by Eysteinn
Reykd=ela saga ch, 3

DATE: See comment following N26

'COURT: 2

CHARGE: Slander (illm=zli), see N24 for the circumstances.
HOW COMMENCED: _ Summons

INJURED PARTY: Hals Fjqrleifarson (see N24),

PROSECUTOR: Askell godi, uncle of the injured party (see N2&4),

ACCUSEDs Eysteinn (see N24), He did not attend the assembly.
DEFENDER: No one would answer for Eysteinn,

SUPPORT REFUSED: ®Porkell, son of Porgeirr Ljésvetningagodi
(see N24), He said Askell would never support an unjust
suit, and that the prosecution had a witness to support
their charge.

OUTCOME: Eysteinn was outlawed. During the assembly he
burned his house and disappeared. The land became sekdarfé.

SUSPICIOUS ELEMENTS: See Comments on N24-26 following N26,
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N26 )
Sheepstealing by Hanefr
Reykdzla saga ch. 5

DATE: See comment following N26,
COURT: Alping

CHARGE: Sheepstealing (saudataka).
HOW COMMAENCED: Summons.

INJURED PARTY: Hrafn, a good farmer.

PROSECUTOR: 1) Hrafn. He summoned Hanefr, then moved

out of the district., 2) Steingrimr Qrndlfsson. He

agreed before the summons to take over the suit afterwards
(taka vid@ malinu), and handled the suit at the Alping. He
was a great grandson of Helgi the Lean, cousin of Eyjolfr
who was the father of Gudmundr the Mighty; there is no
evidence he held a godord, As to the reason for his
involvement, it is stated only that he was related to Hrafn,
the nature of the relationship not being stated, Hrafn was
perhaps the son of Porkell the Black, and thus third cousin
to Steingrimr (see:Islenzk fornrit vol. X p. 163 note 2;
Landnamabdk S237).

Helgi'tpe Lean

Hamundr 2:= 1 Helga.2 = Audun ' rotinn Hrolfr
heljarskinn\ = ] _ . |
Qrnolfr =Yngvildr Einarr = Valgerdr  Porkell-=Gudlaug
‘Péraarson| | —the Black ,
Steingrimr Eyjélfr Hrafn Porgeirr=Gudriar
| godi
Gudmundr

(see also Genealogy b). ‘
If Phis is the correct Hrafn, we might have expected Porgeirr
godi to have been involved,

ACCUSED: Hanefr, a farmer with large stock, but he had a
bad reputation and had difficulty keeping employees, ‘

DEFENDER: ?

SUPPORTERS: Vémundr Fjgrleifarson (see N24), Hanefr had
some time earlier gained his support by giving him good-
gifts and fostering his daughter, However, Vémundr was
reluctant to give full support in the matter as Hanefr at
first lied to him, saying he hadn't stolen the sheep. He
took over Hanefr's property (thus perhaps protecting it
from confiscation in the event of outlawry?) but it is not
said that he spoke for Hanefr in court.

SUPPORT DENIED: Askell godi lectured Hanefr, and after he
was outlawed refused him help to get abroad safely, because of

Hanefr's bad character.

OUTCOME: Hanefr outlawed., Steingrimr then paid a man, Hroi
of Klifshagi. to kill Hdnefr before Vémundr could get him .
abroad, which he did (ch. 6), although strangely Hanefr is
not treated as having been rightly killed as an outlaw,



ROIMENT
Comment on N24-26, Reykd=la saga ch, l-lé. |

There are severe chronological problems _with this section

of Reykd=la saga, see Bjorn Sigfusson, Islenzk fornrit vol.

X p.LXIX-LXXIII. Most importantly, Askell godifmust have

died between 950 and 960AD, at which time the FjQrleifarsons
would have been young children, or some not even born,

Thus Askell's involvement in their affairs is fictitious,
which is a pity since there are some interesting features

of it., In particular, there is a very sophisticated attitude
to evidence, with Askell refusing to support Hdls in suit
N24, allowing him to be outlawed, because all the evidence
was against him, even though it was common belief that the
evidence was rigged. Not until Hals could provide proof,

in the form of the person who rigged the evidence, did

Kskell take any legal action in support of Hals, Participants
in a law suit were not normally so concerned about whether
they could prove their case, or indeed even whether right

wag on their side,

An additional problem with N24, and thus N25 which arose from
it, is its close similarity to another which occurs in the
second part of the saga, in Ch 18 (N27). In both a person

is charged with stealing an animal which the prosecutor had
maliciously had placed on their property. N24 seems the

most likely to be ficticious because of the long_journey
involved in the planting of the evidence, (See Islenzk
fornrit Vol, X p. LXXV),

It is of course possible that all the suits took place in
somewhat altered circumstances, N26 in particular suffers
little if we omit the involvement of Askell, and is quite
plausible as a story on its own, The other two, especially
N25, lose much of their impact if Askell is removed and they
are taken out of the context of the saga., It seems most
probableto me that they, and a good part of the first 16
chapters of the saga, were invented by the author to illus-
trate his opinions on evidence, proof and the attitudes
godar should take in dubious disputes, with only a very few
facts, mainly taken from landnamabdk, on which to build.
(See Islenzk fornrit vol, X p, LXXIII-LXXV concerning the
possibility of omitting Askell from the story)..




» N27

N27
Theft of a Mare
Reykd=la saga ch, 18

DATE: 960AD (Islenzk fornrit vol. X p. LXXII).

COURT: Didn't get that far, |

CHARGE: Theft of a mare Gpj6fskap) found on the farm of
the accused. The injured party had the mare put there by
one of his servants, with completely malicious motives,

HOW _COMMENCED: By summons at the home of the accused,

- INJURED PARTY AND PROSECUTOR: ©Porbergr hoggvinkinni, an
unpopular farmer,

SUPPORTERS: 18 altogether in the summons party. Porbergr
consulted Porgeirr godi of Ljosavatn, and probably got a
promise of support from him, '

ACCUSED: Gldmr Geirason, He operated a farm with his father.
There are suggestions he was in financial trouble, but these
may just have been malicious gossip.

OUTCOMEs Gluimr attacked the summoning party, killing the
son of Porbergr. Many other men arrived and got involved,
Some foreign merchants staying with Porbergr were killed,

as well as_a servant from each side. The person who planted
the mare, Otryggr, was injured, and then confessed the deed,
People intervened to urge settlement, and Porgeirr godi

and Arndrr of Reykjahlid (a well respected man) were named
arbitrators (although this is hardly possible, see Islenzk
fornrit vol, X p. LXXI). The _deaths of the two servants
were set off, The injury to Otryggr and the deaths of two
others of Porbergr’s party were set off against a wound to
Geirr (Glumr's father). The injury to Porbergr was set .
off against his false accusation., The killings of the foreign
merchants were not compensated for. Glimr and Geirr were
driven out of the district (peir varu brott gorvir padan

or sveitinni). _

OTHER_SOURCES: Landnamabok S256/H220 confirms that Glumr
and Geirr killed Porsteinn Porbergsson and that they were
outlawed from the area for this, '



N28

N28
Killing of Bjarni Porsteinsson
Reykdala saga ch, 24 '

DATEs 965-75AD (fslenZk fornrit p. LXXI-LXXLLL).

COURT: Didn't get there,
"CHARGE: Manslaughter,
INJURED PARTY: Bjarni Porsteinsson, dead, His mother

Porgerdr was a sister of Viga-Glimr (see N1-12), His father
had a farm, : ' : :

PROSECUTOR: Viga-Glumr at the request of his sister who

transferred the suit to him (selr hon honum vigsmalit ok

bidr hann taka vid eptirmalinu). Bjarni's father perhaps
was dead, as he played no par¥in the story. Mar, the 18

year old son of Viga-Glimr, served the summons, as he did
in similar circumstances in N9,

SUPPORTERS: Eyjdlfr Valgerdarson, father of Gudmundr the
Mighty (see N14-21), probably a godi (Landnamabdk S398/H355,
Kristni saga), 2nd cousin to Viga-Glidmr (see Genealogy b).

a total of 200%(240) men were in the summoning party.

ACCUSED:s Eyj6lfr‘?orm6assoﬁ. a farmeg's son, His mother
was a sister of the father of Viga-SkGta, <Tormodr, his
father, was dead, killed by Bjarni,

DEFENDER: Viga-Sk(ita, son of Askell godi (see N24-26),
According to the saga his brother Porsteinn sold the godorad
on Askell's death, but it is perhaps doubtful whether this
happened, Certainly Gudmundr the Mighty later held con-
 siderable control in the area of Askell's godord and had
pingmenn there, and may therefore have acquired the godord,
but this was possibley a later development (see Islenzk
fornrit vol. X p. LXXVIII note 3)., This suit may represent
one stage in a struggle for power in the area, Eyjélfr
had approached. Skita earlier after Bjarni killed his father
Pormdédr, and transferred that matter to Skuta.

SUPPORTERS: Skuta's brother Porsteinn and his 2nd cousin
Einarr Kondlsson (see Genealogy b). Einarr is said by the
saga to have arbitrated after Askell's death, but this is
probably an error as he was likely too young (Islenzk fornrit
vol. X p. LXXVIII note 3), and may still have been rather
young at this time, He was also a first cousin of Gudmundr
the Mighty, and in Ljdsvetninga saga is shown as his foster-
brother and a close friend and adviser around 1010AD (see
N16-N18). It is interesting therefore that he and Gudmundr's
father, Einarr's uncle, are shown here on opposite sides

of a major local dispute. _

Skdta was also supported by Arndérr of Reykjahlid (see N27),
Skyta had nearly 100%men, but the combined forces of all his
supporters were as big as Viga-Glimr's.

OUTCOME: The two sides collected forces against each other
prior to the summons. Mar Glumsson was able to slip off with

#Probably long hundreds, ie 120.

......2'
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ten men to serve the summons (he killed one man while doing
so), but after he returned to his father, a battle nearly
broke out, with another man being killed. EyJolfr Valgerdar-
son and Elnarr Konalsson then managed to arrange a settle-
ment, Eyjolfr Pormddsson had to go abroad for 3 years,

and 100 of silver was paid to Bjarni's mother for his killlng.
Skdta was to marry the daughter of Glimr,

SOURCE: Ch. 23 to 26 of Reykdzla saga were probably based
on an earlier saga, which Bj8rn Sigfusson calls ©Pdrlaugar
pattur (Islenzk fornrit vol. X p., LXIV-LXVIII)..




N29
N29 -

Killing of Porgeirr Pdrisson

Reykdzela saga ch, 25

DATE: 970-990AD
COURT: Alping
OFFENCE: Manslaughter at the Alping

INJURED FARTY: Porgeirr ?orlsson, dead. His father killed
Askell o&i, father of Viga-Skita, and in revenge Skita
killed Périr. Porgeirr therefore had a niding pole raised
on Skdta's booth at the Alplng, and SkGta killed him for
~this at the following Alping.

PROSECUTOR: ?

ACCUSED: Vlga -Skdta, He did not attend the Alplng. but
rather left imme_diately after the killing.

SUPFORTERS: Arndrr of Reykjahlid (see N27 &28), who accom-
panied SkGta to the Alping before the killing, Viga-Gldnmr,
Skdta's father-in-law, = paid compensation at the Alping
(the Glimr of N1-12), .

OUTCOME: Viga-Glimr paid 100 of silver at the Alping for
Skdta, Skdta was very displeased that anything had been
paid.
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N30
Plot to Xill Skita
Reykd=la saga ch, 27

DATE: 970-990AD

COURT: . 2yjarping

OFFENCE: Plotting to kill, fjqrrad.

INJURED PARTY: Viga-Skita (see N28, 29). Porbergr, the

accused, bribed a workman of Snuta to let two assasins into
Skuta's house,

FROSZCUTCR:s 7?7

ACCUSED: “Porbergr hqggvinkinni, who was apparently still
brooding over suit N27.

DEFENDER: ?

QUTCOME: Settlement, <Porbergr had to pay 3 hundred of
silver, and leave the imme dlate area,



N31
Plot to kill Skdta and Killing of Vestmann
Reykd=zla saga ch, 29

DATE: 970-990AD
COURT: EyJjarping

CHARGE: 1) Plot to kill, fjorrad. ?orgelrr godi
rorbergr hQggvinkinni set an ambush for Skita with
2) SkGta discovered the ambush. and killed one of
lookouts, Vestmann (Bjoérn Sigfusson considers this
invented, see Islenzk fornrit vol X, p. LXXVI, If
incident could be too).

N31

and
200 men.
the
name

so, the

OQUTCOME: Settlement at the assembly, Porbergr and Einarr
(Einarr Konalsson? - his involvement is not explained)
paid one hundred of silver for the killing of Vestmann,

Porgelrr godi promised never to plot against Skuta
again,

s life
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N32
Killing of Viga- Smutd
Reykdzela saga ch, 30

@ATE: 980-990 AD
COURT: ?

OFFENCE: Manslaughter

INJURED PARTY: Viga-Skuta, dead (see N28-31)
FROSECUTOR: 2

ACCUSED: Pdérdr illugi, son of POrir flatnef (see N29).
He was still seeking revenge for the killing of his father

by Skuta. His brother 33qrn was with him, but was killed
by Skita, : ,

DEFENDER: 72
SUPPORTERS: Foroddr godi, a relation of £ordr, but no

detail given, and Qlvir the wise, son of Porbergr hqgg-
vinkinni (see N27, 30, 31), ,

QUTCOME: POérdr was outlawed for 3 years. ¥Fdoroddr and
Qlvir offered compensation and a settlement was reached.



El ,
Killing of Einarr Porisson
Porsteins saga hvita Ch.7

DATE: 935-45.AD. Brodd-Helgi was 3. He was killed in 974
when his youngest son, Bjarni was probably a teenager (see
Islenzk fornrit Vol XI p.x.

COURT: not stated, but was in the summer.
CHARGE: Manslaugﬁter

INJURED PARTY: Einarr Pdrisson, dead. Lived with his
father, a farmer. His sister was married to Porgils, son
of Porsteinn the White, a godi. “Porgils was also killed
later by the brothers Einarr and Porkell of Porsteinn fagri
(accused). No mention of a suit for his death, or for

the deaths of two hdskarls of Porir, presumably because
their killers, the brothers of Porsteinn, were also killed
in the encounter. However, it is evident from the rest

of the story that Porsteinn fagri was being held responsible
for the death of Porgils as well.

PROSECUTOR: 7

ACCUSED PERSON: ‘Porsteinn fagri, son of Porfinnr who owned
two farms and enough money to send Porsteinn abroad.
Porsteinn spent most of his time abroad as a merchant.

DEFENDER: ? “Porsteinn left the country after the killings
before the law suit commenced.

OUTCOME: Porsteinn outlawed (sekr)
CONFIRMATION FROM OTHER SOURCES: Killings but not law suit

mentioned in Landnamabok (5272/H234) .and killing of Porgils
(by Porkell and Hedinn) mentioned in Viapnfirdinga saga.




E2

E2 .
Killing of Skidi
Vipnfirdinga saga Ch.2

DATE: Brodd-Helgi 12. Annals state he was killed 974,
- saga says in the year of the famine, which annals date
to 975. He had a teenage son when killed and an older
son killed with him. Therefore this suit around 950AD.

COURT: ?

CHARGE: Manslaughter

INJURED PARTY: Skidi, a poor farmer in Vapnfjqrdr;  he
is otherwise unknown.

PROSECUTOR: Brodd-Helgi, a 12 year old. He held the .

odord which originated with his grandfather, Porsteinn
the White, but whether he did so at this young age is
not stated.

ACCUSED: Syartr, a farmer in-Vépnqurdr - he is otherwise
unknown.

DEFENDER: 7

OUTCOME: Svartr outlawed (sekr)7took to the hills, and
later killed by Helgi.

/



E3

E3

Failure to Fay Temple Tox

Vipnfirdinga saga ch. 5; Kristni saga, V&FI p. 401;
Olafs saga fryggvasonar en mesta (Islenzk fornrit
vol., XI p. 35 note 3)

DATE: 970-1000AD

COURL: FProbably spring assembly in Flj8tsdalshérad

CHARGE: Failure to pay temple tax (végn); being a Christian
(Glafs saga). The suit is most likely tohave taken place
after 997, pursuant to the law quoted in STH8 from Kristni
saga and Clafs saga., : ‘

“~

HOW COM#ENCED: Summons at home of accused,

INJURED FARTY: The temple priestess, SteinvQr,

PeRSON ASSUMING RESFONSIBILITY SUIT FURSUED: The temple
priestess, SteinvQr, complained to Brodd-Helgi, a godi

(see =2), Her interest in the matter is obvious; of Brodd-
Helgi it is said he was related (or owed obligation, skyldr
to her, Also, he had a grudge against forleifr, the accused
and was looking for ways to get him, He and Porleifr lived
in different districts, 80 miles apart, and according to

the saga attended different spring assemblies, Brodd-Helgi
Sunnudals assembly (which was abandoned after his death,

see Vapnfirdinga saga ch, 14), forleifr IGla assembly in
Fljétsdalshérad, Brodd-Helgi could have been the godi hand-
"ling the secular duties of Steinvpr (see Islenzk fornrit
vol, XI, p. 33 note 1), but then one would expect him to

- take the suit himself. "Brodd-Helgil promised to look. after
the matter and pay her what she was due, and he took over
from (ték midl arf) her her case against forleifr."”

PROSECUTOR: Digr-Ketill, We know little of him, but his
son married the daughter of Sidu-Hallr, and therfore he

was probably of good family, (félenzk fornrit vol.XI, p.33
note 3), He could well have been a relation of forleifr,

" the accused, pursuant to the law of 997 (see STH8); we '
know almost as little about Porleifr's family (Islenzk ,
fornrit vol XI p. 28 note 4). Digr-Ketill lived in Fljots-

)

dalr, and therefore in the same assembly district as ‘Porleifr.

He took over the case reluctantly at Helgi's request, after
they made a pact of friendship.

"Characteristically Brodd-Helgi undertakes a roundabout
series of maneuvers so that the Christian will have little
idea of the real weight of the case against him, and will
arrive at the Assembly unprepared. In this way Brodd-Helgi
- plans to obtain a judgement against forleifr that will be
more secure" (Jesse Byock, Saga Iceland: Wealth, Clasg and
P.owen Manuscript, 1979, p. 170).

ACCUSED: “Porleifr of Krossavik in Reydarfjordr, a Christian
who travelled abroad a good deal, We know little of his
family (Islenzk fornrit FP. 28 note 4),

CUTCOME: Digr-Ketill encountered bad weather on his journey

....'l...2



E4
Return of Property of Halla
‘Vapnfirdinga saga Ch.6

DATE:. Circa 970, a few years before death of Brodd-Helgi
which Annals place in 974AD,

COURT: (1) Sunnudalsping (2) Alping

CHARGE: For return of property of Halla, who left the
home of her husband, Brodd-Helgi, after he spurned her
by taking another wife, because she was ill.

HOW COMMENCED: Summons

INJURED PARTY: Halla, sister of Geitir Lytingsson.
She went to live with him after she left Brodd-Helgi.
She did not wish to pursue the matter, saying her
property was in good hands with Helgi.

PROSECUTOR: Geitir, a godi. He and Brodd-Helgi had
been close friends, but had fallen out in recent years.
He pursued the matter, despite Halla's objection,

because he considered it a great insult that the property
had not been handed over. '

ACCUSED & DEFENDER: Brodd-Helgi, a godi, husband of
Halla (see EZ2 and E3).

SUPPORTERS: "They each rode to the Assembly with a big
following, Geitir having the choicer men and Helgi the
greater number". Gudmundr the Mighty (see N15, N16, N17
18, 19,20, 21) supported Helgi at the Alping.

QUTCOME: '"When the case should have gone into court,
Geitir was forcibly overborne, and Helgi won the day.
Geitir now committed his case to the National Assembly
itself, but Brodd-Helgi again voided it for him, mostly
because of Gudmundr the Mighty's backing".

SUSPICIOUS ELEMENT: Gudmundr probably rather young to be
involved at this time (Islenzk. fornrit Vel XI, 'p.xxiv). He was
not involved in Glima until about 986, and none of the

events in Ljdsvetninga saga appear to be any earlier.




E5

ES
Tree-felling
vipnfirdinga saga Ch.7,8

DATE: 970-75D(see E4)
COURT: Didn't get that far

CHARGE: Tree felling. Pormodr , a pingmadr of Geitir,
and Pordr, a pingmadr of Brodd-Helgi owned a forest
together, and shared the tree-cutting. “PS8rdr thought

he was not getting his fair share so he turned his property
over to Brodd-Helgi (seldisk Helga arfsali) to get his
help. Brodd-Helgi with his tenants and hudskarls cut

down the whole wood and took the timber. )

HOW COMMENCED: Summons at home of Brodd-Helgi, where
Pérdr living.

INJURED PARTY AND PROSECUTOR: ?ormé&%, a farmer, joint
owner of the forest, Brodd-Helgi's grandfather Porsteinn
had acquired their farm Hof from Pormodr's father Steinbjqrn,
as payment for a loan, Probably this is why SteinbjqQrn's
family were allied to Geitir, not Helgi,

SUPPORTERS: “Pormdédr sought help from Geitir (see E4), his
godi (see Ch.3) who only gave him advice, suggesting he
seek the help of his nephews, Steinn and Hreidar, and of
TjQrvi, mentioned earlier (Ch.4) as a friend of both Helgi
and Geitir, with the hint that he was the killer of the
foreigner Porleifr with the connivance of Helgi and Geitir.
Perhaps we are intended to believe he tipped off Helgi
about the summons plans (see Islenzk fornrit Vol XI, p.40,
proverb).

PERSONS NOT INVOLVED: There is no mention of Pormdodr's _
two sons (see Islenzk fornrit Vol XI, p.xvi). ~

ACCUSED: dJrdr, a farmer who turned over his property to
his godi, Brodd-Helgi. But Brodd-Helgi and his helpers
actually committed the offence (see above, CHARGE). . He is
otherwise unknown (Islenzk fornrit Vol XI, p.38 note 2).

OUTCOME: Having been alerted to the proposed summons,
Brodd-Helgi was at home with all his servants, etc. and
attacked the summons party after they delivered the summons.
Some of them were killed by Helgi, but no names or details
are given, A couple of pages later, it is stated '"There
was no bloodsuit for the slaying of Pormédr', so presumably
he was killed at this time by Helgi, and thus the suit
lapsed. Geitir's only further action was to collect the
bodies of the dead from Brodd-Helgi's farm, which required
some subterfuge, as Helgi resisted. ,

SUSPICIOUS ELEMENTS: “Pérdr accused, though Brodd-Helgi
did the deed.

BIBLIOGRAPHICAL NOTEs Jesse Byock, Saga Iceland: Wealth,
Class and lower, Manuscript, 1979, p. 1-9, p. 173-185.
He describes the case as an example of how conflicts developed

from small matters to major confrontations between goldar,




E6

E6
Brodd-Helgi's suit at Alping
Vapnfirdinga saga Ch. 10

DATE: 972 or 3AD
COURT: Alping
CHARGE: ?

PROSECUTOR: Brodd-Helgi, who found himself short of backing.

SUPPORTER: Brodd-Helgi asked Gudmundr, who helped him in
E4, for help. "Gudmundr said he was not disposed to grant
him help at this or any other Assembly and so win himself
the dislike of other Chieftains (hqfdingjar), and get no
profit in return", so Helgi promised a half-hundred of
silver for his help.

OUTCOME: Helgi's case was successful. Gudmundr asked for
his money., "Helgi maintained he had nothing to pay him =~
he did not see, he said, that he need pay money between
friends such as they'". Gudmundr was angry and said he
would never give him help again.



E7

E7
Concealing Ewes and Stealing Milk
Droplaugarsona saga Ch.5

DATE: 991 (Islenzk fornrit Vol XI, p.lxxix)
COURT: Alping |

CHA&GE: Concealing (leyna) ewes and stealing (stela) their
milk. ,

HOW COMMENCED: Summons at home of accused.

INJURED PARTY: Porgeirr, a farmer at Hrafnkelsstadr
well enough off to buy 50 ewes after suffering considerable
losses in a famine.

PROSECUTOR: Helgi Droplaugarson. Porgeirr "went to see
Helgi Droplaugarson and asked him to take up the case

(taka vid milinu): and I wish you to receive what is
gained by it, he said. And on these terms Helgi took
over the case (tdk Helgi milit)". Relationship of Porgeirr
and Helgi is not stated. His father was a godi, but the
saga specifies that this godord went to his uncle Ketill
(Droplaugarsona saga Ch.2). As a teenager Helgi became
hostile to Helgli Asbjarnarson over a case involving an
insult to his mother, after which he went to Geitir
Lytingsson for protection, Porkell Geitisson taught

Helgi law. "Helgi took up law suits, especially those
against Helgi Asbjarnarson's pingmenn", and also helped
Hrafnkell get his rights to the godord shared by Hafnkell
and Helgi A. It was probably because of his legal know-
ledge and his antipathy to Helgi A that Porgeirr approached
Helgi D. Helgi D does not seem to have had a farm of his
Oowll,

SUPPORTERS: “Porkell Geitisson, Helgi D's cousin and a godi,
(see Vapnfirdinga saga); Ketill of Njardvik, Helgi D's
uncle and a godi (see Droplaugarson saga Ch.2); a great
host of men, S : :

ACCUSED: P6rdr, a rich man with a farm, foster father of
a son of Helgi Asbjarnarson.

DEFENDER; Helgi Asbjarnarson, who shared a godord with
Hrafnkell Pdrisson, his cousin, a grandson o% Hrafnkell
godi Hrafnsson.

OUTCOME: "Helgi Asbjarnarson did not have enough followers
to void their suit'". A settlement called for, but Helgi

D demanded self judgement, and '"was paid as much value in
cows as the ewes had been worth which Pdrdr had milked".



E8
Murder of BjQrn of Snotrunes
Droplaugarsona saga Ch.6

DATE: 992 (Islenzk fornrit Vol XI p.lxxix)
COURT: Alping

CHARGE: Murder (hann hefdi myrdan) and failing to bury
the dead man properly.

HOW COMMENCED: Summons

- INJURED PARTY: Bjqrn, a farmer, dead.

PROSECUTOR: Helgi Asbjarnarson (see suit E7): "it seemed
to Bjqrn's wife that she ought to obtain support from him
for the case against the slayer". No reason given.

ACCUSED & DEFENDER: Helgi Droplaugarson (see E7). He
killed Bjqrn because he was making advances on Pdrdis, a
close relation of his. He became involved at the request
of PSrdis' husband (see further E9).

DEFENCE: A charge of adultery against the dead man

(suit E9) commenced before the manslaughter charge was.
Also, Helgi D produced three w1tnesses that Bjqrn had been
properly buried.

OUTCOME: All of Helgi A's charges were’quashed (see also
suit LE9).

E8



E9

E9
Seduction by Bjqrn
Droplaugarsona saga Ch.6

DATE: 992 (as Suit ES8)
COURT: Alfing
CHARGE: Seduction (legordssqk).

HOW COMMENCED: - Summons over the dead body of the accused.

INJURED PARTY: ®Porsteinn, husband of the seduced person.
A farmer, foster-father of a child of Helgi Ksbjarnarson,
quite old, but still vigorous.

PROSECUTOR: Helgi Droplaugarson (see E7), who was closely
related to the seduced woman. Porsteinn asked for his aid
and Helgi took over the suit (taka mal af). After
obtaining no satisfaction from Bjqrn after Helgi's request
that he cease his visits and pay compensation, Helgi killed
Bjqrn (see EB8). - :

ACCUSED: BjQrn, dead.
DEFENDER: Helgi Ksbjarnarson (see E8).

OUTCOME: ‘'Helgi Droplaugarson wished to have judgement
declared against Bjqrn as having incurred outlawry, but
Helgi Asbjarnarson offered money indemnity in place of that,
and it was left to Helgi Droplaugarson alone to decide

the amount. He awarded himself one hundred ounces of the
silver then current and with that they parted".



El0

E1l0
Plotting Hallsteinn's death
Droplaugarsona saga Ch.7 and 8

DATE: 995 (fslenzk fornrit vol XI, p.lxxix)

COURT: Alping
CHARGE: Plotting a death (fjqrrad)
HOW COMMENCED: Summons

INJURED PARTY: Hallsteinn, dead, the 2nd husband of Droplaugr,
mother of Grimr and Helgi. He was "rich and well liked"
with his own farm (Droplaugarsona saga Ch.3). He had

three adult sons, but they were not in the country at the
time.

PROSECUTOR: Helgi Asbjarnarson. No explanation as to why.
Hallsteinn's wife was in on the plot and his three sons were
abroad, and no other close relations are mentioned who
could have asked Helgi ‘' to take the suit. Helgi had

a personal feud with Helgi Droplaugarson, which would
explain his interest (see suits E7, 8 and 9); also public
opinion was against Helgi D. Helgi was a godi, but he
shared the godord with his cousin Hrafnkell. It could-
have been his turn to exercise the duties of office.

When the sons of Hallsteinn returned to Iceland a short
time later, '""They gave Helgi Asbjarnarson timber for a
hall, and thus they rewarded him for taking up the case

of the slaying of their father. The hall he built is
still standing on Mjofanes ",

SUPPORTERS: Helgi A "had many followers at the assembly".

ACCUSED: Droplaugr and her son Helgi, the wife and step-
son ot the dead man. (For Helgi, see also E7, 8 and 9).

DEFENDER: Droplaugr went abroad before the suit was heard
and never returned. Helgi D probably defended himself,
although this is not specifically stated.

SUPPORTERS: "The case of Helgi Droplaugarson was regarded
with disfavour; and no men would give him aid for it
except Porkell Geitisson and Ketill Pidrandason". It is
odd that the author should regard their support as meagre,
since they each held a godord and their support had allowed
Helgi D to defeat Helgi A im E7.

OUTCOME: People sought a settlement, but Helgi A demanded
self-judgement. "The agreement was that 1200 pieces of
silver, and to the value of five cows, was to be paid for
the killing of Hallsteinn and Helgi Droplaugarson was to

go into exile for three winters... If he did not go, he
would fall forfeit to Helgi Asbjarnarson between Smjdrvatns
heath and Léns heath", Helgi failed to go abroad and was
ultimately killed in the Battle of Eyvindardalr by a party
led by Helgi A, in 998 (Annals). ,



Ell

E1l1l
Killing of Helgi AsbJarnarson
Droplaugarsona saga Ch.14

DATE: 1008 (fslenzk fornrit Vol XI,p.lxxix)

COURT: ?

CHARGE: Manslaughter
INJURED PARTY: Helgi Asbjarnarson, dead (see E7-10).

PROSECUTOR: Hrafnkell godi, cousin of Helgi. He and
Helgl shared a godord (Droplaugarsona saga Ch.3, Ch.4).

ACCUSED: Grimr Droplaugsson, who killed Helgi A. to avenge
the killing of his brother He1g1 D (see E10).

DEFENDER: Porkell Geitisson (see E7, E10). A godi and
lTongstanding friend of Grimr's famlly. Grimr dla not
attend the assembly,

OUTCOME: Porkell Geitisson offered to pay 1ndemn1ty for
Grimr, but Hrafnkell would not take it, so Grimr was
declared an outlaw.  Porkell sheltered Grimr for a time,
and then helped him to go abroad. '

OTHER _SOURCES: fslendingadrépa says Grimr killed Helgi
(see Islenzk fornrit Vol XI, p.lxvii).




El2

E12 :
Debts of Asbjqrn vegghamarr -
Gunnars pattr Pidrandabana Ch 1 & 2 (V&PII p.569)

DATE: 1007 (See Islenzk fornrit Vol XI P.xc)

COURT: Didn't get to court

CHARGE: Claim for property borrowed by the accused to
operate his farm.

HOW COMMENCED: By summons at lodgings of the accused.

The accused had taken lodgings with Ketill 4rymr Pidrandason
of Njardvik, who was a godi (see E7 and Droplaugarsona saga -
Ch.2). Ketill refused to pay the accused's debt, but he
gave permission to have him summoned for the debts if they
came with few men ('"leyfa mun ek at peir stefni honum vid

f4 menn").

INJURED PARTY: Bjqrn Kéreksson and his brothers, farmers
with sufficient wealth to hire help and aid one of their
helpers to acquire and run his own farm.

PROSECUTOR: The Kdérekssonar themselves, or perhaps Pidrandi
Geitisson, His father Geitir and his brother Porkell were
godar (see Vapnfirdinga saga) as was his foster father and
uncle, Ketill of Njardvik (see E7 and Droplaugarsona_saga
Ch.2). It is not said he had a godord, but the Korekssonar
did ask "to become his followers (fylgdarmenn) and to

serve him", Then they said they wished to go summons
Asbjqrn and he agreed. '

ACCUSED: Asbjqrn vegghamarr. He had worked for the
Korekssonar for 3 years, then asked them te help him set up
a farm which they did. However, he was not a thrifty
farmer, and borrowed considerably from them to keep his

farm going. When he was pressed for what he owed, he went
to work for Ketill of Njargvfk.

SUPPORTER OF ACCUSED: Ketill of Njardvik (see above).

When Asbjqrn found he was being pressed for what he owed,

he asked Ketill to take him in as a worker. Ketill refused
to pay his debts for him, and said the Korekssonar could
come and serve their summons, but when they did come, he

got angry and attacked them. : :

OUTCOME: ?Pidrandi and the Korekssonar arrived, seven in all,
to serve the summons. Ketill attacked them, killing Bjqrn
Kéreksson. Périr Englandtrader (who was with Pidrandi,

and also incidentally had money owing to him by Asbjqrn)
killed Ketill, and was in turn killed by one of Ketill's
servants. 2 of Ketill's servants were also killed. The
five remaining in the summons party left, but two ships'
captains staying with Ketill were urged by a serving woman
to pursue them, which they did, and killed Pidrandi.

Asbjqrn is never again mentioned.



E1l3 ‘
Killing of Pidrandi Geitisson

EL3

Gunnars pattr Pidrandabana Ch.6; Laxdela saga Ch.69.

(V&Pll f . 574)
DATE: 1008 (see Islenzk fornrit Vol XI, p.xc)

COURT: Probably Alping (the pingin the summer)
CHARGE: Manslaughter
HOW COMMENCED: 7.

INJURED PARTY: “idrandi Geitisson dead (see E12).

PROSECUTOR: ‘Porkell Geitisson, his brother, although this
is not pointed out in the ittr. Porkell was a godi

(see E7, E10, E11, Vapnflrgglnga saga espec1a11y Ch.T4-19),
but this also is not pointed out.

ACCUSED: Gunnarr, a sh1ps captain who had been staying
- with Ketill of Njardvik (see E12).

DEFENDERS: ? perhaps none

SUPPORTERS Helgi AsbJarnarson a goa1 (see Droplaugarsona
saga) Gunnarr had been helped by a farmer, Sveinki, when
- he was pursued by Porkell Geitisson, Sveinki sent him
to his friend Helgi Asb;arnarson. Helgi gave him shelter
but there is no mention that he went to court for Gunnarr.
Also Eyjolfr, son of Ketill Pidrandason (see E12), who
could have inherited his father's godord. It seems
implied that he helped Gunnarr sens his goods abroad to
escape confiscation.

OUTCOME: Gunnarr outlawed. “Porkell tried to confiscate
his goods but found they had all been sent abroad. Helgi
was killed a short_time later, and then his wife sent
Gunnarr to Gudrun Osvifrsddttir at Helgafell, who got him
passage abroad. Why she should give help is not stated
(see Islenzk fornrit vol.XI, p.209, note 3).




STH1
Killing of Snjallsteinn Baugsson
Landnamabdk, S348/H307

DATE: 920-35AD(see Note on Chronology following STHY).

COURT: ? ILOCATION: Rangarvellir, south of Pjdrsa (River).
Snjallsteinn and Gunnarr lived there. Cnunder lived
north of Pjorsa, near Qrn of Valugerdi,

CHARGE: Ilianslaughter

INJURED PARTY: - Snjallsteinn Baugsson, dead. Baugr wosS
a landniamsmadr who came after Ketill Heeng, who probably
settled in the early 890's., Smnallsteimn and his. two.-
‘brothers were outlawed from H1lid for killing Sigmundr
Sighvatsson, after which he set up a farm at Snjallsteins-
hgf&a. Sigmundr's daughter urged her husband Qnundr .

to kill Snjallsteinn in revenge.

FROSECUTOR: Gunnarr, brother of Snjallsteinn, who also
was outlawed from Hlid, Lived at Gunnarsholt, which

we can assume was his own farm; it was about 20 km
from Hlid, .

ACCUSED: Qnundr, husband of the daughter of the man
avenged by the killing of Snjallsteinn,

DAFENCE: ? No details of the court procedure.

PERSON NOT INVOLVED: Mordr gigja, son of Sigmundr
Sighvatsson (H304%, S$S34%5, l9), a leading hofdingi
circa 930 (S398/H355) and well versed in law (H304).
See also STH2 and Note on Chronology following STHY,

OUTCCME: Qnundr outlawed (sekr). Two years later Gunnarr
attacked and killed. him, and himself died of his wounds,
He was helped in the attack by his sister's husbandg,

Orn of Velugerdi in F1l0i. See further STH2, '

OTHER SOURCES: Sigmundr's killing is also mentioned

STH1

in M9, but the other details of this suit #nd of STH 2 and 3

do not occur in M. J6n J6hannesson (Gerdir Landnfimabdk

p- 120-1) concludes the story was taken from a lost saga he

calls Fljotshlidinga saga.



STH2

STH2 _
Wrongful Grazing by Orn
Landnimabdk, S348/H307

DATE: 925-40 (see Note on Chronology following STH4)
COURT: ? LOCATION: F16i (between Pjdrsa snd Hvita).

CHARGE: ‘rongful grazing (beitinzamil)

INJURED FARTY: 2

FROSECUTOR: Sigmundr kleykir and Eilifr audsi, sons of
Onundr (see STH1). They wanted to prosecute: Crn of
Veelugerdi for his involvement in the killing of their
father but Mordr gigja, their kinsman, advised that
this wasn't possible because Onundr died an outlaw.
Therefore they took over this suit from someone else.-

ADVISOR: Mordr gigja (see STH1)
ACCUSED: Crn of Vaelugerdi (see STH1)
DEFENDER: ? Details of court not given.

QUTCOME: Orn outlawed: "Orn could be killed by the
Vnundarsons with impunity (falla Oheilagr) anywhere but
at Veelugerdi and within an arrowshot of his own land *
The Onundarsons killed Orn "and people agreed that he'd
been killed legally", But Orn's brother hired an archer
who "shot an arrow so far, it meant Qrn had been killed
within an arrow's shot of his land”. A manslaughter
charge was made (see STH3).



STH3

STH3
Killing of Qrn of Velugerdi
Landnamabok S348/H307

DATE: 927-43AD(see Note on Chronology following STH4).
COURT: ? LOCATION: F1éi.

CHARGZ: Ilanslaughter.

INJURZD FARTY: ’grn, dead, see STH2 and STHI.

PROSECUTORS: Porleifr gneisti, his brother, and Hamundr
Gunnarson, Orn's wife's brother's son,

ACCUSED: Sigmundr kleykir and Eil{fr audgi, who were
seeking vengeance for their father's killing, see STH2.

SUFPORTER: Mordr gigja (see STHl and 2).

OQUTCOME: Sigmundr and Eilfff?%&tlawed from F16i (herads-

ekrs but didn't have to pay any money, Morér arranged
marriages for them both, and also married his sister
Rannveig - to Hamundr Gunnarson, the prosecutor.



STHY ..
Sheepstealing by Bodvarr
Landnamabdk S376/H331

DATE: 920-35AD(see Note on Chronology following Si).
COURT: ? Location: F106i,

CHARGE: Sheepstealing (saudataka)
INJURED PARTY: 7

PROSECUTOR: Orn of Valugerdi, see STHL and STH2.

ACCUSZDs Bodvarr, a freedman of Qzurr, a landnimsmadr.
He had a farm,

DEFENDZR: Atli Hasteinsson, Hasteinn's father was

Earl Atli, killed by King Haraldr Fairhair's deputy,
zarl Hakon. Hasteinn then was forced to flee to Iceland.
Bedvarr "handed all his possessions (handsala#i fe

sitt) over to Atli Hasteinsson",

OUTCOMEs Atli quashed the case (dnytti mdl).

STH4



Note on
Chronology
STH1-4

Note on Chronology of STH1-STH4

1, Mgr&r gigja, a son of Sigmundr Sighvatsson
(H304, S345, M9), was a leading hofdingi around 930-
950 (S398/H355). Sighvatrsettled with the approval of
Ketill hengr,who probably settled around 890 %S34&/H303,
Egils saga ch 23.,) In Njala MQrdr dies about 970AD

(ch, 18). He did not get involved in the vengeance

for his father's killing (STHl), but was involved a few
‘years later in STH2 and STH3. This suggests an early
date for STH1l, perhaps 915-920, although his lack of
involvement could be merely an error in tradition.

2., Onundr, husband of Mgr&r.gigjaﬁs sister Porgerdr and
avenger of Sigmundr and thus accused in STH1l, was a
landné?smadr in F16i (S375/H330). His sons were young
in STHI. . '

3. S331/H291 lists Sigmundr kleykir, son of Qnundr,
as a landnamsmady., But the area of land he took was
small, and is more consistent with the story in S348
that he took the land after his marriage to the sister
of Eysteinn, within whose land claim Sigmundr's farm
probably lay (S330/H289),

4, Molda-Gnipr, a landnimsmadr who sold parts of his
claim in the extreme west of the East Quarter, was
forced to flee because of a lava flow, He was refused
help by Vemundr, son of Sigmundr kleykir (S329, H284). _
As Sigmundr was quite young in STH3, and married at the
end of STH3, this must take place at least 15-20 years
after STH3, Gnipr did, however, have four full grown
sons and could have been quite old, but still 960 would
have to be a very outside date for this event, closer to
945 being more likely, in which case STH3 would have

to take place around 925-30AD, It is of course possible
that tradition erred in having him still alive at this
time, and that only his sons were involved. '

5. At the end of STH3 Mqrdr gigja married his sister
Rannveig to HAmundr Gunnarson. They were the parents
of Gunnarr, a hero of Njala, where he appears as probably
their eldest son, born around 945AD,.This date depends

of course on the connection in the saga of his death

and the story of Njall, which may well be completely
fictitious, Outside Njhdla, there is mention in H312 of
his killing, in which Geirr godi, Gizurr the White and
Asgrimr Ellidagrfmsson were involved. In Landnimabdk
Ceirr godi is listed as a hofdingj‘around 930-950 (S398/
H355). Gizurr, cousin of Geiry,and Asgrimr, nephew of
Gizurr, are listed as hofdingi in Kristni saga around
981 AD.Thus if all three were inovlved, Gunnarr's death
is unlikely to have taken place as late as 990 as Njila
suggestd but more likely around 975, and therefore he
could have been born as early as 930AD,A further
indication of his age is that his sister married Hréarr
Pungugodi, who was a grandson of Garaar, a discoverer of

.'....2~
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Chronology
; STH1-4
Iceland, Hroarrwas born in Haraldr Fairhair's lifetime,
as his father Uni was sent by Haraldr to subjugate Iceland
and he was conceived illegitimately at that time. (S284/
H245), He was thus born before 930A0probably much earlier
as his father found land to claim, ~ .

6. STH4 took place before STH2, as the prosecutor Qrn
was killed shortly after STH2.

7. Atli, defender in STH4, was the son of Hasteinn, son

of Zart Atli, who was killed in Haraldr Fairhair's reign,
before the battle of Hafrsqupdr, and thus perhaps around
880AD (Heimskringla, Saga of Haraldr Fairhair). Hasteinn
was an adult then, and fled to Iceland shortly thereafter,
He had also been a Viking companion of Ingélfr, the first
settler of Iceland, before he went to Iceland around 874 AD,
Thus Atli was born perhaps around 890, fairly certainly by
900AD, When he was killed in the aftermath of STH% his son
was only nine, which suggests a date of around 920fDgertainly
no later than 935 AD. '

8. The accused in STH4 was a freedman of Qzurr, a landnams-
nadyr who came to Iceland at the age of 17 imme(diately

after the wedding of Sigurdr hrisi, son of Haraldr Fairhair,
which would be around 910 (Heimskringla, Saga of Haraldr
Fairhair, ch. 25, 29, 33; Saga of Ol&fr Trysgvason, ch 60.)
Sigurdr Syr, grandson of Sigurdr hrisil, married about 996AD,
died about 1017 (Saga of 0l4fr Tryggvason ch. 60,53*Ql§£§_§%g?
Islendingabok ch, 9 ), so a later date is possible. When ~%° 5.
Qzurr died after this suit, his son was not old enough to
inherit. This supports a date of 920-935 for the suit.




STHS

STHS ,

Exposure and Humiliation of‘?érbjgrg and Return of
Heimanfylgja of her Mother, Signy

Hardar saga, V&PII p. 55-57

DATE: 950~955 AD.
'COURT: Alping,

CHARGE: 1, fjorrad , plotting to kill, ie. by exposing tre
baby .Pérbjorg 2. repayment of heimanfylgja. :

HOW_COMMENCED: By summons at the home of the Accused, who was
not at home,

INJURED FARTY:  Grimkell godi, father of £drbjqrg, widower
of Signy, and F0rbjQrg a female baby.

FROSECUTOR: Grimkell go&i,.who was a powerful and rich man.

SJPPORTERS OF PROSECUTION: 60 of Grimkell's spingmenn, also
called bendr .

ACCUSED_AND DEFENDER: Torfi, Sign§'s brother, who had a godord.
He had been hostile to Grimkell from the time he heard of the
betrothal with Signy. We are not told of his godord until
later in the saga,

SUFPORTERS OF DEFENCE: A great force,

FRACEMAKER: Grimr the Little, foster son of Signy, who wished
to make peace between the hofdingjar. He enlisted Torkell
Moon the Lawspeaker to act as arbitrator, paying him 100 in
silver, He was caring for‘?érbjgrg at the time,

OUTCOME: “Porkell was awarded 600 3-ell ounces, at interest:
for 6 years, to be paid to Hordr, son of Grimkell,

PEOPLE NOT INVOLVED: Svarthefdi, Grimkell's brother, was
married to furidr, daughter of Tungu-0ddr, who was a leading
man in the area at the time and probably a godi. (see W13,
wlk), : _ '




STH6
STH6

Xilling of Sigurdr Audsson
Hardar saga, V&FII p, 65-67.

" DATE: 983 or 984 AD
COURT: Alping,

CHARGE: not stated - offence was manslaughter,

KOW_COMMENCED: By summons at home of accused.

INJURZD FARTY: Sigurdr, dead, son of a rich farmer.

PROSECUTOR: Torfi (see STH5). Audr, father of the injured
party, went to see "my friend Torfi", and transferred the suit
to him (selt honum malit). Torfi promised "to follow it up

to the utmost of the law (till enna fremsto laga)." Torfi

had a godord, but this is not pointed out at this point,

or given as the reason for his acting. Torfi and Audr were
close neighbours. Audr is said to have been trying to stir

up enmity between Torfi and Hordr, the employer of the Accused.

ACCUSED: Helgi Sigmundarson, son of a vagrant, foster brother
and servant of Hordr, the nephew of Torfi (see STHS).

DEFENDERs None, Hordr, the employer of Helgi, seemed to
be treated as the person responsible for the defence (see STH7).

PEACoMAKER:  As soon as he knew of the killing, Hordr went to
see Audr to offer self judgement, but Audr had already trans-
ferred the suit to Torfi, In anger, HQrdr killed him.and his
servant and burnt the house, Two women died in the burning.

QUTCOMZ: See STH?.



STH?7

STH 7 .
Killing of Auldr and His Hiskarl and Burning of His
House and Two Women

Hardar saga, V&PII p. 66-67,

DATE: 983 or 984 AD
COURT: Alping.
CHARGE: Not stated

HOW COMMENCED: By summons at home of Accused who was not there.

- INJURED PARTY:. Audr, a hiskarl, and two women of the household.
of Audr, all dead, No relations are cited in the saga.
ILandnamabdk (838‘/H26) says Audr's father was Raudr and his
brother Ulfr of Ulfsstadir; it also states that Audr was killed
by Horar. '

PROSECUTORs Torfi assumed the prosecution, apparently on the
basis of being the transferee prosecutor of STH6., No mention
is made of any kin of the dead people. :

ACCUSEDs ng&r. son of Grimkell, an old rival of Torfi (see ,
STH5). Torfi and Hordr had already had a clash over the property
held in trust for ngar pursuant to the judgement in STHS,

DEFENDZR: None. Hqrdr refused to go to court himself and
make settlement because of enmity with Torfi which had developed
over the years,

PERSONS WHOSE HALF SOUGHT: Eindridi forvaldsson, husband of
Hordr's sister, Porbjorg: he refused to go_to the Alping

because of other commitments, but said ng&r could stay with
him, . ’ :

FERSONS NOT INVOLVED: Noone at the Alping offered to pay
compensation for Helgi and Hordr. HQrdr's foster-brother Geirr
was not involved, nor was Porkell Moon the Lawspeaker, who
arbitrated in their previous dispute, nor was Illugi the Red
who had helped qu&r recover the settlement of the suit re
Signg and P6rbjorg (STH5) from Torfi (Illugi was Hordr's half
‘brother-in-law), ' '

QUTCOME: Torfi asked if anyone would pay compensation for
Helgi and qu&r. noone did, and both were outlawed (sekr).

SUSPICIQUS ELEMENT: £indridi refused help because he was
going to the Kjalarnes fing at the request of Illugi the
Red, but could this be possible during the AlHing?




STHS8
STH8
Blasphemy by Stefnir
Kristni saga V&PI p. 385; O14fs saga Tryzgvasonaren
mesta ch. 143 (142)

DATE: 997 AD
CCURT: Alping

CHARGE: Being a Christian, pursuant to a new law passed the
same summer at the Alping, which said "that Christian men' S
kinsmen should take actlon against them as blasphemers (Olafs
saga: that whoever blasphemed the gods or inflicted any injury
or disgrace on them.should be fined and outlawed), that is
those kinsmen that were nearer than fifth cousins and farther
than second cou51ns." Stefnir became a Christian abroad, and
was sent by King 01afr to convert Iceland. “"He Journeyed
boldly north and south, making known the right faith", later
defacing temples and 1dols.

PROSECUTORS: The sons of Osvifr the sage, '?01olfr. Askell,
Vandradr and Torradr. They were third cousins once removed
of Stefnirs

Ketill flatnose

qurn'fh; Easterner Helgiﬁbjéla
Ottarr Eilifr
/ ' A
Helgi ?org;ls
Osvifr Stefnir

Uspakr %6ro6lfr Askell Vandradr Torradr

(iaxdzela ch, 32 lists the Osvifssons as 6spakr ‘Porolfr
Vandradr, Torraar and Helgi; 884/H72 lis} Ospakr, ?orolfr.
Torrddr, Einarr, Torbjorn and “forkell). Ospakr did not take
part in the law suit, perhaps because he was an outlaw (see
suit W19), None of the Osvifissons are shown as owning a farm
independently of their father, but Osvifr was 3 farm owner
and a"great sage" (Laxdzla saga ch, 32). The Osvifssons "set
the suit afoot because Christendom was then called a kin-
shame or family disgrace",

ACCUSED: Stefnlr. son of Porgils, son of blllfr. son of

Helgi bJola of Kjalarnes.: : Helgi bJola was one of the leadlng
settlers in the south (8397,H354), but these descendants are
not mentioned in Landnamabok

DSZFENDER: Stefnir seems to have attended the Alping himself,
but no details of the defence are given,

OUTCOME: Stefnir outlawed (sekdr).



STH9

STi9 |

Killing of Vetrlidi and P6érvaldr enn Weile

Kristni saga V&PI p. 389 '
DATE: 998AD

COURT: Probably Alping (in the summer).

CHARGEs Manslaughter

INJURED: Two poets, dead, who made lampoons about Pangbrandr
the missionary, Both seem to have owned their own farm, '
Vetrlidi in F1j6tshlid and Porvaldr in Grimsnes. Vetrlidi
was a great grandson the the settler Ketill heng (S34%4/H303).
Little is known of Pérvaldr,

PROSECUTOR: ?

ACCUSED: -“Pangbrandr., No mention that Gudleifr Arason, who
apparently also played a major part in the killings (see also
landnimabbk F(M) Benediktsson p., 348 note 4; Njils saga ch,

102) was charged. “Pangbrandr was the son of a reeve of Bremen,
played a part in the conversion of 0lafr Tryggvason, and was
sent by him as a missionary to Iceland,

DEFENDER: 7 |
QUTCOME: “Pangbrandr outlawed (sekdr).

SUSPICIOUS ELEMENT: “4rvaldr the far-farer also killed two
poets for lampoons a few years earlier (see N22), "It will be
noticed that the stories of Pangbrandr and of Pérvaldr resemble
each other in several ways, In fact, toth of them probably
owe their existing form largely to Gunnlaugr, the monk of
Pingeyrar (died 1218), It is plain that they were intended,
not as records of history, but as imaginative descriptions of
the fortunes of missionaries in pagan Iceland, They are
historical romances and, although tendentious, they probably
give as fair a picture of the period as it was possible to
give, after all but the barest facts had been forgotten”,.

(G, Turville-Petre, Origins of Icelandic Literature, p. 67)

(There is no mention of this law suit in the Saga of 0lafr
Tryggvason),




STH10

STH10

Blasphemy by Hjalti Skeggjason

fslendingab8k ch. 7; Landnimabdk S367/H322; Kristni
saga V&PI p. 392; laxd=la saga ch, 41; 0l4ifs saca
Tryggvasonden Mesta ch, 217; Njala ch., 102 & 104,

DATE: 999 AD
COURT: Alping

CHARGE: Blasphemy against the pagan gods (godgad). Hjalti
made a verse at the Law Rock mocking Odinn and Freyja. (Note
the law in STi8).

" PROSECUTOR: Rundlfr Glfsson, a godi, of Dale in thre Eyjafjqll
district (south coast opposite WesTman Islands), listed in.
Kristni saga as one of the strongest h flinzidin Iceland cireca
981 (Ve«rI. p. 377). His grandfather, gqrundr godi, a landndms-
madr, had built a large temple (S346, H305, M10), suggesting
strong pagan religion in the family, The wife of Run6lfr's
nephew Lodmundr Svartsson Ulfsson, Porgerdr, was first cousin
once removed of Vilborg, wife of Hjalti Skeggjason, the
gccused (S41l, H29; Hl9; S346, H296; Njdls saga ch. 25, 263
Islendingabdk ch, 7 - Kristni saga V&PI p. 392).

Eﬁitr Jorundr godi
Gizurr emn nviti  Jorunn=Ellida-Grimr Ulfr aurgodi
Vilporg = Ei&ii} Sigfuss Svartr ggQéégg

Porgerdr = LoGmundr

It seems dubious that this relationship would make Rundlfr
responsible for prosecuting under the law of 997 (see STH?).
It is perhaps more likely he acted as a strong godi. For
example, we see later in the story (Kristni saga, V&PI p., 398)
that none of Rundlfr's fpingmenn would give Hjalti horses,
Landndmabdk says only. hls brother-in-law would give him horses
"because of the power of Rundlfr Jlfsson”.

ACCUSED: Hjalti Skeggjason, He is listed with Runélfr in
Kristni saga as one of the strongest hofdingi in 981 (V&PI p.
377). He was baptized by Pangbrandr (Kristnl saga V&PI p. 388).
He lived in Pj6rsirdalr.

DEFENDER: no detail

SUPFORTERS OF DEFENCE: Probably large numbers of Christians,
perhaps including Gizurr the White, his father-in-law; they

were later together in Norway, and returned to Iceland in

1000 and went to the Albing together., Gizurr alsd’baptized

by Pangbrandr. Rundlfr "could not get the court sat - so

beloved was Hjalti - before he set it at @xarir bridge, and

had both bridge-tails kept with arms." (Re Gizurr see Chronology
suits STH1-4, #5). .

OUTCOiic: "There was no one who would sum up the case till .
?orqurn. the son of forkell of Goddalir, took his seat in the
court and summed up the case, and by his doom was Hjalti
condemned to outlawry (sekr fjorbaugsmady) for his blasphemy,"
later in the text it states it was lesser, three-year outlawry
(VZPI p. 398).
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STH 11
Return of Marriage Money of Unnr
Njdls saga ch, 8

DATE: 968AD (see Brennu-Njgls saga, ed, by Einar 01. Sveinsson
Islenzk fornrit vol. XII, p. LXI for chronology of the saga.)

COURT: Alping
CHARGE: Return of marriage money of Unnr Mardar ddttir gigju.

HOW COMMENCED: By lz31ng (pabllcatlon or notice) at the
Alping. DMost of the suits in NJala use this procedure, which
is hardly mentioned in suits from other sagas. See Lehmann
& Carolsfeld, Die Njalssage, p. 45-48 for a discussionof the
procedure. also Finsen III, P. 643 "lysa" for its occurrence
in Grfgds; and Maurer, Altisldndisches Strafrecht und-
Gerichtswesen, p, 748-756,

INJURED FARTY: Unnr Mardar dottir gigju, who divorced herself
from rratr, apparently for good cause,

PROSECUTOR: MQrar gigja, father of the InJured Party, a
powertul hofdingi and skilled lawyer (Njdls saga ch 1,
Landnamabdk d30§5

ADVISER OF MQROR: JqQrundr godi and other friends.

ACCUSED AND DEFENDER: Hrdtr, a landowner and head of house-
hold. He is not stated to be as 1nfluent1a1 as Mqrdr, but
he was growing in stature,

SUPPORTRS OF HROTR: His brother HQskuldr, and many men who
rode with him to the Alping,

OQUTCOWE: Hratr challenged MQrdr to single combat, Mordr's
friends advised against it, and his case failed,

SUSEICIOUS ELEMENTS:l,Mordr, the great lawman, was unable
to get justice, It is later stated (ch. 22) that the single
combat challenge did not remove his right to proceed. Why
did he not know this?
2, Mqrdr "referred this action to the proper Quarter Court”,
without naming it. This sounds like repetition of a.formula,
rather than something based on a genuine tradition,

Reyivél of Suit
Njals saga ch, 21=24

DATE:s 969 or before,
COURT: Alping.
CHARGE: As above,

HOW COMM=NCED: By summons at the home of the accused. The
danger of the procedure is emphasked, This danger seems to
have been one reason for the existence of the 1231ng procedure
used in the original suit, and it seems odd it was not used
here (see Lehmann & Carolsfeld Die Njalssage, P. 47.)

.'....‘.'."2
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PROSECUTOR: Gunnar Hamundarson, first cousin once removed
(Njala ch, 1 and ch., 19) or first cousin (Landnamabok S34%5)

at request of Unnr,Threisnstatement of duty, but Unnr reminded him
of his kinship, He was accomplished and prosperous, apparently
a householder and landowner, but he had no legal skills,

A transfer of the case to him by Unnr is suggested by the
terminology that he "ték vid mialinu".

LEGAL ADVISER: Njall. whomGunnarr approached at the sugges-
tion of Unnr., He advised how to revive the suit and attended
court. e was the nelghbour and freind of Gunnar, a prosperous
farmer and a lawyer (logmadr). .

FARIIES NOT INVOLVED: Unnr had closer kln, including.
&equrn godl her sister's husband, Slgfass her uncle, and
Sigfdss' many sons.

ACCUSED AND DZFENDER: Hrutr

SJFFORTERS OF HRITR: As above.

OUTCOME: Hrdtr raised legal quibbles, which VJall said he
could overcome, but Gunnarr instead challenged Hrutr to
single combat, HrQtr on his brother's advise chose rather
to pay money,

DETAILS IN LANDNAMABOK: Hrltr and Unnr married; Hrdtr_had
another wife :Hallveig; Unnr married Valgerdr after Hratr.
(5106, H305).

Laxdwela saga: Ch, 19: Hrdtr married Unnr.
She left him, and "that was the cause of the confllct be~
tween the men of Laxriverdale and the men of Flgotshlla”

SUSEICIOUS ELuMENTS: It seems a little strange that, with
all the empna51s in Njila on the need for detailed legal
knowledge in the pursult of court cases, Unnr would not have
approached someone with more experience, as her brother-in-
law Sa@bjorn godi presumably was., But this would not have
suited the purpose of the author, who used this opportunity
to introduce Gunnarr, build up his character, and link his
name up with that of Njall, It seems to be fairly generally
- accepted that traditions probably existed both about
Gunnarr and Njill, and that it was popular knowledge of these
the author was depending on to inspire interest in his

story. But on the other hand, we know of no traditions
before Njala in any way llnklng Gunnarr and Njally; this
seems to nave been an 1mag1nat1ve reconstruction of the
author (see lars Ldnnroth, Njdls saga: A critical Introduction,

p. 35).

See also comments under LHow Commenced above.

BIBLIOGRAPHICAL NOTE: The suit is discussed by Lehmann
& Carolsfeld, Die Njidlssage, p.44-51,




STH12

STH 12
Thgft by MelkSlfr from Otkell on Orders of Hallgerdr
Njals saga ch, 50 & 51 o

DATE: Q84 AD

COURTs Alping, although it was settled before the court
appearance,

CHARGE: Receiving stolen goods (Gunnarr) and theft, stuldr
(Hallgerdr). ,

HOW COMMENCZDs: Summons at the home of the accused.

INJURED PARTY AND PROSECUTOR: Otkell Skarfsson, a prosperous
farmer- and head of the household at. Kirkjuber

SUFPORTERS OF PROSECUTION: Otkell was accompanied on the
summons delivery by two brothers, a friend Skamkell, and
eight others,

ADVISERS: Gizurr the White and Geirr godi, second cousins
of Otkell (first cousins/ithdnémabék S385,36,389 ), MqQrar
Valgardsson, son of Unnr, once removed (re Gizurr see STH10).

ACCUSED: Hallgerdr,who had instructed Melk6lfr, the actual
thief, was charged with theft, and her husband Gunnarr was
charged with receiveing stolen goods. Gunnarr owned and
operated a farm, '

PERSCN NOT CHARGED: lelk&lfr, a slave, who actually carried
out the theft,

DAFENDER: Gunnarr., He took self judgement and announced
the terms himself, Hallgerdr took no part in the legal ..
proceedings, It seems assumed, although we are not told,
that Gunnarr also acted for her.

ADVISERS OF GUNNARR: Njall (see STHll),,HQSKuldr, his
father-in-law, and HQskuldr's brother Hrutr,

SUPPORTERS OF GUNNARR: Sigfdissons, Gunnarr's uncles (or
cousins according to Landnamabfk S34%5), Njall's sons,

iX ried
OUTCOMEs Self judgemen%ﬁ%gfauﬁnarr on advice of Gizurr,

after the treachery of Skamkell in not reporting his original
advice correctly was discovered.

PUACEMAKERS: Geirr godi, Ulfr aurgodi.

SUSPICIOUS ELEMENTS: As in STH11l, the connection of Nj4ll
and Gunnarr, lrerhaps more serious is the major role played
by Hallgerdr, whose actions caused the whole incident.
Hallgerdr is mentioned in other sources as the daughter

of Hqskuldr and as having long hair (landnimabok S105, S152,
H122; Laxdaela saga Ch, 9), but none of her marriages are
mentioned elsewhere, nor are her first two husbands, Per-
haps it is because their marriage was his invention that the
author felt it necessary to have Gunnarr seek advice from

......l"..'.'lz
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Hqskuldr and Hrdtr in chapter 51, rather than have Njall
give it; the audience would perhaps have expected Gunnarr
to turn to his influential in-laws and would feel more con-
vinced concerning the marriage if he did.



STH13

STH 13
Manslaughter of Otkell and his Seven Companions
Njidls saga ch, 55 and 56

DATE: 985AD
COURTs:s Rangriver Quarter Court at the Alping,

INJURED PARTY: Otkell, his brothers HallbjqQrn the White and
Hallkell, his friend Skamkell, Auddlfr (a foreigner staying

with Otkell) and three other men, all dead. Otkell was the

leader of the group.

PROSZCUTOR: Geirr godi, He and Gizurr the Whité said

to have had the "duty to take action over Otkell's death™
(attu eptir Otkel at mela), Geirr was chosen by lot. For
their relationship to Otkell see STH12, Geirr commenced
actions for all but the "three other men", The jury later
declined jurisdiction over the foreigner, Audélfr,

"because the lawful plaintiff was in Norway". According

to Gragis, if a foreigner without kin in Iceland were killed,
the rroper plaintiff was one of his mates or the captain

if he were killed on ship, or the householder he was staying
with if he was living on land, or the godi if the house-
holder killed him, (Finsen Iach. 97 p. 172-4), No provision
was made for the situation, as here, where a foreigner was
killed at the same time as the householder he was staying
with, Lehmann and Carolsfeld argued that the suit would
then fall to the heirs of the householder (Die Njdlssage,

pP. 53), and that the saga is therefore wrong. dJonsson,

on the contrary, argues that there is no reason why the suit
should not then have reverted to his kin in Norway., ("Om
Njala'p, 122), With all due respect to Jénsson, this

hardly seems likely when so many other possible. situations
are covered in chapter 97 giving someone in Iceland the
suit, It seems more probable that either Njila is wrong on
this point, or that 1n the tenth century the law was

diffe yent from Gragas. and it was not permissible to pursue
a manslaughter suit for foreigners if their kin were not

in Iceland, Con31der1ng how many first generation settlers
there would have been in Iceland at the time law was intro-
duced there, the latter does not seem likely, as many

suits would then have been unresolved,

CHARGE: HManslaughter
HOW COMMENCED: Lgsing at the Alping.

CLOSER _KIN NOT INVOLVED IN THE PROSECUTION: Otkell's son
‘Yorgeirr, a "promising young man", and his wife,

 SUEPORTERS OF PROSECUTION: Gizurr, several hofdingjar:
Skapti, Péroddr, Asgrimr Lllldagrimsson. 0ddr of KidJaberg
and Hallddrr anolfsson.

ACCUSZDs Gunnarr was charged with the manslaughter of Otkell,
HallbjQrn, Auddlfr and Skamkell, His brother Kolskeggr was
charged with the manslaughter of Hallkell.

DEFENDER: Gunnarr. Kolskeggr and his defence are never
mentioned again ,

.‘l.l..""z
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SUPFORTERS OF DEFENCE: "A great number of men from Fljdts-
hlid and the Rangriver Plains" because Gunnarr was “so
well-liked",

CUTCOME: Both partles had considerable 1egal dlfflcuI'tles.
Therefore it was submitted to arbitration asPresult of
"wise counsel"”,

DETAILS IN LANDNAMABOK: . - H312, confirms the fight,
and™xilling of Otkell and Skamkell by Gunnarr. Kolskeggr
and the other dead are not mentioned, nor the law suit. It
is placed after the battle of Knafahills, the subgect

of suits STH18-20.

BIBLIOGRAPHIC NOTE: Lehmann and Carolsfeld discuss the suit
in some detail, partlcularly the legal terminology used and
the legal procedure (Die Njalssage p. 52-66).
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Ingeritance Claim
Njals saga ch., 60

DATE: 986AD

COURT: Alping
CHARGE: Inheritance Claim (erfdamal).
HOW COMMENCEDs %

INJURED PARTY & PROS:CUTOR: Asgrfmr Ellidagrimsson, a
hofdingi, . :
SUFFORTER OF ASGRIMR: Gunnarr Himundarson: intervened when:

a technical flaw in Asgrimr's case was discovered, apparently
purely in the interests of seeing justice done,

ACCUSED & DZFENDER: UOlfr Uggason, a poet. It is not recorded
where he lived or if he had a farm (see also Kristni saca
V&P Ip, 388-9),

OUTCOME: Gunnarr challenged Ulfr to single combat; (lfr
then agreed to pay the full claim,

SUSPICIOUS ELEMENT: After this law suit, one would expect
Asgrimr to play some major role on Gunnarr's side when he
got into major trouble later in the saga, but he didn't.
ILandndimabdk in fact countshim among the attackers of Gunnarr
when he was killed (H312). Cne might therefore suspect
that this law suit is an attempt to clear Asgrimr's reputa-
tion, by showing that he was Gunnarr's friend, and thereforehe
would not have taken part in the attack., Lonnroth's sugges-
tions concerning the author of Njidla might explain this, as
believed he could have been ‘orvardr fdérarinsson, a member
of the Svinfelling family, or_at least someone in or closely
connected with that family., Asgrimr was, according to tradi-
tion, an ancestor of forvardr's wife Solveig, a member of
the Oddaverjar family (Lbnnroth, Njils Saga, p. 182). One
problem with this argument is, however, that Hqrdr_ Valgards-
son, who is presented as gmajor evil element in Njals saga,
with little justification being given for his actions, was
as much an ancestor of Solveig as Asgrimr (Njils saga ch., 25,
Benediktsson, landnidmabdk, genealogical table XXVII). He
was as well a godi, and therefore perhaps should have been
subject to stricter rules of conduct, But unlige Asgrimr
he is never called a hqofdingi (chieftain) in Njals saga or
elsewhere, although he is_said to have had hefdingska
(authority)Njdla ch, 107), Asgrimr is given this title 1in
the saga (ch., 56), and in Kristni saga, where he is named as
one of the mightiest chiefs (st®rster hqfdingjar) in the land
at the time Christianity came to Iceland (V&F 1 p. 376-7).
Ferhaps it was because he was otherwise known as a great
man that the author wished to clear his name in this incident.
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Suits transferred to Gunnarr as Countercharges
to STH18 & 19

NjAls saga ch. 64, 65, 66

DATE: 987AD
' COURT: Alping

CHARGES:
15 - seduction of Njils _kinswoman, Pforfinna (legzordssgk).
16 - cutting wood on Njils property

17 - 2

PROSECJTOR:

15 - Njall., The nature of his relationship to Porfinna is .
unknown, although compare with Guafinna in Njala ch, 20 & 39,
who was perhaps his aunt,

16 - Njall (a personal suit of his).

17 - Tyrfingr of Berjanes,, who is otherwise unknown (Sveins-
son, Brennu-NjAls saga, _b. 161, note 5).
At the suggestion of Njall all three suits were transferred
to Gunnarr as countercharges to STH18 and 19,

SUPPORTERS OF PROSECUTION:s See STH20

ACCUSED:

15 - forgeirr, son of Starkaldr, apparently still living
at home _

16 - Starkadr, a landowner and householder

l? - Qnundr. " " " (]

DEFENDER:s  To the point of the transfer of prosecution it
seems to have been the accused., See STH18 & 19 for further
developments, :

QUTCOME: See following STH20.
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Manslaughter and wOundin% Suits against Gunnarr
Njdls saza ch, 64, 65, 6 _

DATE: 987AD
COURT: Alping.

CHARGE: Manslaughter and wounding,

HOW_COMMENCED: By lysing and citation of nine neighbours,

INJURED PARTIES: .

18 - Borkr and Porkell, sons of Starkadr (both dead);

Starkadr and his third son forgeirr (both wounded),

19 - kgill and his sons Kolr, Ottar and Haukr (all dead),
Several others in the party were killed, including an Easterner,
but no actions for them are mentioned, although they were

taken into account in the settlement.

FROSECUTORS :

18 - Porgeirr. It is not explained why he and not his
father took the action, He was still at home. It is never
indicated that Starkadr was thought weak, and he was still
active years later, ©Porgeirr did seem to act in close co-
operation with his father. Perhaps he should be viewed as
spokesman of his father,

19~ Qnundr, "er mialit 4 eptir Egill, brddur sinn",

KIN NOT INVOLVED: Egill's daughter Gudrun and wife Steinvqr,
who are both ignored with respect to the law suits,

ROLE OF MQRDR: Ambigious, ©Porgeirr sought advise and support
from dordr and his father Valgardr, who demanded a large
payment, On the urging of MQrdr, Porgeirr and Qnundr

started proceedings, but Mgrdr spoke for them in court. No
connection between Mqrdr, Porgeirr and Qnundr is stated;

it is possible he was their godi. He was related to Gunnarr,
‘the accused, through his mother Unnr (see STH1ll Revival).

SUPPORTERS OF PROSECUTION: Rundlfr of Dale, son of Ulfr
aurgodl and lQrdr's cousin,

ACCUSED AND DEFENDER: Gunnarr for all of the offences,
although he personally did not commit them all, His brother
Kolskeggr killed Haukr and Kolr, sons of Egill, and some
others, but no action against him is mentioned,

OUTCOME: See following STH20
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Manslaughter of Hagrtr
Njals saga ch, 65,

DATE: 987AD
COURT: Alping.

CHARGE: Manslaughter

HOW_COMMENCZD: Lysing and citation of neighbours.

INJURED PARTY: Hjqrtr, dead.

PROSECUTOR: Gunnarr, brother-of Hjqrtr. Hjqrtr probably

was not married, nor did he have any sons, as it is stated
in chapter 19 that he was still a child. Kolskeggr, a

third brother, was however still alive, having taken part

in the battle, but he is not stated to have taken any part
in the suit (see STH18 & 19), Perhaps he and Gunnarr had
-agreed that Gunnarr would handle it, or perhaps Gunnarr

was considered the most influential of the brothers and
normally was assumed responsible for ,their joint affairs.
Nor does Hjqrtr's sister's husband Hrdarr Tungugodi take part.
Gunnarr is said to have sent for his brothers-in-law for
support, but it seems to be his wife's brothers who were
meant,

Gunnarr's right to bring an action was questioned: "MQrdr
asked by what right did a man like Gunnarr, who had already
made himself liable to outlawry (tll dhelgi) for his assault
on forgeirr, brlng an action.,” Njall answered for Gunnarr
that at the Pingskila assembly Gunnarr had offered compensa-
tion and full settlement, and that Njall then gave notice

of his 1mmun1ty, giving h1m the right to conduct legal
actions ("4 frighelgada ek Gunnare, = segir Njall, "til
allra lqQgligra mdla") The use of the term fridhelea

here may betray the influence of late laws, Sveinsson notes
that it is probably a young word, and notes a passage from
Jarnsida, laws introduced to Iceland after the submission .
to Norway in the 13th century, which uses the term (Sveinsson,
Brennu-Njals saga p. 165 note 2), Lehmann and Carolsfeld
argued that there was no need, pursuant to the law in
Gragas, for any such fridhelga , that Gunnarr never lost
his right to attend the assembly and pursue a legal action,
Konungsbdk ch, 86 (Finsen Ia p. 149) provides for three
sorts of blows and the consequences of each. All led to
lesser outlawry. The first blow was that which left no
mark., The person struck then had the right only to take =
vengeance on the spot, The second type, which Lehmann and
Carolsfeld felt applied in this case, the striking of Porgeirr
by Gunnarr at the horse fight, was averk, a blow which left
a mark on the body, including the case where the injured
lost consciousness, In such a case vengeance could be sought
against the accused until the next assembly at which the

law suit could be brought (Finsen Ia p. 147 ch, 86). The
third type of blow was one which resulted in broken bones,
and it was this type which resulted in the loss of right

to attend the assembly (Finsen Ia p, 149 ch., 86), Since
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one Alping had come and gone, at which Torgeirr could have
started proceedings, he no longer had the righteven to

seek vengeance (Lehmann & Carolsfeld, Die Njilssage, p. 68-
71) Thus, taking into consideration the probable late
origin of the word fridhelga, this element of the case does
seem suspect, It is of course possible that the rules
concerning the attendance at assemblies were stricter in
the earlier period, but the sagas in general do not suggest
this to be the case (see above, Vol I, ch, 3, p. 147 )

SUPPORTERbi; Gunnarr s wife's brothers;. Slgfussons; Hjdls-
sons, : :

ROLE OQ@J&LL: He gave Gunnarr tactical advise, arranged the
transfer of prosecution in STH15-17. He spoke for Gunnarr
in court, both at the Alping and the‘Plngskala Assembly, but
it is never made clear on what basis, as Gunnarr did the
rest of the legal work and“transfer is stated,

ACCUSED: Kolr, dead, But he was not the actual killer,
who was a foreigner who was also dead. Njall recommended
that he choose Kolr. The point of the charge is that Kolr
was an outlaw for the killing of HjQrtr,and therefore he
could be killed with impunity. ,

DEFENDER: It is not clear'anyone -assumed responsibility,
although MqQrdr raised the objection in court that Kolr
was not the real killer,.

OUTCOME: See next page,



STH
15-20

STH15-20, continued

OUTCOME: Put to arbitration. Porgeirr's wouhd was set
against the seduction charge, Starkadr's wound against

the wood cutting charge, and 3 compensation paid for Por-
geirr's brothers. The action against Qnundr was set against
the killing of Egill, the killing of HjqQrtr against,ﬁilling
of Kolr and the Easterner, and 4 compensation paid for the
rest, .

FEACE MAKER: Hjalti Skeggjason. He had no special relation-
ship to any of the parties. He was a leading chief at the
time Christianity came to Iceland (Kristni saga V& P I

p. 377). (See STH10).

AR3ITRATORS: Hjalti Skeggjason, Njall and Asgrimr E1lida-
grimsson, ' .

SUSPICIOUS ELEMENTS: 1, It is questionable whether Qrdr
was old enough to play any major role.

2, The association of Cunnarr and Njall (see STH1l).

3. Gunnarr did not kill all the people he was accused

of killing, This is ignored, although much is made of his
choosing of Kolr as killer of Hjqrtr.

CONFIRMATION FROM OTHER SOURCES: ILandniamabdk H312 confirms
the battle of Knafahills from which the manslaughter suits
stem, but mentions as killed only Egill, his huskarl Ari,
and two Easterners, and'Hjortgam(&acesﬂbefore the man-
slaughter of Otkell (STH13).

BIBLIOGRAPHIC NOTE: _The suits are discussed by Lehmann
% Carolsfeld, Die Njalssage, p. 67-78.
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Suit for Return of Land Paid As Compensation in
STH 15-20

Njals saga ch, 67 & 68

DATE: 988 or 989 AD

COURT: “Pingskdla Assembly in the autumn

CHARGE: Claim to land
INJURED PARTY: Rannveig , mother of Kolskeggr and Gunnarr,

FROSECUTOR: Kolskeggr, who was not a householder, We would
perhaps have expected Gunnarr to take the case (see STH13 and
20). A transfer from his mother is fairly explicit (hefir
hann mal pat tekit af mddur sinni).

ACCUS=D: Starkadr, who received the land in compensation
for one of his sons, ‘ :

DEFENDER: “orgeirr, son of Starka&r‘(see STH18).
OUTCOME: Gunnarr offered alternative compensation. Por-

geirr charged Gunnarr with breaking their settlement, and
the case was left at that,
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Manslaughter of Porgeirr Otkelsson
Njals saga ch., 73 & 74

DATE: 989 AD

COURT: Alping, Rangriver Court

CHARGZ: IManslaughter of Porgeirr Otkelsson. Several others
were also killed, but no charges were brought.

HOW COMMSNCED: Lfsing at site of the battle and citation
of nine neighbours, Lysing at the Alping,

INJURZD PARTIZS: “Porgeirr Otkelsson, dead.: Several others
were killed, including Qnundr the Handsome, kin of forgeirr,
and Qgmundr Tangle Hair, Geirr and Gizurr gave notice of
"the killings" at the site of the battle, but these others
are never again mentioned, Porgeirr Otkelsson and Porgeirr
Starxadarson were joint leaders of the expedition on which -
forgeirr was killed, which they undertook because they were
unhappy with the outcome of STH18-21,

PROSECUTOR: Gizurr the white, after he and Geirr discussed
which of them was to do so, See STH12 for their relation-
ship to Otkell and his son Porgeirr.

SUFPORTERS: Geirr £odi. “Each side gathered a large number
of supporters,

ACCUSED & DEFENDER: Gunnarr Hémundarson,

PERSON NOT ACCUSZD: Kolskeggr, brother of Gunnarr, who
killed several men, although not Otkell., Terms were, how-
ever, imposed on him in the final settlement.

LEGAL ADVISZR OF GUNNARR: Njall, = He also spoke in court,

OUTCOME: NjAll raised a good defence., Therefore the
prosecution agreed to arbitration by 12 men, who are not
named. Compensation was awarded, and Gunnarr and Kolskeggr
were sentenced to three year outlawry,

SUSPICIOUS ELEMENTS;1.Again, the association of Gunnarr and
Njall. 2.As in STH1ll, the citation of the suit to "the proper
Quarter Court”, instead of naming it.

BIBLIOGRAPHIC NOTE: The suit is discussed by Lehmann &
Carolsfeld, Die Njalssage, p. 83-98,
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Manslaughter of Hqskuldr Hv1taness Godl
NjAls saga ch, 111-123

DATE: 1011AD
COURT: Alping, Rangriver Court

CHARGE: Wounding and manslaughter of Heskuldr Hvitaness~
goai,

HOW_COMMZNCED: Lysing at the site of the battle and citation
of nine neighbours, E§31ng at Alping. .

INJURED PARTY: Hqskuldr Hvi{tanessgodi, son of frainn Sig-
fisson, foster son of Njall, dead. ‘

PROSECUTOR: 1. Mordr Valgardsson, at the request of Porg gerdr,
mother of Hqskuldr probably after the suggestlon of qudr.
and with the agreement of Ketill of Mqrk, a Sigfdsson and
uncle and one-time foster father of Hgskuldr, Ketillrefused
to take the case himself because he was married to Njall's
daughter, DMqrdr's involvement was motivated by envy. He
planned and took part in Hqskuldr's killing, and involved
himself in the prosecution in the hopes of 1nva11dat1ng it.
2, Sigfdssons, MQrdr transferred the suit to them before
the Alping., They were brothers of HqQskuldr's father, One
of them, Ketlll. refused to take the case initially (see
above), although he later stated "I have sworn never to
abandon this cause until it is settled one way or another,
and to this I pledge my life",

3. TFlosi, ungle of Hildigunnr, the wife of HQskuldr., He is
said to have been personally upset at the killing, and col-
lected supporters on his own behalf, He was also urged

to act by Hildigunnr. No transfer to him is stated, but
when the defence was put forward, namely that the suit was
invalidated by the participation of Mqrdr, it was Flosi who
spoke. and not the Slgfussons. And it was Flosi, not the
Sigfdssons, who was then urged to accept a settlement:
"Gizurr and Einarr and Hafr, each in turn, spoke at length
and urged Flosi to accept a settlement”; it was also Flosi
who named the arbltrators. although the Slgfussons did shake
hands with Njdll along with Flosi, When the arbitrators

had reached a decision, Hallr of Slda asked Flosi to come to
the court, and "Flosi asked the Sigfissons to come with him",
as if they were not primarily concerned themselves, and it
was Flosi’'s decision which caused the settlement to be
refused, But after this Flosi made it clear that he did not
consider himself the chief figure by asking the Sigfdssons:
"What kind of help from me would you appreciate most?" He
was subsequently chosen leader of those pledged to kill the
Njdlssons, and led them on to the burnlng of Ngall and his
sons,

The author thus gives a very confused account of the roles
of the various persons in the prosecution of this case, which
one would hope does not reflect the real situation of the
11th century. If legal relationships were so ill defined,

it would have been difficult to conclude agreements with

any hope they would be kept, It seems probable, however,
that the confusion has resulted from the author's literary
efforts, It has already been noted in STH20 that Mqrdr
Valgar&sson is shown as playing a part. in law suits long
before he would have been old enough to do so. Throughout
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the saga he acts as a magor evil element, the cause of much
of the strife, and as dlunl?&lng element. As such his role
in most of the events has no doubt been much exaggerated
by the author, and we are probably entitled to view with
great scepticism the details of any part he is said to have
played,
Flosi's role in this case was probably similarly contrived
by the author, although for different reasons. As discussed
1n STH14%, the author of Njila may well have been forvardr
térarinsson, or some other member of the Svinfelling family,
a leading family of the 13th century, who were dlrectly
descended from a brother of Flosi, Porgeirr (see Lonnroth,
Njals Saga, p. 182). Lonnroth argues that Flosi's reputa-
tion prior to the wrltlng of Njala was not very good, and .
an embarrrassment to the Svinfellings., He was known as. -
Brennu-Flosi, probably because of the major role he played
in NJéll s burning, and was said to have killed Arndrr
Grndlfsson at the Skaptafell Assembly, a particularly out-
rageous act. especially when done by a godi (Lodnnroth, p. 175-
6). In Njala this deed is attributed to two of his brothers,
who had not been godar (ch. 116). Flosi had as well played
a dishonourable role in the conversion of Iceland, a role
which is omitted from the NJala account. In addition to
being descended from Flosi's family, two members of Porvardr's
family also married descendants of NJall s brother:
Their double alliance with the heirs of Flosi is likely
to have occasioned a good deal of speculation about the
past by members of both families as well as by out-
siders.
Our present text of [jdla may to a large extent be
regarded as the result of such speculatlons It tells
the story of Njall in a way that is flattering to his
heirs and presumably faithful to local tradltlon, but
is yet compatible with the ambitions of the Svinfell-
ings to be regarded as good Christians and as great and
venerable protectors of law and order. The entire
second part of our saga may, in fact, be described as
an attempt to save Brennu-Flosi's reputation; it
pictures him as a noble chieftain and a devout Christian
who was driven against his will to burn Njall in his
home and who later regalned his honour by making full
atonement for his deed, (Lonnroth, Njals Saga, P.177).
By involving Flosi so deeply in this case the author would
have been attempting to justify Flosi's participation in
the burning, giving him good reason for great animosity,
and showing him as prepared to accept a settlement, but de-
terred from doing so by an unacceptable slur on his manhood
by Skarphedinn (ch., 123).

ROLE OF WOWiEN: 1, Mother of dead person, %orgerdr. She
was seen by hiQrdr as having responsibility in the suit:

“I am quite certain that % rorgergr will ask me to give notice
of the killing” (ch, 111). She did, after asking the advice
of Ketill, v

2, Wife of HQskuldr, Hildigunnr, Flosi visited her., "'What
redress will you get me' she asked., 'How much help will

S
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you give me?' 'I shall press your claims to the full extent
of the law,' said Flosi, 'or else conclude a settlement
which in the eyes of all good men will satisfy every demend
of honour',” (ch, 116), MNQrdr also thought Hildigunnr would
take action, as he sent someone to her home "to find out

how soon they plan to take action there,”

ACCUSED: Skarp Hedinn as killer, the other Njdlssons and
their brother-in-law Kari for wounding. All still lived with
Njall., Only Kari is said to have had his own farm, which

was in the charge of overseers (ch, 90).

DCZFENDERS & LEGAL ADVISORS: 1. Asgrimr Ellidagrimsson,
father-in-law of Helgi Njalsson, their leader and spokesman,.

a godi, oo

2, FPérhallr Asgrimsson gave legal advise and spoke in court.
He was a foster son of Njall, who taught him law, He was
probably not a householder.

3. Njall spoke for them when arbitration was suggested.

SUPPORTERS: The Njhlssons, led by Asgrimr, sought support
from many powerful men, both before and at the Alping.

OUTCOME: Deadlock on legal quibbles. Njill achieved ar-
bitration, but the settlement was dishonoured.

SUSPICIQUS ELEMENTS:

1, Hqskuldr and his killing are not otherwise known outside
NjAla, If as much fuss was made over his death as Njila
suggests, with so many great chieftains involved, perhaps

we would expect at least a hint of it elsewhere,.

2. The role played by Mqrdr and Flosi - see above under
rrosecutor,

3. <The goading of Flosi by Hildigunnr strongly resembles
the goading by Torgerdr in Eyrbysgia, see W6,

BIBLIOGRAPHICAL NOTE: The suit is discussed by Lehmann &
Carolsfeld, Die Njalssage, p. 98-102,
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a) Killing of Helgl Njalsson
b) _Burning of Njall et al
Njals saga ch. 135-145

DAT=: 1012 AD
COURT: Alping

CHARGE: a) Manslaughter of Helgi Njélsson. b) Burning of
Njall et al,

HOW _COMMENCED: Lysing and citation of 9 neighbours, lysing
at the Alping.

INJURED FARTIES: NJall his wife Bergpdra, hls two sons.
Skarphedinn and Grimr, his grandson t6rdr, Bergfpora's fogter
mother Sazunn, f6rdr Freedman, three other members of Njall's
household, Njall's third son Helgi was killed out31de the
house, A1l were Oead.

PROSZCUTORS: 1. Tor elrr Skorar;gelrr. nephew of NJall

(see Ch, 20; in lLandnamabbk he is said to be a cousin,

see 8340 S34%1, H298, H299) for the killing of Hel%l by

Flosi. Later, on the advice of Gizurr the White, Torgeirr

assigned the action to Mqrdr Valgardsson. His involvement

does not seem to have been based on any legal right or duty,

but rather on the desire of Gizurr to make him pay for the

evil role he had played in the events which led to the

burning (Asgrimr "asked Gizurr who should bring the man-

slgugnter action, and Gizurr sald\¢hat MQrdr should do it,

even though he is unwilling., He said 'lMqrdr must bear the

brunt for he has behaved worst in all this'" ch.132). Ve

are told of the taking over of the action in detail: "lQrdr

summoned the nine nearest neighbours, He took Pargeirr's

hand and named two witnesses -'to witness that Porgeirr

t6risson assigns to me a manslaughter action against Flosi

Térdarson for the killing of Helgi Njélsson, with all the

evidence pertinent to that, You assign this action to

me to prosecute it opéettle it, making full use of all the

evidence, as if I were the rightfull plaintiff; you assign

it lawfully and I take it over lawfully.'" This statement

of NQrdr bears a very close resemblance to one section

of Gragdas, Stadarhdlsbok: "A case is to be transferred thus:

they are to take each other by the hand, the one who takes the

case and the one who transfers it, and name two or more.
witnesses to witness -that the principal transfers

that case to the other, S - . - to prosecute and

to settle and to use every formal means of proof as if he were

the rightful . principal. He transfers the suit lawfully and

he takes it over lawtully." (Finsen II p., 344, ch, 307).

2, ?orgelrr also sued Glimr Hildisson for the burnin

3, %torleifr, Njalls nephew (or cousin) sued the Slgfussons
for the burnlng.

4%, %orgrimr the Mighty, Njall's nephew (or uncle) sued
MSA61fr Ketilsson, Lambi Sigurdarson and Hrdar Hamundarson
for the burning.

5. Kari SqQlmundarson, Njall's son-in-law and father of

'..'..“..'2
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Pérdr sued Kolr Porsteinsson, Gunnar Lambason and Grani
Gunnarsson for the burning,

6. Asgrimr Ellidagrimsson, father-in-law of Helgi Njilsson,
sued Leiddlfr, Porsteinn Geirleifsson, Arni Kolsson and Grimr
the Red for the burning, ‘

LEGAL ADVISER: %dérhallr Asgrimsson (see STH23).

SUPPORIERS OF PROSZCUTION: Hjalti Skeggjason, Gizurr the
White, Gudmundr the Powerful, Snorri godi.

LEADERSHIP OF PROSECUTION: It seems to have been a league

of powerful men, all of whom gave and sought advice from each
other, Kari semed to be viewed as the ane with the greatest:
personal grievance, Nj4ll's nephews as having the greatest
legal duties or rights,

ACCUSED: see Prosecutors,

DEFENDER: Ey3jélfr Bqlverksson, The defence was transferred
to him by Flosi, although it is not stated by what authority
Flosi transferred the defence of the burning suits which
were against other men, Eyjolfr was "one of the three
greatest lawyers in Iceland”. He took payment for his
assistence, a gold bracelet.

LEADER OF DEFENCE: Flosi,

SUPFORTERS OF DEZFENCE: Flosi travelled widely in the

east fjords before the Alping to get support. MNany chief-
tains (hgofdingjar) promised it, with payment being made for
support in many cases. Hallr of Sida, Flosi's father-in-
law, stated: "I am under obligation (skyldr) to provide
you with as much help as I can". {(ch, 13%5.

OUTCOMZ: IMMuch legal manouvering, leading to frustration,
then pitched battle, finally arbitration and a settlement
to which all but Kari and Porgeirr Skorargeirr agreed,

PEACEMAKERS: Snorri godi, Hallr of Sida,

CONFIRMATION IN QTHER SOQURC&S: 1.. Gunnlaugs saga ch, 1l
the assembly at which the hélmgang between Hrafn and Gunn-
laugr took place "was one of the three most crowded asseam-
blies ever known; the other two were those after the
Burning of Njall and after the Heathslayings",

2., -landnamabdk. "He was the Njall that was burnt in his
house and eight men with him at Bergforr's hillocg" H300,
M7 (it says 7 with him), H336 refers to Brennu-Kara, and
S381 to Svidu-Kara.

3. )Kristni saga refers to Brennu-Flosi, (V&PI p. 395,396,
397). '

BIBLIOGRAFHICAL NOTZ: The suit is discussed by Lehmann &
Carolsfeld, Die Njalssage, p. 103-121,




List of

Summary

Tables
Appendix II: Law Suit Summary Tables

I. Prosecutors - Non- Manslaughter

A, Neither prosecutor nor defender a godi
B, Defender a godi, prosecutor not
C. Prosecutor a godi, defender not
D. Both prosecutor and defender are go&ar
E. Summary
F, Summary of godar Involvement
II., Prosecutors - Manslaughter
A, Neither prosecutor nor defender a godi
B, Defender a godi, prosecutor not '
C. Prosecutor a godi, defender not
"D, Both prosecutor and defender are godar
E, Summary :
F, Summary of godar involvement
ITII.Defenders - Non-KManslaughter
A, Neither prosecutor nor defender a godi
B, Prosecutor a godi, defender not
C. Defender a godi, prosecutor not
D. Both prosecutor and defender are godar
£, Summary
F, Summary of godar involvement
G. Accused di@ not attend court
IV, Defenders - llanslaughter
A. DNeither prosecutor nor defender a godi
B, - Frosecutor a godi, defender not
C. Defender a godi, prosecutor not
D, Both prosecutor and defender are godar
£, Summary
F. Summary of godar involvement
G. Accused did . not attend court
V. Transfer of Frosecution
A, DManslaughter - prosecutor not a godi
B, Manslaughter - prosecutor a godi
C. Non- manslaughter - prosecutor not a godi
D, Manslaughter - prosecutor a godi
VI, Outcome - Non-HManslaughter :
A. Neither prosecutor nor defender a godi
B. Defender a godi, prosecutor not
C. Prosecutor a godi, defender not
D, Both prosecutor and defender are godar
~ E, Summary
VII.Outcome - Manslaughter
A, Neither prosecutor nor defender a godi
B. Defender a godi, prosecutor not
C. Prosecutor a godi, defender not
D. 3oth prosecutor and defender are godar
E, Summary

VIII. Use of Force and Violence

IX, Location of Court



Notes to the Tables

Notes to
Summary
Tables

1

2,

W1l is indexed according to the Landnamabdk aécount as
a manslaughter suit,

N15 is listed twice as there are two charges, one for |
manslaughter, one for a plot to kill.

wl?, N29, N30, N31, N32, El,&STH9 have ‘little if any
information about the prosecutor and defender, and are
omitted from the tables, except for ii29 and El which
are included on IVG, All are included on IX,

N5, N24%, N25, N26, and STH1ll to STHZU are omitted from
the tables as too unreliable,

A * indicates that although the prosecutor was not a
godi he was supported by a godi. '

A + indicates that although the defender was not a godi,
he was supported by one,

Although it is actually a suit for murder, I have counted
E8 as a manslaughter suit,



Tabié

I, Prosecutors - Non-Manslaughter - Relationship to
Injured Party
A, Neither Frosecutor nor defender a godi

personal matters of the prosecutor: W15, W20, W24, (7)
N13, N1, N27%*, E12 (although an unrelated person

" was involved with the prosecution here).

prosecutor's interest unspecified but could be perot (1)
sonal: STH4

- Abduction suit concerning the prosecutor’s sister (1)
or daughter: W19

- Prosecuted by a woman's son: W25 o (1)

- prosecuted by a blind man's son: N6, N? (2)

- blasphemy suit prosecuted by 3rd cousins . of the (1)

accused, apparently in accordance with the relevant
laws STH8

non-payment of temple tax., Temple priestess trans- (1)
‘ferred prosecution to a go odi who transferred to

a friend: 33*

prosecuted in return for % of property of injured (1)

party - no connection between them; W13#*

prosecutor a transferee of unknown relationship:wWl8 (1)

_prosecutor not nameds N22 (1)

transferred suit, injured party not named: STH2* 1
5182

B. Defender a godi, prosecutor not

- personal matter of prosecutor: us* (1)

- prosecutor the uncle and employer of the injured (1)
party: 4

- prosecuted by a legal expert 1n return for proceeds (1)

of the suit: ©B7%

- prosecuted by the same legal expert at the request (1)

of the husband of a close female relaticn involved
in a seduction suit: E9

- prosecutor's interest not specified, could be _ il%

personal:s W23

Cy Prosecutor a godi, defender not

- personal matters of the prosecutor: W2, N4, N3 . (3)
- prosecuted for a-%ingm%dr- W12 - (1)
- prosecutor's relationship with injured party ' (1)
- unspecified: N23
- prosecutor's interest unspecified: E10 (1)
- injured party unspecified: E6 (1)
D, Both prosecutor and defender are godar el

- personal matters of the prosecutor: N18, N20, N21, (5)

STH5, N15 .
- prosecuted for a sister: E4 (maybe legal administ¥ar)(1)
- prosecuted for a merchant friend, a winter house (1)
guest: N17 _ A
- prosecuted for a ana gmadr N19 -' (1)

- blasphemy prosecution against a very distant relation(l)

by marriage: STH10

- injured party not specified, Prosecutor had no ¢ 1)
+N1 %lé;)

personal interest, wished to discredit defender

-
-



Tables
I&II

E., Summary

16 personal matters of prosecutor (8 godar)
2 could be personal matters
1 abduction suit re sister or daughter, ie. prosecutor
likely the designated primary prosecutor o .
prosecuted for mother, father or sister (1 godi, maybe as
by the uncle and employer of the injured /legal ,
by non-godar for financial profit /adminstrator) .
by legal expert for close kin -
blaghemy suit by the appropriate relations
by godar for pingmenn :
. by a godi for a merchant friend, a winter house guest
by a godi in a blasphemy suit : v
.sult for temple tax '
relationships unspecified (4 godar)
5 -

N N

F. Summary of Godar Involvement

17 not godar (including 4 to summons only, W15, E12,W25, N7)
6 not godar but with support of godar (including 3
to summons only 27, £3, W13)
8 by godar in personal matters
Eg by godar for others (1 maybe as legal adminstrator)
0 _

II., Prosecutors - Manslaughter

A, Nelther prosecutor nor defender a godi

-father of dead: Wl, W5 (with uncles), VW27% (
brother of dead: W22, STH3 (with wife's brother's (
son), STHl

closest kin, who were female: W10 : (
férst cousin and foster brother at request of father (
N

- father-in-law and uncle-in-law, or an unrelated - (1)
person: {12
- head of household of foreign merchant: N14 (1)
- relations of dead: Wlé v 1
| '
B. Defender a godi, prosecutor not
- brother of dead, later transferred to a powerful ' (2)
friend: N10, N1l (son alive)
- in-law, wife's brother: N2 ' (1)

- slave owner, later transferred to his father: wW21* ilg'

C. Prosecutor a godi, defender not

- father of dead: W26 . : (1)
- brother of dead: E13 ’ (1)
- 1st cousin & friend of dead, father alive: N9 (1)
- uncle of dead: N28 (1)

in-laws: W3 (widowks half brother), W7 (brother-in- (3)
law of leader of expedition when killing occurred, .
father alive), Wll (father-in-law, 3 brothers, 1 a
odi, alive)
friend of father of dead: STH6 (1)
unclear: E2, E8, STH? o 4?%E
1

.”




Table
IT

D. Both prosecutor and defender are godar

- cousin of dead: Ell

- = in-lawsiW6 (widow's uncle), W14 (son's wife's uncle)
- expedition leader, sons alive: N15

- deceased an employee (fylgdarmadr) of prosecutor:W9
- for money paid by dead slave owner: W8

Can Yo Yo W ¥
o D
St Vs v’ St

)
ofioNH

E, Summary

4 fathers of dead (1 a godi)

6 brothers of dead ( 1 a godi)

6 close relations (father alive in one prosecuted by
a godi, 2 others godar) :

7 in-laws (father alive in one prosecuted by a godi ,
brothers alive in another by a godar, 3 others godar)

1l slave owner

1 expedition leader by a godi, son alive

1 head of household of foreign merchant

i for an employee by a godi

1

for friend by a godi
for money by a godi
3 unclear by godar
32
F, Summary of Godar involvement

15 not godar, 2 with support of a godi
17 godar
32



JII., Defenders - Non-Manslaughter

A, Nelther prosecutor nor defender a godi

- accused defended self: W24, STH8, W18 (3)
- suits abandoned or settled after summons: W15, N27 (7)
..512+0 WZS' N7, £3, W13
- ‘freedman accuse, Transferred possessions to another (
who defended: SThH4 '
- slaves accused, Owner female. Her son defended:N1l (
- accused kept firom court by forces:s N22 (
- unclear who defended or if accused attended court: . (3
" N6, STH2, W19, W20, N13 (see N14) i ffé]

B. FProsecutor a godi, defender not

- accused defended self: W2+, E10+(1 of accused) (13)
- accused not at court, no defence: W12, N23, ElO (2%)
- no defence: N4 (1)
- accused dead, defenders presumably widow's brothers: (1)
N3+
- charge, accused and defender not named: E&6 %1;
' {7)

Defender a godi, prosecutor not

|

accused illegitimate uncle& employee of defender:W4 (1)
farmer turned over his property to his godi so he (1)
would defend: E5

accused a rich farmer. Defended by his son's foster
‘father: <27 ‘ (1)
accused dead. Defended by godi at request of widow:E9(1)
relationship not specified: w23 .

S8

D. Both. prosecutor and defender are godar

~en o~
HN N
—r

(52

- accused defended self: N15, N18, N20, N21, E4,
STH10, STHS

- for ®inemenn N17, N16

- for employee (heimamadr): N19

=

Summary

[
[

F~I0 O\ B e DO

personal matters

for relative (one also an employee)

by son of slave owner

by rich farmer's son's foster father

for a freedman in return for custody of his property

by a godi at request of accused'widow
for pingmenn

for employee (heimamady)

relationship not specified

unclear

no defence

abandoned or settled after summons
kept from court by force

W

g]
\

for a farmer by a godi in return for custodybf his property



Tables
: III &
F, Summary of godar involvement ' v

9 not godar which got to court

3 not godar but with support of a godi which. got to court
7 not godar to summons only : '

6 unclear

7 by godar in personal matters

by godar for others

Q Eﬂm

. Accused Did Not Attend Court

- bandits in fortress - no defence: W12

- Vikings prepare their ships -~ no defences N23
- kept away by force: N22 ,

- accused went abroad before court: E10/2

IV, Defenders - Manslaughter
A. Neither prosecutor nor defender a godi

son of woman probably defends: W1

accused absent, wife's uncles defend: W22

accused nephew or cousin and step father: N12
accused absent and no defence: W5+

not specified: W10, W16, w27, STHL, STH3+,N8+, N1&

P P N
b b b
N N ot

S

Prosecutor a godi, defender not

[

accused defends self: T8 (legal expert), W26/2
. father defends: W7, W26/2

unclear reason: N28

accused absent, no defence: W3+, ST, STHY?
accused killed just after summons: N9
unspecified: 22, Wll+

unspecified, probably none, accused absent: E13

[ DU D I B N |
P
M ot N s NS

e

[ DO )

o

C. Defender a godi, prosecutor not

- accused.defend selves:N2, N1l, W21 (3)
- defended by leader of expedition when killing occur- (1)
reds N1O , . (

D, Both prosecutor and defender are godar

- accused defend selves: W8, W9, N15 iB)

.= defender the father of one of the accused who was 1)
expedition leader: W14

- expedition leader: W6 (1)

-~ accused absent, defender a longstanding friend: E11l

ke



Table
IV

E, Summary

74 accused defend selves (6 godar)
2} father of accused defend (1 godi)
2 expedition leaders, both godar

2 close relations

1 friend, a godi

1l unclear reason

L no defence

10 not specified

1l accused killed after summons

32
F, Summary of godar involvement

20 no godar involved '

2 defenders not godar. but godar support defence

6 godar defend selves '

4 godar defend others

32

G, Accused did not attend court

- Accused went abroad or prepared to do so before court -
no defence: W3, W5, (El)

- Accused got a defender who attended court: N12b, Wl4/2,
w22, E11, W7.

- Accused refused to get involved: STH 6&7. :

- Accused refused to go to court - represented at court contrary
to his wishes (N29),.

- Defender not specified ~ probably none: E13.

- No defence submitted : N1l2a



Table’

\'4
V. Trangfer of Prosecution
A. Manslaughter - prosecutor not a godi B (6)
W21l- to father to facilitate settlement |
N2 - father of dead asked in-laws, who were of good
family .
N8 ~ father of dead blind; got foster son who was
also a cousin and powerful (Einarr Eyjblfsson)
N10- brother of dead perhaps wounded and incapable;
transferred to a powerful friend (Einarr Zyjélfsson)
[1l- brother of dead no longer wished to pursue the
matter which had dragged on but was persuaded to
transfer to a powerful friend (Einarr Eyjélfsson)
N12- prosecuted by in-laws of dead, not explained
B. Manslaughter - prosecutor a godi ' (1)

W3 - half brother of widow prosecuted; 3 sons alive
but perhaps unavailable (wounded, abroad)

W6 - uncle of widow prosecuted reluctantly; close kin
of dead more or less refused.

W? - prosecuted by brother-in-law of leader of expedition
(Snorri)

W8 - prosecutor no relation, took suit for money (Snorri)

Wll- prosecuted by father-in-law of dead (Snorri);
brothers alive, one a godi

W1l2- prosecuted for pingmadr '

W14~ primary prosecutor too sick to attend assembly,
transferred to his wife's uncle

N9 - prosecuted by cousin and good friend of father of
dead, no comment made on this

128- mother of dead person asked her brother, a godi,
to prosecute '

£8 = godi prosecuted for an unrelated widow of the dead

STH6-father asked 50&1 to prosecute, no relation

C. Non-manslaughter - prosecutor not a godi (7).

Wl3- son of godi prosecuted for money

W25- son prosecuted for mother

N6 &N7? - son prosecuted for blind father

E?7 - well off farmer transferred to legal expert promising
he could have the proceeds '

E9 - husbandin seduction suit transferred to legal expert
who was also related to his wife 4

STH2-injured party unknown; prosecutor using suit for
his own ends

D. Non-manslaughter - prosecutor a godi - ()

N17- godi prosecuted for a foreign merchant who was his
winter house guest and wished to sail

19~ probably for a Hingmadr

ji23~ prosecutor probably a godi; the accused were Vikings,
and the injured party stayed home to protect his
prorerty

1)

53 - priestess in suit for temple tax said to have transferred
to a godi, who retransferred to a friend

23




" Table
VI

VI. Outcome ~ Non- Manslaughter

A. Neither prosecutor nor defender a godi

a, Judgement ‘ | (6)
- outlawrys: W19, N22, STH2#*, STH?7
- judgement for defences SPﬂ# N6 (godi glVlng '

verdict biased to defence)

b Settlement (2)
- owner of accused slaves offered self judgement to
prosecutor because of lack of support: N1

accused attacked summoning party, but settlement: .
followed, district outlawry for accuseds N27# '

.c.'Vioience . ," . : o -~ (8)

prosecutor killed at or shortly after summons, no
further action: W15, E12+ ‘
summons resisted by force, one of prosecutors killed,
settled with manslaughter suit: N13

accused killed at summons: N7, W13%*

outcome uncertain, but prosecutor ultimately killed
. by sons of accused: W20

prosecutor killed at assembly: W18

summons party drowned on return trip; accused blamed
for witchcraft: W25

di o (2)

impagsse, both parties arguing legal right: W24
case dropped after summons: E3*

1

B, Defender zodi, prosecutor not

a, Judgement '
- on legal merits: W4 (1)

b. Settlement (2)
- prosecutor demanded self-judgement, compensation
paids L7% .
- defender offered compensation, prosecutor got - Y
100 of silver: =9 _ ST

c.. Violence ' :
- accused attacked summons party, prosecutor killed:Z5%*(1)

d, Uncertain " o
- defenders seem to have won: W23 (1)

C, Prosecutor godi, Defender not

a, Judgement

- 83}%333X§edNigéaY}§ ii?géication-court failed), (3)

b, Judgement and settlement (2)
- outlawry likely, accused sold farm cheaply to prose-
cutor to avoid it:



Table

VI

-~ Jjudgement for prosecution, but defence later resisted é vii
when reinforcements arrived, settlement followed: W2+

¢c. Settlement : | (1)
rrosecution demanded selfjudgement. ILarge compen-
sation plus 3 winters outlawry: El0+

d. Uncertain - (1)
- prosecution probably successful: 36

D. Both prosecutor and defender godar

a, Judgement (%)
- outlawry: N17 (confiscation court held), STHlO

voided by defsnce by force: ZE4 ,

unspecified judgement: RKlé

. Settlement (5)
self- judgement, fine plus 3 winters outlawry: N18

compensation paid: STH5

not detailed: K20, N21

settlement, but concerned only with the accompany-

ing manslaughter charge: N15

1y 11 ¢

¢. Violence (1)
- defender blocked the court, charges ensued: N19

=0

E. Sunmary

Judgement ' 14
Settlement 9
Violence ' 11
Judgement & Settlement 2
Uncertain 2
Impasse 1
Dropped after Summons 1

Lo

VII. Outcome - Manslaughter
A, Nelither prosecutor nor defender a godi

a. Judgement ' (9)
full outlawry: W5+(although outlaw returned after 3
years), W22, W27#*, N12 (after battle at assembly; -
confiscatlon court unsuccessful), STH1, N8/2

district outlawry: W16, STH3+

3 year outlawry: N8/2

dismissed on legal merits: Wl

one of accused outlawed for 3 years: W10

b, Settlement . : (2)
- one of accused given full outlawry, on 3 years:Nl4

B, Defender gzodi, prosecutor not

a, Judgement (1)
- dismissed on legal merits, both sides strong: N2

A



b, Settlement (3)
parents of prosecutor and defender friends and pressed
for settlement., Slaves justly killed, prosecutor

. subject to district outlawry: W21*

- accused to swear oath he was not guilty. Prosecutor
tried to keep defender from court by force, but defender -
stronger: N11

- outlawry: N10

C, Prosecutor godi, defender not

a, Judgement : (7)

- no defence, outlawry: W3%* (accused abroad before
trial; .confiseation court held), STH6, STH?

- outlawry: E2, E13 (confiscation court unsuccessful)

- charge dismissed on legal méfits. defender a legal
expert: E8
-~ charge dismissed by biased godi: Wll+

b. Settlement (3)
- defence forced to settle because of insufficient -
support, Outlawry for lifetime of brothers and son
of dead man: W26
- both sides strong, 200 each at summons, nearly a
battle, Peacemakers intervened. 3 year outlawry
plus fine of 100 of silver: N28 '
- 3 year outlawry and fine: W7
c. iolence (1) .
- battle after summons served- settled later with
further charges: N9 (see N10)

D, Both prosecutor and defender godur

a, Judgement ' (2)
- outlawry: "

Ell (money offered prosecutor 1n31sted on outlawry)
charge dismissed on legal merits - both parties large:

W9

b, Settlement | (&)
- 3 year outlawry plus large fine: W6 32
- re slaves, 12 ounces of silver paid for each: W8

one of dead declared fallen an outlaw, compensation
paid for other after much legal manouvering and
delay: N15

- outlawry, except one who got 3 year outlawry: Wlk

£, Summary (after battles between large forces)
Judgement 19
Settlement 12

Violence 1




Table

VIII: Use of Force and Violence .

A, Violence affects the outcome

a, Prosecutor killed at or shortly after the summons (4)
85: defender godl. prosecutor not - case ended

Wl5: no godar involved - case ended

El2: godi supported defence - nmanslaughter sult brought
N13: no godar involved - manslaughter suit brought

b, Accused killed at or shortly after summons (3)
N9: manslaughter; prosecutor godi, defender not - charges
brought

W1l3: godi supported prosecution - charges brought
N?: no godar involved - compensation paid

¢, Battle at summons, some killings - (2)
1281 manslaughter; prosecutor a godi - settlement '
N27: godi supported prosecution - settlement

d, Force used to keep accused away from court (2)
N221 no godar involved - successful
H1l: manslaughter - defender a godl - unsuccessful:

\ suit renewed
e, Prosecutor killed at court (1)
W18: no godar involved, no further proceedings

f. Battle at court but judgement _ (2)
N12b: manslaughter; no godar involved.
Wl%: manslaughter, both prosecutor and defender godar

g, Defence used force to void the suit : (3)

30 both prosecutor and defender godar: successfully

N19 ) voided but chargss ensued (N or case renewed(Eh)

STH101both prosecutor and defender godar; unsuccessful:
judgement

h., Violence at court after judgement - settlement (1)

W2 -~ prosecutor a godi

i, Prosecutor killed'by accused's sons at uhspecified
time . (1)
W20 - no godar involved, no furthepproceedings

Total - | 19
Total manslaughter 5

J. Summary

violence successful

suit renewed later

charzes brought concerning the violence
cettlement after violence

judgement in spite of violence

W FR

k., Summary of involvement of godar
no godar involved

rodar upport aggressive party

ZoYar support non-aggressive part
ﬁFﬁ"écutor godi, detender mot Y

defender godl. Drosecutor not
both prosecutor and defender godar

EDWHNDN

VIII



- Table
. ‘ VIIIvA

B, At least one party said to have a large number of
supporters :

a, large prosecution and defence

llanslaughter

Wgz both prosecutor and defender godar; . settlement

f'!'1 3 " " [ 1] " _ : "

WO " " " ' " 3 charge

. dismissed on legal merits .

W21l: defender godi, prosecutor not; many support
prosecution, 80 support defence; settlement

N10: defender godi, prosecutor not; outlawry

Non-manslaughter ' _ '

N20 & 21: Prosecutor and defender godar; settlement

ELI'S‘ " 4 " " " § case

voided by force ,

STH5: Prosecutor and defender godar; 60 support
prosecution, great force support defence; settlement

N18: both prosecutor and defender godar; prosecution
had larger force; settlement

STH10: Dboth prosecutor and defender goldar; judgement

b, Very large prosecution and defence

Manslaughter

Wll: 480 prosecution, 600 defence; prosecutor godi,
defender uncertain; case dismissed

Wl4: 240 prosecution, 400 defence; prosecutor and
defender godar; hattles at spring assembly and
Alping; Judgement finally ,

N15: 120 prosecution, many for defence; Frosecutor
and defender godur; settlement

N28: 200 prosecution, 200 defence; prosecutor godi,
defender not; battles, settlement .

N1l: 100 defence, nearly equal prosecution, Defender
godi, prosecutor not; uproar at court, legal
veto on court, later settlement.

Non-manslaughter .
W2: 120 prosecution, insufficient defence at first,
stronger later, odi prosecutor, defender not;

judgement, battle Iater followed by settlement.

¢, large prosecution

Manslaughter

W3: 80 prosecution; prosecutor a godi;,no defence; outlawr

W22: 40 prosecution; no godar involved; accused -.
absent, weak defence, outlawry .

N9:s a host for the prosecution; prosecutor a godi,
defender not; accused killed after summons,
charges ensued . :

Non-manslaughter ‘

N17: many prosecution; both prosecutor and defender

odar; outlawry.

E?:+ a host for the prosecution, not enough for defence;
defender a godi, prosecutor not; settlement

E10: many for prosecution; prosecutor godi, defender

not; settlement

&fz'Lagégf g%gggepros. to block accused from court

Manslaughter - ' -

N2 & N3: defender godi. prosecutor not; judgement for defence

Non-manslaughter .

N19: 120 support defence, prosecutor thought he didn't

need many; prosecutor and defender godarx defender

broke up couet, charges ensued



Table
IX

IX Tocation of Court

A, Alping

&6, E7, &8, £9, =10,

STH5, STH6, STH?, STH8, STH1O,

Wll, W25, ' ' '

W1, N2, N3, N4, N17 (one version only), N18, N20, N21,
N23, N26, N29, |

After failing at a spring assembly:
Z4, W1k, N11

At the assembly in the summer, presumably Alping
STH9, N9, N1O, E1, E13

B, Sprins Assembly (vArping)

W21, N6 (probadble), E3 (probable),

Porsnes Assembly: W1, W2, W3, W4, W5, W6, W7, W8,
W9, W12, W22, W26,

Pingnes Assembly: W14 (later to Alping).

Torskarfjardar Assembly: W18, W23.

Hegranes Assembly: N22 (possibly Quarter Assembly)

Eygar Assembly: N30, N31
Vg la Assembly: N12, N17 (one version only).
Pingeyjar Assembly: N15

Sunnudals Assembly: E4 (later to Alping).

C. Possible Quarter Assembly

Hezranes Assembly: N11 (later to Alping), N22
Vggla Assembly: N19.

J., Not stated

£2, Ell

STHl, STH2, STH3, STHY4. ’
W10, W16, W17, W19, w20, W24, w27.
N8, N13, Nl4, N16, N24, N25, N32,

E, Didn't get to court

W13, Wls.
N7, N27, N28
£5, E12



Additional.

Law
Appendix III: Additional Iaw Suits Suits
West Quarter
W28 Wounding of Pormodr Coal-brow skald., Fdstbrzedra Saga
ch., 10,
W29 Killing of Porgeirr Hivarsson., Fdstbraedra saza ch. 18,
térarinns pattr.
North Quarter
N33 3Blow on Bergr the Bold, atnsd=zla saga ch., 32-33
N34 Love songs by Ing6lfr Porsteinsson. Vatnsdzla saga
ch, 37, Hallfredar saga ch. 3, ’
N35 'Plot against life of Gudbrandr FTorsteinsson. Vatnsdzela
saga ch, 40, ‘
N36 Killing of Gladir. Vatnsdzla saga ch. 4%
N37 Killing of (lfhedinn., Vatnsd=lach. 47.
N38 Killing of Forgils laksson (ldrsson). Grettis saen
ch., 25-27, Fbéstbr=dra saga ch. 7 & 8.
N39 Killing of the sons of Térir of Skard. Gretﬁ&s saga
_ ch,
N40 Killing of the sons of Périr of Gardr. Grejgés saga
ch., .
N4l Killing of Porbjorn Oxmain and Atli, brother of Grettir.
Grettis saga ch, 51.
N4 2 Killing of Grettir. (rettis saga ch. 84.
N4 3 Satire of Porvaldr and Porvardr, sons of Eysteinn.
Kgrmaks saga ch, 21,
N4  Killing of Einarr Torisson, satire of Criss.
Hallfredar saga ch, 10.
N4s* Killing of Ulafr Tordarson. Bolla pattr
Ne6#* a)Theft of hay by Bolli Bollason
b)Summons of Bolli for being vagrant
c)Evil speaking by Helgi
d)Wrongfully claiming of property by Helgi
Eolla Dattr
£ast Quarter
Ely* Killing of Otryggr. Brand krossa pattr, v
E%g* Killing of Einarr Forbjarnarson. Hrafnkels saga.
E

Killing of Férdr. Porsteins pPattr stancarnqeggs,
u

South Quarter

STH25* Burning of Godaskdégr. Olkofra pattr. '
STH26 Killing of Sorli, Fléamanna saga, V&FII p. 639.
STH27? Attempt on the life of Forgils, Fldamanna saga,

V&PII p. 669.

The sagas in which these law suits occur have been read and
the details of the suits noted, but little detailed study
of their background undertaken, They are not included in
the Summary Tables in Appendix II, but are sometimes referred
to in the Text if they raise interesting relevant points,
Suits marked with #* are enerally regarded as unreliable.
Concerning kl4% see Jon Jbhannesson, Islenzk fornrit vol. XI,
p. lxxxiii: +the last part of the pdttr"is clearly pure
fiction"; in the same work Jéhannesson says Qlkofra fpattr
(STH25) is likewise fiction,(p. xxxiv)., Bollg pattr
§N45, N+6) is also considered fiction (EinarrOl. Sveinsson,
slenzk fornrit vol, V, p. lxxii-lxxiii).




Ke

\

Fiod-WNoese

Auldr e Deep Minded

$o"§i—€.«;n fwe Red

Heollr hersit

kart R allarr

Boorn L1V G“qx\uxj- P: orn Ne  Porunn T Helg e leg,

| 9 os\e"ﬂ cr hfng Ve e
7] 1 ‘ l T )
. 4 . ’ L4 .
=®~?’6ro\§r ®=U.\nr Olalr fdlan Steanolr Asicide: Kalake Ave 03 Otrare s Grlo
' e e —
’ Qeard Y; \ 'F " 9 ue beluw \ ‘ ot Hela,
= ‘ = \arde dr gewr  Porstem & A rdcs Pormoal' Hevqa= nge‘ﬂ’ ela,
Osk = RHallsican -Eg:;s*&e‘:: ®-Eora.® HaWvard verar :m;_ Posem ‘22\"{: audy Ge 3 e eyre
FO(I‘“ (7% \ I L i . - v .
asu—a,\c\v Borke® —G“’on\é@ ‘Fo‘. et et * Mar e T)‘"\’J?_“S' ‘\\,r\' Brandrdd  Nermundr -’Aecl ‘Por\u\q‘ = Pur 3¢ 9\5.,\“" \gﬁt‘s
0% W 9 Q oY \iroun RToaSness Siender of ““‘a‘ WS e ’
ot GPC:‘) { \ ‘ RiRrnY (See mion : D""\’"‘“l}
\ 1 \-\o.uef\ L . .
““f\\o"\ goofn ne 'su,‘ar_aﬁormor,\@ﬁuh r@z-ﬁg‘-wav ?’0?’%7!"\" or = RSt\\S FQ\‘S#t-M\ Halle ?07‘\&\" HL\S&. ?ee:;?:ﬂ‘ .ﬁ’%;‘:}’(‘ BCV‘3~P0N' -Et\)t‘a:
NeSiomy  Bradavin ) Nanbene S“an 903' Focwund$ 3
> Cnamgion \o# Frodhees Trader dt s“‘:u " )
L) n et welow
Gesae Kern (‘xum\aus- \A\\S\um Wiartan Gunn\%
\ ~e (wonygprn) (Sowner
Chamgan s\us\g_s*c&‘\o
be Byorn ;
“";5“3“'?‘& Rovtandsson)
A K ;\o\\u\\kr e O\d SerPorr
fEsa oF Suiney
"——'—L—_’—'\ $O"§-'\nn(‘ Al of Dales
Eyiélke  Tin-Form
YA .E rondt oQ = —F\AT'\ [ FO"‘S\\S = p\‘k%T ‘“\k Y '*\\e
mua{)ovtr Jlak
) - .
J L ' ' Porsteinn =0J1047S
. - . == nn \ \
PorSianr 'F)or\ejxtr S norrt -FOT‘OOAV s Kc‘ﬁ"\‘\ar -%'o«-moa\‘ -FOr%crE 3 t:\—\-\oszl'&)?'%l‘ 3
Kimb, , Formoot s\an
Por\aKpson

oJoov c.)

(See

QJ;OLN\ ~Geindr

Forotlr Twisy- Yoot

-
C—*"—\rroﬁr o%
Eyre by AR

St eer

-Foi‘cse‘. e the be it

Gern v, Aqear '\rn\\c\\

‘5°‘

[y 'bor(su'a c

|
Cxunnvr'.a - =$orh¢‘\“er

g.‘%h\u\&r | -"0"5.\5

Gewrrdr -I'Povo\ﬁr & Moavaw\dr

1
Torarinn ¥he =AW

| -
c:u.B n\sg\)ermunkr L
*re S\ewnder Lralk
(See eby)

Navahiil



U\\'\\hsq,-qu‘
Bbk\’\mrr Slgurar
J\o‘ e ( .
\ Asr‘ar \)[ QuSs - \ns:s&\dr \d\c\%‘ l‘“‘e‘ ‘\eﬂr‘\ ‘ T B
9 AR . 1
e E:;::" AstdT = Ey&&\?r — !
bwhnc oxe \ \'«\Se.\&i:\-\ﬁsesar Vark 5*2"\2’\&( ' T In ] v
e ® Forsrenn \\“ $ass = “m\(r’& { . \ Sé; C’\lurr;Sa\A?s 3““ R Hémundr hel;
g ra (see Lar .‘;.“ C.\umr- \-\a\\¢°.~°_® He\ a=Se et Eoes A B} e [ : . lw_l Sce TS®inn Se'c, C 1
nar J R ) ydo\cr Klengr Yorbrandt Foruadt 93"’" - ‘,;‘_&\S " “ﬂ\“& + ; Torr of E‘P'Hou and % Sec ©)
~ R 1 wneen orarim .
“"§“’i§ \;‘5‘13“‘“‘ :0"\°~wy‘ Toruadr asadi S - ??;},f'é;r =*éraring  + ¥
TAOTT = ‘e L A \g n or
Ketlinqarnet (see@®) Shewnslt® Frarine = t‘::“és \KQ“(’” "?OBNQ\AP o or\“\; the Tay
o s 3““"\- \
nd @) ad (B atls Yok I%d/l$ -S\Sm\”\at \‘\T\\Qr Ar =
Fl‘t.nsgo&\ "1’0\"&!‘ “PQ{,\SSOA (R%w‘&r
y ADOITIONS FRON \ anons | oF Stoxkantada 355/ma)
o I Gunnsrernn of hen 3 HIE ' @ kKaall @ SIFF/M3, Wy naRex Helge = ’Fzrg\dr
, 1 ada + -
'ﬁ?“‘g‘mr Grime \-\J\‘dérq Viaa Q\¢ ‘ A Ay ' E S35 /hag ' Henni
\ SN ¢ 4 . ’ v
\\¥acrson Q_\Iro‘-\eﬁ%‘_ N um Rm\\o\gr Gvzuee *O‘__A/‘S | l'hkl‘ . © 3231_‘ h 202 |
@ TR}l Vérd . \)a\‘gerc‘)‘r S-g:.\r-&p Helgy the Lean
Fro 0 Yorav o Mok EiolEe & Nodrasell Vi Kinaa-Kar: e Sise
Forvadr = F X 3 "\ okruve\nr . '%. : ?or\«cl\ +he B
ot Bérd urar See Eirikr BoXuare Qrguit — Gumo‘“ﬁ
. - ’ R 4 . * l . 1 n‘su H & -
Klauki  Porgerdr = Pororion Forisson ® | Astnctr Q‘°€ Tem- U‘?ﬁ&ss Tlack + o C;uam*r-
. . _ , ‘ ' Srds raeirt aod
Porxr ok WMol ~ 6[0-;" Gn_ Rstr=ide ords of 3 P
@ ) T R gee Audunn Torinn - Tryyjvason w;‘:‘;‘;“t Torwm E“‘?k&%rm\ N Stoxwkanlada of L-)oSc\Ua?n
. Biern \A' o As \ v |3Q-Cw\(,m\‘-
Torloawar 2 = R ! Vigd = Porh @ tn 3 ‘5“‘"““ :
\auwae 2 = Rrnorr Bordis ' = | 3 (B) s1c3 MITS, Siss
G\uwioﬂ - Vine 6rats = Arngrime caolkr . ' \ ) /HSS S2A37 [
e e p‘"\r, Uitk Oodkew of ¥brsdrddr  Hayi the wnie S/ | M) Benedikissm note s P ALY
Timsson Hiennl Yhe OM=034K -ﬂq Uno = : ', Hevg, ¥ w
AQ AW « na = Bark® Ot my Brds, ihe Yoroerd or F | o | e \ean
Sxa\d =) S r‘af\t"&\" =3 X amundr A T 1 Rey\ -
N Ref of Qarg ™ | ordy o Holdn hearsking Aqa | —gu’Aun&‘S—gﬁnn
Erué;::"r‘ widr  Punidr=Biorn }r‘d Valgerdr = Eqnary s urbe
1; - See Fordis erdis Has z
, - O e Mo Kelagend “re 7 Eys81ET oty Haui 4he
| '. i ?0"3!‘\ msSen = Fora OT\Q“—S = G‘\Aa mu,\Ar E White
A | ' - _ { Viqa-blamsdoHar €nn vk ‘harre see ®
® feyvaz | N —
N \oo Sac&og .
Hroger .
| Porsieinn ROLX of W . e Lean
&(c“' aﬁr r ¥ ‘2. o QSY‘\ A‘lakan MM =\ M(s(& 2 - \'\CA"\W\L\" :
AR) E \lu'mds(‘ \k‘ “\ 3 " R ETSHow
TForails domarier = Py ! exM i horka  Einars Vadaedr  Yngui\ar |
\.)o;é:.\\ Guqnes I Asken ’$°"\‘\)Q\‘S—_$ot modrot ‘.\&Q_'ﬁ art leXthals : 2 “S Qrwé\(lr ,
XY (\ISK - —_— Loxé&rdal JQ , Konay = A&»\\‘ Emé\ﬁr S*e*"‘f‘"\( :
\ bt 1.1°N - . — :
“ Porsreinn  “Porsieinn t:.\,\\o\ci‘ Ve mundr \-\-ev- ole \-\Q\S Qs\(e\\ \-’«o.owara'i Podr Bt o&- c, e

1’07\(»&5 Lo\
wamackt
2 KQ“&\W Fewsmali

GAUmsdd¥rue

EU\QVSW ©

=V 'Fuss
ESO\‘SSOn
L$ec-§w~ \Q_H.



Po rs¥einn $he Lohite

PormaX

gr‘au\-r Bw néo\{'-r
o = Abugr o)
ASVQ r= .Pu‘%\s

(SC e \)L\

hsb:‘ovn : .
(-.31‘2";7 Por@\s lea..“far 'PorA\S ) S-\fmh_'sgrn qu\—r .
R?bﬁrn Broad- \-\c\g Havo. Bl&,rgr Gexhr \-\a\\ko:k\n.(Sec bc\wﬁ 5.\\ Relr
He,\%\ = 'f’ord\s L‘l""“s" B_Xarn; Q\thr Porva -\-\a\\:'f Ar ?orahnn “‘*‘“’.ﬂ"‘ Prgsﬂ‘ Sxeinn  HreRarr Porsreinn E\, Vind¢
B rood-th elas HRalas: Kolbheimm Y wi\dr: ?ors\gmn 2 =3rumn .
3 Ne Lawsenvet HaWsson o E'narsd gt o
S{ac (See below)
G&u.\'\nermr vakzscrs'\ ® : P Bvandi
Eoit) A varv anc.&r’ Kew: Prymt A
Vnai AT " )
nay \:JQ“S = Dewsi \’M‘A\u\d\' ?uﬁﬂlné\
Welgl = Droglaug ke o+ Porvaudts: | Drog..u31 z 2HeMs\ann | = Porgerdr '&;rc\‘&-smw\*a\\r Wokatta = Ceuar Cerbo
Wiordvik g}‘_" Ims At 4 Lx'h\ Sson !
Helo Gﬂ’m = e orsv.m\— Yngui\ar (e chove)  Bardr
\n&a\Asdéﬂ‘f 05 nat AT

(see cmove)

1’6 r f("’oroébr) Vor\(«.\\ Embh&\ LEmarr\

Rgonvav r
?\?zr:_spr\ \-\'H‘LQn ®
\*rod‘\ous Hrafnkent Qzu‘rr .

Rollbern < 7 Asissqrn A
Rordis = kelgi

(avee ©)

A ,
2 060\0\13 390K bersils siste (Rrand-veosta. PAAC) Hnﬁn\(c\\ hs\ou3= Holm stenn ()

or DVO‘\o.w) -

i Persy

d&uty\*‘t C ( Rraken)

Ruruer = Qo:ubg\*cf ’?or\wd\a; Hartedi do.q.«'w = byqre Me Wnite

@ Lordndmadbik S 280[\-\ A%\

@ Droplaunassone. Saao- Ch- 1V -

: Bolmidein~ oS Wlal mattied
‘?0"5{\" : NS Sister  Droglomg. E\Se»w:.
VG =3 : : N AW Qaoos Ny Opessa
By G Aevore CADS tem B Ao putlaa
Psvor Qaurr As above, cxCept no Bessi Evarssw\ Bercis (. TOY.
g as‘ (niw, sq §5/ Wawy)
Qvove See adso VSieqex forme ol X\ @ WXW,

e \W0 noe 3, Q. \W2Z nove D1 '
fevare Sgokbersason prohakly = Fevat %QQVSSOQ
Bcrs. Fevarson = =Bersi Qaursson

AeT £ mg
39535 3t
§E2F 7 T
3 f‘;f £
EIIC R
fP-d cﬁ"‘(\
$EREE
IS EL

%

“



