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Letter from Star Principal Herald 
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Ansteorran Heraldry Website        Ansteorran Scribal Website 
http://heraldry.ansteorra.org/                          http://scribe.ansteorra.org/ 

15th Deadline for Submissions to 
Asterisk 
 
10th Comments on ILoI of   
Previous Month due to Retiarius 
 
25th Deadline for articles/letters to 
Obelisk 

Decision Meetings 

June 12 - TBD - Little Elm, TX 
 
July 17 - Round Table 
(tentative)  
 
Aug 14—TBD—Little Elm, TX 

1-Letter from Star 
2-Status Table 
3- AICC 
26– ILoI 
36—LoaR  01/2010 
 
 

Greetings! 
 
This issue of the Gazette contains the second and last batch of the Gulf Wars submissions. 
It’s a rather sizable letter, and we could use as much help as possible with commentary, as 
always. Do remember that the new deadline for commentary is now the 10th of the month fol-
lowing, so July 10th in the case of this letter. All commentary should be done on ACE (http://
ace.heraldry.ansteorra.org). 
 
This is likely the last issue of the Ansteorran Gazette in this format. Next month will see an 
entirely revamped newsletter, emailed to the heralds mailing list in plaintext format. If you 
are not already subscribed to the heralds list, you may do so at http://lists.ansteorra.org/, or 
by sending an email to heralds-subscribe@lists.ansteorra.org. 
 
The office of Eclipse Herald (central regional) is accepting applications until June 30. Please 
send applications to myself with a copy to the current Eclipse Herald 
(eclipse@herald.ansteorra.org). 
 
The office of regional herald is largely an administrative one.  More details about the duties 
of the office can be found in the Ansteorran CoH Administrative Handbook (first link on 
http://herald.ansteorra.org/publications.php), and any questions can be directed to myself or 
the current office holder. 
 
In service, 
Emma de Fetherstan 
Star Principal Herald 

Back Cover 
Who Sends What To 
Whom 
Back Cover 
Submission Costs & 
Copies Info  

Monthly Deadlines Contents 
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Court reports are due 
within two weeks of 

an event. 

Status of ILoIs 

STATUS OF ILoIs - May 
 
ILoI 2009-09: Commentary 2009-12.  
Lol 2009-11. Laurel meeting Mar. 
 
ILoI 2009-10: Commentary 2010-01.  
LoI 2009-12. Laurel meeting Apr. 
 
ILoI 2009-11: Commentary 2010-02.  
LoI 2010-01 (Incl FT 2010-01). Laurel meeting Apr. 
 
ILoI 2009-12: Commentary 2010-03.  
LoI 2010-02. Laurel meeting May. 
 
No ILoI 2010-01: No commentary.  
LoI 2010-03 (Incl FT 2010-03). Laurel meeting June. 
 
ILoI 2010-02: Commentary 2010-03.  
LoI 2010-04. Laurel meeting July. 
 
ILoI 2010-03: Comments due April 20 
LoI 2010-05. Laurel meeting August.  
 
ILoI 2010-04: Comments due May 20 
Decision meeting and LoI May. 
 
ILoI 2010-05: Comments due June 10 
Decision meeting and LoI June.  
 
ILoI 2010-06: Comments due July 10 
Decision meeting and LoI July. 

Open Offices 

Eclipse Herald (central regional) 
accepting applications until June 
30. Please send applications toStar 
and the current Eclipse Herald  

Greetings, 
 
The format of the Gazette will be 
changing in the near future.  
Details are in Star’s report.  
 
With joy in service,  
Lillias 
Obelisk  
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Unto the Ansteorran College of Heralds does Alasdair MacEogan, Bordure Herald, send greet-
ings. 
 
Please find herein find the Annotated Internal Collated Commentary for the month of March 
2010 containing decisions out of the decision meeting on May 22nd.  I would like to thank all 
the commenters and their valuable contributions.  Additionally anyone that wishes to contribute 
need only to create and account at the Ansteorran Commentary Exchange (ACE) system located 
at http://ace.heraldry.ansteorra.org/ . 
 
Warmest Regards, 
Alasdair 
 
 

 
 
1. Aoife inghean Tuathal. (Eldern Hills, Barony of the) Resubmitted Device.  
Gyronny of 12 vert, purpure, and azure, a swan displayed argent. 
Comment by Alasdair MacEogan (Bordure) on 2010/03/03 11:37:24 CST:  
Leaving aside the point that I am unsure you can do a gyronny of 3 different colors with re-
searching it to be sure, doesn't this violate RfS VIII.2.b.iv?  
 
"Elements evenly divided into multiple parts of two different tinctures must have good contrast 
between their parts.  
 
For example, checky argent and gules is acceptable, but checky azure and gules is not."  
 
I did try to dig through the precedents to see what I could fine and came across the following.  
 
[Gyronny sable and purpure] The device violated RfS VIII.2.b(iv) "Contrast Requirements — 
Elements evenly divided into multiple parts of two different tinctures must have good contrast 

 
Commenters for this issue: 
 
Alasdair MacEogan (Bordure) 
Tostig Logiosophia 
Coblaith Muimnech (Orbis Herald) 
Magnus 
Bryn Gwlad Commentary Group 
shawn 
Gawain of Miskbridge (Green Anchor Herald) 
 

ANSTEORRAN INTERNAL COLLATED COMMENTARY 2010-03 AND 04 
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between their parts." A gyronny field must have good contrast between its parts. [Brendan of 
Dormansford, 09/00, R-Ealdormere]  
 
[Returning a cross maltese gyronny sable and gules.] While the argument that a Maltese cross is 
"four arms joined at a single point" is interesting, the visual reality is that it is seen as a single 
charge (a cross), and thus is seen as gyronny, not as four different charges each divided along a 
pale or fess line. The rules are quite clear that gyronny of two colors is not registerable. [3/94, 
p.17]  
 
A charge gyronny of two metals is not registerable under either the old rules or the new. (LoAR 
25 Feb 90, p. 22)  
 
[Gyronny of sixteen vert and azure.] The excessive division of the field into green and blue 
pieces is a bad idea given the lack of contrast between the two. WVS [17] [LoAR 15 May 80], 
p. 9  
 
Under the old rules, there is the problem of the use of the line dovetailed with a gyronny of two 
colours which is problematic at best.... Under the new rules the gyronny of two colours would 
not be permitted at all, much less with a complex division line. (LoAR 26 Nov 89, p. 40 
Comment by Alasdair MacEogan (Bordure) on 2010/03/03 11:41:17 CST:  
[Admin] Hmm. That seemed pretty quick turnaround for a resubmission considering the deci-
sion meeting for February was on 2-21 and I did not even get the AICC uploaded tot he website 
till 2/25. That even leaves aside that the deadline for submissions was 2/15. I have to admit I am 
impressed. 

Comment by Tostig Logiosophia on 2010/03/05 14:33:00 CST:  
[Admin] Given the way he used ACE in the previous ILoI for his own submissions, the 
"quick turnaround" noted by Bordure seems likely due to the efforts of Eldern Hill's Gun-
stone Pursuivant. As then, it's nice to see another aspect of ACE being utilized the way it 
was designed to be -- as a means for a consulting/branch officer to track progress for others 
and plan accordingly. 

Comment by Coblaith Muimnech (Orbis Herald) on 2010/03/04 01:59:12 CST:  
The blazon for a divided field always begins with the tincture at dexter chief first, then proceeds 
clockwise, so this is "gyronny of twelve purpure, azure, and vert". Unfortunately, that division 
falls afoul of Part VIII.2.b.v of the Rules for Submissions, which states, "Elements evenly di-
vided in three tinctures must have good contrast between two of their parts." (http://
heraldry.sca.org/laurel/rfs.html#8.2). 
Comment by Tostig Logiosophia on 2010/03/05 08:15:41 CST:  
Last edited on 2010/03/05 08:19:57 CST 
The violation of RfS VIII.2b(v) seems to be one correct citation for return.  
 
Further, consider versus "Azure, a dove displayed, head elevated argent." (Francesca of Bright 
Angel, Device, Jan 1973), "Azure, an eagle displayed argent crowned Or." (House of Este 
[Important non-SCA arms], Device [Also the arms of Modena], Dec 1994), "Gules, a double-
headed eagle crowned argent." (Kings of Serbia Nemanjici [Important non-SCA arms, Full 
form: Nemanji{c'}i, Kings of Serbia], Device, May 2002), "Gules, an eagle displayed argent 
crowned Or." (Poland [Important non-SCA arms], Device, Dec 1994), and probably both "Per 
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saltire erminois and azure, a swan statant wings elevated argent." (Gentiane la Gente,  
Device, Aug 1979) and "Vert, a chimney swift migrant palewise argent. [Chaetura 
pelagica]" (John of Ean Airgead, called the Mad Celt, Device, Oct 1979). The only CD I see is 
for changes to the field.  
 
In 'From Wreath: Birds and Substantial Difference' (NOV 2003 LOAR Cover Letter) http://
heraldry.sca.org/loar/2003/11/03-11cl.html, "... In order for two birds to be considered substan-
tially different from each other, it is necessary for the following conditions to apply, analogous 
to the criteria listed in the January 2000 Cover Letter for significant difference between birds ... 
(2) Each bird, in both the new and the old submissions, must be in a posture which was period 
for that type of bird ...". The SCA default posture for a swan is rousant (rising) http://
heraldry.sca.org/coagloss.html#default. This posture is different than displayed http://
heraldry.sca.org/loar/2000/12/00-12lar.html (Returns, LoAR Dec 2000): "Celestine of Arn 
Hold. Device. Per saltire purpure and vert, a swan rousant contourny argent.  
"Conflict with Margarete Rau, registered November 2000, Per saltire purpure and vert, a swan 
rousant contourny wings displayed argent. There is only a single CD for the position of the 
wings (displayed vs. addorsed)." As a result, there should be no CD between the swan displayed 
versus an eagle or other birds displayed.  
 
Because of the preferred tinctures for the field, the submittor should also be aware of "Per chev-
ron azure and vert, in base a bird migrant argent." (Roana de Hauekrig, Device, Apr 2003) 
when resubmitting. 

Comment by Magnus on 2010/03/06 11:55:04 CST:  
Last edited on 2010/03/06 12:11:27 CST 
Unfortunately this gets returned for contrast issues. The submitter might consider a per saltire 
field using two of the colors.  
 
Rfs VIII.2.b.iv. "Elements evenly divided into multiple parts of two different tinctures must 
have good contrast between their parts. For example, checky argent and gules is acceptable, but 
checky azure and gules is not."  
 
The name is on the Ansteorra LoI dated 2010-02-26 spelled as  
Aoife inghean Tuathail.  
 
It also appears there are multiple conflicts for this device. 

Comment by Aetheldreda of Dun Breatan (Halbard ) on 2010/03/12 10:20:48 CST:  
The Bryn Gwlad Commentary (Lady Aetheldreda of Dun Breatan, Lady Sorcha ni Fhaolain 
and Sebastien de Foix) agreed on the contrast and conflicts. 

Comment by shawn on 2010/03/14 17:39:17 CDT:  
OK I am advising Aoife to withdraw this submission.  
I understand the lack of contrast between two of the divisions in the background; however I am 
still unclear about the posture of the swan being a problem.  
As I understand it: (based on Laurel decision/dividing the birds into 4 major categories) since 
the swan is not an eagle or any bird that falls into that category; the swan SHOULD not be pos-
tured that way (unless I can prove that a swan has been shown that way before). The normal 
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posture for a swan is rising and I should find a way of creating arms with a swan in that posture. 
That is if Aoife still wants to go with this arrangement etc.. 
Comment by Tostig Logiosophia on 2010/03/14 21:54:06 CDT:  
Last edited on 2010/03/14 22:02:58 CDT 
[Device] The Nov 2003 Precedent specifically mentions the posture of swans http://
heraldry.sca.org/loar/2003/11/03-11cl.html: " .... Concerning criterion 2, remember that a bird 
may be in a period posture without being in a default posture. Ravens are sometimes found in 
the rising posture in period, although their default posture is close. Swans are found in the close 
posture in period, although their default posture is rousant (synonymous with rising)." The next 
paragraph specifically addresses eagles versus other birds in the displayed posture (note the em-
phasis on the word "frequently"): "It is vanishingly rare to find birds other than eagles in the 
displayed posture, while vast multitudes of eagles are found in the displayed posture. We thus 
re-affirm the January 2000 Cover Letter precedent (above). All birds (other than eagles) in the 
displayed posture are considered a "weirdness" and are not eligible for substantial difference - 
unless documentation is provided showing that the particular type of (non-eagle) bird is fre-
quently found in the displayed posture in period."  
 
Swans can be displayed but to do so is a Step from Period Practice. Rousant is the SCA default 
posture but close is also acceptable. (The graphic for Mellish below, taken from Parker at http://
www.heraldsnet.org/saitou/parker/Jpglosss.htm#swan is close.) 

1.  
Comment by Alasdair MacEogan (Bordure) on 2010/03/31 19:45:11 CDT:  
Remember to officially withdraw the submission the submitter will need to contact Asterisk 
directly. I would appreciate a cc on the email if that is the route taken. 

College Action: 
Device:  Device was withdrawn by submitter.  If it had not it would have been returned viola-

tion of RfS Part VIII.2.b.v of the Rules for Submissions, which states, "Elements evenly 
divided in three tinctures must have good contrast between two of their parts." 

2. Róis Bhallach. (Wiesenfeuer, Barony of) New Name.  
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Comment by Coblaith Muimnech (Orbis Herald) on 2010/03/04 02:20:46 CST:  
The details on "Róis" in the cited article is at http://www.medievalscotland.org/kmo/
AnnalsIndex/Feminine/Rois.shtml. It is presented as one of three standard Early Modern Irish 
Gaelic forms of a feminine given name found in entries relating to events occurring between 
1472 and 1607 in the Annals of Ulster, the Four Masters, Connacht, and Loch Cé and in the 
Short Annals of Fir Manach.  
 
"Bhallach" is identified in the first cited source as a descriptive byname found in a feminine 
name in an entry in the Annals of Ulster relating to events that occurred in 1463.  
 
Or, as I would've said if the original documentation summary had been complete and I hadn't 
had to track down the sources to read up on the elements myself, "Both name phrases appear in 
late-15th-century Irish Gaelic feminine names, the first as a given name and the second as a by-
name? Sounds good to me!" 
Comment by Magnus on 2010/03/06 15:07:18 CST:  
No conflicts found.  
 
Dated Names Found in Ó Corráin & Maguire's Irish Names by Mari Elspeth nic Bryan  
Feminine Given Names  
Róis dated to [16th C] page 157 header Róis  
 
Index of Names in Irish Annals: Róis by Mari Elspeth nic Bryan  
Feminine Given Names: Róis  
Early Modern Irish Gaelic (c1200-c1700) form: Róis, Róise, Rós  
Found in Years: 1472, 1525, 1530, 1566, 1585, 1607  
 
Index of Names in Irish Annals: Descriptive Bynames found in Feminine Names by Mari El-
speth nic Bryan  
Descriptive Bynames found in Feminine Names  
Bhallach ("[the] Freckled")  
1463.11 Graíne Ballach, ingen Aedha Meg Uidhir  
 
The women's adjective byname lenites in this instance. 
Comment by Aetheldreda of Dun Breatan (Halbard ) on 2010/03/12 10:56:06 CST:  
Bryn Glwad Commentary sees no problem and no conflicts. 
Comment by Gawain of Miskbridge (Green Anchor Herald) on 2010/03/28 13:57:35 CDT:  
We found no conflicts either. 
College Action: 
Name:  Name forwarded to Laurel after documentation beign augmented by the scholarly work 

of the internal commenters. 
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Unto the Ansteorran College of Heralds does Alasdair MacEogan, Bordure Herald, send greet-
ings. 
 
Please find herein find the Annotated Internal Collated Commentary for the month of April 
2010 containing decisions out of the decision meeting on May 22nd.  I would like to thank all 
the commenters and their valuable contributions.  Additionally anyone that wishes to contribute 
need only to create and account at the Ansteorran Commentary Exchange (ACE) system located 
at http://ace.heraldry.ansteorra.org/ . 
 
Warmest Regards, 
Alasdair 
 
 

 
 
1. Audri de Lyon (Eldern Hills, Barony of the) New Name Change.  
Comment by Magnus on 2010/04/05 11:20:04 CDT:  
Last edited on 2010/04/05 11:23:07 CDT 
[Name] Is Aude Ella kept as an alternate or released if this one is registered? Which language 
does she want for a name French or Danish? The languages are very different.  
The original submission was changed quite a bit because of a request for authenticity. The name 
may get changed again at Laurel because of the new request for authenticity.  
No conflicts found. The original registration:  
 
[July 2008 LoAR, A-Ansteorra] "Aude Ella. Name. Submitted as Aude Ella de Lyon, the sub-
mitter requested authenticity for the 12th century. As submitted, the name consisted of a given 
name, a matronymic byname, and a locative byname. The second byname, de Lyon, was dated 
to the 15th C; additionally, no examples of double bynames in the 12th C were provided. To 
meet her request for authenticity we have dropped the second byname and registered the name 
as Aude Ella_." 

Comment by Daniel de Lincoln on 2010/04/09 23:19:17 CDT:  
(Bryn Gwlad) If the form says nothing about what to do with the old name if the new name 

 
Commenters for this issue: 
 
Magnus 
Alasdair MacEogan (Bordure) 
Tostig Logiosophia 
Bryn Gwlad Commentary Group 
Daniel de Lincoln 
shawn 
Adela VomBerg 
Gawain of Miskbridge (Green Anchor Herald) 
Emma de Fetherstan (Star) 
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is registered, Laurel will release the old name. (Which Magnus knows perfectly well; this is 
just an expansion on his comment for other commenters.) 

Comment by Magnus on 2010/04/10 01:45:11 CDT:  
When auto-destruct is the default for an action I would prefer the submitter was warned 
so I warned. 

Comment by Alasdair MacEogan (Bordure) on 2010/04/08 10:23:29 CDT:  
Last edited on 2010/04/08 10:23:51 CDT 
[Name] This is an instance where it is unfortunate that the CoA commentary is private. I would 
ask other internal commenters that DO have access to please also look at the external commen-
tary from the first time it went up to Laurel.  
 
http://oscar.sca.org/index.php?action=145&id=5485  
 
I will TRY and summarize some of the concern. It is based around the fact the cited documen-
tation for <Audri>, specifically "Audri le Danois" is for a masculine name and not a feminine 
one. So while <Audri de Lyon> appears to be fine for a 12th century masculine name, it doe not 
really fit in with the request for authenticity for 12th C French or Danish.  
 
There was a bit of discussion if it was proper to feminize the name by adding -e so as to make it 
Audrie, and evidence was presented to support this. The counter argument was the etymological 
root of the name is Old Germanic as <Audri> is a form of <Aldric> with the feminine form be-
ing <Aude>.  
 
I am hoping some more knowledgeable commenters here will be able to assist. 
Comment by Tostig Logiosophia on 2010/04/09 19:10:50 CDT:  
Last edited on 2010/04/09 21:32:57 CDT 
[Name] My impression of the CoA Commentary is similar to that expressed by Bordure: (1) 
<Audri> as documented was believed to be a masculine given name. (2) French naming prac-
tices allowed Audri to be feminized. Two possibilities were proposed. (2a) <Audrie> was first 
proposed as a feminization based on adding -e to a masculine given name. (2b) <Aude> was 
counter-argued as the only possible feminization given the Old Germanic root of <Aldric>. It 
was noted that this feminine given name is documented in the same source. (2c) Examples and 
counter-examples were under discussion when the submission was withdraw. (3) The requests 
for authenticity <12th C French or Danish> and sound <unspecified> are the same as the origi-
nal submission. <Audria> and <Audrea> were raised as similar in sound, but from OE sources. 
It was noted the submitor went by <Audrella> when the submission was withdrawn. (4) Poten-
tial conflicts versus Adèle de Lyon and Alix de Lyon were raised but not discussed since the 
submission was withdrawn.  
 
Hopefully, being from Eldern Hills, the submitor will clarify what sound she wants. If she 
wants to consider <Audria> and <Audrea>, http://www.ellipsis.cx/~liana/names/english/
oepost1300.html and http://www.s-gabriel.org/names/mari/dymock/dym_women.html were ref-
erenced as sources. 
Comment by shawn on 2010/04/10 21:49:00 CDT:  
Aude Ella is to be kept as an alternate. I will get with reference the other concerns 

Comment by shawn on 2010/04/13 21:19:31 CDT:  
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I misspoke earlier, after conversation with submitter, she says it is OK for the previous 
name to go away IF the new one gets approved. Submitter likes 2a (Audrie)(French?) under 
comments from Tostig 

Comment by Alasdair MacEogan (Bordure) on 2010/04/15 11:31:35 CDT:  
The submitter should be aware that the determination was never made which would be 
authentic for the time or which way the feminization would have taken place. <Audrie> 
may not be correct for the time period.  
 
If it is decided to send it up as Audrie, would the submitter be alright if the college 
chose to change it to <Aude>? If not then that should be documented when it is sent up. 
Especially since there is a request to modify the name for authenticity. 

Comment by Adela VomBerg on 2010/04/20 14:15:05 CDT:  
Last edited on 2010/04/20 14:16:42 CDT 
Aryanhwy merch Catmael lists 5 instances of <du Lyon> and 0 <de Lyon> in her re-
presentation of the data from the 1292 Paris Census (http://www.ellipsis.cx/~liana/names/
french/1292paris.pdf Page 84). The <du Lyon> construct would be closer to the 12th Century 
than the <de Lyon> construct of 1446. Or did I miss something else in the comments about <de 
Lyon>? 

Comment by Magnus on 2010/04/21 00:11:11 CDT:  
My suspicion would be du Lyon is 'of the lion' while de Lyon is 'of Lyon'. Why don't people 
just get a good German name. 

Comment by Gawain of Miskbridge (Green Anchor Herald) on 2010/04/26 17:10:52 CDT:  
[Name] Comments under my name on this letter are the consensus of the group, this month con-
sisting of Lady Rohese de Dinan, Red Hawk Herald, and myself, unless specifically attributed 
to one of us. The fabpedigree site is not a reliable one for our purposes. The author posts the 
following: “DISCLAIMER: Please please PLEASE do not consider my information to be au-
thoritative. If something looks wrong it probably is. If my site has any value, it is just ease of 
navigation through the ancient pedigrees. Inquiries about my 19th-century ancestors are wel-
come, but I have nothing to contribute about medieval times: If you find an ancient pedigree of 
interest, research it elsewhere, or consult my Sources.” 
College Action: 
Name:  Forwarded to Laurel with a request for assistance in determining the correct way to 

feminize <Audri>.  The submitter’s preference of <Audrie> should be noted. 

2. Fionnghuala Ruadh inghean Ui Conchabhair. (Eldern Hills, Barony of the) Resubmit-
ted Name and Device.  
Argent, in chief two greyhounds respectant azure, in base an open book gules. 
Comment by Magnus on 2010/04/05 11:03:31 CDT:  
Last edited on 2010/04/21 09:11:57 CDT 
[Name] No conflicts found with this one.  
 
Fionnghuala  
Index of Names in Irish Annals: Fionnghuala  
by Mari Elspeth nic Bryan  
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http://www.medievalscotland.org/kmo/AnnalsIndex/Feminine/Fionnghuala.shtml  
Feminine Given Names: Fionnghuala  
Early Modern Irish Gaelic (c1200-c1700) forms: Fionnghuala  
 
Ruadh  
Index of Names in Irish Annals: Descriptive Bynames: Ruadh  
by Mari Elspeth nic Bryan  
http://www.medievalscotland.org/kmo/AnnalsIndex/DescriptiveBynames/Ruadh.shtml  
Descriptive Bynames: Ruadh  
Early Modern Irish Gaelic (c1200-c1700) nominative form: Ruadh  
 
inghean Ui  
Quick and Easy Gaelic Names by Sharon L. Krossa  
http://www.medievalscotland.org/scotnames/quickgaelicbynames/  
 
Conchabhair  
Index of Names in Irish Annals: Conchobar / Conchobhar  
by Mari Elspeth nic Bryan  
http://www.medievalscotland.org/kmo/AnnalsIndex/Masculine/Conchobar.shtml  
Masculine Given Names: Conchobar / Conchobhar  
Early Modern Irish Gaelic (c1200-c1700) nominative form: Conchobhar  
Early Modern Irish Gaelic (c1200-c1700) genitive form: Conchobhair  
 
Early Modern Irish Gaelic form  
Fionnghuala Ruadh inghean Uí Chonchobhair  
 
Which is a long winded way of saying Mari says so as well as Effric says so. The only issue is 
No major changes allowed. I believe all of these changes are minor ones.  
It does bother me that the documentation is contradictory on whether that R lenites in the de-
scriptive byname. 
Comment by Tostig Logiosophia on 2010/04/05 19:59:43 CDT:  
[Device] Consider the reblazon "Argent, two greyhounds respctant azure and an open book 
gules." This is a standard two-and-one charge group, so 'in chief' and 'in base' need not be bla-
zoned.  
 
The addition of the gules book clears the conflict calls versus Selwyn of Darton and Jean de 
Leedes. No further conflicts observed. 

Comment by Daniel de Lincoln on 2010/04/09 23:25:03 CDT:  
(Bryn Gwlad) "Respectant" means only that the dogs are oriented facing each other. Neither 
the CoA Glossary of Terms (http://heraldry.sca.org/coagloss.html) nor the Pic Dic (2nd ed) 
list a default posture for dogs, so a posture must be specified. They are "rampant respec-
tant", which is usually shortened to "combattant". 

Comment by Tostig Logiosophia on 2010/04/10 23:30:11 CDT:  
[Device] Agree with Bryn Gwlad that rampant is needed in the blazon. Combatant is 
used with "beasts of prey" per Parker http://www.heraldsnet.org/saitou/parker/
Jpglossr.htm#respectant. My modern eye thinks dogs are domesticated so should be bla-
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zoned respectant. Since they in the same category as wolves to the medieval eye, 
"Agent, two greyhounds rampant combatant azure and an open book gules." also seems 
reasonable. 

Comment by Alasdair MacEogan (Bordure) on 2010/04/12 10:27:47 CDT:  
Last edited on 2010/04/12 10:43:47 CDT 
one need only look at their teeth to see they are predators. :-D Rampant is not neces-
sary when combatant.  
 
From Parker's Glossary of Terms 
http://www.heraldsnet.org/saitou/parker/Jpglossc.htm#Combatant  
Combatant: a word expressive of the position of two lions rampant face to face, or 
of two goats. The word rampant, though sometimes used as well, is superfluous. 
 
[Aside] 
Remember links are case sensitive so here is a corrected link to respectant in Parker. 
http://www.heraldsnet.org/saitou/parker/Jpglossr.htm#Respectant 

Comment by Magnus on 2010/04/20 14:15:55 CDT:  
Versus Selwyn of Darton (Nov 2007 Lochac): “Argent, a wolf rampant to sinister azure 
maintaining a grenade gules”.  
We have to start with the registered armory. It is changed to the new submission by the 
most direct path with the least amount of changes giving the registered armory the most pro-
tection. If we add another dog and a book to the primary group all we have done is changed 
the number of the primary charge group from 1 to 3. 

Comment by Tostig Logiosophia on 2010/04/20 21:25:43 CDT:  
[Device] Versus Selwyn of Darton (Nov 2007 Lochac): “Argent, a wolf rampant to sin-
ister azure maintaining a grenade gules”. Magnus said "If we add another dog and a 
book to the primary group all we have done is changed the number of the primary 
charge group from 1 to 3." If we go1ng from 1 dog contourney to either two dogs re-
spectant (or contouney) or to three plus dogs contourney I'd agree. With one of the 
changes being a book, however, we've also changed half the charge type haven't we?. 

Comment by Magnus on 2010/04/20 23:17:02 CDT:  
You are going to make me look up the Siridean ruling aren't you?  
Read the July 2005 Cover Letter - Counting Differences. I doubt I could explain 
counting differences in a briefer manner and I certainly couldn't explain it in a 
lengthier one than that. As far as I can tell this is still how it is done. 

Comment by Alasdair MacEogan (Bordure) on 2010/04/22 07:32:24 CDT:  
Along with the change to the number of primary charges can't we also claim a change in 
posture of at least half the charges? Granted the book does not really have a posture to 
change in the literal sense, but I think it really should count. Or at least be considered a 
neutral in a sense.  
 
Add that to the change for one of the greyhounds and I would think we had met the sec-
ond CD requirement. If nothing else do we get enough of a doubt to let it go up for com-
mentary and a ruling? 

Comment by Magnus on 2010/04/22 08:42:50 CDT:  
Last edited on 2010/04/22 08:48:58 CDT 
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You start off with the Selwyn which is basically Argent, a wolf rampant to sinister 
azure and change it to Argent a greyhound rampant to sinister azure. Since a dog is a 
dog we get absolutely nothing for this change. Now we add a greyhound rampant to 
dexter azure and a book gules to the primary group. We have changed the number 
from 1 to 3. We can't get a CD for type since there is no second type in the original 
to compare.  
 
The greyhound rampant to sinister azure is heraldicly identical to the original wolf 
rampant sinister azure so how do you anything for that? You get nothing for adding 
a charge and then changing its posture or facing.  
 
You added the book so how can you get a change in posture or type or anything 
from it? There is no corresponding charge in the registered armory to compare it 
with for CDs. There are rulings on inanimate charges not having a posture for com-
paring CDs if you want me to look them up. (I know no one else will try an LoAR 
dive to find them).  
 
At least ask someone like Emma or Tec who knows how to deal with arcane con-
flicts if this is, in fact, a conflict. I hate to see the submitter's armory spend 6 months 
at Laurel just to get returned for a known conflict.  
 
 
[March 2008 LoAR, R-East] "Clara Beaumont. Device. Azure, in pall a mouse sta-
tant between three tulips argent.  
This device is returned for conflict with the device for Ellyn Heath of Hemingford 
Grey, Azure, a rat statant argent. There is a CD for changing the number of primary 
charges; however, that is the only CD as no difference is granted between a mouse 
and a rat. As described in the July 2005 Cover Letter, "From Wreath: Counting Dif-
ference", you cannot get a CD for adding charges and then changing the type of the 
added charges. Please see that Cover Letter for an extensive discussion on counting 
CDs."  
 
[Extensive is an understatement.]  
 
 
July 2005 Cover Letter  
From Wreath: Counting Differences  
 
The Outlands submission this month for Bjorn inn gauzki, Sable, in bend a compass 
star and a drakkar prow Or, was an appeal of a kingdom return. The armory was 
originally returned in kingdom for a conflict with Luxandra of Altumbrea, Sable, 
semée of suns in splendour Or (1/80, Caid) based on the precedent:  
 
Dyan du Lac des Calandres. Badge. Gules, in fess a tassel Or between a decrescent 
and an increscent argent.  
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Conflict with a badge of Conrad von Regensburg, Gules semy of decrescents argent. 
In Conrad's arms, there is a single group of primary charges consisting of (six or 
more) evenly strewn argent decrescents. In Dyan's arms, there is a single group of 
primary charges consisting of one argent decrescent, an Or tassel, and an argent in-
crescent. The LoAR of December 2003 gave a lengthy analysis of the way to count 
difference in a similar situation, where the charge group changed from a registered 
group of charges on the field consisting of six lions Or, to an in-submission charge 
group consisting of a lion and a tower Or. That analysis summarized the change as 
follows:  
 
It should be recalled that the SCA protects REGISTERED armory. Because of this, 
the SCA considers changes to have been made from the registered armory to the ar-
mory currently under submission, and has interpreted the Rules for Submission in 
the manner that gives the greatest protection to the registered armory, and allows the 
fewest possible differences for a change to armory. This implies a certain lack of 
symmetry to the ruling, because the interpretation of a change from "registered" to 
"considered" does not necessarily match the change from "considered" to 
"registered"...  
 
In [this] case, the submitter is changing one of the lions into a castle, which leaves 
us with a charge group consisting of five lions and one castle. This change is to less 
than half of the charges in that group, so there is no CD under RfS X.4.e.  
 
After the change of the type (a lion into a castle), we apply the change to the number 
by removing all but one of the lions and the castle. Of six charges, we remove four 
of the lions, leaving a total of two charges in the group, which is a change from six 
to two. RfS X.4.f notes that two and six are signficantly [sic] different, and there-
fore, entitled to a CD.  
 
In this case, we have changed the charge group on the field from [semy of] decres-
cents argent to a decrescent argent, an increscent argent, and a tassel Or. The strewn 
("semy") charges are considered to be equivalent to any charge group with six or 
more charges for purposes of the rule for difference in the number of charges on the 
field (RfS X.4.f).  
 
Thus, when changing Conrad's badge to Dyan's, we are changing one of the (six or 
more) argent decrescents into an argent increscent, and one of the (six or more) ar-
gent decrescents into an Or tassel, and leaving (four or more) of the argent decres-
cents as argent decrescents. The change in type of two of six (or more) charges (the 
single tassel and the single increscent) is a change to less than half of the charges in 
the group, so there is no CD under RfS X.4.e. The change in tincture to one in six 
(or more) charges (the tassel) is also a change to less than half the charges in the 
group, so there is no CD under RfS X.4.d.  
 
After the changes to type and tincture (six or more decrescents argent into four or 
more decrescents argent, one increscent argent, and one tassel Or), we then remove 
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(three or more) of the decrescents, leaving a total of three charges, which is a change 
from six (or more) charges to three charges. RfS X.4.f notes that three and six are 
significantly different, and therefore entitled to a CD.  
 
As a result, there is only one CD between these two pieces of armory, and they are 
therefore in conflict.  
 
Under this precedent there was a single CD between Bjorn's and Luxandra's armory 
-- the CD for number of charges.  
 
The LoI stated:  
 
I find no evidence of period armory that was cadenced by changing the type of only 
one of several identical charges and then removing all but the changed one and one 
other. Without solid period evidence that this sort of pattern would suggest one ca-
dency step, this ruling seems unnecessarily narrow in its interpretation, and I there-
fore respectfully request that it be revisited with an eye to period cadency.  
 
It should be noted that while many of the rules are based on period cadency, the ap-
plication of multiple rules may have an effect that is not in line with period cadency. 
This is a fact that will not be changed no matter how the rules are interpreted.  
 
In interpreting the rules, three things are important: protection of registered armory, 
ease of explanation (e.g., does the interpretation make sense and can it be explained 
to heralds and submitters in a straightforward way), and simplicity of the registration 
process.  
 
The Rules for Submission are a means to codify what is essentially a visual art. The 
process for determining difference as explained in the ruling on Dyan du Lac des 
Calandres has some problems.  
 
* It assumes that counting difference is a process requiring a series of intermediate 
steps to move from point A, the registered armory, to step B, the submitted armory, 
ignoring the visual aspect of the actual armory.  
* It depends on the rules being applied in a specific sequence. In this case, that was 
type of charges before number of charges: changing one of six charges, worth no 
CD, and then changing from six to two charges, worth one CD. However, equally 
valid would be the reverse sequence: changing from six to two charges, worth one 
CD, and then changing type of one half of the charges, worth a second CD.  
* It depends on a non-intutive interpretation of the number of charges changed; Lau-
rel interpreted the change of type as only one of six charges and worth no CD. How-
ever, this could equally have been interpreted as three of six charges and worth one 
CD. This second interpretation is the more likely interpretation.  
* It is not easy to explain to heralds and is especially not easy to explain to submit-
ters.  
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Instead, we view counting CDs under RfS X.4 as a two-step process: first, the as-
sumption that differences are reached in the fewest possible steps, and second, a 
comparison of the armory as it exists.  
 
Under the first step, consider the hypothetical case where Azure, a unicorn argent is 
registered:  
 
* Against this, Azure, a lion and a unicorn combatant argent has a single CD for 
adding the argent lion.  
* Also against this, Azure, a lion Or and a unicorn argent combattant has a single 
CD for adding the Or lion. You cannot get a CD for adding an argent lion and a sec-
ond CD for changing its tincture to Or as adding an Or lion is the simplest (i.e., few-
est steps) counting of the differences.  
 
This interpretation is consistent with prior precedent, including the December 2003 
ruling (Siridean MacLachlan, R-Calontir), which stated  
 
The SCA has always had difficulty dealing with the situation when both the number 
and the type of a single charge group change. For a classic example, consider the 
hypothetical arms Azure, a lion Or and a unicorn argent combattant versus Azure, a 
unicorn argent. In both cases, you have a blue field with a white rampant unicorn. In 
the first, the unicorn is also accompanied by a gold lion rampant to sinister. The tra-
ditional SCA view is to give only one CD for removing the lion so that the two arms 
are in conflict. However, occasionally, someone tries to argue from a different per-
spective, namely, that we should give one CD for changing the number of the group 
(from two to one charge), another CD for changing the type of the group (from half 
unicorn, half lion to all unicorn), a third CD for changing the tincture of the group 
(from half Or, half argent, to all argent), and a fourth for changing the posture of the 
group (from half facing dexter and half facing sinister, to all facing dexter). This, of 
course, would make the arms well clear of conflict. This interpretation has been dis-
allowed fairly consistently in precedent, although the issue continues to be raised 
occasionally.  
 
The second step in determining CDs is comparing the actual armory rather than us-
ing hypothetical intermediate armory. In the original precedent (Siridean MacLach-
lan, cited in Dyan du Lac des Calandres, above) with a lion and a castle (submitted) 
versus six lions (registered), conflict was discussed considering intermediate armory 
of a castle and five lions and rejecting the alternate intermediate armory of three cas-
tles and three lions. Under that precedent, comparing the current submitted armory 
Sable, in bend a compass star and a drakkar prow Or with the registered armory Sa-
ble, semée of suns in splendour Or, there is a CD for the number of charges but 
nothing for type due to the assumption that the intermediate armory is Sable, a drak-
kar prow and six (or more) compass stars (or suns). However, this is not a valid as-
sumption as any intermediate armory is hypothetical. Therefore, the determination 
of difference must be based on a comparison of the actual armory, submitted versus 
registered, rather than against hypothetical intermediary armory. In the case of the 
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current submission, we are comparing a compass star and a drakkar prow versus 
semée of suns. There is no difference granted between a compass star and a sun; 
however, there is a CD for the number of charges and there is a second CD for 
changing from all suns (compass stars) to only half suns (compass stars).  
 
This two-step process still provides reasonable protection to registered armory, 
while being both easier to explain and to apply. The December 2003 and March 
2004 precedents are thus overturned. In summary, when counting differences:  
 
1. Use the minimum number of steps or changes between the armory to determine 
the number of CDs.  
2. Compare the registered and submitted armory without assuming any hypothetical 
intermediate armory. 

Comment by Alasdair MacEogan (Bordure) on 2010/04/22 08:56:05 CDT:  
Wow. Thank you for that post it was very enlightening. I had the misconception 
that rampant to dexter was granted a CD from rampant to sinister. Obviously I 
was mistaken and I thank you for your clarification. Comment by Emma de 
Fetherstan (Star) on 2010/04/25 17:41:33 CDT:  
Under normal conditions, it is. What Magnus is going on about is the insane 
Siridean precedent (insane in how tricky it is to understand the blasted thing). I 
need to brush up on it and more recent relevant precedents before I tender further 
opinion on this potential conflict call. Tomorrow, hopefully. :) 

Comment by Emma de Fetherstan (Star) on 2010/04/25 20:25:32 CDT:  
It is worth going back to reread the July 2005 Cover Letter precedent, which 
partially overturned the Siridean precedent, in exchange for making it easier 
to grasp but no less irritating (to me). Most examples of the precedent in ac-
tion have been going from a registered many-primary-charges to a proposed 
fewer-primary-charges armory; I have managed to find a precedent with the 
exact sort of situation we have here, from the November 2006 LoAR, East 
returns:  
 
"Elene of Lochcarron. Device. Or, two crows displayed respectant sable and 
a salmon haurient gules.  
This device is returned for multiple conflicts, including [...] Germany 
(important non-SCA arms), Or, an eagle displayed sable[...]. In each case 
there is a CD for the number of primary charges. There is nothing for the dif-
ference between a crow displayed and an eagle displayed[...].  
 
The July 2005 Cover Letter states two basic principles to be followed when 
counting difference: use the smallest possible number of steps to get from the 
registered to the submitted armory, and don't hypothesize any intermediate 
armory. The LoI asked "The smallest step that one can take between "one 
black bird" and "two black birds and a red fish" is "add a black bird and a red 
fish." But does the presence of the word "and" mean that this is really two 
steps (1. add a bird, 2. add a fish), and therefore two changes?" No, and does 
not mean this is two steps. There is but a single step - the addition of two 
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charges, which just happen to be different (a black bird and a red fish). Thus 
there is not a CD for changing the tincture or type of the bottommost 
charge."  
 
So what we have here is starting with "one rampant to sinister blue wolf", 
and adding a "a rampant blue wolf and a red book", a completely analogous 
situation, and thus a conflict. Alas. 

Comment by Alasdair MacEogan (Bordure) on 2010/04/25 21:39:05 
CDT:  
Last edited on 2010/04/25 22:01:48 CDT 
I will admit to still being confused so I will have to simmer on this. The 
root of the question boils down to us needing to change half the charge 
group in order to get the second CD. If a blue canine rampant to sinister 
is considered identical to a blue canine rampant to dexter then yes they 
definately do not have the required number of changes.  
 
My sticking point is you yourself said that flipping it from facing sinister 
to facing dexter would normally give is a CD and thus it is not really the 
same charge. If it is not then would it not be considered changing 2/3 of 
the charge group.  
 
The more I think about it I think it is boiling down to this.  
 
1. We get a CD for changing the number of charges. That is not in dis-
pute.  
 
2. We really are only changing the type of 1/3 (2 canine and 1 book) of 
the group. So no CD there.  
 
3. Tincture only changed in 1/3 so no CD.  
 
4. If you would normally get a CD for changing the posture from ram-
pant to sinister to rampant to dexter you don't in this instance because 
again only 1/3 changed.  
 
The book does not have a posture. I guess I want to consider it neutral 
and take it out of the equation and say we have 2 objects int he group 
where posture matters so changing 1 gets the needed 50%. 

Comment by Emma de Fetherstan (Star) on 2010/04/26 12:35:41 
CDT:  
No. You're confusing CDs for attribute change (color, posture, orien-
tation, etc) with CDs for addition/deletion. All of the attributes of a 
charge (color, posture, orientation, etc) are considered part of its 
'type'. Consider adding a chief embattled to this device: you only get 
1 CD for adding "a chief embattled", not two for adding "a chief" and 
then changing its line from the default plain to "embattled". The com-
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plex line is considered part of its type.  
 
In this case it seems entirely odd to be adding *in one step* two very 
different items (rampant blue animate charge, default red inanimate 
charge), but under the current precedents, that's exactly what is hap-
pening, so only one CD.  
 
(NOTE: there is a New Rules discussion under way, under which this 
would *not* be a conflict! However, there is no telling when/if these 
new rules will be passed and take effect, alas.) 

Comment by Tostig Logiosophia on 2010/04/26 22:01:48 CDT:  
[Device] The torturous logic of the Lochcarron application snd the Sirid-
ean Precedent implies Sable, a lion Or between three lozenges ermine 
and an orle of plates. conflicts with Sable, a lion rampant Or. (Belgium). 
All we're doing is the single step of "adding a semy of secondary 
charges." To me, this violates common sense and both the spirit and the 
letter of the RfS X4, but we have to enforce it. 

Comment by Emma de Fetherstan (Star) on 2010/04/26 22:03:54 
CDT:  
Not quite, because those are two separate secondary charge groups. 
But I agree with it violating common sense... 

Comment by Tostig Logiosophia on 2010/04/28 21:15:58 
CDT:  
Last edited on 2010/04/28 21:23:31 CDT 
[Device] Reductio ad absurdum If a logical argument leads to a 
false concluson, then at least one of the premises is wrong. The 
premise tested in the counter-example was "... does the presence 
of the word "and" mean that this is really two steps ... and there-
fore two changes? No, and does not mean this is two steps ... " 
The conjunction "and" announced the presence of different 
charge groups, and thus two steps.  
 
Personally, I would support a well written appeal of a Kingdom 
Return based on (Bold and Bold Underline Emphasis Added):  
 
"C. LAUREL SOVEREIGN OF ARMS AND THE COLLEGE 
OF ARMS  
"3. Heraldic Administration.  
"a. Standards of difference and other rules. Laurel shall define 
standards suitable to the type of item to be registered, and ap-
ply them uniformly to all such submissions. These standards 
shall be designed to support the historical re-creations of the Soci-
ety and to provide sufficient difference from names and armory 
registered within the Society to avoid undue confusion, to avoid 
the appearance of unearned honors or false claims, and to pro-
vide sufficient difference from historical or fictional person-
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ages to prevent offense due to obvious usurpation of identity 
or armory. Members are encouraged to develop unique, histori-
cally valid names and armory." (Appendix A - Corpora on the 
Office of Laurel Sovereign and the College of Arms)  
 
"3. Inappropriate Claims. - No name or armory will be registered 
which claims for the submitter powers, status, or relationships 
that do not exist.  
"No submission will be registered that could confuse or offend 
members of the Society or the general population because it ex-
presses or implies some claim that is not true. An explicit claim 
contains an overt statement of the claim in the submission; an im-
plicit claim requires that its nature be inferred from the submis-
sion. A name and piece of armory may reinforce each other and 
appear to make a claim that is not perceived in either item by it-
self. If someone reasonably educated in period and modern 
history and culture would perceive a claim, that claim will be 
held to exist even if it is unintentional.  
"a. Conflicting Claims - A name or piece of armory that creates a 
false impression of the identity of the submitter will not be regis-
tered.  
"Someone may not claim to be another, either directly by using a 
name or armory that is identical to anothers, or by unmistakably 
claiming close relationship to an individual who is in fact unre-
lated. See Part V, Conflicting Names, and Part X, Conflicting 
Armory." (RfS I - General Principals)  
 
"A piece of armory may not be too similar to other pieces of ar-
mory, as is required by General Principle 3a of these rules. Period 
armory frequently distinguished between immediate relatives, like 
a father and his son, by making a single change to the arms in a 
process called "cadency". The changes made in such circum-
stances can be considered the smallest change that period heralds 
would recognize. This section defines ways in which submitted 
armory must be changed to be sufficiently different from pro-
tected armory.  
".... 4. Significant Armorial Differences. - Two pieces of armory 
will not be considered to conflict if two clear visual differences 
exist between them.  
".... d. Tincture Changes - Changing the tinctures or division of 
any group of charges placed directly on the field, including 
strewn charges or charges overall, is one clear difference.  
"Changing the tincture of at least half of the charges in a group is 
one clear difference.  
".... e. Type Changes - Significantly changing the type of any 
group of charges placed directly on the field, including strewn 
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charges or charges overall, is one clear difference.  
"Changing the type of at least half of the charges in a group is one 
clear difference..." (RfS X - Conflicting Armory)  
 
A literal reading of the RfS compares the two charge groups, not 
"the minimum number of steps or changes between the armory to 
determine the number of CDs". Note that Rfs X.4g (Arrangement 
Changes) has the specific clause "provided that change is not 
caused by other changes to the design." This is unique clause 
within RfS X.4. IMO the uniformity of application required by 
Corpora means that only arrangment changes can be affected in a 
CD count due to "other changes to the design."  
 
If a literal interpretaion of the RfS provides 2 CD's, the remaining 
consideration would be "If the tinctures, shapes, or arrangement 
of the charges in a submission create an overwhelming visual re-
semblance to a piece of protected armory, the submission may be 
held to conflict even if sufficient theoretical difference can be 
counted between them..." (RfS X.5 - Visual Test). I've been igno-
rant and wrong several times, but nevertheless consider myself 
"reasonably educated in period and modern history and culture". I 
didn't see "obvious usurption of identity" in my original conflict 
check of this submission. 

Comment by Alasdair MacEogan (Bordure) on 2010/04/08 11:06:01 CDT:  
Last edited on 2010/04/12 10:32:49 CDT 
[Admin] Submission of Fionnghuala Ruadh inghean Ui Conchobhair was in the ILoI for 2009-
08 and decided at the 2009-10 meeting.  
 
[Name] As much as we may want it to be, unfortunately saying "Mari said so" is no more al-
lowed documentation that simply "Da'ud said so" or "Tangwystl said so."  
 
Fortunately in her original commentary Mari did provide necessary source references that can 
be used to document Ruadh in use as a decriptive byname.  
 
Index of Names in Irish Annals: Descriptive Bynames found in Feminine Names by Mari El-
speth nic Bryan (Kathleen M. O'Brien) 
http://www.medievalscotland.org/kmo/AnnalsIndex/Feminine/DescriptiveBynames.shtml  
 
This shows several examples of women using descriptive bynames including "Graíne Ballach, 
ingen Aedha Meg Uidhir" "Bhallach ("[the] Freckled") and "ingen Ragnailt Dub ingen h. Briain 
ben h. Flaithbertaich" showing Dhubh ("Black", probably refers to hair color). This later is im-
portant as it indicated a pattern of using color as a byname which is what the submitter is doing.  
 
Now Index of Names in Irish Annals: Masculine Descriptive Bynames by Mari Elspeth nic 
Bryan (Kathleen M. O'Brien) 
http://www.medievalscotland.org/kmo/AnnalsIndex/DescriptiveBynames/  
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This shows the usage of Ruadh as a common descriptive byname meaning "Red" in reference to 
hair color. There should be no issue using Ruadh as a descriptive in a feminine name as it fol-
lows the same pattern of usage as Dhubh in the previous example. 
Comment by Daniel de Lincoln on 2010/04/10 00:05:23 CDT:  
Last edited on 2010/04/10 00:06:55 CDT 
(Bryn Gwlad) Does the form really have "Conchabhair"? Isn't "Conchobhair" correct?  
 
The submission history at the top is not a lot of use without dates (so we can look it up) and the 
previous items (so we can see whether the problems have been fixed). As stated in Asterisk's 
not-my-job text, it was in the 2009-08-01 ILoI, http://ace.heraldry.ansteorra.org/letter/view/24 , 
item #20. The returned name was Fionnghuala inghean Ui Conchobhair. The returned device 
was Argent, two grayhounds combatant azure maintaining between them an open book gules. 
The current submissions have avoided the previous conflicts.  
 
"Not a normal part of my job description" rather understates it; more like "cause for insta-
boing". The Rules for Submission's first paragraph (http://heraldry.sca.org/laurel/rfs.html#1.1) 
ends "In all cases, the burden of proving compatibility shall lie on the individual making the 
submission or that individual's duly constituted representatives."  
 
The CoA Administrative Handbook (http://heraldry.sca.org/laurel/admin.html#IV.A) has "The 
submitter bears the primary responsibility for meeting procedural requirements, but can and 
should be advised by heraldic officers at the local level and above. ... No submission ... shall be 
considered for registration until a complete set of paperwork is provided to the appropriate he-
raldic officer. ... Documenting evidence must be included for all name elements, constructions, 
and patterns ... While the kingdom college and College of Arms may assist with research and 
documentation, the submitter bears responsibility for providing documentation for all submis-
sions."  
 
Which is not to say that we shouldn't try to provide the docs, given that we can get the informa-
tion. But it's still Asterisk and commenters covering for the submitter.  
 
Could a name expert please collate and buff-shine the docs? For example, one thing that 
jumped out at us was flagged by Coblaith in the original commentary: "How exactly is the fact 
that 'ingen' appears on the cited page as part of a name from the annals and is glossed as 
'daughter of' evidence that 'inghean' is the right form for the 13th century?" 

Comment by Alasdair MacEogan (Bordure) on 2010/04/10 11:28:04 CDT:  
I suspect the form has o and it may be a typo. At least given the previous submission and 
docs, I hope that is the case. I do not have the forms yet so the answer will either need to 
wait or maybe Asterisk could address the question. 

Comment by shawn on 2010/04/13 21:23:19 CDT:  
Correct TYPO, minor changes are OK. Also the submitter says it is OK to change the 
blazon to Argent, two greyhounds combatant Azure, a book gules 
Comment by Magnus on 2010/04/21 09:05:26 CDT:  
As for typos... You can berate the perpetrator to blister the paint off the walls, laugh at 
typos when the submission gets returned, or compose odes in praise of the typo.  
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One thing you will never do is get rid of them. 

College Action: 
Name:  Forwarded to Laurel as <Fionnghuala Ruadh inghean Ui Conchobhair> while adding 

the excellent documentation provided by the commenters. 
Device:  Returned for conflict with Selwyn of Darton (Nov 2007 Lochac): “Argent, a wolf ram-

pant to sinister azure maintaining a grenade gules”.  Based on current precedent there is 
only one CD for adding charges to the primary charge group.  Please review commentary 
for a more thorough discussion of why this is the case. 

3. Sebastien de Foix. (Bryn Gwlad, Barony of) New Name and Device.  
Or, three palets gules, on a bend sable between two lions regardant sable, three fleurs-de-lis 
Or. 
Comment by Magnus on 2010/04/05 10:56:44 CDT:  
Last edited on 2010/04/20 13:34:27 CDT 
[Name] Bastian le Fox was registered in February of 2001 (via Meridies). No other conflicts 
found.  
 
[Device] No conflicts found so send it up and see if it passes. 
Comment by Tostig Logiosophia on 2010/04/05 19:42:20 CDT:  
Last edited on 2010/04/07 21:53:49 CDT 
[Device] Consider versus RfS VII.7b - Reconstruction Requirement. The lion in chief is "a 
charge that crosses over both edges of another charge to lie on the field on either side." It, like 
the charged bend, is overall. The lion in base, however, crosses over both edges of the field to 
lie on a charge on either side. As a result, the placement depicted is unbalzonable.  
 
Even if the lion in base was placed correctly overall in the emblazon, the result would be NPS. 
The lions are a secondary/overall charge group to the primary/overall bend. Under 'Overall 
Charge' in The SCA Glossary of Terms http://heraldry.sca.org/coagloss.html "... there can only 
be a single group of overall charges."  
 
Both "Paly Or and gules, on a bend between two lions regardant sable three fleurs-de-lys Or." 
and "Or, between three pallets gules (in bend sinister) two lions regardant, overall on a bend 
sable three fluers-de-lys Or." seem clear. The latter is more complex, but the better contrast 
would eliminate identifiability concerns of the head posture for the lions. 

Comment by Daniel de Lincoln on 2010/04/10 00:56:14 CDT:  
(Bryn Gwlad) The first "sable" could be deleted.  
 
(Daniel) Tostig is correct about precedents about multiple groups of secondaries. However, 
it's a long-standing precedent that "you can blazon your way out of style problems". (E.g., 
Mary Taran of Glastonbury and {AE}duin of Skye, http://heraldry.sca.org/loar/2007/10/07-
10lar.html#116 ). If this is reblazoned as "Paly of seven Or and gules", the charges are no 
longer overall.  
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Some people draw a rigid distinction in blazon between even (paly) and odd (pallets) num-
bers of stripes. I disagree with that stringency. We often don't care about counts above six. 
Also, if this were blazoned as "three pallets", pallets could easily be narrower or wider than 
the Or portions, and could be clumped in the center, but the submitter's depiction shows 
stripes that are exactly equal in width, consonant with a field division. Da'ud ibn Auda went 
into these points with a similar paly field in http://blog.appletonstudios.com/2009/04/
blazoning-arms-of-united-states.html . He also quoted, "Foreigners make no matter, neither 
in Paly, Barry, nor Bendy, whether the pieces be even or odd, provided they be of an equal 
latitude; and therefore amongst them you as often meet with Paly, Barry, and Bendy of 7 
and 9, as 8 and 10." (John Gibbon, Introductio ad Latinum Blasoniam, 1682, p. 5)  
 
http://translate.google.com/translate?sl=fr&tl=en&u=http://www.foixstory.com/data/
blasons.htm et al are interesting pages on the armorial history of the county of Foix, unfor-
tunately without citations for the charters &c. Clearly the submitter wants an allusion to the 
arms of Foix, but Foix modern, with 7 traits, wasn't settled on until Roger-Bernard III. Be-
fore that were 9 or 11 traits. So I suspect, without consulting the submitter, that he'd be OK 
with "Paly Or and gules" and he'd just depict it with 7 traits. 

Comment by Tostig Logiosophia on 2010/04/11 00:05:37 CDT:  
[Device] Guilty, obviously, as one who adheres to the distinction between even and odd traits 
made by Parker http://www.heraldsnet.org/saitou/parker/Jpglossp.htm#paly Note that The Ar-
morial du Hérault Vermandois gives the blazon for Le Conte de Fois as "esquartele dor a ij 
beufs de gueules coucies a colier dor a une clote et dor a iij paus de gueules" (Number 940) re-
produced athttp://perso.numericable.fr/briantimms2/vermandois/contes01.htm At least one pe-
riod source, then, blazons the Foix arms as three pallets rather than paly of seven. Can a period 
source be found to support the 1682 observation?  
 
Still, forwarding the submission as giving the impression of "Paly of seven Or and gules..." may 
succeed. There's no apparent name/device presumption problem -- the submission is 3 CD's 
clear from "Paly Or and (pick an odd number between 7 and 13) gules." Foix was a royal 
branch, but the Or fleurs-de-lys are on a sable charge rather than an azure one. There are also 
two entries in the O&A with blazons delineating an odd number of traits -- barry of nine 
(Greece) and barry of thirteen (United States). Yes, they're modern arms, but hopefully for the 
submittor that's sufficient justification of the blazon pattern to warrent CoA consideration and a 
favorable Precedent. 

Comment by Alasdair MacEogan (Bordure) on 2010/04/12 10:41:24 CDT:  
I would be inclined to send it up to get a definitive ruling. It seems like a pretty 
foggy area and could use the light of the Laurel lighthouse to get through the rocky 
shoals. 

Comment by shawn on 2010/04/10 21:54:25 CDT:  
Shouldn't there be something about the Fleurs-de-lis being bendwise 

Comment by Tostig Logiosophia on 2010/04/11 00:13:12 CDT:  
Yes, the fleurs-de-lis are oriented in the same direction as the bend. That's the default orien-
tation for charges on a bend, however, and need not be blazoned. (It gets visually confusing 
with beasts - lions rampant on a bend look like they're passant walking up the bend. I have 
to rotate the submission 45 degrees and think of it as a pale every time to make sure I have 
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the posture right). 
Comment by shawn on 2010/04/13 21:24:38 CDT:  
Thanks for the info 

Comment by Gawain of Miskbridge (Green Anchor Herald) on 2010/04/26 17:16:45 CDT:  
Guess this is all old news:  
[Name] No conflicts found.  
[Device] The first “sable” is superfluous. Typo alert: “pallets”. No conflicts found. 
College Action: 
Name:  Forwarded to Laurel. 
Device:  Reblazoned as “Paly Or and gules, on a bend between two lions regardant sable three 

fleurs-de-lys Or.” and forwarded to Laurel 
 



 

 26 

ANSTEORRAN INTERNAL LETTER OF INTENT 2010-06 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Ansteorran Internal Letter of Intent 2010-06 
 
1. Alexandria Penrose.  (Namron, Barony of) 

New Name. New Device. Per pale sable and azure, two roses and a compass star within an orle argent. 
 

  
 
Consultation Table: Gulf Wars 
Major Changes:  No.  Minor Changes:  No.  Gender:  Female. 
Change for:  Spelling “Penrose” is essential; would prefer a return to change. 
Authenticity:   
Documentation Provided:  <Alexandria> - English feminine given name dated to 1218 in this spelling 
on p. 14 of Withycombe (sn Alexandre). 
<Penrose> - English locative byname; submitted spelling is undated header spelling in Reaney & Wilson 
p. 345. Dated spellings: <de Penros> 1195 (Reaney & Wilson); <Penros> 1286, 1549 (Welts, The Cam-
bridge Dictionary of English Place-Names, p. 467). We have been unable to find documentation for the 
“ros” to “rose” change in period. Submitter wishes to use “Penrose” and asks for assistance in document-
ing the name. 
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2. Argos Spartenos.  (Seawinds, Shire of ) 
New Name. New Device. Azure, two tridents in saltire Or and overall a seawolf argent tailed vert and 
a bordure argent. 
 

  
 
Consultation Table: Gulf Wars 
Major Changes:  No.  Minor Changes:  Yes.  Gender:  Male. 
Change for:  Sound. Try to keep “Argos”. 
Authenticity:   
Documentation Provided:  <Argos> - LGPN, Άργος found 1 time in Vol 3A. 
<Spartenos> - 1246 – “Personal Names of the Aristocracy in Roman Empire etc” http://
heraldry.sca.org/laurel/names/byzantine/family-names.html  
[Asterisk note: the handwriting was really bad – that’s my best guess as to what the Argos documenta-
tion says. ] 

 
 
3. Cadhla Ua Cellacháin.  (Wiesenfeuer, Barony of) 

Name registered 3/02. New Badge. (Fieldless) On a goutte vert a mushroom argent. 
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4. Detlef von Jägerhof.  (Raven’s Fort, Barony of) 
Change of registered name. Currently Detlef von Marburg is registered – Sept. 1992. Release old name, if 
registered. 
 
Major Changes:  No.  Minor Changes:  Yes.  Gender:   
Change for:  Language/Culture: German. 
Authenticity:   
Documentation Provided:  <Detlef> - is my current registered given name. The surname <von Jägerhof> 
translates to English as “of Hunter’s Court” or “of Hunter’s Yard.” 
http://www.dresden-bilder.de/dd/jaegerhof.shtml - The site “Dresden-Bilder” (in German) dates the foun-
dation of Jägerhof to the middle of the 16th century on the site of a former Augustinian monastery, and 
the present building to the beginning of the 17th century. 
http://www.dresden-und-sachsen.de/dresden/jaegerhof.htm - The site “Reiseführer Dresden” (in German) 
dates the building of the present Jägerhof in Dresden to the year 1569, on the site of an Augustinian mon-
astery that had been abandoned by the year 1546. 
http://www.skd-dresden.de/en/gebaeude/jaegerhof/geschichte.html - The site “Staatliche Kunstsammlun-
gen Dresden” (in English) lists the year 1541 as the dissolution of the monastery, and further states that 
“the Jägerhof received is present appearance in the early seventeenth century.” 
http://eng.archinform.net/projekte/11021.htm - The site “Archinform” (in English) lists the years 1568-
1617 as the “planning and construction period” of Jägerhof, site of the modern-day Museum of Folk Art. 
[Asterisk note: all photocopies provided.] 

 
 
5. Dyrfinna Geirsdottir.  (Seawinds, Shire of) 

Name registered  Sept 2009. New Device. Vert, an annulo of eight wolf’s pawprints in annulo and a bor-
dure Or. 
Consultation Table: Gulf Wars 
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6. Emmelina de Medeland.  (Namron, Barony of) 
New Name. New Device. Argent, a chevron sable between two butterflies purpure and a lion sable. 
 

   
 
Consultation Table: Gulf Wars 
Major Changes:  No.  Minor Changes:  Yes.  Gender:  Female. 
Change for:  Sound. 
Authenticity:   
Documentation Provided:  <Emmelina> - 1154-89, ‘Feminine Given Names in A Dictionary of English 
Surnames, under <Emblem>. 
<de Medeland> - 1279, Reaney & Wilson, A Dictionary of English Surnames, p. 305, under <Meadow>. 

 
 
7. Finnacán Dub.  (Wiesenfeuer, Barony of) 

Name registered April 2001. New Badge. (Fieldless) In pale a sprig of three holly leaves vert fructed 
gules conjoined to a chalice vert. 
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8. Godwin of Edington.  (Stargate, Barony of) 
Name registered June 1990. Resubmission of Jointly owned Badge (with Ellisena de Bayonne). 
(Fieldless) A dragon’s jambe erased bendwise Or sustaining a cross crosslet fleury concave argent. 
 

  
 
Submission History: Godwin of Edington and Ellisena de Bayonne. Joint badge. (Fieldless) A dragon's 
jambe bendwise erased Or sustaining a cross crosslet fleury concave fitchy bendwise sinister argent.  
This badge is returned (LoAR June 2009) for unblazonability. While Ellisena does have a cross crosslet 
fleury concave registered to her as an element of her device, that type of cross is an SCA invention which 
is no longer registerable. An attempt was made to justify this charge under the grandfather clause; how-
ever, precedent holds that only the actual registered element is grandfathered, not variants of the original 
element: 

[(Fieldless) A cross flory azure surmounted by a rose argent barbed vert] The submitter also claimed 
the right to use this motif by his prior use of it in his device: Gules, a saltire Or surmounted by a 
rose, on a chief argent three crosses flory vert. The motif in the current submission is not grand-
fathered to the submitter... <snip> [T]he original armory had a saltire, not a cross, surmounted by the 
rose; for the Grandfather Clause to apply, "Only the actual armorial element from the originally regis-
tered submission may be covered by this permission. For example, if an individual had registered 
armory containing a fimbriated lion many years ago, only that fimbriated lion would be covered un-
der this rule, not fimbriated wolves, eagles, or lions in other postures" (RfS VII.8). [Philip Williams 
of Aston, 03/04, A-Caid] 

Fitching the cross is a blazonable change from the registered element; therefore, the submitted cross is not 
grandfathered to the submitter, as it is not identical to the cross currently registered to Ellisena. 

 
 
9. Gwener Lovelady.  (Raven’s Fort, Barony of) 

New Name . 
 
Major Changes:  Yes.  Minor Changes:  Yes.  Gender:  Female. 
Change for:  Spelling. 
Authenticity:   
Documentation Provided:  <Gwener> - Venus, goddess of love / Welsh. www.family-crests.com 
<Lovelady> - lady of love/Welsh. Dictionary of English and Welsh Surnames by Charles Wareing Endell 
Bardsley, A. Bardsley. 
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10. Hallgeirr Óláfsson.  (Seawinds, Shire of) 
New Name. New Device. Per fess embattled Or and azure, 2 spears in saltire gules and a stag at gaze 
argent. 
 

   
 
Consultation Table: Gulf Wars 
Major Changes:  Yes.  Minor Changes:  Yes.  Gender:   
Change for:   
Authenticity:   
Documentation Provided:  Source: Geirr Bassi Old Norse Name. 
<Hallgeirr> - ibid Masculine first name cited 2 times, pg 11 
<Óláfr> - ibid Masculine first name cited 20 times, pg 13 
Patronymic formed –r to –s then ‘son’, pg. 17 ibid 

 
 
 11. Jeanne Marie la Verriere.  (Bryn Gwlad, Barony of) 

Name registered Oct. 1996 via Caid. Change of Device. Azure, on a bend sinister sable fimbriated be-
tween two Joscelyns argent belled Or, three cinquefoils argent.  If registered, release old device. 
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12. Kata Timkin.  (Eldern Hills, Barony of the) 
Name Registered 11/06. Resubmission of Device. Azure, two scarpes wavy, between a fox courant con-
tourny and a garb Or. 
 

   
 
Submission History: Originally submitted: ILoI 2006-05: Azure, a bend sinister Or, sheaf of wheat to 
chief Or, a fox to the sinister Or. This was returned Aug 2006 for a redraw of the bend sinister. It needs to 
be at least twice as thick. Resubmitted ILoI 2008-09: Azure, a bendlet sinister between a fox courant con-
tourny and a garb Or. Returned Dec. 2008 for a redraw. You are not allowed to have a single diminutive 
of an ordinary. Submitter either needs to have multiple bendlets or draw the bend wider. Resubmitted ILoI 
2009-06: Azure, two bendlets sinister between a fox courant contourny and a garb Or. Sent to Laurel as: 
Azure, two scarpes between a fox courant contourny and a garb Or. Returned LoAR Dec 2009: The SCA 
considers a conflict found under any valid blazon to be a valid conflict. This device can also be blazoned 
Azure, on a bend sinister between a fox courant contourny and a garb Or, a scarpe azure. Since this sub-
mission has three types of charge on the field, RfS X.4.j.ii doesn’t apply here: type alone of tertiary 
charge counts for no difference. There this conflicts with the device of Angus Duncan Cameron, Azure, 
on a bend sinister between two bells Or a claymore azure; and with the device of Blaise de Saint Thibaut, 
Azure, on a bend sinister between two goblets Or, an arrow inverted azure. In each case there’s a CD for 
changing the type of the secondary charge group, but changing only the type of the tertiary charge group 
is not worth a second CD.  

 
 
 13. Lemoine de Gascony.  (Raven’s Fort, Barony of) 

Change of Primary Name. Currently Anas ibn Haroun ’Abd al-Zaki is registered -- Nov. 1990.  
Retain previous name as alternate, if registered. 
 
Major Changes:  Yes.  Minor Changes:  Yes.  Gender:  Male. 
Change for:  Meaning. 
Authenticity:   
Documentation Provided:  <Lemoine> - is submitter’s modern first name. A copy of the Texas Driver’s 
License is attached. 
<de> - being French for “of” 

<Gascony> - A region of South West France that dates to 8th century A.D. A copy of http://www.touradour.com/
history/gascony.htm and http://www.crwflags.com/FOTW/flags/fr-gasc.html#hig attached. 

[Asterisk note: yep, they are] 
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14.  Malachai Lomax Sanna.  (Namron, Barony of) 
New Name. New Device. Argent, a saltire azure, four roundels gules. 
 

  
 
Consultation Table: Gulf Wars 
Major Changes:  Yes.  Minor Changes:  Yes.  Gender:  Male. 
Change for:  Sound “Lomax”. 
Authenticity:   
Documentation Provided:  <Malachai> - Authorized Version, A.D. 1611. “used as a Christian name in 
England after the Reformation” Withycombe, p. 204 under <Malachai> 
<Lomax> - Geoffrey Lomax, A.D. 1602, R&W, DES, p. 283, under <Lomas> 
<Sanna> - “esteso e dominare una persona dil denti anter/ori multo sviluppati e sporgenti” e.g. “Big-
Tooth” (regest. By Gwenthli). English – Italian – one weirdness  

 
 
 15. Petronia Casta.  (Stargate, Barony of ) 

New Name . 
 
Consultation Table: Gulf Wars 
Major Changes:  Yes.  Minor Changes:  Yes.  Gender:  Female. 
Change for:   
Authenticity:   
Documentation Provided:  Lightman, Marjorie & Benjamin, Biographical Dictionary of Ancient Greek 
and Roman Women. Checkmark Books, New York, 2000. 
<Petronia> - p. 181, 1st century Roman female name. Suetonius, Vitellius, G. Tacitus, Historiae, 2.64. 
<Casta> - p. 52, 1st-2nd century Roman female name of woman. Last name of Caecilia Casta, Pliny the 
Younge, Epistulae, 7.9. 
[Asterisk Note: Photocopies included.] 
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16. Rosalia of Raven’s Fort.  (Raven’s Fort, Barony of) 
New Name. New Device. Per quarterly argent and sable over all a rose counterchanged. 
 

   
 
Major Changes:  No.  Minor Changes:  Yes.  Gender:  Female. 
Change for:  Sound. 
Authenticity:   
Documentation Provided:  <Rosalia> - Saint Rosalia is the patron saint of Palermo, Sicily, and other 
Italian cities. She lived 1130-1166. Mershman, F. (1912) St. Rosalia. In The Catholic Encyclopedia. New 
York: Robert Appleton Company. Retrieved October 1, 2009 from New Advent: http://
www.newadvent.org/cathen/13184a.htm 
<Raven’s Fort> - is a Barony of the Kingdom of Ansteorra. 
[Asterisk note: Photocopy included of webpage] 

 
 
 17. Thorvaldr Ulfr.  (Bordermarch, Barony of) 

Resubmission of Name. Resubmission of Device. Sable, a Thor’s hammer between 2 wolves combatant 
argent. 
 

   
 
Consultation Table: Gulf Wars 
Submission History: Name: <Thorvaldr Hvitulfr> returned Aug 2009 for lack of documentation on 
name construction. Previous Laurel precedent [Kristin Hvithestr, 12/2003 LoAR, West-R] already shows 
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that documentation for a descriptive name of the pattern [color] + [animal] in Old Norse is needed for 
registration. 
Device: Sable a Thor’s hammer between two wolves combatant argent was returned Aug. 2009 for lack of 
a name. 
Major Changes:    Minor Changes:  No.  Gender:  Male. 
Change for:  Language/Culture: Old Norse. 
Authenticity:   
Documentation Provided:  <Thorvaldr> - Old Norse Name, Haraldsson, p. 16 þorvalder, p. 28 Geirr 
Bassi 
<Ulfr> - Old Norse Name, p. 25, Geirr Bassi. 

 
 
18. Œríngr Ketílsson.  (Shadowlands, Shire of the) 

New Name. New Device. Vert, on a pile Or throughout between a drinking horn and a drinking horn 
reversed Or, a sword inverted vert. 
 

   
 
Consultation Table: Gulf Wars 
Major Changes:  Yes.  Minor Changes:  Yes.  Gender:   
Change for:  Sound. Would accept “Ormr” if necessary.. 
Authenticity:   
Documentation Provided:  <Œríngr> - masculine Norse given name dated to 11th century in Academy 
of Saint Gabriel report #3146. 
<Ketílsson> - Norse patronymic byname based on Ketil commonly found in Norway throughout Middle 
Ages based on St. Gabriel report. 
[Asterisk Note: Included is Academy of Saint Gabriel Report 3146.] 

 
fini 
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LETTER OF ACCEPTANCES AND RETURNS  
February 2010  

 

ACCEPTANCES  

Ælfwyn Webbestre. Badge. Argent, a square weaver's tablet purpure.  

Æsileif Geirfinnsdóttir. Name.  

 

RETURNS  

Caitlin nan Cnoc Airgead. Badge. (Fieldless) A triskelion of horse's legs sable.  
This badge is returned for visual conflict, under section X.5. of the Rules for Submissions, with a badge of Trimaris, 
(Fieldless) A triskele sable. The fact that this triskele is made of horse's legs and Trimaris' is a smooth stylized version 
is indistinguishable at any distance. 

Helene Dalassene. Badge. (Fieldless) On a castle sable, two roses Or.  
This badge is returned for conflict with the badge of Simon MacLeod, (Fieldless) A castle sable charged on the dex-
ter tower with a lion's head erased and on the sinister tower with a unicorn's head couped respectant Or. There is a 
CD for fieldlessness, but a castle is not simple enough to void, so it is not suitable for purposes of section X.4.j of the 
Rules for Submissions. Therefore, there is not a CD for changing only the type of the tertiary charges. 
This badge is also returned for conflict with a badge of the Shire of Eisenmarch, (Fieldless) On a tower sable two 
mullets in pale Or. There is a CD for fieldless. There is not a CD for the difference between a castle and a tower. The 
position of the mullets on Eisenmarch's badge is essentially forced, there not being enough room for the mullets to be 
in fess. Since a castle/tower is too complex a charge to void or fimbriate, there is not a CD for changing only the type 
of the tertiary charge group. 

Margery Rose. Name.  
This name conflicts with Magge Rose. Magge is a diminutive of Margery, and thus these two names conflict per RfS 
V.1.a.i, which says, "Irrespective of differences in sound and appearance, a given name is not significantly different 
from any of its diminutives when they are used as given names." 
Her device has been registered under the holding name Margery of Bjornsborg. 

Wolfgang von Sachsenhausen. Device. Per pale gules and sable, two halberds in saltire argent.  
This device conflicts with the device of Katrine Keathe, Sable, two doublebitted axes in saltire argent. There is a CD 
for the field but no CD is granted between different styles of axe head. 
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ANSTEORRAN GAZETTE 
June 2010 

Lillias MacGuffin, Obelisk Herald  
 
 

 

ITEM  SENTTO  B Y  

Submissions  Asterisk  Branch Heralds**  

Monthly Reports  Regional Heralds  Branch Heralds*  

Quarterly and End of Reign Reports  Star Principal  Regional Heralds*  

Court Report Forms  Zodiacus, Sable Scroll  Branch Heralds, Royal Herald, all Heralds attending 
Court  

Internal Commentary  Retiarius  All Who Comment  

Inquiries about Scribal Matters  Regional Scribes, Star Signet  All  

Requests for Scrolls to Paint or Painted 
Scrolls  

Regional Scribes  All  

Donation of Insignia  Sable Scroll  All  

Correlation of Scrolls Given/Not Given  Crown, Sable Scroll  Branch Heralds, Royal Herald  

Subscriptions for Ansteorran Gazette  Asterisk  Private Subscribers  

Change of Name or Contact Info INCLUD-
ING ADDRESS CHANGES  

Obelisk, Star Principal  All  

Letters/Articles/Etc. for Gazette  Obelisk  All  

Resignations and Applications  One Level Up  All  

Administrative Matters  Star Principal  Regional Heralds*, All  

Achievement Registrations, Questions  Stellar Scroll  All  

Website Questions, Suggestions  Sigillarius  All  

*These items are requirements of the job. **If you receive these, it is a requirement of your job to send them to Asterisk 
promptly. 

Remember: All submissions are $8 (U.S.) each; $1 per submission is retained by the local group and a group check for 
$7 per submission is sent to Asterisk with the submissions. For Name Submissions, 3 copies of the form and documen-
tation are to be sent to Asterisk, 1 copy is to be retained by the branch herald, and 1 copy is given to the submitter. For 
Device/Badge Submissions, send 4 colored and 2 non-colored copies to Asterisk, 1 of each is retained by the branch 
herald, and 1 of each is given to the submitter. All money and all submissions go to Asterisk Herald. 

WHO SENDS WHAT TO WHOM IN ANSTEORRA 


