





























INTRODUCTION.

TaE utility of local and genealogical history is so universally acknow-
ledged, that it would be supererogation to enlarge upon it here, It
would be equally superfluous to enter into an explanation of the
wotives which led to our undertaking so:arduous a work as a County
and Family History.

It oﬁginatefl, we may say, with the publisher; who, finding that
there was occasionally inquiries made for copies of Robertson’s 4y»-
shire Families—now out of print—conceived that some new publica-
tion of the kind was called for, Upon consideration, it was found
that a mere reprint of Robertson’s work would not prove satis-
factory. Although entitled to much credit—more than some are
willing to accord him—he was only a partial, and, in not a few in-
stances, a very incorrect gleaner in the genealogical field of the
county. We do not attribute this to the want of ability or disposi-
tion on the part of the writer to be more general and accurate, but
rather to a lack of material, which is only to be procured at great
expense and patient research. Robertson’s labours, in short, were
chiefly confined to Cuninghame, the district in which he himself
resided.

It was farther considered that any new work of the kind should
embréce the whole of A_yrshire; and it occurred to us that an outline
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of the General History of the County, together with an account of
each Parish, introductory to the History of the Families, would be an
acceptable feature.

How we have followed out the plan of the publication, and, so far
as we have gone, acquitted ourselves of thé onerous task which de-
volved upon us, the public will be able to judge from this, the first
volume, which we have now the pleasure of putting forward to the
world. We have, at the same time, to apologise for the length of
time the work has been in hands.

When it was undertaken, we were sensible of the vast labour
before us; yet we must say that our calculations have been greatly
exceeded in this respect. Under other circumstances, it might, per-
haps, have been pushed more rapidly forward ; but where the regular
calls of a weekly newspaper had to be attended to, this was im-
possible.

It is not for us to speak of the merits or demerits of the publica-
tion. 'We are fully aware of its short-comings. In fact, no history
of the kind has ever been, or ever will be, produced without defects;
so wide is the field, and so minute and precise the details, to be ex-
plored. He only who makes the nearest approach to fulness and ac-
curacy may consider himself entitled to the guerdon.

We are, at the same time, conscious that it has some claims to a
favourable judgment. Much labour has been bestowed npon it, and
much that is curious and new in Ayrshire history and genealogy has
been brought to light.

Free use, we may mention, has been made of Robertson’s labours,
in so far as they were deemed accurate ; but our chief source of in-
formation has been the public records, and the charter chests'of the
various families to whom we have found it necessary to apply. And
here we must tender our hearty thanks for the generally ready man-
ner in which these were thrown opei to us, |
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HISTORY OF THE

COUNTY oOF AVYR.

ETYMOLOGY,

Tne County of Ayr, according to Chalmers, ob-
tains its name from the principal town of the
district, which owes its designation—for there can
be little doubt that mountains, lakes, and rivers,
had a priority in etymology-—to the river Ayr,
on whose banks it is sitnated. Various rivers in
England, Ireland, France, and other countries,
bear a similar appellation—possibly from a same-
ness of local feature—all supposed to be derived
from one British or Celtic root. Ar or ddhar,
in the Gaelic, signifies clear or rapid, also shelv-
ing or fordable—both of whieh meanings are
equally characteristic of the stream, which flows
over a flat, rocky stratum throughout almost its
whole course. In the Itinerary of Richard, com-
piled as early as the second eentury, the Vidogara
river, which isrepresentedasrunningthrough Ayr-
shire, is conjectured by Chalmers to be the Ayr.
The British Gwddawg—dropping the g in com-
position—with the addition of ara, would signify
the woody-mr.

ERECTION OF THE SHERIFFDOM.

Ayrshire is divided, by the rivers Doon™ and Ir-
vine, into three districts—Carrick, Kyle, and Cun-
inghame. At what period these three were crected
into a Sheriffdom is not precisely known. Wyn-
town, the venerable and generally accurate chroni-
cler of Scotland, speaking of the wars of Alpin
with the Picts, says :—

‘ He wan of were all Galluway ;
Thare wes he slayne, and dede away.”

As the death of Alpin occurred in 836, near Dal-
mellington, on the north banks of the Doon, it may
be inferred that Ayrshire was then an integral part
of Gallo'wa,y. Yet, though this was the case, it is
well known that there were no sheriffs under the
purely Celtic rule of the country, which prevailed
till the eleventh century; and from charters of
David I it is evident that in his reign, if not
previously, the boundaries of Galloway had been
greatly limited. It was not, however, till 1185 or
’86 that a permanent settlement was made, when
Dnncan, the son of Gilbert of Galloway, obtained

* In the charter by Duncan of Galloway, afterwards re.
ferred to, one of the boundaries is the river Don.

Carrick as his portion, Galloway proper being se-
cured to his cousin Roland. It is probable that
Carrick, Kyle, and Cuninghame were then united
under one sheriffalty, though circumstances seem
rather against the conjecture. Ina charter grant-
ed during the reign of William the Lion, Duncan,
who styles himself the son of Gilbert, the son of
Fergus, gifts to the church of the Holy Mary of
Melros, and the monks there serving God, the
whole lands of Moybothelbeg and Bethoc.* The
former is evidently the modern Maybole; and it is
remarkable that in this document there is no shirce
given, although the boundaries are most singularly
specific. One of these is the road or part called
‘“ Enahconecal ”—a word which we are unable
to interpret. In the charter granted by the same
monarch, in 1197, erecting a burgh at his ¢ new
Castle wpon Ar,” nothing is indicated coneern-
ing it. Chalmers is of opinion that the three dis-
tricts of Ayrshire were ““ruled by three bailiffs,”
and that the sherifflom was not formed until
“later ages.” There must have been four bailics
originally—two in Cuninghame and Largs; one
in Kyle-Stewart; and another in Carrick. The
burgh and burgh lands of Ayr were governed hy
its own bailies. The jurisdiction of the Sheriff of
Ayr may have been at first limited to Kyle-Regis,
as we hear of no bailie for that district. We
know that there was a hereditary Sheriff of Ayr—
Reginald, or Ranald, de Crawfurd—in 1221, at
which period it is said, the men of Carrick en-
tered intoan obligation tosupport theScottish King
against all opponents; but how long previously
the office had been held by him or his predecessors
cannot, we are afraid, be positively stated. Ranald
Crawford, styled ‘““Sheriff of Ayr,” is a witness to
a charter of the lands of Dalmulin, gifted to the
convent established there by Walter the second
Steward, supposed to have been granted in 1208,
thus showing that the sheriffship existed prior to
this document. Robert de Bruce, Earl of Carrick,
in right of his wife—for at this period honours
were territorial—resigned the Earldom, in 1293,
to his son Robert, afterwards King of- the Scots,
who required investure from King John Balliol.
It was answered that by the laws of Scotland the

* Mupimenta de Melros Tom, T., fol 20,
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sovereign must have seisin before he eould reccive
homage. Accordingly the Sherifl of Ayr was
ordered to *‘ take seisin of the Earldom of Car-
rick for the King, aud to extend [i. e. value] the
lands.” In 1296, Henry de Percy was appointed
by Edward 1. ““Keeper of the connty of Gal-
loway and Sheriffdom of Ayr.” The grievance
ofattending justiciaries, chambevlain aires, sheriff,
and other courts, was so much complained of
by the burgesses of Ayr and the tenantry of Al.
loway, that, in 1459, they obtained a charter of
exemption, from James II., prohibiting the lhe-
reditary sheriff from proceeding against them.
Cuninghame was divided into two districts an-
ciently—Cuninghame constituting the southern,
and Largs the northern division. Largs continued
a separate barony till the reign of Robert II
Kyle is still divided into Kyle-proper and Kyle-
Stewart, so named after the High Steward. Prest-
wick was the bailiewick of Kyle-Stewart.

NAMES OF THE DISTRICTS.

The origin of the names of the three divisions of
the county is matter of conjecture. Kyle, accord-
ing to Buchanan, was so designated from Coilus,
King of the Britons, who was slain and interred
in the district.* The learned historian informs
us that a civil war having ensued hetween the
Britons who occupied the south and west of
Scotland, and the Scots and Picts, who were
settled in the mnorth and north-west, the op-
posing armies met near the banks of the Boon ;
and that, by a stratagem, Coilus, who had dis-
patched a portion of his forces northward, was
encompassed between the Scots and Picts, and
completely routed. He was pursued, overtaken,
and slain in a field or moor in the parish of Tar-
bolton, which still retains the name of Coilsfield,
or Coilus’ field, Modern inquirers have regarded
this as oneof the fables of our early history.t Tra-
dition corroborates the fact of some such hattle
having been fought. The reputed grave of Coilus

* Kyle may be derived from the Gaelic cville, a forest.

t Buchanan has, perhaps, been treated with too much
contempt by some of the more recent inquirers into the
early history of Scotland. So far from being a mere re-
tailer of the fables which existed in his own day, he was
the first to expose the absurdities of the really fabulous
period of histery; and he laid down the only rational
theery which has yet been entertained as to the origin of
the several nations that have been known to exist in
Great Britain. In tracing the Scots, Picts, and Britons
to the same Celtic stock, he has been followed by all the
learned who have given attention to the subject since.
Chalmers, adoining his views, though without snficient
ackowledgment, merely renders still more plain what ap-
peared sufficiently obvious. The difference hetweenthem
refers chiefly to the time and the more immediate source
from whence emanated the Scots and Picts, whom Buch.
anan thinks were a later body of emigrants than the Rri-
tons, though of the same lineage, speaking the same lan.
suage or a dialect of it, and having the same religion,

was a few years ago opened, and the following in
teresting particulars are taken from the ““New Sta-
tistical Account of Scotland” :—**Regard for tra.
ditionaryevidence, respect forthemighty dead,and
love of historical truth, combined to render it de-
sirable that the grave of Coilus should be opeued.
Accordingly, in May, 1837, the two large stones
[previously described by the writeras indicating the
spot] were removed. The centre of the mound
was found to be occupied by bonlder stones, some
of them of considerable size. When the excava-
tors had reached the depth of about four feet,
they came on a flag stone of a circular form, about
three feet in diameter. Under the circular stone
was first a quantity of dry yellow coloured sandy
clay, then a small flag-stone laid horizontally,
covering the mouth of an urn filled with white
coloured burnt bones. In removing the dry clay
by which this wrn was surrounded, under flat
stones, séveral small heaps of bones were observed
not contained in urns, but carefully surrounded
by the yellow coloured clay mentioned above. The
urns in shape resemble flower-pots ; they are com-
posed of clay, and have been hardened by fire.
The principal urn is 73 inches in height, 7§ inches
in diameter, and 5-8th of an inch in thickness. It
has none of those workings, supposed to have been
made by the thumb nail so often to be observed
on sepulchral urns, and it has nothing of ornament
except an edging, or projecting part, about half an
inch fromm the top. No coins, or armour, or
implements of any description, could be found.
The discovery of these urns renders it evident
that, at a very remote period, and while the prac-
tice of burning the dead still prevailed—that is to
say, before the introduction of Christianity—some -
Pperson or persons of distinction had been deposited
there.” The writer in the New Statistical Account
mentions various other interesting circumstances,
¢ A little brook,” he says, ‘‘ that empties itself
into the Fail, is called the bloody-burn, and so
testifies, by its name, of the blood by which its
waters had, on some memorable occasion, been
polluted; and a flat, alluvial piece of ground, along
the Fail, opposite the mouth of the dloody-burn,
is still called the dead-men’s-holm, probably from
its having Leen the burial place of the combat-
ants.” Farther, he mentions that a trumpet, “‘re.
sembling a crooked horn,” besides pieces of ancient
armour and fragments of bones, were dug up some
time ago in ploughing the dead-men’s-holm, so
that there can be no doubt of the locality having
been the scene of a deadly conflict at a very early
period of our history. These facts, though they do
not amount to proof of Coilus having fought and
fell on the field which bears his namne, ought not to
be treated as wholly without weight, when taken
in conncction with the current tradifion, which
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has existed from time immewmorial. In a poem, {In the ¢“Description of the Western Isles of Seot-

writtenabout theyear 1631, by Jolm Bonar, school-
master, Ayr, giving a description of the eoast and
itsantiquities, from Loch-Ryan to Ayr, the author,
in reference to “ Coylesfield in Kyle,” says—

‘¢ Within twelve years, or little mor's I guess,

A trew story, ane ditcher told me these ;

I'ivring the earth for fewell to his tlett,

I1is spead did ran upon ane stane bot lett,

Qubhilk, quhen he hade espyet earnestlie,

A tomb it wes buililet full curiouslye;

He rolled awaye, and fund a pitcher law

With ashes, and bones : that all men might it knaw,

Upon the stone wer graven letters fayre,

Koyls cij-p of this as now I speak no more.”
Buchanan places the era of Coilus three hundred |
and thirty years before Christ ; but it is difiicult |
to assign any particular period. There was a Coel,
king of the Roman district, *“Calonia Camulodu-
wuae, including Colchester,” who, according to
Wyntown,

¢ —— left a Dochter a wyrene,

That excedyt of Bewte

All the Ladys of that Cuntre

That nane in Brettayne was sa faire.”
This princess is said to have married Constantius
Chlorus, afterwards onc of the Ceesars, and was the
mother of Constantine the Great. Coel must have
lived in the third century, prior to 274, a pericd
respecting the events of which in Britain the Ro-
man classics are verysilent. It is possible, there-
fore, that he may have been the Coilus whose death
gave his name to the district of Kyle. It ap-
pears, further, from the New Statistical Account of
the parish of Coilton—supposed to have derived its
name from the same Coilus—that a tradition pre-
vails in that quarter affirmative of his fate—the
water of Kyle, or Coil, being so called, it is said,
from the unfortunate king having crossed it in
his flight. TLoch-Fergus, moreover, a small lake
not far distant, whereon a monastery once stood,
and which is mentioned in King William’s charter,
erecting Ayr into a burgh, a's the eastward boun-
dary of the grant of land bestowed npon it, is
alleged to have derived its name from the Scottish
king, who, along with the Picts, prevailed over
Coilus, Unfortunately, however, there wasno Fer-
gus known to have been contemporaneous withany
period thac can be assigned as the era of Collus,
unless that assumed by Buchanan. A Huail, Hoel,
or Coyle, as the name has been twisted, King of
Stratheluyd, a kingdom formed by the Lowland
tribes after the departure of the Romans, to pro-
teet themselves against the encroachments of the
Saxons, is supposed by some writers to have given
the name to the district of Kyle; but why, we are
left entirely in the dark. This monarch fled,
after having been defeated by King Arthur, to
Anglesey, where he died. There is, however, still

another Coclus to whom reference should be made.

lanc,” by Donald Munro, High Dean of the Isles,
who trayelled through the most of these islands in
theyear 1594 —twenty orthirty yearsafter Buchan-
an wrote his history—the author says:—*“Upon
the north syde (Colmkill) of our Scotts tombe, the
inscriptione bears, Twmulus RegumyNorwegiae ;
that is, the tomb of the Kings of Norroway ; in
the quhilk tombz, as we find in our ancient Erische
Cronickells, ther layes eight Kings of Norroway ;
and als we find, in our Erisclie Cronickells, that
Coelus King of Norroway commandit his nobils
to take his bodey and burey it in Colmkill, if it
chancit him to die in the Isles; bot he was so dis-

| comfitit, that there remained not so maney of his

armey as wald burey him ther ; therefor he wes
eirded in Kyle, after he stroke ane field against
the Scotts, and [was] vanquisht be them.” Asthe
Norwegians are not known to have made any at-
tempt npon the Hebrides, or the west of Scotland,
prior to the end of the eighth, or beginning of the
ninth, century, the field which Coelns is said to
have struck must have occurred subsequently to
that fought, also in Kyle, by King Alpin, who,
having beeu slain, was buried where he fell. It
is difficult to conceive how the name of the district
shonld Rave been derived from the one person ra-
ther than the other; and it is snrprising that so
prominent and comparatively recent event should
have remained unknown toour historians. We are,
therefore, inclined to think that the Coilus whose
namegave thedistrict itsdesignation, existed much
earlier than the midéle ages. If Norwegian, these
people must have made decents upon our coast long
before there is any record of their having done
so. It is, moreover, wortliy of remark, that
Coelus is said to have desired that in the event
of his death his body should be carried to Icoln-
kill, thus showing that he was a devoted Chris-
tian; and if so, it is not likely that those who
had the charge of his sepulture would have re--
course to the heathen practice of burning his ve-
mains.

Cuninghameis popularly understood to havelleri-
ved its name from the Gaelic Cuinneay, a milk-pail
or churn—the district having been celebrated from
a remote period for its dairy produce and general
fertility The combination of a Gaelic substantive
with a Saxon termination may be accounted for
by the circumstance that the name, so far as we
are aware, does not occur in any document prior
to the adoption of patronymics, after the acces-
sion of Edgar to the throne of Scotland, or what
Chalmers calls the Saxon period of our history.
Ham, or Hamne, may have been added to the ori-
ginal Cuinneay, as signifying the place of the
Cuinneays. In a charter of David I to the

Cathedral of Glasgow, prior to 1153, the dis
B
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trict is designated Cunegan, which is evidently
the plural of Cuinneag; and in later documents
of the same description it is styled Conyghame,
a strong presumption in favour of the alleged
derivation of the word. There was, it is said,
an ancient Northumbrian town called Cununing,
from which some writers have supposed Cun-
inghame to be derived; but, though this sup-
position wears an air of probability, the fact that
Cuninghame was a local name prior to the grant
of the district obtained by Hugh de Morville, con-
stable of Scotland, complctely sets it aside. Chal-
mers supposes the name to be derived from the
British Cuning, a rabit; but it does not appear
that Cuniughame was more frequented by rabbits
than the other districts of Ayrshire. There was,
at one time, a hamlet and manor-house called Cun-
inghame. An old castle stood where the modern
mansion of Cuninghamehead now is, when Pont
surveyed the county.t

Carrick, according to Bellenden, is derived from
Caratac, or Caratacus, King of Scots, who built
a_town in the district, which he called after his
own name. Of this ¢ goodly merchant town,”
as the author describes it, no record or trace
remains, and it is doubtful if ever it existed.
The origin of the name of Carrick, like most
other local designations in Ayrshire, must be
traced to the Celtic—the language of its first
occupiers. Carraig signifies a rock. The coast
as well as the inland presents a rocky, mountain-
ous appearance, contrasted with the other two
divisions of the county, fully supporting the pro-
priety of the name. There are several other lo-
calities, both in Scotland and Ireland, which bear
the same designation—all evidently derived from
similar natural features. Carrick-Fergus, for in-
stance, is popularly understood to mean the rock
of Fergus, the first King of Scots. In the charter
of David I. already alluded to, Carrick is spelled
Karric, thus differing only slightly from the pre-
sent orthography.

* In modern Gaelic, the common water-stoup only is
known by this name; hut of old that usefnl article was
employed as a milk-pail, churn, and water-stoup. When
cattle were milked ata distance, on the open wol(Por glade,
which was the ancient custom, it was the most convenient
dish for earrying the milk hone to the dairy. The handle
being taken ont, and a skin thrown over its mouth, tied
tightly below the lip hoop, it was used asa churn—the
dairymaid seating herself on a mat of rushes, and roll-
ing it up and down in her lap till bntter wes produced.
This practice is described by Alexander M‘Donald, the
bard of the ill-fated Prince Charles, in his beautiful song
of “ Banarach dhoun a chruidh.”

t A family of the nune of Cuninghame enjoyed this

property more than three hnndred years. The first of
them was a second son of the Glencairn family, that |
branched off from that Sotent house about the year 1400. |
It was originally called Woodhead, but the niume was |
changed by this family to Cuninghainehead, in allusion to |
their own—not as it’ would indicate—the head of the
hailiewick.— Robertson’s Cuninghame.

Connected with the three divisions of Ayrshire

there is the old rhymne of
“ Kyle for a man,
Carrick for a eow,
Cuninghae for butter and cheese,
And Galloway for woo.”
These, and similar popularand traditionary-lines,
are worthy of preservation; as they constitute, as
it were, popular landmarks in statisties, which sup-
ply a ready test to the changes that come over n
district. Some contend for a different reading,
making
“ Carrick for a man,”
Kyle for a cow,”
but the first would seem to be the proper one.
It is the most general, and as old as the days of
Bellenden, who, in his description of Scotland,
though he does not quote the rhyme, evidently
corroborates or proceeds upon the sense of it.
Speaking of Kyle, he says—‘ Thiscountryabounds
in strong and valiant men, where was born* the
most renowned and valiant champion William
Wallace, in the bavony called Riccarton, then his
father’s stile, thereafter of Craigy and Riccarton.”
With regard to ‘‘Carrick for a cow,” he mentions
a very curious fact in natnral history, which, how-
ever incredible, snfliciently attests the estimation
in which Carrick was held for the superiority of
its eattle. ¢‘In Carrick,” he says, ‘“are kine and
oxen, delicious to eat, but their fatness is of a
wonderful temperature:all other comestable beasts’
fatness with the cold air doth congeal : by the con-
travy the fatness of these is perpetually liquid like
oil.”
ORIGIN OF TIE INHABITANTS.

Theearly history of Scotlad is involved in much
obscurity ; and on nopointhave antiquarian writers
differed more widely thau in reference to the ori-
gin of the inhabitants. It is now, however, all
but universally admitted that the nnited king-
dom was at first settled from Gaul—the tide of
immigration rolling to the nearest coast of South
Britain, and thence, spreading northward, peopled
both Scotland and Ireland. Buchanan was of
this opinion; but he followed the earlier histo-
rians in believing the Scots and Picts to have
arrived at a later period—the former from Spain,
and the latter from Scythia. Chalmers, who
is certainly the most elaborate of all who have
taken up the subject, adopts Buchanan’s opinion
as to the Celtic origin of the inhabitants, but re-
pudiates the notion of any subsequent arrival suffi-
cient to account for the appearance of the Picts
and Scots—the latter of whom, he contends, were
not settled in this conntry till the beginning of the

* Wallace was not born in Ayrshire, but it has always
been regarded as his native county.
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sixth century. His theory is that they were indi-
genous—the same people known by new names.
In the demonstration of this view he is highly
logical, and he brings several strong facts to bear
upon the subject ; still thereareoneor two material
. points in his systen: which we think he has not snf-
ficiently established, and which cannot wellbe taken
for granted. That the British isles were settled at
first by the same race, he proves from the topo-
graphy of the three kingdoms, and the stone
monuments, and other evidences of their religion,
which remain, He next shows, from Ptolomy,
that North Britain, at the time of Agricola’s in-
vasion, was occupied by twenty-one tribes, all of
Gallic descent, whose various districts he assigns
from the authority mentioned. The names of
these tribes are all Roman; but Chalmers finds
British roots for the most of them, significant of
some peculiar feature in the locality or tribe. This,
however, is rather assumed than proved ; though
we know it was the practice of the Romans not to
change but merely to Latinise the designations of
placesorpersons. Agricolanodoubtcaused hisnavy
tosail round the British islands on a voyage of dis-
covery, and penetrated farther into the interior of
Scotland than any of his successors, still a large
tract of country remained comparatively unknown
to him. There nust, therefore, have been a
good deal of guess-work with the early geogra-
phers. It is upon Ptolomy’s anthority that Chal-
mers contends there was no room for the Scots
and Picts ; and that as the Goths did not overrun
Europe till a later period, no Teutonic tribes could
bave visited North Britain prior to the invasion of
the Angles in the fifth century—conclusive re.ison-
ing, nnquestionably, in so far as the Celticorigin of
the population is concerned. But the questio vexata
still remains—how came those two great tribes,
who bore so conspicuous a part in the Roman and
Saxon wars, toassumetherespectivenamesof Scots
and Picts? Chalmers concludes that the Picts and
Caledonians were one and the same tribe, or rather
that the British term Peithw, signifying the inha-
bitants of the open country, in contradistinction to
those living within the Roman wall, came to be
applied to all beyond it; and he is supported by
Eumenius, who uses the expression ‘“Caledones
aliique Picti” in a panegyric in 297, and again in
308. Ammianus Marcellinus, towards the close
of the fourth century, also speaks of them as the
sanie people. This seems satisfactory in so far as
the Picts are concerned. But of the Scots? Chal-
mers does not find them noticed in the Roman
annals till 360, when they are spoken of by Am-
mianus Marcellinus as forming part of the same
army with the Picts. But they are mentioned by
Porphyry about the close of the third century;and
Eumenius speaks of them as one of the nations

against whom Ciesar contended. Alfred’s Orosius
mentions that Severus often fought with the Picts
and Secots; and Claudius is said to have been fre-
quently opposed by them—thus carrying back the
existence of the Scots as far as the date of Chris-
tianity. Chalmers supports his opinion that Ire-
land was the exclusive country of the Scots till
their settlement in Argyleshire, at the commence-
ment of the sixth century, by quotations from
Claudian ; but they are by no means happy :—

48 Seottum gque vago mucrone Secutus
Fregit Hyperboreas remis audacibus undas.
» *® *

Scotorum cnmulos flevit glacialis Ierne
* * * *

—totam cum Scottus Jernen
Movit, & infesto spumavit remige Tethys.”

Such language is surely more descriptive of the

snow-capt mountains of Scotland than the green
vales of Ireland. The ancients seem to have had

a very imperfect notion of the British islands; and
even Ptolomy has long been censured, as a geo-
grapher, for speaking most positively concerning
what was distant and least understood by him.
Scotland was believed to be divided by the estu-
aries of the Forth and Clyde; and the term Jern,
or Hibenia—an island—was, it is argued, ap-
plied toall theterritory beyond theserivers. When
this error of the ancients was discovered, as ob-
served by Logan,* ¢ whatever had been said con-
cerning Hibernia, or North Britaiu, as an island,
was naturally appropriated to Ireland.” It isin
the midst of the confusion thus created that Chal-
mers seeks for a clear foundation. The lines
already quoted from Clandian, and certain corres-
pondence between the Roman Pontiffs, of the sixth
and seventh centuries, and the ecclesiastics of the
Irish Chnreh, in which they are addressed °‘ad
Scotornm gentem,” are the main points upon
which heleans. Palladius, who was ordained by
Pope Coelestine as the first Bishop of the Scots, is
said to have been sent to Ireland ; but he came
into Scotland, and was buried at Fordun, in the
Mearns, where his shrine continued an object of
pilgrimage till the Reformation. Wyntown says
that, in 423,
“This Celestyne Pape of Rome

Aund kepare of all Crystyndome

Send Saynt Patryck in filand,

And Saynt Pallady in Scotland.”
There is, indeed, no small evidence to show that
Scotland was frequently styled Jern or Hybernia,
and its inhabitants Hyberni, by the ancients, and
that it was regarded as an island. Ammianus,
speaking of the Scots having been defeated in Zern,
could not mean Ireland, which country they had
neverinvaded. GildasmentionstheScotsand Picts
as transmarini ; and even Bede gives his testimony

* Anthor of a * History of the Gael.”
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to the fact.

|

Writing of the ¢ two ernelly sivage | Dumbarton and Perth.” *

They were called, he

transmarine nations,” theScots and Picts, hesays— | fartherobserves, Belgae, from Bol,signifying tumult.
““ We call these nations transmarine, not because | Thus driven from their lands by the tnmultuous
they did not belong to Britain, but becanse they | Belga, the oborigines of the west Lowlands, who
came from a remote part of the country, cut off | would natirally seek shelter on the oppositeshores
from the rest by two arms of the sea, of which the | of the Firth, and in the north of Ireland, might well

one rushing from the eastern oeean, and the other
from the western, penetrate far into the land,
although they do not aetually meet each other.”
Agricola, not doubt, discovered that the tides of

both seas weredivided by a narraw neck ofland; bhut |
Albyn continued to be spokenofin thesenseof Bede ‘

notwithstanding.* Kven Richard, so often quoted
by Chaliners, thoughno doubt better informed than
most geographers of the period, still retained the
opinion that the country was divided by the chain
of lakes whose conjunctionnow formstheCaledonian
Canal. Osorius, who flourished at the commence-
ment of the fifth century, is quoted by Chalmers, as
saying that —* Jgbernia, which we eall Scotland,
is surrounded on every side by theocean.” Butthis
very Osoriuselsewherestatesthat North Britainwas
called an island by mariners in the days of Alfred.
"That there were Scots in Ireland it woul®beabsurd
to deny; and the fact of their being found in both
countries, together with the geographieal mistakes
of the aneients, secius to have created all the con-
fusion that prevails in regard to their history.
The Scots however, ean never he said to have
boen ‘“ pre-eminent in Ireland. Chalmers, when
he consulted Ptolomy, did not find them loecated
there ; but he discovered them in the map of
Richard. He, however, forgets to mention the
important statement of that geographer, that the
Scots of Ireland were those who were foreed, on
the arrival of the Belgs, to leave their native eoun-
try ; and who, as remarked by Logan, it is pro-
bable, passed over from Scotland where the two
islands approximnate so closely.” This fact does
not seem to have been sufficiently attended to by
those who have made the origin of the Scots a
subjeet of inquiry, thongh Chalmers himseclf un-
wittingly gives countenance to the circumstance,
‘‘ The British Belgic tribes,” he says, ‘“ were evi-
dently Celtic, from the names of places and per-
sons. Three of the tribes were named by the
Romans, Carnabii, Damnii, and Cante. The two
first were to be found in North Britain, one of
which, the Damnii, took posession of the shires of
Ayr, Lanark, Renfrew, Stirling, and a portion of

Amongst other evidences of this, Logan mentions that
‘“in the British Museum is a map, originally constrneted
i1 1479, which represents Scotland as completely insnlated
from the estuaries of the Forth and Clyde ; and it is so
represented in the Cosmography of Peter Apianus, pub.
lished at Antwerp in 1548, althongh ‘ expurgated’ from
error.” The ancient Deseriptio Alabanie speaks of the
mountains which divide Scotland from Argyle ; though
Argyle is elsewhere placed as in the west part of Scotland,

H

be called, nnder the circumstances, Sceite, or Scots,
the dispersed or scattered. This is the derivation

of the word adopted by Chalmers, but he assumes
it in a sense the very reverse of the obvious mean-
ing. Heapplies it as characteristic of the ‘“‘passion
for enterprise” of the Scots, in allusion to their
frequent incursions from Ircland against the Ro-
mans. Now, the term scattered or dispersed, sig-
nifies a very different kind of impulsion—a com-
pulsory rather than a voluntary movement. The
statement of Richard thus aecounts, in a rational
manner, for the origin of the Sceite, both in Ire-
land and Argyleshire. Nor does it militate greatly
against this hypothesis that the Scoti are not men-
tioned in Ptolomy’s or Richard’s itineraries of Seot-
land. In the map of Scotland, the various tribes,
aocording to Chalmers, were designated chiefly in
reference to the features of the district which they
ocenpied, whether locally known by that designa-
tion or not. The inhabitants of the south-west
of Argyleshire, from Linne Loeh, on the north, to
the Firth of Clyde and the Irish sea, on the south,
including ““Ceantyr,” where the Epidii, so called,
as is supposed, from ZLbyd, a peninsula. Now,
while, the Atacotti, who occupied the country
between Loch Fine and Loch Lomond, are men-
tioned—casually, indeed, with the Scots, amongst
other tribes—by the Romans, as taking part in
the war, we are not aware that the Epidii are at
all noticed. These people, occupying the very
spot afterwards known as the ‘‘province of the
northern Scots”—to use the expression of Bede,
which implies that there were other Scots—and
receiving constant aeeessions from the low country
as the Romans advanced, or the inhabitants be-
came tired of subjection, led to the conjecture
that they were in reality a part of the very Scots
—the scattered and dispersed—who, in conjunc-
tion with the Picts afterwards became so pro-
minent in the annals of the conutry, That the
population of Argyleshire wasfrequenily angment-
ed in this way may be inferred from events; but
the fact is not left to supposition. Tacitus plainly
states that after Agricola had extended his arms
as far as the Clyde and Forth, much time and
skill were employed in the difficult enterprise of
removing ‘“‘the remaining enemies, «s it were, into
another island.” Here we have proof that the
inhabitants of the Lowlands were not only driven

‘The Belgians are snpposed to have arvived three cen-
tuvies and a half before the Christian era.
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aeross the Firths, but that the Romans regarded
the opposite continent as an island.” That the
Seots were pecnliar to Ireland alone, and that they
had no permanent settlement in Scotlsnd till the
beginning of the sixth century is against all rea-
son., Wefind themn eonstantly arrayed in opposi-
tion to the Romans, fighting with all the courage
and resolution of men who contend for their native
land. No mere political alliance with the Picts,
or the prospect of plunder, was likely to have in-
duced a large body of 1rish periodically to cross
the channelin their tiny cnrraghs, and, encounter-
ing theall-powerful armies of the Romans, provoke
an invasion of their own country, unless they had
a peculiar interest in the Scottish soil, or expected
to profit permanently by their success. It would
be indeed extraordinary, notwithstanding the ab-
dication of the Romans, and the {riumphs of the
Scots and Pictsover the Britons, if they did not ob-
tain a settlement in Scotland till 503—nearlya cen-
tury after their great enemy had abandoned it ;
and even then, a handful of men, to be satistied
with a comparatively barren and mountainous dis-
triet ! “From all that is known, historically or tra-
ditionally, of the North of Ireland and the West
Highlands, there appears to have been much inter-
course between them at an early period—an inter-
course which ean only be accounted for npon the
supposition of a nearrelationship between the inha-
bitants. Thestatement of Chalmers, in reference to
the settlement of the colony under Fergus, is not
satisfactory. He speaks of the race of the Irish
who were long known and feared by the name of
the Cruithne, who possessed the north-west of
Ireland, and of their feuds having compelled Cair-
bre-Riada—the cousin and general of Cormae, the
supreme King of Ireland - to interfere and possess
himself of a great portion of their territory. But
who were the Cruithne ? They are not mentioned
in the maps of Ptolomy or Richard. The name in
Gaelic is synonymous with Picti, a colony of whom
is said to have settled in Antrim about 2I0.
Chalmers indeed shows that the old lrish name
for the country of the Picts is Cruichin-Tuath,
which literally ineans Northern Picts. Tuath sig-
nifies north, and Cruithnich and Picardich are
used synonimously as the names of the Picts, not
only by the Irish and Highland senachies, but
also by many of the ancient anthorities quoted by
Logan, Skene, and others— thus clearly de-
monstrating the fact that they were Caledonians.
But be this as it may, it haslittle connection with
the question. Bede, who wrote in the seventh
century, while the Scoto-lrish of Chalmers still

*The numerons clan Campbell, in Argyleshire, have a
tradition amongst them that they are the descencCants of
the Ayrshire Damnii, the name, previous to the marriage
of the heiress of Lochow to the ancestor of the present
Argyle family, being Duini.

occupied Argyleshire, says the Scots were located
there before the Christian era; and that they
settled under Reada or Riada, from whom they
were called Dalriadini. Chalmers, who writes in
the nineteenth century, is of opinion, on the autho-
rity of the annals of Tigernach and Ulster, writ-
ten in the thirteenth century, that the Scots had no
settlement in Scotland-till 503. Which of the par-
ties ought to he held as the best authority ? We
cannot suppose Bede to have been ignorant of an
event which is thus said to have oeenrred only 162
years before he wasborn. 1t matters not whether
he followed the popular belief in th.nking that the
Scots came originally from Spain, the fact that he
places their arrival as far back as before the Chris-
tian era, shows that they ecould not have bcen
settledso recently as the centuryimmediately prior
to that in which he himself lived. The colony
under the sons of Ere seems to have heen merely
a small aceession of a friendly and kindred race.
(Conner, indeed, says that the connexion be-
tween the Cruithne of Scotlind and Cairbre-Riada
being renewed, he obtained a settlement among
them.. They arenot even spoken of in any of the
annals as the Scots, though Chalmers takes the
liberty” of designating them the Scoto-Irish. The
district of Lorn is said to have derived the name
from Loarn, one of the three sons of Erc; but
upon the same principle 1sla should have heen
called Angus, and Kintyre Fergus, after his bro-
thers. The fact is, the original name of Loim was
Lora, from /lablra, noisy, as significant of the
cataraet for whichitis celebrated. Places,amongst
the Celts, rarely obtained their names from indi-
viduals. Chalmers fights equally for a system,
when he endeavours to trace the progress of the
Scoto-Irish topographically, aftertheirsettlement,
as he assumes, in 503.. He demonstrates clearly
enough,inhisfirst proposition,fromthe similarity of
names in the topography of the three kingdoms asit
stillexists, that the inhabitants must have beenone
and the same British people. 1f so, and if, upon
his own showing, there were no subsequent settle-
ments of a different race, it follows that the lan-
guage of the various tribes could not be radically
different. There might be,and the Romans classics
assure us that there was, a provincial difference,
which the lapse of many ages must have greatlyin-
creased in our own day. But that the changecould
Dbe traced from the sizth century, so distinctly as to
amount to a moral certainty that a new tribe of the
same people liad hegun to spread over the country,
is absolutely absud.* Chalmers surmises that the

* As the southern Britons, over whom the arms of the
Rnn‘?ans first prevailed, spoke the Cambro-British, or
Welsh, it may be surmised that the conguerors, in their
progress northwards, continned to Latinize the names of
places in the idiom with which they were !Jes‘t acq_uamted, .
the roots being similar, althongh a provincial difference
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Epidii were so called from the British Ebyd, and ‘

that Ceaantir was substitnted as thename of the pro-
montory, by the Scoto-Irish. But there is no proof
that Kintyrewasnot thelocal name before the sixth
century. Besides, the Epidii,according toPtolomy
and Richard, occupied a greater tract of country
than Kintyre, and therefore, if the whole of their
territory was known as Epidia, it is not easy to
see how one portion should undergoa change, and
not the whole of it. Argyle, or Arragathel, the
country of the western Celts, was known by that
name prior to 503 ; and the bards and senachies of
the noble house of Argyle trace the ancestors of the
family, the lords of Lochow, as far back as the
year 404, a century prior to the period assigned
as the date of the arrival of the Scots. Chal-
mers does not attempt to show that the topo-
graphy of the West Highlands, with the exception
of the single word Kintyre, underwent the slight-
est change in consequence of the scttlement of the
sons of Erc—a presumption, in his own way, that
what he calls the Scoto-Irish langnage was not
new to Argyleshire. He endeavours to prove the
introduction of the 1rish Gaelic by reference to a
charter of David 1., wherein he finds ¢ Inverin
gui fuit Aberin.” But, as Logan remarks, ‘¢ this
is anything but satisfactory. He means to show
that the Irish Inbhear supplanted the Scottish
Abar or Aber. Inver, hereused with in, an island
or country, signifies the land which lies between
the confluence of two rivers; and .4ber, which
seems to be the original word, is generally applied
in the same sense. Aber, however, properly de-
notes marsh and boggy grounds ; but as this place
lay on the east coast, it had been probably drained
by the industrious Picts, and conld no longer, with
propriety, be called Aber-in. Abaris a compound
word, from ab, an obsolete Gaelic term for water,
which, as may be seen in many names still exist-
ing, became softened into av.  Bar, is a heap, a
height, or point. Now, the Cale lonians generally
chose marshes as the sites of their entrenchments;
and manyHighlandersT have found yet understand
- by aber, a work, as of an earthen mound, a trench,
&e. If, however, the language of the Eirinich
differed from tkat of the Scottish Gael, which it
is said to have supplanted, no tradition or valid
proof remains to attest it ; and if the Dalriads
bronght over their language, they did so effectu-
ally, for they have left no Juvers behind them.”
The whole topography of Ireland supplies only
two instances of the word—the one, Inver Bay,

prevailed amongst the inhabitants of Novth Britain. This
may account for the predominance of the Cambro-
Britih in the maps of Ptolomy and Richard ; and hence,
as thelanguage of the natives came to be recorded in more
modern times, the topographical disparity upon which
Chalmers founds his theory of a new colony of peaple,

[

in Donegal, and the other Inveragh, in Kerry ;
while it is to be found almost in every district
in Scotland.  Invernesshire, especially the north-
east and south-west parts, has always continued
in the possession of the same race of people.
Drimalbin, which extends from the head of Loch
Lomond to the head of Loch Etive, was the
boundary of the Scots previous to the supposed
conquest and extermination of the Picts. But
all modern historians of any authority confine
that conquest to the three Pictish provinces south
of the Grampians, namely, Fife, Strathern, and
Angus ; and nobody believes that the Picts, even
of these provinces, were exterminated. Now
we find that the names of places in the pro-
vinces occupied by the Picts—mnot only on the
north, but also on the sonth of the Grampians, in
Fife, Strathern, Angus, and Ayrshire (the country
of the Damnii)—are all in the same language.
Among the original twenty-one tribes mentioned
by Chalmers, as inhabiting North Britain, are the
Catani of Caithness. The continual descents of
the northmen at length induced the greater part
of this tribe to retire into the districts of Badenoch
and Lochaber, where they are at this day known
as the clan Cattan. Now there is not a single
one of the names of places quoted by Chalmers, to

rove that lreland was colonized from Britain,
which has not its ¢‘significance and meaning”
equally in the langunage of this elan Cattan—the
undounbted descendants of the Pictish Catani —and
in that of the descendants of the Scots of Kintyre.
Thongh no man was less tolerant of the crotchets
of others than Clalmers, he was led into the self-
contradiction of attempting vo prove that the Seoto-
Irish were a new colony, and spoke a different
language from the Picts, by a crotchet of his own,
viz., that the Picts were a civilized people of the
Cumreag race, and spoke a polished and highly
cultivated language ; while the Scoto-Irish were a
ferocious and savage people, and spoke a barbarous
language. Is there anything inconsistent or un-
accountable in finding people of the same lineage
and language, differing widely from one another in
their degrees of civilization ¢ The most polished
statesman in the Brisish Parliament, and the most
unpolished weaver in Lancaster, are of the same
lineage, and speak the same langnage. One of
Chalmers’ favourite arguments thus turns upon
himself, and proves that the Scots were not, as a
body, from Ireland. Chalmers represents the Dal-
riadian emigration to Scotland as originating “in
the prevalence of conquest and the progress of
population ;” hut he at the same time is of opinion
that it was a peaceable settlemeut, snd that
““Loarn, Fergus, and Angus, the three sons of
Ere, brought but few followers with them.”
This is a positive contradiction, Such a settle-
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ment could not be said to arise out of ‘¢ the pre-
valence of conquest or the progress of popula-
tion,” since it possessed none of the features of
either circumstance. The Irish Scots, whether
we take the map of Richard or their subsequent
history as a criterion, or whether we regard them
us the Cruithne or the Dalriads, seem never to
" have constituted more than a portion of the popu-
lation of the sis.er island. Had they been
‘‘the ruling people,” as inferred by Chalmers, and
Ireland the exclusive Scotland of the ancients,
it is against all reason and historical experience to
suppose that a small body of colonists—a mere
off-shoot from the indigenous stem—would have
carried with them even the very name by which
the mother country was known. Chalmers affirms
that neither Ireland nor North Britain was called
Scotland until the Saxon Alfred applied the name
to Ireland. But this is not the case. In the work
of Josippus, who flourished about 374, wherein are
recorded the actsof Josephus, thelatter,inaddress-
ing his countrynien about the power of the Ro-
mans, speaks of their having subjected Britain
and Scotia, which latter is described —¢“Que con-
clusa in stagnis agnarnm.”*

In so far as Ayrshire is concerned, there can be
nodoubtthat theearly inhabitants were purely Cel-
tic: whether called Britons, Belgz, Scots, Picts, or
Cruithne, they must all have been of Gallic extrac-
tion. This is apparent in the topography of the
county,thehill-forts, stone-monuments, and Drnid-
ical and other remains which haveeverywherebeen
found. Even yet, notwithstanding the frequent
accessions, in later times, of Saxons, Normans,
and Flemings, the bulk of the population retains
much of its original featurves, this appears in
the prevailing patronymics, many of which pre-
serve their Celtic prefixes, such as M¢‘Cnlloch,
M¢Creath, M‘Crindle, M‘Adam, M¢‘Phadric or
M‘Phedries ; or have dropped them like the Alex-
anders, Andrews, Kennedies, and Bones, within
these few centuries. Campbell is a numerous sur-
name. The Celtic lineaments are perhaps not so
strong in Cuninghame, at least in the middle por-
tion of it, as in the other districts; but this is
easily accounted for hy the early settlement of the

* This passage, somewhat freely translated—Scotia,
that is shut wp in marshes of waters, or bogs—is held to
be descriptive of Ireland even at the present day. Liter-
ally rendered, however, it would read differently—Scotia,
which is enclosed in lakes, or standing waters; the Latin
word for marsh or bog being palus. It never could be
sajd that an island was enclosed in marshes, however mmuch
it might abound with them. When we know that Cale-
donia was popularly understood by the Romans to be cut
off from Britain by the waters of the Forth and Clyde
and that its shores were indented with numerous armns of
the sea ; and farther, that they never invaded, much less
conquered, Ireland, it is difficult to conceive that Jose-
phus alluded to any other conutry (han Caledonia. (Sce
Oxford Ed,, 1708, 4to., p. 371,)

De Morville, and other great families from Eng-
land, in the richest parts of it. In Pont’s maps,
drawn up at the commencement of the seventeenth
century, the Celtic naines are more numerous both
in Kyle and Cuninghame than in the maps of the
present day. The Gaelic language is said to have
been spoken in some quarters of Ayrshire so late
as the sixteenth century.*

TITE IROMAN PERIOD.

Prior to the era of the Romans, who invaded
Scotland in 80, therc are no records whatever of
our history; and even the transactions of that
period, stretching over nearly four hundred years,
are so briefly and loosely narrated by the classic
historians that a connection of events is not to be
traced.  Our own traditional and written narra-
tives of that and subsequent times, most of which
were lost in the civil commotions of the country,
have been regarded by recent anthors as nearly,
if not wholly, fabulous. Circumstances, however,
incline us to be less sceptical of the main facts re-
corded. When we know that many of our learned
antiquaries positively questioned whether the Ro-
mans had ever penetrated into Galloway, much
less inte Ayrshire, and that Chalmers assigned
as a reason for his opinion that Agricola re-
turned from the Firth of Forth and Clyde to in-
vade Galloway by the south in place of the west,
that few remains of them had been diseovered in
the county, we need not he surprised that any
account of their transactions in these districts
shounld be regarded as apocryphal.+ The indefa-
tigable Mr Train, however, actnally traced a Ro-
man way from Kirkendbright to the town of Ayr.
The road, considerable portions of which still re-
main, enters the county ncar Dalmellington, and
ruus from thence, east of the Doon, by the, farms
of Penessan, Boreland,Causeway,and near Cockhill,
whence it continued in a straight line past Castle-
hill, Forehill, and Foulcauseway, to Ayr, which it
approached by what is now called Mill Street.
It was probably a branch line from the Annandale
road, which, diverging to the left, crossed the Nith,
and traversed the strath of the Scar in a north-
west direction. Ayr wonld form one of the prin-
cipal outlets to the Clyde. Chalmerssays that no
Roman camps have been discovered in Ayrshire.
This was perhaps true at the time he wrote, but it
is no longer so. The remains of one exist near
Galston, in the parish of Loundoun; another not far
from Avisyard, in the parish of New Cumnock; and

* Bnchanan.

t See Vol. 1. of Caledonia. In Vol. III of that work,
Chalmers, better informed upon the subject, describes the
Roman road from Kirkendbright to Ayr, as traced hy Mr
Train, together with various other Roman remains, of
which he appears to have had no notion when his first
voluime was put to press,
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a third at Parkmoor, in the parish of Tarbolton.
These werc approached by a causeway, whieh is
known to have eoursed along thesouthsideof Avon-
dale, towards the gorge of Loudoun Hill, and from
thence in all likelihood, followed the baunks of the
Irvine to its eflux into the Clyde. Several Roman
remains, such as bronze camp-kettles, have been
found ncar Loudoun, and a Roman gladius abont
two miles from Irvine.
remains of Roman baths at Newtield, in the parish
of Dundonald, Ardrossan and Largs,* shows that

This, together with the ‘

Britain to be drawn from the Roman annalists.
During these various operations, however,it is ap-
parent that many eventful circumstances mnst
have occurred which could not fail to be remem-
berered by the annalists of the Scots and Picts. *
Ayrshire, during this mewmorable period, from its
easy access from the opposite shores of the Clyde
and the coasts of Ireland, seems to have been
the debatable land between Galloway, which was
[ the stronghold of the Romans, and the mountain
country of the Seots and l’lcts. It is narrated

Ayrshire was fully opened up to the Romans, who | by our historians that Maximus, the Roman lieu-
are known to hiave provincialised the greater part | tenant, conceived the policy of fomenting strife
oitthe FowlandsioiScotlands=IniisdonolNcanm between the nations of the Scots and Pmts, with
paign, in 81, Agricola penetrated as far as the the view of obtaining a more easy conquest of the
Forthand Clyde He then turned his arms against entire country, north as well as south of the Gram-

+alloway, with the view of securing his rear before

proseeuting his conquests farther north. Therest- |

less and warlike disposition of the people over
whom the Romans held sway, however, rendered |
their authority very insecure, and every opportu-
nity favourable to revolt was eagerly embraced.
Between the recal of Agricola in 85, and the erec- |
tion of the wall from the Tyne to the Solway, in
120, there must have been conside: able commotion
and numerous battles, though the classic authors
are silent on the subject. Lollius Urbicus, ap-
pointed ruler of Britain in 139, by his good man-
agement and generalship restored peace to the
Roman provinces, and built the wall of Antonine,
between the Forth and Clyde, by which the Cale-

pians. He succeeded, aceordingly, in forming a
league with the Pictish King to expel the Scots.
Engenius, the Scottish King, who reigned accord-
ing to our ancient chronicles, in 376, when com-
' pelled to take the field in his own defence, found
himself so well supported, probably by Picts as
I well as Scots, who repudiated the policy of the
| Roman general, that he was enabled to meet him
and his allies on the banks of the Cree,inGalloway,
at the head of a large army. The battle which
"ensued proved disastrous to the Scots. They
fled ; but being supported by a freshreinforcement,
another battle ensued, equally desperate with the
first. Night, however; putting an end to the
| contliet, Eugenius retired into Carrick, while the

donians were restrained within their mountain | Roman general was under the necessity of re-

fastnesses.
led to renewed insurrections ; and from that period |

down to the final abdlcatmu of the Romans, the |

wall of Antonine was frequently broken through,

and the west coats of the Lowlands invaded from |

the opposite shorss of the Clyde. If the silence of
the Roman authors is to be regarded as authority,
peaceprevailed fornearlya century after the treaty
Detween Caracalla and the Romans. Be this as|
it may, the Roman authors prove that Constance |
found it necessary to repair to Britain to repel the
incursions of the Caledonians and other Picts in
306. In 360, the Roman annalists first mention |
the Scots, in conjunction with the Picts. ¥our|
years afterwards, the incursions of these warlike
tribes are acknowledged to have been more general
and destructive than at any preceding period,

Theodosius, however, is said to have restored tran- |
quility in two campaigns. Again hostilities broke
out in 398, when, we ave informed, Stilicho sent
such aid as secured peace. In 422, a legion, the
last aid vouchsafed to the Britons, was sent over,
who drove back the invaders and rebuilt the walls.
Such is the meagre outline of eveuts in North

The Rowman bath at Largs was discovered in a garden
bdong,m,, to Mrs Hill, pest- ]lllSllL’s\, about 1520,

The recal Urbicus in 161, howev er, | pairing to the south, to guell some commotions

that had oecurred in Kent. With the excep-
tion of a portion of Galloway, where some Ro-
'man garrisons were left to overawe the inhabi-
tants, the whole of North Britain at this period

appears to have been virtually in the possession
J of the natives. Meanwhile the feud, arisimg out
| of the recent treaty, continued between the Pictish
l'and the Scottish monarchs, the latter of whom, at

| the head of his still powerful army, earried fire and
’ sword into the provinces of theformer. Toavenge
| | this, the Roman gencral next year marched a large
| | force against the Scots. According to Buchanan,
| Eugenius was enabled to meet the Romans with
au army of 50,000 warriors.t Ayrshire was the

| battle-field of this renewed contest. The forces

i of Eugenius were mustered, it would seem, in the

Chalmers refers to the principle peculiar to the Celtic
{race, that they made it a rule never to commit any thing
| to writing, as a reason for the mystery in whieh the his-

tory of the Seots and Picts is involved. But we know that
they had their bards, whose business it was to record the
deeds of the brave ; and we doubt not that their enlogies
were cqually as impartial and just as those of the Roman
panegyrists, whose ignorance and misrepresentations Chal-
mers himself does not refrain from attacking, when their
silence or assertion stands in the way.
t The number is no doubt exaggerated.
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district of Kyle; and he had scarcely completed
his arrangements when intelligenee was brought
that Maximus was within a few miles of him,
at the head of as large an army as had ever ap-
peared in Galloway. The hostile forces metat the
water of Doon ; and the battle that ensued is de-
scribed as one of the most terrific and resolutely
contested that had occurred during the whole
Roman war. The result was fearfully disastrous
to the Seots. Eugenius himself, disdaining to fly,
was slain, as well as all the other leaders; and the
whole army were either taken prisoners or de-
stroyed. Hollinshed asserts that the body of Eu-
genius was afterwards discovered amongst the
dead, and interred with princely honours. The
precise loeality of the hattle-field is not meuntioned
by any of our historians ; hut the sepulchral re-
mains whieh have been diseovered leave no donbt
that some such battle or battles as that described
were actually fought in the immediate vicinity of
the Doon. The writer of the Statistical Aecount
of the Parish of Ayr says—*‘There are manifest
indications that the whole of the lower part along
the sea-coast, from river to river [Ayr and Doon},
had heen the scene of some great struggle in which
the Romans aud the natives were combatants, and
that probably in more than one conflict. Throngh-
out the whole of this space, Roman and British
places of sepulture are found, with Roman armour,
swords, lances, daggers, and pieces of mail, and
brazen camp vessels, intermixed with British nrns
of rnde haked elay, hatchet and arrow heads, and
other implements of warfare used by the Cale-
donians.  One of the largest and most beautiful
of these urns was fonnd some years ago near the
banks of the Doon, among a collection of aneient
hones,

beneath the caim
Where hunters found the murdered hairm.””

The writer of the aecount of the parish of Dal-
rymple, which village is about five miles farther
np the river, mentions that ‘‘a stone coffin and
bones were discovered in Barbieston Holm, near
the river Doon, and about a furlong to the east of
Dalrymple village.” The hones must have been
those of a very gigantic person. The skeleton was
almost entire. The late Mr Fullarton of Skeldon,
who stood five feet eleven inches high, applied the
thigh bone of the skeleton to his own, when he
found that it reaehed nearly to the middle of his
shin. It must have helonged, therefore, to a hody
of extreme height and power. Near to ‘“ where
the stone coftin was found, there was a large cairn
of stones, and not far distant there were twoothers,
one at St Valley and another at Priesthill. The
whole, however, were removed in the course of the
last thirty years ; and among the stones were hu-
man and other hones, and some hcads of pikes,

spears, a Roman vessel,” &e.  In the vicinity, on
both sides of the Doon, are the remains of several
British fortlets, which attest the presence, at some
period or other, of a hostile power. A short dis-
tance ahove Barbieston, on the opposite side of the
viver, buried on the top of a little knoll called the
Tor. an earthen vessel, evidently ancient and of
British manufacture, containing a quantity of cal-
cined bones, was excavated when digging for marl
a short time ago. Itisin the possession of the ten-
ant of the farm. If ever such a battle as that de-
scribed by onr early historians was fought hetween
the Scots and Romans, Barbieston-holm was, inall
probability, the seene of the conflict, and the re-
mains contained in the stone eoffin may have been
those of Kugenins, who was buried on the field of
battle with ¢ princely honours.” The line of the
Roman roud already described is not far from the
supposed ba tlefield. That there had been engage-
ments in various other parts of Ayrshire, as well as
along the margin of the Doon, between the Romans
and the natives, is extremely probable, though no
positive remains of a battle have been discovered.
The Roman camps at Loundoun and Parkmoor,
and the Roman military way still traceable for a
short dig*ance along the banks of the Irvine, show
that the connty was intersected by two principal
communications, Theve is a cairn, however, in the
vicinity of the Loudoun Hillecamp,raditionally said
to mark the spot where, ir sulsequent times, a ren-
countre took place between a party of Scots under
Wallace and an English force, which, were it
opened, might turn ont to be of the Roman period.
Besides various implements of warfare found in
the vieinity of camps, British as well as Roman, a
variety of similar remains have been discovered in
the parishes of Maybole, Stevenston, and Irvine.

The death of Jugenius is said to have beeu fol-
lowed by an event which has given rise to much
discnssion and doubt—the expulsion of the Scots
by the Picts and Romans, Certain circuinstauees,
it iscontended, give counténance to thefact. Maxi-
mus and Kugenius are known to have been con-
temporaneous. The Scots—who had fled to Ire-
land, the Isles, and Seandinavia—are represented
by Buchanan as having prevailed upon the Irish
““ partly by the remembrance of their aneient re-
lationship, and partly by eommiseration for their
misfortunes,” to aid them in an abortive attempt
to recover their inheritance. Of this there is no
proof ; but it is known that both in 398, and sub-
seyuently, the Romans were called upon to repel
renewed attacks in which the Scots were participa.
tors ; and if the lines, from Claudian, quoted by
Chalmers, apply at all to Ireland, it seetns to point
to this very eircumstance—

“ When the Scet moved all Ireland, and the flood
Rolling hetween foamed with the hostile ear,”
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The sense of this passage wonld lead one to sup-
pose that the inhabitants of Ireland, who were
not Scots, had been excited by the Scots, After
the expulsion of the Scots, and their defeat in
attempting to regain their former position, the
Picts had occasion, so say our chroniclers, to regret
their folly in yielding to the policy of Maxinus ;
and they invited the Scots, under Fergus, son of
Erc—entering, at the same time, into a solemn
treaty of mutual support—to retnrn to their pos-
sessions. This, according to our old historians,
ocenrred in 463, during the reign of the Pictish
king Durstus, who is ascertained to have succeeded
to thethrone in 414 —differing only eleven years
from the date of Buchanan. Chalmners, however,
maintains, as we have seen, that the settlement of
the Scots in Argyleshire did not take place till
303, in proof of which he has drawn up a table of
their kings from the various genealogies to which
he had access—the different reigns of whom give
a total of 340} years, making up precisely the
lapse of time between 503 and 843, wheu the
Pictish kingdom merged into that of the Scots.
This looks very like a confirmation of his theory,
that Fergus arrived in the sixth, and not in the
tifth, century; but the table is not satisfactory, for
he has evidently been compelled to adopt epochs
of time for which he has apparently not the slight-
est authority. For instance, Donal-Breac is stated,
in five out of six of the ancient chronicles, to have
reigned fourteen years, yet he puts down five only;
while between 706 and 733, twenty-seven years are
assumed as the medium in the most arbitary man-
ner. Chalmers’ table, therefore, cannot be held as
evidence against all previous historians, who state
that 403, and not 503, was the epoch of the ar-
rival of Fergus. Not one of the genealogical lists
are correct; and, therefore, to attempt making up
a perfect one from the whole, without adhering to
thestatementofthemajority, cannot beregardedin
any otherlight than as bolstering up a system. In
these circumstances we prefer adhering, for wantof
better authority, to the older chronicles; and shall
consider the settlement of Fergus in Argyleshire
—which is said, though we have no evidence of
the fact, to have been the second coming of the
Scots—as having occurred prior to the abdication
of the Romans, which event finally took place in
440,

State of the Country during the Roman Period.

We have no other means of judging of the state
of the country while the Romans held possession
of it, than what is supplied by their own histo-
rians and panegyrists, whose statements ought to
be taken with caution. Cwmsar represented the
Britons as in a state of great barbarity. The in-
habitants of the Kentish coast, from their inter-

course with Gaul, were somewhat more civilised;
but the whole nation generally are said to have
painted their bodies and clothed themselvesinskins
The greater part sowed no land, but lived on milk
and flesh. This description of course referred to
South Britain, but has been held as equally appli-
cable to Scotland. The description of Tacitus,
however, who speaks of North as well as South
Britain, isnot indicativeof such extreme barbarity.
““The Britons,” he says, *“ were formally governed
by a race of kings,” and ‘“some of their warriors
take the field in chariots.” According to this
author, theCaledonians fought against the Romans
with chariots, at the foot of the Grampians. If
so, it is impossible to conceive that a people who
could construet chariots could be so barbarous as
is represented by Cwsar.  Chalmers well remarks
that “the stone monuments of vast labour which
still remain-—the hill foits of the ingenious con-
struction of many hands, that could not even now
be taken by storm—and the gallant stand which
they systematically opposed tothedisciplined valor
of theRoman armies clearly show the Caledonian
people in a better light of civilisation and polity
than the classic anthors uniformly represent.” To
what extent the romanised portion of Scotland
henefited from the presence of the “ conquerors of
the world ” camnot be ascertained. They do not
seem to have effected any great change either on
the face of the country or in the habits of the
people.  Not a vestige of Roman topography re-
mains; nor is it certain. whether they imparted the
knowledge of a single art to the natives. The
introduction of agricalture is generally attributed .
to the Romans; but it appears from Cesar that the
inhabitants of the Kentish coast, at least, were in
the habit of sowing; and Tacitus, writing about
a century and a half later, says—the conntry is
¢ fertile, and yields corn in great plenty.” Their
possessions in Scotland were held npon too preca-
rious and warlike a footing to be of much ad-
vantage to the subdued. Ayrshire especially, so
much exposed to the conflict of arms, eould not be
expected to gain much by their presence. The
opening up of the county by two central military
roads, which conimunicated with the Clyde, and
th- clearing away of no small extent of wooding
—for there is every reason to believe that a great
portion of the county wasone entire forest*—were
in themselves no small boon, if the circumstances
of the district otherwise had permitted a pro-
gressive advance in improvement. Ayrshire does
not seem to have possessed a single town when

* In varions districts of Ayrshire, especially in mossy
soils, immense roots of trees have been discovered, the
remains, in all likelihood, of those ‘‘unpruned forests”
which thie Romans found, on their first penetrating North
Britain, so ohstructive of their progres,
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Ptolomy’s map was drawn up—abont the middle
of the second century—though it is probable that
Ayr and Irvine, the two principal outlets to the
Clyde, began to take their rise during the Roman
period. The religion of the inhabitants, like that
of the rest of the country, was Druidism. Numer-
ous tumuli have been discovered in varions parts
of the county, containing the ashes of the dead,
according to the modeof sepulture which prevailed
under the Druidical system. A very entire speci-
men of the celt, used by the Druids for cutting
the misletoe, or slaying the sacvifice, was dis-
covered, a few years ago, in the parish of Tarbol-
ton. Inthe parish of Kirkoswald, however, there
are distincet remains of a Druidical circle. At Cuff
Hill also, in the parish of Beith, there is one of
those famous devices—a rocking-stone—to which
the Druids are knowntohavelatterly hadrecourse.
Certain other indications also lead to the belief
that there was a D_uidical place of sacrifice on the
opposite side of the hill. As Christianity is kncwn
to have been introduced into Scotland during the
Roman period, at the commencement of the fifth
century, and as it was first taught in Galloway
by St Ninian, it is probable that it was early em-
braced by the inhabitants of this county.

TIIE PERIOD OF THE SCOTS, PICTS, AND CUMBRIANS.
The five Romanized tribes of North Britain
continued to occupy their respective districts, and
were known in history as the Cumbrians, or Wa-
lenses. They remained divided, as formerly, in
clanships, each independent of the other, and an
almost constant civil war was the consequence.
" They were exposed to repeated inroads from the
Scots and Picts ; and to the invasion of a still more
dangerous enemy—the Saxons—who, in the fifth
century, extended their conquests along the east
coast of North Britain, from the Tweed to the
Forth; the defeated Ottadini and Gadeni falling
‘back among their countrymen, the Damnii, and
other tribes who occupied tl e Lothians Seeing
the peril by which they were surrounded—the
Picts and Scots on the north, and the Saxons
on the south—the inhabitants of Ayrshire, Ren-
frewshire, Lanarkshire, Dumfrieshire, Liddes-
dale, Teviotdale, Galloway, and the greater part of
Dumbartonshire and Stirlingshire, formed them-
selves into a distinet kingdom called Alcluyd.
The metropolis of the kingdom—Alcluyd—was,
no doubt, sitnated on tte banks of the Clyde, but
the precise locality is not nowknown. Dumbarton
rock was the main place of strength, and the seat
of the reguli. The history of the Alcluyd kingdom
presents a series of wars domestic and foreign,
throughout the greater portion of its existence—
sometimes with the I’icts, sometimes with the Scots,

* Statistical Acconnt

oftener with the Saxons, and notlessfrequently one
clan against another. Though repeatedly defeated
and overrun, they continued to defend themselves
with great spirit; and more than once their restless
enemies felt the weight of their sword. They de-
feated Aidan of Kintyre in a hattle fought, it is
supposed, at Airdrie, in 577 ; and, in confederation
with that king, Malgon, the Alcluyd monareh,
gained a signal victory over the Saxons in West-
moreland, in 384, Tn 642, they killed in battle
Donal-Breac, king of Kintyre; and slew the bro-
ther of the Pictish monarch in one of the numerons
engagements they had with that people in 749.
They were also called upon to measure arms with
the Picts, or Cruithue, of Ireland, who invaded
Ayrshire in 681. According to the Ulster annals,
the Cruithne advanced as far as Mauchline, where
they sustained a thorough defeat. They had again,
in 702-3, to repel an another invasion of the same
people, when the hattle of Culinfield was fought-
The misfortunes of the Alcluydensians, however,
more than counterhalanced their success. They
were completely subjected for the time by the cele-
brated Arthur of history, who flourished in the
sixth ecentury; and in 750, Fadbert, the Northum-
brian mokarch, marching throngh Nithsdale, took
possession of Cuninghame and Kyle. Five years
afterwards, by the united forces of the Picts and
Saxons, thecapital of Alcluyd wastakenandsacked;
but the hill-fort of Dumbarton continued inpreg-
nable, and the nation nnconquered. Alcluyd was
again taken by the Scots and Picts, in 779, and
burned to the ground. Though the reguli after-
wards sunk into comparative insignificance, the
chiefs always contrived to resume their power
when the storm of war had blown over; and the
people continued long in possession of the coun-
try under the name of Walenses. The Cruithne
are understood to have effected a settlement in
Galloway during the ninth century ; when the de-
cline of the Northumbrian kingdom weakened the
power of the Saxons in that quarter. The author
of the ‘“History of Galloway” mentions the exist-
ence of a wall between the Firth of Clyde and
the Solway, which he thinks probable was built
by the Novautes and Selgova, after the departure
of the Romans, to protect themselves from the
incursions of the Scots and Picts. It is thus de-
seribed :—**This rampart, which, in some of the
districts throngh which it passes, is called the
Roman, and in others the Picts Dyke seems to
have heen generally built entirely of stone, though
in localities where stones could notbe conveniently
obtained it was composed of stone and turf. The
original height of this fence cannot now be ascer-
tained, but its breadth at the base is exactly eight
feet. Like other ramparts of the same kind, it had
a fosse on one side, and probably a path to facili-
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tate communication on the other. The remains
of this ancient work have been traced from Loch
Ryan to the north-east horder of the stewartry of
Kirkcudbright, the whole length of its devious
course through Galloway being upwards of fifty
miles. After leaving the stewartry it enters Dum-
friesshire,and passing throughapartof thatcounty,
joins the Britton Well, in the parish of Aunan.
Itafterwards runs into the Solway, nearly opposite
to Bowness in Cumberland. This rampart must
have heen made by a people inhabiting its sonth
side, that it might serve as an impediment, or a
temporary barrier, to arrest the progress of some
northern foe; for the fosse is on the north side,
and it sometimes takes a circuitous direction to
include fertile or enltivated fields.” Chalmers
seems to have been ignorant of the remains of
such a rampart. It conld scarcely have been built
to oppose the inroads of the Seots and Picts —for
the other lowland clans were equally interested in
repelling their predatory attacks. It seems more
likely to have heen the work of the Picts—the
Trish Crnithne—who at length sncceeded in form-
ing a settlement in that part of the country. In
the devastating civil war which so long raged with
varying suceess between the Scots and Picts, until
the two erowns became united in the person of
Kenneth IL., in 843, Ayrshire does not appear at
any time to have heen the theatre of the strnggle.
In 836, however, the Alcluydensians of Kyle were
invaded by the father of thismonarch—Alpin, king
of the Scots—who landed at Ayr with a large
body of followers. He is said to have wasted the
country hetween the Ayr and the Doon as far
inland as the vicinity of Dalmellington, about six-
teen miles from the sea. There he was met hy an
armed foree nnder the chiefs of the district, and a
battle having ensued, Alpin was slain, andhis army
totally routed. The spot where the king was
buried is called at this day Laicht-Alpin, or the
grave of Alpin. Chalmers observes that this fact
is important, as showing that the (Gaelic langnage
was then the prevailing tongue in Ayrshire. No
toubtit is: butit is one of the strongest arguments
that could be urged against his theory that the
(iaelic was superinduced upon the British, which
he holds was the language of the Caledonian Piets,
as well as the Romanised tribes. If the Dainnii
of Ayrshire spoke Gaelic in 836, they must have
done so long before; hecanse at that period, as we
have seen, the Scots of Argyle had made no settle-
ment in Ayrshire.

The union of the Scots anc Picts formed a new
era in the history of Seotland ; which falls to be
considered under a different head. In the mean-
time we may take a glance backwards. From the
abdication of the Romans, in 446, till the supre-
macy of the Scots, in 843, the history of the coun-

! try, so far as it has been preserved or can be relied
| npon, presents little else than a series of couflicts.
{ The Scots, Picts, Aleluydensians, and Saxons all
{ held independent districts. The Saxon power—
’which at one time threatencd to overwhelm the
| greater part of the country—received a severe
check from the Picts, whose country they had in-
| vaded, at the battle of Dun-nichen, in G835 ; and
though they afterwards appear in the field as allies
with their conquerors, in harassing the unhappy
Alclnydensians, the Northumbrian kingdom never
regained its former extent. Amid such constant
war and rapme much progress in civilization was
not to be expected.  Yet Chalmers assures us that
at the epoch when the Picts ceased to be an inde-
pendent people, boththe Britonsand the Pietsspoke
a highly cnltivated language, and possessed many
specimens of the finest poetry, from a long succes-
sion of elegant poets. This statemeut is founded
npon the Welsh Archaiology, but it is doubtful
whether these remains, where attributed to North
Britain, are genuine. At all events it is question-
able whether the language in which they are writ-
ten was really that spoken by the Picts and Ro-
manised tribes.  The specimen left by Merlinws
Caledonins, for example, who, it is said, was born
on the north of the Clyde, and flowrishedabout 560,
cannot, even though it were gennine, be regarded
as purely Pietish, it having been written after a
long residence in Wales. We have seen that Chal-
mers is most unhappy,andsomewhat :ontradictive,
in his attempt to prove the dissimilarity of the
Gaelic, and the other Celtic dialect spokenthrough-
out Scotland. We know that the Scots, Picts, and
Cumbrians, or inhabitants of Strathelnyd, regunired
no interpreter in their intercourse, yet a Gaelic
scholar of the presentday eould not understand the
Pictish of Merlin. How it came that the Picts
and lowland tribes spoke the British or Welsh,
while the Scoto-Irish, similarly descended, should
speak a very different dialect, Chalmers does not
take the trouble of attempting to show. The
progress of society in the social arts, it is to be
presumed, would have kept pace with litcrature ;
but of this there is no record.

TIHE SCOTTISH PERIOD.

What is called the Scottish era of onr history
extends from 843, when the Pictish crown merged
into that of the Scottish, till Edgar succeeded to
the throne in 1097, The annals of this period are
meagre, and not well anthenticated. Ayrslire,
and other parts of Stratheluyd, would seem to
have suffered greatly from the inroads of Kenneth
IL., who, both before and after his assumption of
the Pictish Crown, is said to have amply revenged
the death of his father. The Stratheluydensians,
however, were still in a position to retaliate; for
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)
during those hostile events which led to the union | retired to Rome in 975. The Strathelnyd king-
of the Scottish and Pictish crowns, they are said | dom, now fairly broken up, was annexed to the
to have carried their ravages as far as Dumblane, | Scottish crown, and the inhabitants became mixed
which they burned. Peace was at length seenred | with the Scots and Picts. This was a successful
between them and the Scots, by the marviage of | era for the Scots. Though the conntry had heen
Ku, or Caw, king of the Strathcluydensians, with | overrun by Athelstan, the Saxons gained no per-
thedaughter of Kenneth ; which union gaveseveral | manent advantage. Oua the contrary, Edmund,
kings to hoth nations. But scarcely were they |in 945, ceded Cumberland, in England, to Malcolm
free from the molestations of one enemy, than they | I., on condition of unity and aid, Lothian, which
were assailed by another. 1In 870 the Vikings | had previously heen held by England, was also
made their first landing on the shores of tl.e Clyde. | delivered nup to Malcolm 1I§, in 1018, after the
After a blockade of four months they took Aleluyd, | battle of Carham with Uchtred of Northnmberland.,
which they sacked ; and having plindered the sur- | The Norman conguest in 1068, compelled Edgar
rounding country, returned to Dublin, the seat of | Ftheling and his sister Margaret, who hecame the
their adventnres, the following year, carryingwith | wife of Malcolm Canmore, as well as a nnmber of
them a number of prisoners, both Picts and Bri- | other Saxons, to seek shelter from the Scottish
tons. Again, in 875, the same restless enemy, | monavch. Malcolm, who made various inroads
sallying forth from Northumberland, laid waste | upon England, hrought so many prisoners with
Galloway, and a great part of Stratheluyd.  Thus | himononeoceasion, that for many yearsafterwards
harassed by the insatiable Northmen, many of the | the towns and villages of Scotland were full of
inhabitants of Aleluyd resolved npon emigrating | them, The death of Malcolin, who was killed at

S\
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to Wales. Under Constantin, their chief, they | Alnwick in 1093, brought considerable trouble on *

accordingly took their departure; but were en-|the country. The throne was ascended by his
countered by the Saxons at Lochmaben, where | hrother, Donal-Bane ; but Malcolm’s son, Duncan,
‘onstantin was slain. They, however, repulsed | who was a hostage of England, obtained leave to
their assailants, and forced their way to Wales, |invade Scotland with an ariny of Euglish and
where Anarawd, the king, being at the time hard | French, He easily overthrew his uncle, but was
pressed by the Saxons, assigned them a district | |jimself assassinated a few years afterwards, when
which they were to acquire and maintain by the | Donal-Bane again assnmed the throne. Edgar
sword.” In the fulfilment of this condition, they Aithelimg, who had in the meantime been vestored
aided the Welsh in the battle of Cymrid, where | ¢, the favour of the conqueror, invaded Scotland
the Saxons were defeated and driven from the | 4t the head of a considerable army, and finally ovexr-
district. The descendants of these Strathcluyd | thyew Donal-Bane in 1097; which event brought
Britons are said to be distingnishable from the | {16 Scottish period of our history to a close.
other inhabitants of Wales at the present day.
The Stratheluyd kingdom was, of conrse, greatly Langunage and Laws,

weakened by the departure of so many of the best | Chalmers has clearly demonstrated that both
warriors; and it continzed to he oppressed both | the Celtic language and laws predominated over
by the Scots and Anglo-Saxon princes. The ju- | all proper Scotland at thisperiod. The fact that,
dicions selection of a branch of the Scottish line | at the Convocation of the Clergy in 1074, these
as their sovereign, had the effect of securing peace | instructors of the people could only speak Gaelic,
between the twonatious for some time. Hostilities, | Malcolm Canmore hims:1f having to act as inter-
however, at length broke out with great fury, in | preter between them and the Queen, is a strong
consequence of Cnlen—who ascended the Scottish | proof that the common language of the country
throne in 965—having dishonoured his own rela- | was Gaelic; but that the Gaelic of the Scoto-Irish,
tive, a grand-daunghter of the late King of Strath- | as Chalmers designates the Scots of Argyleshire,
cluyd. Incensedat the insult, the inhabitants flew | had so completely superseded the Cambro-British
to arms, under King Ardach, and marching into | of the Picts and Alclnydensians, as to constitute
Lothian, there encountered the Scots. The battle ' the vernacular of the whole, seems to be an nnwanr-
was a fierce one, and victory declared for the Al- | anted conclusion. The Picts, a numerons people,
cluydensians. Both Culen and his hrother Bocha | were not by any means extirpated in 843, when
were slain. This ocenrred in 970. The Scottish | the union of the Scottish aml Pictish crowns was
throne was ascended by Kenneth II1 ; and the effected. So far from this being thz case, it is

war between the Scots and Cumbrians continuing, | evident that Kenneth ascended the Pictish throne .

the latter, under Dunwallin—the successor of Ar- | as much by right as by the sword, and that the

dach—ivere at length overpowered on the bloody ’ Pictish pcople continued in their possessions as

field of Vacornar; where, the Welsh chronicle | formerly. Now, it is not to be supposed that

states, the victors lost many a warrior. Dunwallin | under such eircumstances the Gaelic of the Scots
1
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could possibly supersede the Cambro-British of
the Picts in little more than two centuries. In
the case of the Alcluydensians, the thing is still
more improbable. They existed, as we have seen,
a distinet kingdom, till 975. The langunage of the
mass could not therefore have been so thoroughly
Scotified, only one hundred years afterwards, as to
have all but lost its identity with the original.
True, in the words of Chalmers, both the people
and the language were congenerons: a faet which,
if admitted to its full extent, wonld at once recon-
cile the apparent discrepancy. But Chalmers has
an object in contending for a marked distinction
hetween the Scots Gaelic and the language of the
Scots and Picts, a distinction which he by nomeans
elucidatessufficiently. Accordingtohisownstate-
ment, the Gaelie must have heen the langnage of
Ayrshire prior to any settlement of the Scots in
the district. He assumes that the topographical
names introduced into Galloway by the Cruithue
.may be traced as gradually extending northwards
overCarrick, Kyle, Cunninghameand Lanarkshire,
until met by the Saxon and the Scoto-Irish Gaelic
of Argyleshire. But this is opposed to his own
obviously proper rule in topographical discovery.
The Saxon being, as it were, the last layer of
topography in Scotland proper, it is the progress
of that langnage westward, and not the Gaelic
of the Cruithme going north or eastward, that
ought to be traced in Ayrshire. But the fact
that there is a'considerable difference between the
Gaelic of the Galloway Crnithne and the Gaelic of
the Scots-—that the former bears a much closer
affinity to the Irish as it now exists—is strong
evidence that the Scottish (iaelic was not a direct
importation from Ireland, and that the Dalriads
of Argyle were not purely Irish. Thongh origin-
ally from North Britain, the Cruithne had been
long resident in Ireland, and did not settle in Gal-
loway tillabout four centuries later than thereturn
of Fergus to Argyleshire ; consequently the greater
similiarity in language and customs can easily be
accounted for. The main topographical argument
of Chalmers in favour of his Scoto-Irish theory, is
the cirenmstance of Tnver, in two instances, having
been substituted for Aéer. Now, as formerly
shown, there are only two solitary instances of
inver in the whole topography of Ireland, and not
one throughout the range of Galloway. The
word, therefore, seems to have been peculiar to
the Scottish Gael. In Kyle, on the contrary,
we have several examples of it in old charters.
Ayr itself is called Inver-ar in some instances,
while we have Inverpolenrtecan and Inverdon.
Another distinction between the Gaelic, Welsh,
and Irish, worthy of being taken notice of, is the
patronymic mark. In the Scots it is Mac ; in
Welsh, 4z ; and in the Irish, 0’. Now, if the

Scots had been thoroughly Irish in their descent,
as Chalmers atfirms they were in their manners,
laws, and customs, it is d'ffienlt to understand why
they should have differed so widely upon so com-
mon a point; and it is equally strange that, in the
oldest charters, where the Walnses, the remains
of the Alcluyd Britons, are distinetly mentioned,
there should not oceur a single Welsh patrony-
mic mark, if the langnage of the North Britons
and the Welsh were so congenerous as is supposed.
If we take, according to Chalmers, the British
words in the topography of Scotland as a proof
that the inhabitants spoke Welsh, the same rule
would apply eqnally to Ireland, where the same
British words are as prevalent. The lists of the
Seottish and Pictish kings areadduced by Chalniers
as another proof of the British speech of the Picts,
the names of the latter having no meaning unless
in the British. Now this is not the case. Most
of the Pictish names are just as capable of being
explained by a Gaelic dictionary as those of the
Scots, The difference lies chiefly in the spelling,
a circumstance which is not to be wondered at.
The Gaelic was not a written language. The
earliest verses known are the Duan, a sort of
genealogy of the Scottish kings, composed in the
eleventh century, during the reign of Malcoln
Canmore. The Irish annals of Ulster and Tiger-
nach were not written before the thirteenth cen-
tury, so that any writing at all extant —even where
Gaelic names of places occur in the eatliest char-
ters—all make a nearer approach to the langnage
as it isnow spoken and understood than the Welsh
authorities, to whose records of facts we are chiefly
indebted for any knowledge which has been pre-
served of the Picts or Alcluydensians, and who
wrote at & much earlier period. The annals of
the latter came to us through an ancient Cambro-
British medinm—those of the Scots through a re-
cently written, and nodoubt much-changed branch
of a kindred tongue, Another argument against
the Irish extraction of the Scots may be drawn
from the statement of Chalmers, that the Scoto-
Irish hrought the custom of war-cries with them.
Now, in the first place, we know that war-cries
were not peculiarly Irish; and, in the second, that
the Scots did not use the affix abo, to their cries
—such as Butler-abo, or Crom-abo—which was
general over Ireland. Their national war-cry was
simply Albanick! from Albyn, the ancient name
of North Britain, Thus we see there wasnothing
Irish even in the style of their war-cry, while the
cry itself shows that they were of Albyn, not of
Ireland. Even the Cruithne, or ‘“the wild Scots
of Galloway,” as they were termed in the twelfth
century, used the same war-cry. At the battle of
the Standard, in 1136, they led the van, and rush-
ing on to battle, the cry was ‘‘Albanich! Alban-
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ich ! Albanich !” Thanks to Hoveden, who has
recorded the cirenmstance, we have here strong
presumptive proof that both the Dalriads of Ar-
gyle and the Cruithne of Galloway were originally
from Albyn, and had preserved the same national
war-cry thronghout their long pilgrimage in the
north of Ireland. As the term Albyn only a)p-
plied in aneient times to the Pietish eountry north
of the Forth, the ery would not have been loeally
appropriate in (alloway ; hence it was not likely
to have been adopted after their arrival. The
war-cry in ancient, like armorial bearings in more
modern times, may be regarded as strong evidence
of deseent. Taking all things into eonsideration,
it is difficult to avoid the eonclusion that there
was, in reality, very little difference originally be-
tween the langnage of the Seots, Piets, and Al- |
cluydensians. If there had been as great a dis- |
tinction between the Gaelic and the Pictish lan-
guage as the apoeryphal specimen left by Merlin,
a poet of the sixth century, would lead us to
suppose, there would have been little use in ap-
pointing Gaelic elergymen over a Pietish people.
That what is now the Lowland dialeet had its
rise during the Scottish period there can be little
doubt. The anmexation of Lothian, oecupied
for centuries chiefly by the Angles, brought them
into closer contact with the inhabitants of the
adjacent districts ; while a body of Saxons actu-
ally effected a settlement in Kyle and Cuning-
hame. Thongh these, it may be inferred, did
not long retain possession, owing to the decline
of the Northumbrian power, still the probability
is that a portion both of their lineage and lan-
gnage remained. The many Saxons brought into
Scotland by Malcolm Canmore — thongh nuwm-
bers of them were expelled by the Scots after
his death®*—mnust have tended greatly to dissem-
inate a language already constituting the verna-
cular tongue of the east coast from the Forth
to the Tweed. The Lowland dialect, originating
ina combination of the oldest and purest Teutonic
with the native Gaelic or British, owes tothisunion
mueh of that peculiar softness, copiousness, and
graphic power for which it is distinguished.+ One-
third of the language, upon careful examination,
will be found to be Celtic. It hasalso a consider-
able admixture of Frencli, the acquisition of which
can easily be accounted for by the number of Nor-

* Chalmers states that the Saxons were driven wholly
away after the death of Malcolm Canmore, but he must
be wrong, for he elsewhere mentions that the descendants
of the prisoners were to be seen in every village and every
houre in the reign of David I

t We are assured that Gaelic poetry could be transtated
into the Lowland dialect almost word for word ; while it
cannot be rendered into English without baving recourse
to that degree of circumlocntion which Goldsmith satiri-

cally calls * style,” in allusion to M‘Pherson’s Ossian,

man settlers who came amongst us, and the subse-
(uent intercourse which took place hetween France
and Scotland.* Inthe next, or Anglo-Saxon period
of our history, the growth of the Scottish dialeet
can be still more distinetly traced. In reference
to the laws during the era of which we are now
writing, Chalmers shows that they were Celtic,
and very different from the Saxon ; but that they
were peculiarly Seoto-Irish, as, in accordance with
his system, he aflivms, is y no means so clear.
It is not at all proved that the laws of the Scots
were different from those of the Picts, or Lowland
Britons. The predominance of the Scots brings
them down more nearly to written evidence ; and
therefore we have a better knowledge of the cus-
toms which prevailed under their rule. On the
contrary, we are almost in total ignorance of the
laws by which the Picts or Alcluydensians were
governed. The law of tanistry—by which the
snceession of the crown was regulated—existed
apparently amongst the Picts as well as the Scots.
Bede casnally informs us that it was a rule with
the Picts, when the succession came to be disputed,
that the preference should be given to the nearcst
elaimant by the female side. It was thislaw which
placed Kenneth on the throne, in opposition to the
other competitor, Bred. That the eustoms of the
Scots and Piets were the same is apparent from an
ordinance of Edward 1., issued with a view to the
settlement of Scotland, in which he says—¢ the
custom of the Scots and Picts shall for the futuve
be prohibited, and he no longer practised.” Cus-
toms, not custom, would have been the phrase if
there had been different customs prevailing ainong
the Seots and Britons. During the Scottish period
the country had been ecelesiastically divided into
parishes, but the introduction of sheriffdoms and
and justiciaries belongs to a later age.

FROM THE ACCESSION OF EDGAR TILL THE DEATH
OF THE MAIDEN OF NORWAY.

The accession of Edgar, son of Maleolm Can-
more, to the Scottish throne in 1097, which was
mainly effected by the aid of an Anglo-Norman
army, under the command of his uncle, Edgar
Athelling, produced a great change in the aspect
of affairs. A new system of jurisprudence was in-
troduced, and the laws were administered with
mueh greater force. The foundation of his go-
vernment, however, may be said to have been laid

* Professor Murray, referring to Jamieson’s theory that
the Lowland Scotch is a differeut language fromn the Eng-
lish, observes—* Iis proofs from langnage are learned,
Dut delusive, becanse he forgets that Celtic and Teutonic
are radically one ; aud he overlooks chavacteristic differ-
ences.”
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in the reign of his father. The overthrow of the
Saxon dynasty in England by the Normans, the
consequent exile of many of the Saxon families of
distinction, who tcok refuge in Scotland, and his
marriage with Margaret, all tended to create a
partiality for the habits of the South. Malcolm
himself had spent no inconsiderable part of his
earlier years in England. His extreme affection
for his amiableueen, and the improvement which,
through her influence, was eftected in the man-
ners and nsages of the nobility, paved the way to
those changes that followed dnring the reigns of
his successors, 'The Saxon langnage, which, as
we have seen, was previously spoken in the east of
Scotland, and partially in the South, was first in-
troduced at the court, in compliment to the queen,
in the reign of Malcolm Canmore. Under Edgar,
the Saxon nania made still greater strides. Large
bodies of emigrants were settled throughout the
kingdom, both north and south of the Forth. Be-
sides the Saxons, many of the Norman nobility,
who were dissatistied with the rule of the Con-
queror, retired to Scotland, where they were en-
couraged by every mark of distinction which could
be heaped upon them. It secmed to e the policy
of the Scottish kings to encourage the settlement of
forcigners, with a view to consolidate theauthority
of the crown;and enable them to overcome thedan-
gerous power of the native clans, whose genius and
habits were by no meansfavourableto concentrated
government or the cultivation of commerce. From
the great number cf foreigners settled in the rich-
est districts of the country it would appear that
the coustant wars hetwcen the Scots, Picts, and
Britons and their domestic feuds, had greatly
thinned the inhabitauts. The vast body of retain-
ers bronght by the various Saxon and Norman
lords, and the wide extent of lands conferred upon
them, lead to the conclusion that the country was
in a waste and desolate eondition. When David
L., who married an English countess who had nu-
merous vassals, ascended the throne in 1124, he is
said to have been followed, at suecessive periods,
by no fewer than a thousaud Anglo-Normans.
During the reign of this monarch, Hugh de Mor-
ville,amongst others,came toScotland, and, besides
beingappointed High Constable, wasendowed with
vast grants of land. He possessed the greater part
of Cuninghame, and, under his an spices, a number
of families, who afterwards rose to high fendal dis-
tinction, were settled in that district. The Lou-
doun family, who assumed the name of the lands
as their patronymic, were Anglo-Normans. So
were the progenitors of the Cuninghames. The
Rosses were also vassals of Hugh de Morville,

rodfrey de Ros acquired the lands of Stewarton
from Richard de Morville. Stephen, the son of
Riehard, obtained lands in Cuningliame, which he

FROM EDGAR TILL THE DEATH OF MARGARET.

called Steplien’s-tun (the Stevenston of the present
day). The Lockharts of Lanarkshire and Ayrshire
are of Anglo-Norman descent. Simond, the son
Malcolm, who settled in Lanarkshive, held lands
under the Stewart family in Kyle, which he called
Syming-tun, now Symington. The Colvilles, who
possessed Ochiltree for some time, were from Eng-
land. The Montgomeries of Faglesham, and sub-
sequently of Eglintoun, were Norman, and vassals
of Walter the High Steward, who obtained the
greater part of Renfrewshire. A brother of Wal-
ter is conjectured, upon good grounds, to have been
the ancestor of the Boyds. 'The Stewarts were
themselves Anglo-Norman, as were also the Bruces
of Annandaleand Carrick. The Wallaces of Kyle
are supposed to have been of Norman descent,
from one Kimerns Galleius, whose name appears as
a witness to the charter of the Abbey of Kelso,
founded by David I. That the progenitors of the
Hero of Scotland came from England is farther
held to be countenanced by the fact that there ex-
isted in London, in the thirteenth century, certain
persons of the name of Waleis ; but none of our
historians or genealogists have been able to trace
the slightest family connection between them ;
neither is it known at what period, if Norman or
English, they settled in Seotland. The first of the
name on record is Richard Walense, who witnesses
a charter to the monks of Paisley, by Walter the
High Steward, before the year 1174, The name
eame to be afterwards softened to Waleys or Wal-
lace. In the absence of direct proof to the eon-
trary, it is not unreasonable to conjecture that the
Wallaces were native Scots. Some consider them
to have been Welsh, apparently without reference
to the fact that the Alcluydensians are often eon-
founded in history by the terms British and Welsh.
Long after the Alcluyd kingdom had heen de-
stroyed, the inhabitants—the descendants of the
Damnii—were known by the appellation of Wa-
lenses. 1t is therefore probable that the aneestors
of Wallace adopted the patronymic of Walense, in
the same way that /nuglis is known to have been
assumed from KEnglish, or Fleming from the Flem-
ings. This is strongly countenanced by the fact
that the name of the family was originally Walens.
The eoincidence is at all events curious, and not
without interest. The property of Richard Wa-
lens may have been called Richard{un, in accord-
ance with the prevailing Saxon custom of the time
—not because he was himself of English extrac-
tion. The Flemings, who were all foreigners, came
to be so numerous in Scotland that they were pri-
vileged to be governed by their own laws. The list
of Lowland clans, amountinginall tothirty-nine, as
given in the recently published MS. of Bishop Les-
lie, who, if it is authentic, whieh is very doubtful,
wrote during the reign of Queen Mary, shows that
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the greater number were of Sixon or Norman
extraction. The following is the iist:—

Armstrong. Johnston.
Barclay. Kerr.
Brodie. Lauder.
Bruce. Leslie.
Colguhonn. Lindsay.
Comyn. Maxwell.
Cuninghame. Mantgomerie.
Cranstoun. Murray.
Crawford. Ogilvie.
Douglas. Oliphant.
Drummeond. Ramsay.
Dunbar. Rose.
Dundas. Ruthven.
Erskine. Scott.
Torbes. Seton.
Gordo.. Sinelair.
Graham. Urquhart.
Hamilton. Wallace.
Hay. Wemyss.
Home.

There was one Alan le Fenwick,” connected, nc
doubt, with the parish in this county of that name,
who swore fealty to Kdward [. Itisrathersurpris-
ingthat neither the Kennedies, a very extensiveand
old Celtic clan in Carrick, nor the Boyds, are men
tioned amongst the foregoing + Whether *¢ Ves-
tiarium Scoticum ** be a forgery or not, the fami-
lies enumerated are well known to hrve flourished
in the lowlands; and, indeed, most of them are i1
existence at this moment. It is obvious, there-
fore, that the Celtic population, at least the chiefs,
had been superseded to a great extent. In Ayr-
shire,asalready stated, the mass of the inhabitants
were purely Celtic ; but, as in other districts, the
bulk of the property passed into the hands of Nor-
man snd £ axcn emigrants, with whose followers
the towns and villages were crowded. This infu-
sion of foreign blood was not effected without some
difficulty. The Celtic population were greatly op-
posed to the new system, and they broke out intc
frequentinsurrections.  When William was madc
prisoner at Alnwick in 1147, a gereral rising took
place against the strangers, who werc compellec
to take shelter in the king’s castles. During the
reigns of Edgar, Alexander L., David I., and Mal-
colm IV., various disturbances occurred in conse
quence of the prejudices entertained by the olc

* ¥enwick has, in all probability, been transformed int¢
Finnie, some of whom are still 10 be found in Ayrshire.

t There were also the 3oyles, Blairs, Dnnleps, Fulla
tons, Hunters, lairlics, Liuns, Eglintouns, kergushnlit,
Muirs, Monfoids, Auch.n.ecks, d¢., who 1088 out of Ay
shire ; and the Siewa:ts, > empilis, Caldwells, Ralstount,
Walkinshaws, Brisbane-, Dennistouns, ’orteticlus, Lyie:.
Houstouns, Cahea ts, Volocss, Whytefu.rds, hnoxe:
Cochranes, &c., ont of Reufrewshire—a.l of whom weid
©f consideraole stat.s.

against thenewrace. The repeated irruptions cf
the Gal wegians, whose ter.itoryincludzd not only,

arrick but Kyle aud Cuninghame at the com-
mencement of the reign of David I., must of conrte
aaveinvolved what now constitutes Ayrshire in the
struggle.  On the captivity of William, Galloway
rose in revolt, slew the Ln-lish and Normans, ex-
pelled the king’s officers, and destroyed hiscastles.
[n September, 1174, Gilbert of Galloway assassin.
ated his brother Uchtred in the most savage mars
aer. The following year William, havingregained
1is liberoy, marched an army against Gilbert; but,
in place of punishing him, he accepted a pecuniary
satisfaction Gi bertsecured thegoodwillof Henry
ot England for £919 9s. €d , and became so anda-
zious that, in 1184, he took up arms against the
Ling of Sc tland, when William found it necessary
) enter into a compromise with him. Gilbert,
10wever, dying in 1185, Roland, the son of the
nurdered Uchtred, took np arms, and entirely de-
icated his opponents. Possessing himself of the
vhole of Galloway, he incurred the displeasure of
denry of England, whe in 1186, assemnbled a large
wrmy at Carlisle, with the view of invading Gal.
loway. Roland 1 ade vigorous defensive prepa.
cations. A peace, however, was arranged without
Jroceeding to extrem ties, by which Roland agreed
oo submit the claims of Duncan, the son of Gilbert,
to Inglish jurisdiction. The Scottish king, feel-
ing his influence compromised by such terms,
stepped in between the parties, and, in 1186,
granted Carrick, which formed a censiderable por-
tion of ancient Galloway, to Duacin, in full satis-
faction of his claims. A new Earldem arese out
of this settlement, which was destined to produce
the celebrated restorer of xcottish independence,
Robert the Bruce.

One of the leading events hetween the acces-
sion of Edgar and the death of the Maid of Nor-
way in 1290, was the battle of the Standard,
fought by David I against the English in 1138.
At this engagement, the Alcluyd men, or Wa.
lenses, are said to have fought in a distinct body.
Another and a more important occurrence was
the invasion of Haco, hing of Norway, during
.he reign of Alexander IIL., who appeared in the
say of Ayr with a large fleet early in Angust, 1263.
t'he cause of 1his invasion had reference to certain
.slands which Haco contended ought to have been
;onceded to him in virtus of previous treaties.
The Scottish account of the buttle of Largs, where
the Norwegians were defeated is perhaps not alto-
sether to be relied on; but we are atrvaid that Mr
I'ytler, in his generally acourate History of Scot-
land, has fallen into the opposite error of following
o implicitly the nairative ot the Norwegian
shronicle, '1f it is there attirnved that ** ten Scots
.ought agaiust one Norwegian,” which M.r 'l‘ilfler
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considers as “‘no doubt exaggerated,” may not the
acconnt b equally vide of the truth in other mat-
ters? The studied tendency of the Norse chrouicle
is to show that Haco owed his defeat, not to the
bravery or prowess of the Scots, but to the fury of
the elements. If due allowance is made for na-
tional partiality on both sides, the truth may be
found to lie somewhere between. The Norse ac-
count of the expedition is that, after reducing the
Hebrides, and having taken the islands of Bute and
Arran, besides committing various ravages at the
head of Loch Long,and inStirlingshire—the par y
who penetrated so far into the interior being nnder
the command of Magnus, king of Man.and Dougall
Konongr, who hal joined Haco as his vassals—the
king still lay with the main portion of the fleet at
the Cumbrays, meditating a descent npon the Ayr-
shire coast. It is alleged that the Scottish king
artfully entered into negotiations with Haco, for
the pucpase of creating dzlay, till the approach of
the equinox, when it was hoped the sto. m wou'd
disperse his armament. This may have been the
policy of Alexander; but a+ Haco inust have been
equal y aware of the danger of the eguinoxial
storms, he showed himself a bad generai so to
ailow the enemy to amusehim. On the st of Oc-
tober a violent storm occurred, which continued
throughout the night, an:l next morning six gal-
leys, besides a transport, were driven onshore, thé
crews of which were attacked by a body of armed
peasants, who were stationed on the heights. The
Norwegians made a gallant defence, and the storm
moderating a little, boats were sent with reinforce-
ments, when the Scots retired. On the morning
of the 3d, Haco came on shcre with « large 1ein-
forcement. Soon after the whole body of the
Sc.ttisharmnyappearedinsight, which,commanded
by the King and the Lord High Steward, in per-
#on, is represented as consisting of fifteen hundred
horsemen, and a numerous body of foot soldiers.
The cavalry, amongst whem were one hundred
andfifty knights in full armour, and mounted upon
Spanish horses, had an imposing and formidable
appearance. The Norwegian force on shove
amounted to no more than nine hundred, and as
the Scots advanced, Haco was prevailed upon by
his barons to retire to his ships and send additional
.. troops. The Scots, in the meanwhile, pressed so
severely npon the Norwegians, that the skiunish
was speedily changed into a flight At this eriti-
. _cal juncture, when additional troops were so anxi-
ously expected, a third storm came on, and com-
~ pletely shattering his Leet, prevented Haco from
.- re-landing with the much-wanted wid. The Nor-
- _Wegians were drlveu along the shore, still they re-
. peatedly rallied, and fought with great bravery.
. A severe confliot tock place beside the stranded
. voysels, da which Sir Piers do Owrry, » Scottish

knight, met his death. He haiadvanced to chal-
leage t» single combat, when lie was met by a
Norwegian who ccnducted the retreat, and speedily
slain-—his thigh having been severed fromhis body
by a single blow ! In the contest which followed
round the body of the failen knight, the square of
the Norsemen was broken, and the slaughter be-
came so great that they would soon have been en-
tirely cut to pieces, had not a reinforcement been
st last procured from the ships. Forming anew,
they made a furious attack upon the Scots, and
drove them from the heights. The remains of the
Norwegian army then took to their boats, and
reached the fleet in safcty. Next day a truce was
obtained from the Scots to bury their dead, after
accomplishing which they set sail for Arran. Snch
is the substance of the Norwegian narrati- e of the
battle of Largs. It seems improbable in various
particulars. The coincidence of three successive
storms having occurred—the third more particu-
Iarly at the critical juncture when Haco was about
to land with additional troops —and his being at
length able to send a force sufficient to turn the
tide of battle, and drive back the Scots from the
hills, after his fleet was completely dispersed by the
fcarful storm said to have prevailed, is exceedingly
doubtful. Andstillmoreso, the fleet being strand-
ed, that they were enabled to retire in perfect order
to their ships. The Norwegirn chronicle would
thus have the battle of Largs to have been no more
than a skirmish. 1.e Scottish historians, on the
other hand, represent it as a great and decisive
struggle; and though their statements may be ex.
aggerated, there can be little doubt that it was a
v ell-contested field. Haco is said to have landed
20,000 men at Ayr, and taken the castle a state-
nieut by no means unlikely. On the other hand,
the statement tuat he kept hisarmy cooped upon
hoard his ships for a whole month after his arrival
onthecoast whenhecould easily havedisembarked,
and maintained such closecommunication withthem
that they wouldalwayshavebeeninsight of the fleet
is altogether incredible. He evidently intended
a regular invasion of Scotland, and his fleet, con.
sisting of about 150 vessels of various capabilities,
may well be styled the Armada of the thirteenth
cert iry. His landing at Ayc would account, per-
haps, for the two camps or forts on the Dundon.
ald hi Is, about the origin of which our local anti-
guaries are much divided. There are also remains
ofajudicionsly constructed encampmentonNewark
hil’, which, a few years ago, ere the plough had
turned it down, was very distinct. Whether these
had been used asplaces of strength and observation
by the Scots and Norwegians on this occasion, or
whether they belong to an earlier period, are ques-
tisns which it is impossible tosolve. DBe thisasit
may, however, there scems good yeason for believ.
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ing that the battle of Largs was more than a mcre
skirmish, or series of skirmishes. So formidable
was Haco’s expedition considered, that Alexander
had recourse to various devices for the purpose of
obtaining delay, in order to prepare a force cowpe-
tent to meet it. And the fact that nearly the whole
available strength of the country was put in reqni-
sition —that, besides the Lowland forces, several of
the Highland clans were present——that both the
King and the High Steward were at the head of
the troops—shows in what estimation the number
and power of the Norsemen were held. Wyntoun
says—
** The kyng Alysandyre of Scotland

Came on them than wyth stalwart hand,
And thame assaylyd rycht stowtly.”

The decisive character of the battle, and the numn-
ber of combatants engaged in it, may be judged
from the circumstance of the Norwegians having
taken five days to bury their dead ; as well as from:
the fact that, when removed for the purposes of
building, some years ago, not less thau fiftee:
thousand cart-loads of rubbish, mixed with relics
of the fight, were taken from the principal tumuli.
According to the Scots. the storm by which the
Norwegians suffered ¢id not occur till after theis
disconifiture on shore. It seems improbable tha:
Haco, unlesshehad been the veriest coward, should
have retired to his ship on the approach of the
Scots, for the purpose of sending reinforcements.
when this could have been done by another as well
as himself. The distance of the Cumbraes fron
the shore of Largs, between which the fleet was
anchore 1, is not more than two miles, so that the
storm must have been sudden indeed which re-
tarded the debarkation of reinforcements. But
it may well be asked why the who e force was
not landed at the same time with the nine hun-
dred, knowing, as the Norsemen could not fail
to do, that the Scottish army was not far dis-
tant? The Norwegian chronicler seems to havc
been sensitively alive to the wailike reputatior
of his countrymen; but by making it appea
that Haco kept his army on board for a month
after his arrival in Scotland, and that he was
not at their head, while the Scots were led on
by the king and all the great men in person,
he forgot the questionable light in which he
placed his character.  Besides the King at.d the
High Steward, it is rather singilar that histor)
should make no mention of any of the barons who
were present, with the exception of a single indi-
vidual—

“ A Scottis sqwyare of gud fame,
Perrys of Cuiry cald be name.”

Who Sir Piers de Curry was, genealogy has not
traced. Heis described as having been conspicu-

ous for the richness of his trappings. There can
be little doubt that the barons of Ayrshire, a1 d
their retainers, duly perfornied their part on the
occasion.  The father of Boyd, who fought with
Wallace in the war of independence, is said to have
obtained a grant of land in Cuninghame for his
gallantry at Largs. Tradition affirms that he at.
tacked and routed a detachment of Norwegians,
with the small party under his command, at Gold.
berry hill. Sir Robert Boyd is believed to have
been the progenitor of the Kilmarnock family.
Walter de Whytefuird had the lands of Whyte-
fuird for his good services on the same occasion.
Several other families trace the rise of their ances.
tors to the bravery displayed by them in fighting
<he Norwegians.  Amongst these the Craufurds
ire understood to have borne a conspicuous part.
Pout says the surname is very ancient, and did
mnemorable service under King Alexander III.
it the *“ battell of Largis, by whom their good
service was recompensed with divers great lands
ad possessiones.” According to the old common
hythm—

‘““They had Draffen, Methweine, and rich erth Stevinstone;
Cameltoune, Knockawart, and fair Lowdoune.”

[he main battle is supposed to have been fought
m the plain of Largs. Near to the ground en-
:lsed as a garden by the late Dr Cairnie, a rude
pillar, or upright stone, formerly stood, now built
mnto the wall, which is supposed to have been com.
nemorative of the death of Haco, brother of the
vorwegian king, who was slain in the fight. Above
Haylie, eastwards, therearestill visible theremains
sfa small encampment, on a hill, which in all pro-
vability was used by the Scots, though there is
reason to believe, from the urns and vther remains
which have been found, that both itand the other
similar encampments in the vieinity were first
construct d at a much earlier period. There are
uso vestiges of a tumulus at the back of Haylie
aouse, in «1l likelihood erected over the remains
of those who fell in the conflict with Sir Robert
Boyd. Close by the west wall of the burying.
ground a barrow still exists, the burying-ground,
according to the Norse account of the battle, of
the Norwegian dead. Amongst other interesting
velics of these adventurous people, a splendid an-
tique brooch, of large size, and rich y ornamented
with filigree work, was found, some time ago, near
Huuterston, It is in the possession of Mrs Hun.
ter of Hunterston, and, from its Runio inscription,
there can be no doubt of its having belonged to
the Norwegians. There are several rames of
places supposed to allude to the battle of Large.
Amongst others, Routtin.Burn, or Rout- Danes’s
Rurn, which, moreprobably, means simply Rontan-
i.c., roaring burn; also, Camphill, which, in 1620,
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was spelled Camp/ell, i.e., crooked hill. There is
a large stone in the neighbourhood of Largs, west-
ward from the farm I':mlm: which stands upon
its end, called in Bleau’s Atlas (1654) Thartar-
meer, probably from the C ltic tertur, signify-
ing confusion, and the British merr, or Celtic
muir, sea or lake. Thus, tharter or tvrtur-meer
wounld mean the s of confu<ion; and so the
great stone, it may be inferred, was set up in com-
memoration of the confusion and dispersion of the
Norwezians at the bay or sea of Largs.* The
name of the farm as well as the stone indicites
that Gaelic was the common language of Ayr-
shire at that tim~,  In the Chamberlain Rolls

1264 —several entries occar which have evident
reference to this period of our history. They are
from the account of Wiliiam, Earl of Menteith,
who was sheriff of Ayr at the time. ‘¢ /tem, to
the worker of the ba'/ista, for that year (1263),
two merks and a half.” The ballista, or cala-
pulta, was a machine, a species of cross-bow, by
which holts were shot from the walls of a strong-
hold ; and no doubt this. as well as the other en-
tries, were on account of the Castle of Ayr. ““Item,
in food and service to two watchmenfromthat tzrm
(Martinmas, previously me:tioned) 20 shillings :
Jtem, in food and service to the porter in that term.
8shillings: /e, inrepair of the houses in the castle
of Air, 27 shillings: In the expense of deputies
exploring the king of Norway, three times 28
shillings and 8 p2nce farthing.” Tue meaning o"
the words “exploring the king of Norway,” seems
to be that certain persons were despatched by the
sheriff of Ayr to watch the movements of the ar-
mament of the king of Norway—showing the
judicions manner in which the defence of the king-
dom was-attended to. ¢ /tem, tofour inen watch-
ing the vessels or ships of our Lord the King for
23 weeks, 16 shillings 9 pence tarthing.” Iinme-
diately prior to the period here alluded to, several
vessels had been built at Ayr by the eommand of
Alexander IIL, for the use of the state; from which
circumstance it has justly been inferred that Ayr
was at that time one of the most important har.
bours in“the kingdom. The account goes on far-
ther to enumerate various items which, though

not of much importance in themselves, still possess’

a degree of interest, as illustrative of local his-
tory. TFor example, we find—** /tem, for three
dozen staffs or staves of taxo (yew) bought for the
working of the ba//ists, 13s. 4d.; and in sa’t,
bought for vi:tualling the castle, 20s. /Jtem, in
10 ebalders of oatmeal, for the said vietualling,
£10. - Item, for six chalders of wheat bought for
saidl victualling, £9. 3s.; and for seventeen pounds,

* In Aitken's Par’ sh At'as of Ayrshire, engmved in
1820; the namo is changoed to Thoretona

sixteen shillings, five pence, for cows taken from
the men of Kyle, and of Carrick, and which these
men kept on their farms from the term of Saint
Martin aforesaid, [ftem, fur 43 cows taken for
the service of our Lord the King, at Brewevill,
£9, 4s.; and he [the king] also owes £204, 8s.,
3jd. He [the king] received of the same, in wheat
from the provisions of the castle of Ayr, six chal-
ders ” Inthesame account, the Earl ‘‘requests to
be allowed to himself the cutom of eleven score
and odd stones of iron, and the wmaking of 1770
querrellis,* and the making of 9 score [stones] of
iron. [ftem, requests to be put in possession of
£6(, 15s. 8., whieh he expended in the making
of the ships of our Lord the King; and in seven
merks which he expended in cutting of 200 oars,
and in the making and carriage of the same,”
From all this it will b2 seen that very considerable
preparations w.re made for defending the castle of
Ayr. There is another claim for money alleged to
havebeen expended by the Earl of Menteith, which
the Rolls thns record—*¢ And he eqnally requests
to be allowed the expenses of six score s°r-
vants, or men ou duty, which he kept in the castle
of Air three weeks, in defect of the burghers, who
ouglit to have entered the eastle, for the keeping of
the same, according to the order of our Lord the
K ns; and the said earl siys that they refused,
a1d ft iican b3 p oren the said bu-ghers should
pay to the said earl the expenses of the aforesaid
servants, otherwise the foresaid earl shall pay the
said expeuses.” I'rom this it would appear that
some (loubt was entertained as to the fact of the
burghers of Ayr having refused to garrison the
castle. The probability is that the Farl preferred
his own men.

The death of Alexander in 1285, followed by
that of his grand-daughter, the ** Maiden of Nor-
way,” who, as Wyntoun says, *‘ was put to Dede
be Martyry.” on her passage from thence to Seot-
land, in 129), involved the couniry in all the
turmoil and ruin of a disputed suceession.—That
Scotlind attained to great prosperity during the
period we have been describing—from 1097 to
129)—especially during the wise and vigorous
governmeut of Alexander, is borne ont by all
our historians. Castles, which had begun to be
erceted in the reign of Malcolm (Canmore, were
rapidly multiplied by those Norman barons and
their followers who, as we have a'ready seen, ob-
tained large grants of land from the Scottish
monarchs. Varions strongholds along the sea-
coasts, supposed to have boen built by the Vikingr,

|as w 1l as cells or religious -houses, are known

to have previously existed. Tut it was chiefly
under the protection of the barvnial towers that

* Bolts for the balitste.
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hamlets and towns sprung np ; and in less than
two centuries, a vast change was producad.
Ayrshire, notwithstanding the attachment of the
inhabitants to their Celtic habits, seems to have
made considerable progress in the new order of
things, though most of the towns and prineipal
villages are of Celtic origin ; for example, Ayr,
Irvine, Kilinarnock, Kilmaurs, Mauchline, Ochil-
tree, Auchinleck, Cumnock, Ballantrae, Girvan,
Maybole, &c , no doubt took their rise prior to
the Saxon era of our history. Those of more
recent times are easily known by the Teutonic
atlix, tun or ton. They are ten in number Coyl-
tor, Dalm llington, Galston, Monkton, Riccarton,
Stevenston, Stewarton, Straiton, Symington, and
Tarbolton ; anl even these are nut all wholly
Saxon. Though it is thus apparent that the majo-
rity of thetownsand villages of tltecounty took their
rise in Celtic .imes, and while the Gaelic continued
to be the prevailing language, there can be little
doubt thattheintroductionof foreigners, especially
the mercantile Flemings, whom the mistaken policy
of the English monarchs drove from the south,
tended greatly to promote that mercantile pros-
perity for which the country was distinguished in
the reign of Alexander. In ship-buil ing, in fish-
ing, in agriculture and commerce, Scotland was
counsiderably in advance of England in the twelfth
century. The Saxons, Flemings, and other fo-
reigners, are known to have been settled chiefly in
the towns ; yet, in Ayrshire at least, they seem to
have constituted but a small body in comparison
with the other inhabitants. The names, so far as
they have been preserved in the municipal records
of Ayr, for instance, show that Celtic patronymics
were by far vhe most numerous. The twelfth cen-
tury may be eonsidered the great era of church-
building. Varions monasteries were no doubt
founded previously ; but churches had not he n
. generally planted in the room of the cells of the
saints. In Ayr. hire there wereno religious houses
prior to that period. The Abbey of Kilwinning,
the oldest in the county, was founded by Hugh de
Morville in 1140;* Crossraguel, by Duncan, Karl of
Carrick, in 1244 or 1245. A great many other
places of worship, of variousorders, were establish-
ed about the same time throughout the county.

From the charter of the church of Cragyn, founded |

by Walter Hose of Cragyn in 1170, we find that
iron money was then current in Scotland as wel.
as silver. His brother John, in recognition of the
gift, was to give yearly to the monks of Jaisley
‘¢ three iron coins.” Schools, as well as churcles,

* There is some dis:repancy amongst our antiquar‘an
writers as to the foundation of Kilwiun ng Pont says it
was built in 1191, Keith in 1140, and Crawford after 11583,
Chalmers, however, fullows Keith, and he 13 good autko-
rity in such watters,

were also instituted in this, it may be said, the
gollen age of indzpend.2nt Scotlind. Ina precept
of Pope Gregory, in 1233, his faithful sous, the
deacons of Carrick and Cuuninghame, and the mas-
ter of the school of Ayr, are ordered to examine
into the eonduct of the rector of the church of Kil.
patrick, for adualterating charters. In refsrence to
agricnlture, we find, from the charters of the mo-
nastery of Paisley, that 1inds were frequently en-
closed even at thisearly period. In a ‘ charter of
the boundaries of the House of Paisley and Wil-
liam of Sanchar” (parish of St Quivox), in 1280,
it is agreed that ‘‘crosses and ditches are to be
erected and made by men mutually chosen,” be-
tween t'ie lands of Dalmulin and Sanchar, ¢ one-
half of ditches to be taken from lands of both
parties ; said dit ches to be six feet wide.” ** More-
over,” (continues the gharter) ‘it has been agreed,
as well for me (the said William of Sanchar) and
my heirs as for the aforesaid abbot and convent
and their suceessors, that fromn Martinmas no field
=hall be enc’osed between my domain and iny-ather
lands, from the aforesaid rivulet, westward, an
the land of the aforesaid church until the festival
of the purificition of the Blessed Virgin ; but that
the animals of said monks and convent, and their
servants, should freely pasture in my land, and
vice versa my anitals, of iy heirs and of our de-
pendents, in theland of the aforesaid church, how-
ever so that no damage shall be done tomy granges,
litches, or sown land at any time to me or my heirs
whatsomever. on the other side of the aforesaid
rivulet, for a fortnight after the corn has been
carried from thatland.’ Alexander the Third, as
Wyntoun informs us, paid great attention to agri-
culture. Hecaused everyoccupierof land t> plough
a certain part of it, in proportion toitsextent;and
‘* Be that vertu all hys Land
Of corn he gart be abowndand.”

B ol AT

It was from this law of Alexander’s that’as the

poet infortas us, land came afterwards to be mea‘
sured by the number of oxen necessary to work
it. The value of corn at that period he thusbriefly
chronicles :— . 3
¢ A Boll of Atis pennys foura -~ 2,

Of Scottis mone past noucht oure ;-

A Boll of Bere for awcht or tei.

In comowne prys sawld wes then ;

Yor sextene a Boll of Qwhete ; : -

Or for twenty the derth wes grete.” s

Here we see that wheat was a common commodity
in Scotland six hundred years ago. We know,
however, from other sources, that it had been so
long previously. InDavid the First’s time (1124),
wheat was still cheaper than in the reign of Alex-
ander. Itcould then be had for ten in place of
sixteen pennies—the value of which, in sterlirg

money, would be, at the respective periods, about,
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2s, 6d. to 4s. per boll. From the account of
Williain Cumin of Kilbride, sheriff of Ayr in 1265,
in the Chamberlain Rolls, we have a correct idea
of the price of wine at this period. ‘¢ Item, for
17 hhds. of red wine, each hogshead 36s. 8d.,
total £31 3s. 4d.*; and for 6 hhds. of red wine,
£9 3s. 4d.; and for three hogsheads of white
wine, bought at 110s ; and 6 bhds. of white
wine, bought of the burghers of Air, £12 2s.”
If the riches of the country were to be measnred
by the wealth of the church, which compounded
with Bagamont, an emissary sent by the Roman
Pontiff to levy a tenth on the property of the
church for the relief of the Holy Land in 1275,
for the enormous suin of 50,000 merks, we would
form a very high estimate of its prosperity In
arms, Scotland was inferior to no country of the
sge. Her men-at armsand cavaliers, as described
at the battle of Largs, were equipped in the most
approved fashion; and the fact that, in 1244,
Alexander II led an army into England of 100,000
foot, with a well-appointed body of cavalry, shows
that, both in men and means, she was capable of
meeting a very formidable opponent. With re-
erence to the arts, the style of ecclesiastical archi-
tecture affords the only data npon which to form
an opinion ; and according to that criterion, it
must have been of ro mean order.

FROM THE DEATH OF THE MAIDEN OF NORWAY TILL
THE ACCESSION OF DAVID II.

** Quhen Alysandyr, oure kyng, wes dede,
That Scotland led in luwe and le,
Away was Sons of Ale and Brede,
Of Wyne and Wax, of Gaymn and Gle;
Oure Gold wes changyd inio Lede—
Cryst, borne in-to Virgynte,
Succour Scotland, and remede,
That stad is in perplexyte.”t
So sings the oldest Scottish poet of whose genius
any vestige remains. The death of Alexander,
followed soon by that of the ‘“Maiden or Norway,”
brought evil days upon the country. The civil
commotion which arose out of the disputed cla’'m
to the crown, and the persevering attempt of Ed-
ward L to subjugate Scotland, were attended with
disastrousconsequences:agriculture wasneglected,

* A pound weight of silver constituted a pound of money
at thistime. The Scottish Government afterwards (March
12, 1358,) debased the coin. Edward IIL (of England)
issued a proclamation forbidding its currency. This pro-
clamation sets forth, * that the ancient mo:ey of Scotland
was wont to be of the vame weight and alloy as the sterling
money of England."—/1ailes’ Annals, V'ol. 11., p. 370.

t These ofien quoted lines are greatly o be admired for
their simplicity and sweetness. The expression * Away
wesSons of Aleand Drede, ’ has beeu variously interpreted.
There can he lit'le doubt, however, that sons and sonce
(which signifies abundance) are one and the same word.
Hence the line would read, * Away was plenty of ale and
bread.”

and commerce banished. Ayrshire shared largely
in the vicissitndes of that melancholy period. 'L he
connection of Robert de Bruce, Lord of Annan-
dale and Cleveland, son of the competitor, with
the county, by his marriage with Marjory, Countess
of Carrick,rend red the district of vast importance
to the invader. The marriage, which we give in
the words of Tytler, was altogether a romantic
one :—‘ About this time (1268) happened an in-
cident of aromantic nature, with which important
consequences were connected. A Scottish knight
of high birth—Robert de Bruce, son of Robert de
Bruce, Lord of Annandale and Cleveland—w:s
passing on horseback through the domains of
Turnberry, which belonged to Marjory, Countess
of Carrick  The lady happened at the moment to
be pursning the di ersion of the chase, surrounded
by a retinne of her squires and damsels. They
encountered Bruce. The young Countess was
struck by his noble figure, and courteously en-
treated him to remain and take the recreation of
hunting. Bruce, who, in those feudal days, knew
the danger of paying too much attention to a ward
of the king, declined the invitation, when he found
himself suddenly surrounded by the attendants ;
and the lady, 1iding up, seized his bridle, and led
off the knight, by gentle violence. to her castle of
Turnberry. Here, after fifteen days’ residence,
the adventure concluded as might have been ex.
pected. DBruce married the Countess without the
knowledge of the relations of either party, and
before obtaining the king’s consent ; upon which
Alexander seized her castle of Turnbury and her
whole estate. The intercession of friends, how-
ever, and a heavy fine, conciliated the mind of the
monarch. Bruce becamne, in right of his wife,
Lord of Carrick ; and the son of this marriage of
romantic love was the great Robert Bruce, the
restorer of Scottish liberty.” " The disputed claim
to the Crown arose immedi . tely after the death of
Alexander, in the belief that the right of the
¢ Maiden of Norway ” woul | be set aside in favour
of the nearest male heir. In 1286 ‘‘an agreement
was drawn up with a view to the succession of
Bruce theelder, between Thomas de Clare, brother
to the Earl of Gloucester, and nephew to the elder
Brucee’s wife ;* joined with Richard de Burg, Earl
Ulster, on the one part, and Patrick, Earl of Dun-
bar, John, and Alexander, Walter Steward, Earl
of Menteith, Alexander and John his sons, Robert
Bruce, Lord of Carrick, and Bernard de Bruce,
James, Ste wvard of Scotland, and Johu, his brother,
Eregus, the son of Donevald of the Isles, and
Alexander his son, that they would adhere to, and
tike part with one and other, upon all occasions,

* Bruce claimed the crown as the descendant of David,
Earl of Huntingdon, brother of King William the Lion, -
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against all persons whatsoever, saving their alle-
giance to the King of England, and their fidelity
to him who should gain the kingdom of Scotland
by right of blood from Alexander, then lately de-
ceased ; which agreement. according to Dugrlale,
was dated at Turnber ie,on the eve of St Mathew.”
Not long after this, the six regents, who had been
appointed to govern the kingdom, were rednced,
by death and assassination, to four; and the High
Steward, who was one of them, taking a course
inimieal to the young gqueen, open war was com-
menced by Bruee against the partyof Baliol, which,
according to Tytler, continuned to ravage the conn-
try for two years after the death of the king.  We
know, at all events, from tie Chamberlain Rolls,
that in 1288 the sheiiff of Wigton, John Cumin
of Buchan, did ‘“not answer because the land lies
uncultivated on account of the war raised after the
death of the king hy the Earl of Carrick.” The
demand of Edward I., to whose decision the pend-
ing claims were submitted, to have the whole
strengths of tke country delivered into his hands,
had the effect of rousing the contending factions
to a sense of the common danger, and it is pro-
bable that, but for the death of the queen, Scot

land might have been spared the severe inflic-
t.on of civil and foreign war, which so long
desolated the country. In consequence of the
doubtful allegiance of the Bruces,* and their
pretensions to the Scottish throne, Edward, with
the view of overawing the distriet, after he had
over-run the country, maintained a strong force
in the castle of Ayr, of which Henry de Percy
was appointed governor, as well as sheriff of the
county. The tyranny of Edward—especially as
affairs were administered by Cressingham the trea-
surer, and Ormsby the justiciary-—was such that
the prostrate inhabitants were fain to throw off
the yoke. At length a champion arose in the per-
son of the famed Sir William Wallace, whose ex-
ploits, as recordzd by Blind Harry, are familiar
to every Scotsman. Wallace, who is supposed to
have been born about 1276, was the second son
of Malecolm Waleys, the knight of Ellerslie, in
Renfrewshire.+ The main stock of the fawmily,
however, belonged to Ayrshire. His mother was
a daughter of Sir Reginald Crawfurd, Sheriff of
Ayri:—

* At the Berwick Parliament, held 2Sth August, 1296,
Robert Bruce, elder, and Robert Bruce, younger—the
competitor having died the previous year—both swore
fealty to Edward.

t Renfrewshire was disjoined from Lanarkshire about
1405 or 14(6.

4 According to Wood, she was a diughter of Iurh
Crawford of Loudoun. In the Wallace Papers, prinied by
the Maitland Club, the name is Sir Reginuld, which agrees
with the statement of Blind Har:y.

Malcolm Wllace hor got in marriage,

Tht Kl 'ers’is then hal in herit (ge,

A uchendothie, and nandry other nlace ;

The second oye he was of grod Wallace.*
Some of theearlier years of Wallaceare saidtohave
been passed at Riccarton, where a tree is still
pointed out by tralition as ha ing been planted
by his hands. When obliged to fly from Dundee,
where it is believed he studied some time at a
public seminary, for the slanghter of young Selby,
the governor’s son, who had insulted him, he took
refuge - aceording to Blind Harry, the only autho-
rity we have on the subject—at Riccarton. The
various ‘‘ gests” related of Wallace by the minstrel
have been regarded by Lord Hailes, and others, as
m-re romance—and certainly they are not whol'y
admissible within the pale of anthentic histo y;
but when the bard is found to agree with what is
known to be matter of fact, it is scarcely justice
to reject all as fabulous which cannot be tested by
contemporaneous evidence. We know on the au- °
thority of Wyntoun, rhat the ‘““gud dedis” which
**he in-till hys dayis wroncht” were so nnmerous
that

‘¢ Qnha all hys dedis of prys wall dyte,

Hym worthyd a gret buk to wryte.’

In a local h story it would be unjustifiable not to
revert to those gests which have been preserved
of him, especially such as refer to the county. The
rencontre of Walluce with some Englishmen of
Lord Percy’s eonrt while angling in the river
Irvine —how he *‘kil'ed the churl with his own
staff” in Ayr--how he slew Lord Percy’s stewa-d,
and was imprisoned —how he escaped—and how
he afterwards killed the buckler-player—are all
fully detailed in Blind Harry. Whatever degree
of credit may be due to these narratives, it is
evident that Wallace could only win his way to
the extraordinary popularity he enjoyed by the
performance of valiant and daring exploits against
the enemies of his country. The thorough iuti-
uacy of the narrator with the localities deseribed
is worthy of notice, as confirmatory. to a certain
extent,of thefactsrelated. Wallaceisrepresented
as absconding, afier the affair on the banks of the
Irvine water, to Ochter-house—

* Then to Laglane wood, when it grew late,
To make a silent and a safe retreat.’

We are not aware of any place called Ochter-

* Blind Harry’s Wallace, Edin., 1758, 4to., black-letter,
page 2.—.uchenbothie is five or six miles from Ellerslie,
within the parish of Lochwinnoch, and is a baroy, with
an old castle, In the farm of this brony, called Nether.
trees, there is a singular knowe, surroinded by a small
loch, or & wet b @ There is a tradition to this dav, that
Sir Willinm Wallace defended himself with hisattend ints
on this knowe, against some English soldiers. The knowe
is still called Wallace's Knowe. Tuere is mach evidence
of this tradition,
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house in this county;* but there can be little
doubtthat Laglane wood, in which Wallaceissaid to
have fonud shelter after hisadventuresat Ayr, was
not far distant from that town. Abont four miles
up the 1iver, on tle s>uth side, there is a farm
steading on the estate of Auchencruive called the
Laigland ; and upon the north, near the modern
house of Craigie, lower down the stream, there is
ahollow, elosebyitsedge, called ** Wailace’s Cave,”
in which, according to tradition, the hero of Seot-
tish independeuce found refuge when pursued by
his enemies. After having been starved in prison,
and thrown, as it was supposed dead, over the
¢¢ castle wall,” h's nurse s spoken of as coming
from ** the new town of Ayr,” to bear his corpse
away. Now, the new town, though of trifling
extent, did exist in the days of Wallace —a fact of
which theauthorcould not he snpposed to beaware
unless particularly conversant with th+ eircum-
stances he was relating. On the morning of the
¢ Dlac parliiment ” at Ayr, when 3o many of the
leading men of the district were treacherously
put to death, Wallace and his uncle, Sir Reginald
Crawfurd. are represented as coming from Crosbie
castle, in West Kilbride—

¢ Upon the morn thai grii‘h tha'm to the Ar,

An/l fu th th i hyd g1h 11 thai enme to Kingace,

With dreidfu’l hart thus spe:it wichr Wallwse

At Schyr Ranal:l for the charter of peese,t

It islewyt at Cors.e,} in the kyst,”
Kincase, or Kilease, near to the coast, ‘n the parish
of Prestwicek, is popularly helieved to have heen
founded by Robert the Bruce for leprous persons.
If, however,Blind Harry istopographieally correet,
Kincase must have existed before Bruee could be
supposed to have doneso. The eharter foundation
of the hospital is not extant, therefore it is impos-
sible to determine the point. T'he derivation of
the name itself, as explained by Chalmers, does not
help to unriddle the mystery. K/ signifies a eell
or chapel ; ca~, he says, the plagne. *‘So Kileas
would signify the retrvat of the plague ; but this
hospital was founded for ‘epers; and lobhar is
the Gaelic word f.r a leper, and /aibhre for the
leprosy.” Thus the word is inapplicsble to either
of the suppositions. That the place was locally
kuown prior to the foundation of the hospital, we
are not only led to believe from Blind Harry, but
from the tradition itsclf, which avers that Bruce

* There was a Rumsay of Auchter-hoase in Forfarshire,
who fought in the Brucian wars. There wasalso a Win-
fridode Cunynghame do Aucherinach ne, in 1417.

t A treaty of peace, according to the Bard, had becn
entered into with Wallace some« time previously.

{ Croshie castle, in the parish of West K.lLride. The
lands of Croshie bolongad to the Crawlords of Loucdoun.
They appear to have been the property of Sir Leginald
Crawfurd, Sheriff of Ayr, who married the heiiess ol
Loudoun.

had bzen induced to bnild the lazar-house from a
conviction that he had been cured of an eruptive
disease of the nature of leprosy, chiefly in conse-
gneuce of drinking of the well of Kincase. Here
we have the fact of a well being in existence,
whether in the vicinity of a Druidical remain or
Culdee retreat may be eonjectured ; hence we must
look for some other derivaiion. Cain-c's i. e.
kain-tribute, would signify ¢ribute paid in k'nd.
Cis means a fine as well as tribute. Kincase, as
it w s usually spelled, may therefore have been a
place where tribute or fines were paid in kind long
before the days of Robert the Bruce. As it com-
mandsa full view of the plain for many miles round,
it nay have heen a station as far back as the days
of the Romans, who were in the habit of exact-
ing cain-cix, or kain-tribute, from the inhabitants,
Amongst the many early explr its recorded of Wal-
lace, the interception of a rich eanvoy of stores for
the English garrison at Ayr, nnder the eommand
of one Fenwick, in a rencontre with whom, Sir
M leolin, the father « f Wallace, it is said, had been
killed some time previously, was perhaps the mnost
important. \Wallace and his associates, in all fifty
men, lay in ambush at’a place called Beg, in-the
parish of Galston, not far from Loudoun Hill. The
attack wasin every point successful. The English
wereeompletely overthrown--Fenwick himselfhav-
ing been killed, as well as Bowmond, who assumed
the eommand af er the former was slain—and all
the stores fell into the hands of the Seo s. Thisis
supposed to have ocenrred in the spring of 1297,
Sir Robert Boyd ; the Laird of Auchinleek; Adam
Wallaee of Riecarton, cousin of Sir William ; Sir
David Barelay, probably of Ardrossan; and Adam
Curry, in all likelihood a deseendent of the Sir
Piers de Currie who fell at the hattle of Largs,
were amongst the leading assoeiates of Wallace on
this occasion.—The burning of the Barns of Ayr
is another notable ineident in the career of the
patriot. The Barns, as they were called, appear.
to have been oecupied as a garrison for the kng-
lish soldiery, for whom there was probably no ac-
commodation in the Castle. According to Bar-
hour, who is a eredible authority, and Blind
Harry, the governor had summoned a namber of
the neighbouring gentry to attend at the Barns,
under the pretext of holding a justiece Aire. As
they entered the building they were treacherously
seized and hanged. Amongst those who suf-
fered were Sir Reginald Crawfurd, Sheriff of Ayr,
the maternal unele of Wallaee; ~ir Neil Mont..
gomerie of Massillis; Sir Bryce Blair of Blair; and
C ystal of Scton. Wallaee is reprcsented by his
biographer as having been in the north, at the
head of a eonsiderable foree, at the time. In
this he differs from Blind Harry, who makes the
tragedy occur while Wallace, leaving his uncle
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at Kingease, had gone back to Crosbie for the
treaty of peace. Learning on his return what
had taken place, he immediately collected all his
adherents, and surrounding the Barns at mid-
night, took signal vengeance, by setting fire to
the building, and destroyed all with'n. A num-
ber of English soldiers, lodged in the Convent of
Blackfriars, which stood near to the Barns, were
at the same time put to the sword by the ecclesi-
astics; which slanghter, it is said, gave rise to the
popunlar saying of the ¢ Friar of Ayr's blessing.”
Doubt has been thrown upon this event by Lord
Hailes, who, though in general critically correct,
sometimes allowed his scepticism to much lati-
tude; but he has been ably replied to by the late
Dr Jamieson, in his notes npon Wewllace. \Wedif-
fer however, with the latter in thinking that the
‘“ neuclus of the story ” is to be found in the nar-
rative of the English chronicler Heningford, who
relatesthatafter the treatyof Irvine, ¢ many of the
Scots and men of Galloway had, in a hostile man-
ner, made prey of their stores, having slain mo e
than five hundred men, with women and children.”
The two circumstances have nothing in commnion.
That such prey was made on the breaking up of
the Scottish army at Irvine, subsequent to the
burning of the Barns of Ayr, is extremely probable;
but the English historians are not at all likely to
have made the slightest reference to an affair which
reflected so much disgrace on their country as
the treacherous slaughter by which it was pre-
ceded. Lord Hailes following the English his-
torians closely, and finding no mention of the
fact, was led to question the truth of it. Still
more do we differ with Dr Jamieson in thinking
that the Barns were, *‘according to the diction of
Blind Harry, merely the English quarters, erected
by otrder of Edward for the accommodation of his
troops ” If there is meaning in the Latin and
English languages, -their quarters were literally
barns erected for storing corn. - Blair, in the ori-
ginal Latin, uses the word loreas, and his trans-
lator, Henry, the corresponding English term.
barns. . Barbour, in his Bruce, renders the nature
of the building still moreclear. Alluding to Crys-
8tal of Seton, hesays—
*“ Thus gate endyt hiz worthynes
And off Crawfurd als Schyr Ranald wes,
And Schyr Bryce als the Blar,
» Hangyt in-till @ berne in Ar.”

We know from local history that Ayr had, in the
vernacular of Blind Harry, ¢ gret bernyss, biggyt
without the town,” and that these barns were used,
in connection with the mil's, as a depository for
the grain Lelonging to the burgh. = Each burgess
had his toft of land, besides the large extent held
in common by the burgh, consequently the barn
or barns must have been ample which could ac-

commodate the whole of the produce. Barns of
this description existed, perhaps on the very spot
where they anciently stood, until a very recent
period.* The ‘ blac parliament at the bernis of
Ayre” is spoken of in the Complayut of » cotland,
written in 1548, as a fact then universally credited.
The circumstance, in short, cannot be reasonably
douhted. —The success.of Wallace and his adher-
ents—for many joined his standard as their pros-
pects began to brighten, amongst others the Bishop
of Glasgow and theSteward of Scotland—at length
roused Edward o a sense of the danger. He was
abroad at the time, but Surrey despatched Henry
Percy, with an army of forty thousand men, to put
down the insurrection. Percy marched through
Annandale, and from thence to Ayr, with the view
of receiving the allegiance of the men of Galloway.
Proceeding towards Irvine he found the Scots
encamped, according to our historians, ““on the
margin of a lake.” Tarryholm, a field on the farm
of Warrix, then a peninsula formed by the rivers
Irvineand Annick, and which continned till within
theseseventy years, when theIrvine, duringa flood,
broke through its course, issupposed to have been
the position of the Scottish forces. Though by no
means equal to the English in point of number,
they were, unler the direction of Wallace, suffi-
ciently strong to have hazarded a battle ; but dis-
sension, as usnal, prevailed among the leaders, and
a compromise was the consequence. It is presum-
ed, and not withont apparent foundation, that the
wavering conduct of many of the Scottish barons
at this period arose from their Anglo-Norman pre-
dilections. Most of them had been fraternised
little more than a century, and a number of them
continued to hold possessions in England. Théir
patronism was, therefore, naturally less ardent
than thag of the native chiefs ; and they were ac-
cordingly swayed by self-interest as victory smiled ’
or frowned on the cause—the preservation of
their extensive grants of land being the main
object of solicitude. Considerations of this kind
had no doubt their influence in producing the dis-
ruption of Wallace’sarmy at Irvine. ¢“SirRichard
Lundin,” says Tytler, ‘“‘a Scottish knight, who had
till now refused allegiance to Edward, went over
with his followers to the army of Percy, declaring
it to be folly toremain longer with a party at vari-
ance with itself; at the same time Bruce, the Stew-
ard of Scotland, and his brother, Alexander de
Lindsay, and the Bishop of Glasgow, made sub-
mission to Edward.” The Scottish army was so”
completely broken up, that, with the exception of
Wallace and a few of his early associates. the whole

* Securing the crop in stacks, we rather think, 13 a
comparatively modern practice. . Of old the whole crop
was packedinthe barn,as is still the case in remote straths
and glens in various parts of the country. i
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of the leaders tendered their allegiance to the Eng-
lish monarch. This treaty which was drawn up
through the negotiation of the Bishop of Glasgow,
was executed in 1297. Amongst the names ap-
pended to the Ragman-Roll, drawn up from this
and previovs submissions, we Znd the following
connected with Ayrshire:—

Gilchrist More.

Reginald More de Craig,

Thomas de Montgomerie, and Murcha (e Montgomerie, del
Conte de Air. .

Radulphus de Crawford, del Conte de Air.

Hugh de Crawford.

Alexander Kennedy, Chancellor and Clerk of the Kingdomn
of Scotland.

Dominas Alexander Kennedy, Canonicus Glasguen.*

Radulphus de Eglintoun,

Godfredus de Ardrossan.

Patri ius de Berkley, or Barclay.

Dominns Thomas de Soulis.

Andreas, filins Godfredi de Ross.

Thomas e Colvyle.

1Ingo de Kelso. o

Fergus Fosterson.,

William Ker.

Robert de Ross.

Reynald de Crawford, del Conte de Air.

Johan. de Crawfurd.

Alevn Wallis. 3 .

Robert Boyt, i.e. Boyd.

Walterus de Berkeleya.

toger d» Crawford, del Conte de Air.

Robert de la Chambre.

David Blair.

Johan. fitz Neill de Carrick,

Adam le Walyis.

Nicol de Walleis.

Raobert de Boyvil, or Boyle.

Aylmer de la ITunter.

Raulf de Eglinton

Niel fitz Robert de Dnlop.

Adam le la More.

Cilinore fitz Edward.

Ralph Ferrye.

William de Crawford.

Walter de Lynne.

Nicol de Achethlec, i.e. Auchinleck.

Malcolm Lochart, del Conte de Air.

Symon de la Chambre.

Robert Fraser.

Johan. Woleis de Overton.

Richard de Boyville, del Conte de Air.

Thomas de Colvyle.

Adam de Colvile.

Renanld de Crawford,

Thurbrand de Logan.

Sir Alexander de Lindsay.

Robhert de Cuninghame,

Johan. de Crawford, del Conte de Air.

Andrew fitz Godfrede de Ross, del Conte de Air.t

* Dominusg, in the case of kirkmen, signifies Sir.

t In the above list there are not ahove nine names that
can be considered as belonging to Scotland. The rest are
evidently of Anglo-Norman or Saxon lineage, scarcely, at
that time, naturalised in the country; for the policy of
importing foreign lords, and breaking down the patriarchal
by the establishment of the feudal system, had not been
long in operation. It may be considered, at the same time
that these antagonist systems had no sinall tendency to
create divis’ons among the leaders of Scotland, The feu-
dal system long established in Eng and. and which hal
been strugeling for two or three generations only to esta-
blish itself in Scotland, was the favourite sys em of the
new nobility, to which they owed all their wealth and

Though the leading barons were thus vacillating,
Wallace was strong in the support of the comimon-
alty—the free yeomen and burgesses—a circum-
stance which greatly countenances the supposition
that he had sprung from the Walen~es, or native po-
pulation. Retiringtothenorth,it wasnotlongtillhe
was at the head of a powerful army; and his victory
over Cressingham at the bridge of Stirling led to
the complete ejection of the English. The subse-
quent jealousiesof thenobilitiesunder the gnardian-
ship of Wallace, and the disastrous result of the
battle of Falkirk, together with the betrayal of the
hero, are events well known in history. We can.
not, however, withhold a remark or two as to the
flimsy nature of the pretext put forward as an ex-
cuse for Sir John Menteith, the reputed betrayer
of Wallace. Tt is rather surprising that Tytler
should have given the slightest countenance to it
He says—** Perhaps we are to trace this infamous
transaction to a family feud. At the battle of
Falkirk, Wallace, who, on account of his overbear-
ing conduct, had never been popular with the
Scottish nobility, opposed the pretensions of Sir
John Stewart of Bonkill, when this baron contend-
ed for the chief command. In that disastrons de-
feat, Sir John Stewart, with the flower of his fol-
lowers, was surrounded and slain;and it issaid that
Sir John Menteith, his uncle, never forgave Wal.
lace for making good his own retreat, without at-
tempting a rescue.” Now, what are the facts?
Mr Tytler, in reference to the battle of Falkirk,
clearly shows, in opposition to Lord Hailes, that
there was dissension in the Scottish camp. The
plan upon which Wallace had conducted the cam.-
paign—retiring before the vastly superior force of
Edward, until the want of provisions should com-
pel him to order a retrograde movement, then to
attack and harass his rear, was so nearly accom-
plished, that Edward remained ignorant of the
movements of the Scots, until informed by the
Earls of Angus and Dunbar, as he lay at Kirklis-
ton, on the eve of retreating, that they were en-
camped in the forest of Falkirk and that it was
the intention of Wallace to surprise him by a night
attack. Tle English were thus, by a rapid march,
enabled next day to surprise the Scots, who would
not have opposed so superior an army if they could
have escaped with safety.  Tytler farther shows
the dissension to have been so decided, that upon
the first attack the whole body of heavy armed
cavalry, who formed the rear of the schiltrons,

power. 1t is, not, therefore, unreasonable to believe, with
their Eaglish descent and predilections, that they would
much rather sce the conntry under the fendal government
of an Anglo-Norm:n, than the patriarchal sway of a native
Celtic leader Much of the treachery shown towards the
patriot hero of Scotland by the Anglo-Norman nobility, as
they may well be called, may possibly be aceounted for in
this manner.
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‘“shamelessly retired without striking a blow.”
Among:t the few armed knights who remained,
continues Mr Tytler’s narrative, was Sir John
Stewart of Bonkill, who, *‘in marshalling the
ranks of the arehers, was thrown fron his horse.
The faithfnl bowmen tried to rescue him, but in
vain.” The archers gave way ; but the schilfrons
maintained the battle stoutly for a length of time,
and Wallace did not make good his retreat till the
last. The charge against Wallace of not attempt-
ing the rescue of Sir John Stewart, according to
Mr Tytler’s description of the battle, is thercfore
absurd. As well might he he accused of not at-
tempting to save Macduff, who was slain along
with his Fife vassa's., Other accouuts, we arc
aware, make Wallace alter the position of his ow1
division at the commeneement of the engagement.:
but this is doubtful ; and, from the circumstantia
account given by the English chronielers—wh:
may be relied npon in a statement of this kind—ii
does not seem at all probable. The Scots werc
drawn up in four bodies, or schiltrons, of a circula
form—the archers between—so that any attemp
tosaveSirJohn Stewart would havebecn extremely
hazardous, ifat all practicable. Wallace, we think,
cannot in fairness be accused of overbearing con-
duct. His whole history indicates the reverse o
this. His affection for his asscciates, and the mc-
desty displayed in all the recorded transactions ¢
the regency under his guardianship, lead to th:
belief that he wasnct It is true. he is represent
ed as having been strictly im;ortial in executin;
the laws against the highest as well as the lowest
and, considering the manner in which he wasdi:-
pataged by the nobility on account of hislownes
of birth—for the Celtic aboriginals were held i
low esteem by all who could boast of Norman blooc
—it is not surprising though he should not at al
times have been able to restrain that contemp
which their pusillanimous and nnpatriotic conduc
richly merited. The accnsation agiinst Wallace.
in not attempting the rescue of Stewart, rests onz
passage in Hearne’s Fordun, reiterated in Duncar
Stewart's History of the Royal Family of Scot
land ; but, if well founded, it is rather curious that
Wyntoun, as wellinformed asanyofourchroniclers,
makes no mention of the Menteith fend., His
plain statement is, that in 1305—

‘Schyre Jhon of Menteth in tha days

Tuk in Glasgw Williame Walays,

And send hym in-til Ingland swne.

Thare wes he gwartaryd an t wnlwne

Pe dyspyte and hat Inwy :

Thare he tholyd his Martyry.”
Lord Hai es essayed an apology for the conduct of
Menteith, and even hazardeda do bt astowhether
he had been concerned in his capture at all ; but
Jamieson completely exposes the groundlessnessof
the learned annalist’s scepticism.

Duringthese events, Bruce had frequently shift-
ed sides. He swore fealty to Edward, along with
his father, at Berwick, in 1296. IIe again made
oath on the sacred host and the sword of St
Thomas, before the Bishop of Carlisle, in 1297,
to be faithful and vigi ant in the service of Ed-
ward. Heimmediatelyafterwards, however,joined
the patriotic party, and was encamped witt them
at Irvine, when a treaty of submission was entered
into. Heagain favoured the Scots after the battle
A Stirling; but, owing to his great rivals the
Comyns, it is said, being on the same side, he took
10 active part in the struggle. At the hattle of
falkirk Bruce is represented by Barbour as hav-
ing been present on the English side; but it is
now regarded as certain that he was not. He
1eld the castle of Ayr for the Scots, so as to keep
1p the communication with Galloway. On the
ipproach of Edward he retired into Carrick, after
setting fire to the building. The English mon.
wrch marched forward to Galloway, with the view
of punishing Brnce; but his provisions failing, he
vas compelled to return throngh Annandale, cap-
tu ing Bruce's castle of Lochmaben on his way.

Between the Lattle of Falkirk and the assertion

£ Bruee’s claim to the Scottish crown, the lead-
ing events are well known to the histor’cal reader.
n 1299, he was associated with John Comyn in
‘he regency; but on the invasion of Edward in
300, when he laid waste Annandalc and Carrick,
3ruce onee more returned to the interests of Ed-
vard, and so completely ingratiated himself with
he king, that he was selected toassist in the settle-
1ent of Scotland. While thus engaged,however,
ie had still an eye to the Scottish crown ; having
ntered into a secret bond of association with the
3ishop of St Andrew’s for asserting his claim to
t. The conduet of Brncee, in thus vacillating be-
ween two antagonist dispositions, has been vari-
usly represented. By some he is considered to
ave followed a deep-laid policy, with a view to
-ripple if not to destroy the resources of hisrivals,
_he Buliols and Comyns. If this had been his
eading object, it is ditficult to understand why he
should have so frequently taken part with the
Scots; and above all why he consented to act in
sonjunction with Comyn in the regency. His
zonduct, we think, cannot be accounted for on any
ixed principle of action. The large estates of his
family, in England as well as Scotland, could not
1ave been preserved withouf yielding an apparent
allegiance to Kdward ; and well must Bruce have
known that if deprived of these his power either
to serve his country or himself would have been .
fatally tmpaired. The retention of his property
seems to have formed the primary counsideration
in liis early career; still, at the same time, keep-
ing an eye to the favourahle moment when a blow
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could be efficiently struck, at oncs for indepen-
dence and the assertion of his claim to the crown.
The betrayal of his purpose by the Red Comyn—
with whom he had entered iunto a bonid of mutunal
aid, by which it was agreed that if the one obtained
the crown the other should possess the property of
the successful claimant—and ths revenge which
Bruce, in a moment of irritation, took against his
false coadjutor, had the effect of compelling him
to renounce his allegiance to Edward much earlier
than he would otherwise have done. When he
threw down the gauntlet of defiance to the Fng-
lish monarch, there were no more than twenty of
the nobility and gentry, lay an ecclesiastical, in-
cluding his own immediaterelatives, who espoused
his cause; and amongst these, if we exclude his
brothers, Edward, Nigel, Thomas, and Alexander,
one only—Robert Boyd, progenitor of the Kil-
marnock family —was connected with Ayrshire.
Bruce was crowned by his few adherents at
Scone in 1306- This event was soon after fol-
lowed by the disastrous battle of Methven, where,
relying on the chivalrous spirit of the timnes, Bruce
allowed his little army to be surprised and cut to
pieces before they could make any effective resist-
ance. The result of this defeat, and the cruel
vengeanceinflicted upon all who fell into the hands
of Edward, are well known. Dispersed and bro-
ken, the lealers were compelled to fly in various
directions. The king himself, with a few adher-
ents, after encounteringmany obstacles,ultimately
found his way to Rachrin, on the north coast of
Ireland. Christopher Seton, to whom he owed his
life at Methven, took refuge i, Loch Doon castle.
Sir Christopher—an ancestor of the noble family
afterwards distinguished as the Earls of Winton,
which title, as the world is aware, has recently
been assumed by the Earl of Eglinton, the nearest
lineal descendant - is known to have been an early
and warm supporter of the Bruce in his* claim to
the Scottish throne.* We have no precise account
of his participation in those plans which led to the
assertion of Bruce’s rights ; but from his intimate
family connection—being married to Lady Chris-
tian, sister of the king—there can be little doubt
that he was privy to all the secrct proceedings by
which the eventful crisis was brought abont. He
was present when Bruc: struck down the Red
Comyn in the convent of the Minorite friars in
Dumfries, and he was among the few who after-
wards rallied ronnd the standard of the king,
when he was crowned at Scone. In the battle of

Methven Sir Christopher bore a couspicuous part. |’

Bruce and the few leaders who were with him had

* &ir Christopher was of Norman descent IHis ane' s
tor, Necher de Say, obtained lands from David L., in East
Lothian, which were denominated Sayton—hence the pa.
tronymic Seton.

scarcely time to arm, and though they performed
prodigies of valour, it was impossible, taken at
such disadvantage, toresistanoverwhelming force.
The king was thre : timzs unhorsed; and, acecord.
ing to Barbour, Sir Phiip de Mowbray had so
nearly taken him prisoner, that the knight cried
alond—** [ have the new-madeking !” The ready
hand of Sir Christopher Seton, however, at that
moment dealt Sir Philip a well-aimed blow, which
felled him to the earth, and rescued Bruce from
his perilous situation. The castle of Loch Doon,*
in which Sir Christopher took refuge, must have
been, fromitssituation —surroand:d, asit is, by the
lake—prior to the invention of gunpawder, almost
impregnable. From thzruinsstillexisting, itseems
to have been capable of holding a considerable
number of retainers. It was justly deemed a plice
of importance in the war of indep2ndeance, not only
because of its strength, but from its being ore of
the strongholds on the paternal property of Bruce.
When Sir Christopher Seton sought safety within
its walls in 13)9, it was under the hereditary
governorship of Sir Gilbert de Carrick  Ed-
ward I, it is well known, vowed the deepest re-
venge against Bruce, and all his supporters, for
the sliughter of Comyn, and their subsequent ap-
pearance in arms against his authority. Sir Chris-
topher was, in consequence, hotly pursued; and
the castle invested by a strong body of English.
The Governor made a very impotent defence,
and the castle, along with the gallant knight,
fell into the hands of the enemy. Tytler, in his
history of Scotland, states, on the authority of
documents which he quotes, that the castle ¢ is
said to have been pusillanimouns'y given up;” and
it farther appears from the evidence, under a com-
mission of the Great Seal, appointed to inquire
‘into the circumstance, that *‘ the delivery of Sir
‘Christopher de Seton to the English was imputed
to Sir Gilbert de Carrick.” The learned historian,
however, is not altogether satisfied on the subject ;
and he seems to be even in doubt whether Sir
Christopher had taken refuge in the castle of Loch
Doon or in that of Loch Urr, as conjectured in
ithe Statistical Account. The remission obtained
by Sir Gilbert, he at the same time admits, fully
iproves the delivery of the castle into the hands of
‘the English, by that individnal, at the period al-
luded to—which is an important fact, strongly
‘corroborative of the capture of Sir Christopher
de Seton at Loch Doon, and of the imputation
against its keeper. The circumstince is extre:ely

*Loch Doon was anciently called Loch Balloch. How
the na e came to be changed is unknown  Mr Hetterick,
Julmellington, whose traditionary lore ia well known. is
of opinivn that as Dun, in Celtic, signifies a fort, it may
have been called Loch-Dun, or the Loch of the Fort, after
the erection of the castle,
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suspicious. Barbour, indeed, in his Life of Bruce,
boldly affirms, what the historian appears te have
overlooked, that Sir Christopher was actually
betrayed ; and that by a person of the name
of MacNab. After describing the disasters which
befel the monarch in his flight from Methven, he
goes on to detail the cruelties exercised by Edward
upon such of his coadjutors asfell into his power:—

And worthy Crystoll off Seytoun

In to London betresyt was,

Thrcw a discipill of Judas,

Maknab, a fals tratour that ay

Wes off his duelling nycht and day.
This account of the betrayal of Sir Christopher de
Seton is countenanced by a tradition current in
the neighbourhood of Loch 1'oon. A portion of
the farm at the lower end of the Loch, called the
Beoch, is yet known by the name of Macrabston,
which is said to have been given to the *‘fals tra-
tour,” as the price of his treachery. The ruins of
Macnabston house, we believe, are still visible.
MacNab is represented by Barbour as having been
one of the donestics of Sir Christopher. He

* Wes off his duell'ng nycht and day.”

Hence, in the opinion of the poet, the blacker die
of the ¢“ tratoury.” Though Barbour is thus sup-
ported by-tradition, it may be argued that the
character of the hereditary keeper is in no respect
affected by it. Perhaps not ; but his pusillani-
mous defence of the fort, conpled with the imputa-
tion or belief that he had delivered up Sir Chris-
topher, are rather convincing proofs that he was
not sakeless in the matter. MacNab may have
been the mere tool of Sir Gilbert de Cariick, who,
thinking the cause of Bruce hopeless, might be
anxious to propitiate Edward ; and, aware of the
price set upon the brave Seton’s head, he could not
have hit on a more effectual mode of doing so.
But be this as it may, the tradition gives the high-
est support to the fact that Sir Christopher de
Seton took refuge at Loch Doon, and not in the
Castle of Urr. In whatever manner the betrayal
was accomplished, it is clear that MacNab could
only have held the lands awarded to him through
the medinm of the hereditary keeper, as any direct
grant from the English would have been cancelled
on their expulsion from the country. As described
by Barbour, Sir Christopher Seton was cruelly put
to death by his captors, not in London, but at
Dumfries. The charge against him was not only
rebellion, according to the definition of Edward,
but of murder and desecration, havingbeen present
in the convent of Minorite friars when Comyn
was struck down by Bruce. He is alleged, by an
Englishhistorian, to have slain a brotherof Comyn;
but this charge is not corroborated by any other
writer. The character and prowess of Sir Chris-
topher was so much esteemed by Bruce, that ‘‘he

afterwards erected, on the spot where he was exe-
cuted, a little chapel, where mass was said for his
soul.” Nigel Bruce, Alexander Seton, the Earl of
Atholl, and several uther followers of the king, met
a similar fate; and the queen, her daughter, and
the other ladies who sought shelter in Kildrummie
Castle, were carried prisoners to England. The
Carrick estates of Bruce, meanwhile, were con-
ferred on Lord Henry Percy, and garrisons of
English soldiers planted both in the castles of Ayr
and Turnberry. The total rnin of Bruce and his
cause, in short, seemed to have been effected.

Atlengthafterhavingspentthewinterintherude
and solitary island of Rachrin, the exiled monarch
began to meditate a descent upon Scotland. With
this view, Sir James Douglas and Sir Robert Boyd
were despatched to Arran, where they were suc-
cessful in surprising the castle of Brodick. The
king afterwards passed over from Rachrin with
about three hundred followers, furnished chiefly
by Christina of the Isles. From Arran a trusty
follower was sent across the frith to Carrick, to
ascertain the state of affairs, and whether his re-
tainers were favourable to his cause. It has been
said that this task was undertaken by Bruce him-
self, disguised as a minstrel. This, however, is by
no means probable ; and Barbour, the only autho-
rity for the circumstance, directly contradictsit.
He says—

** Now gais the messenger his way,
That hat Cutbert, as I heard say.”

It was agreed that if the messenger found matters
in a favourable condition, intimation should be
given by lighting a fire on the coast This oc-
curred in the spring of 1308. On the day ap-
pointed, the expected signal was seen about noon,
and towards evening the adventurous little band —
‘*thre hundyr, I trow, there mycht be,” says Bar-
bour—embarked in boats upon their adventurous
enterprise. When overtaken by nightfall -and
the denseness of the atmosphere favoured them
greatly—they continned to steer by the fire which
*“thai saw byrnand lycht and schyr,” for they ‘*na
nedill had, na stane.”* On reaching the Carrick
coast, the king was snrprised to be informed by
the messenger that there was no hope of success,
as Turnberry was held by Percy with a strong
garrison, and the inhabitants wei e either hostile or
indifferent. **Traitor,” exclaimedtheking, ** Why
did you light the fire?” ‘I lighted no fire,” was
Cuthbert's reply; ¢but observing it at n ghtfall,
I dreaded you might embark, and hastened to
meet you,”t The mysterious appearance of the
fire is beautifully alluded to by Scott in his *‘ Lord

* The compass, it would thus appear, was knnown to our
mariuers at this period.
t Barbour's uislogue in rhymeis precisely to thiv eGect.
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of the Isles;” and it is not improbable that the cir-
cumstance, in a superstitious age, might have an
influence in deciding the resolution of Bruce at so
critical a moment. According to Barbour, the
king was in some dubiety whether they should ful-
low up the contemplated attack, when his brother
Edwa:d at once declared his determination to do
£0.
the fool-hardy bravery of Edward—
¥ ———— 1 say you sikyrly

Thar sall na perell, that may be,

Dryve me eftsonys to the se.

Myne anentur her take will I,

Qubhethir it be esfull or angry.”
An attack upon the English quarters was imnme-
diately planned, and as speedily put in execution.
Sueccess crowned their efforts. The greater part
of the troops were accommodated in the houses
and hamlets adjacent to the castie, the remains of
which stand on a rocky eminence, washed by the
sea, while an extensive plain stretches away to-
wards the interior; and thinking themselves per-
fectly secure, they fell an easy victim. Percy,
uncertain of the number of assailants, shut himselt
up in the eastle, not daring to attempt a rescue.
A rieh booty fell into the hands of the Scots. It
is supposed that the castle was destroyed by fire
on this occasion; but such could not be the case,
for Percy continued to oceupy it with his garrison,
afraid to venture forth, although there was a
strong body of troopsat Ayr, until relieved by Si1
Roger St. John, with a thousand men from Nor-
thumberland. The Chamberlain Rolls, besides,

show that extensive repairs were subsequently

made upon the castle. Bruce remained for some
days in the vicinity of Turnberry, in expectation
that the inhabitants would flock to his standard.
Intimidated, however, by thepower of the English,
and the severity of the punishments which had
been inflicted, they were slow to make any demon-
stration in his favour. The first to do so of any
importance, as mentioned by Barbour, was a lady
*“ That wes to him in ner degre
Off cosynage,”

who brought to him *‘fourty men in company,”
besides supplies of provisions, and gave him a full
account of what had occurred during his retre:.t
at Rachrin—of the fate of his familyand adherents.
Neither Barbour nor tradition has prescrved the
name of this patriotic lady—a circumstance much
to be regretted.

Bruce, previous to his descent upon Carrick, had
despatched his brothers Thomas and Alexander,
with Sir Reginald Crawfurd,* to the north of Ire.
land, for the purpose of obtaining assistance from

* 8ir Lesinald was probably the son of Sir Reginald
Crawfurd, who was killed in 1297, though Wood places hus
death in 1303.

The langnage of the bard is characteristic of-

the Earl of Ulster. They arrived at Locliryan,
on the 9th February, 13u7, with a body of 700
meu, composed of volunteers from Iiclind and
the Isles, hut were totally defeated Iy Duncan
M‘Dowal, a chieftain of Galloway, who attacked
them whilelandiug. Both the brothers of Bruce,
togetaer with Sir Reginald Crawfurd, were se-
verely wounded, and carried prisoners to Edward
at Carlisle. Prior to this mishap, Bruce found it
necessary, in consequence of the advance of suc-
cours from the Engiish garrisons, to retire a short
way into the interior. He entrenched his small
army, which did not exceed three hundred men,
on the highest point of the Hadyet hills, a range
of eminences to the south of Dailly, within a few
miles of the coast, commanding an excellent view
of Turnberry castle and the surrounding country.
The remains of two walls, composed of stone and
mud, are still traceable on the summit, which is
popularly known as the “Trench Hill.” Here he
continued encamped, as Barbour expresses it,
“ With a full symple gaderyng ;
He passyt nochit twa hundre men.”
Edward Bruce, however, according to the same
authority,
“ Wes in Galloway, weil' ner him by ;
With him ane o.hur cumpany,
That held the strenchis off the land.”
By “‘the strenchis of the land,” Barhour no doubt
meant the mountainous passes of the district.
While Bruce endeavoured to increase his following
in Carrick, Douglas had passed sceretly into Doug-
lasdale, and, with the aid of some of his trusty
vassals, to whom he discovered himself, surprised
Donglas castle, putting the whole garrison to the
sword. This occurred on Palm Sunday, the 19th
of March, 1367. ‘The success of Douglas’ adven-
ture was well caleulated to raise the spirits of the
Brucian party; and but for the disaster which
followed at Lochryan, the rational cause would
no donbt have speedily assumed a more imposing
aspect. Amyr de Valence, Larl of Pe..broke, was
guardian of Scotland at this period—Edward I.
continuing at Carlisle.  According to Barbour,
one Sir Ingrame Bell was despatched from Lethian,
where the Eail held his head guarters, with ““a
gret company” to Ayr, for .he purpose of sup-
pressing the outbreak. Sir Ingrame, it seems, did
not think it ‘“speidfull” to assail the Bruce in his
fastness, but rather to atiempt his downfal by
¢Slycht.” Following up this determination, he
succeeded in bribing a person belonging to Car-
rick, who, with his two sons, undertook to slay the
king for
“ Weill fonrty pundis worth off land
Till him and till his ayris ay lestand.”

Barbour, apparently from delicacy, does not men-
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tion the name of this traitor ; but he describes him
as of near relation-—‘‘ sibman ner”—to Bruce,
and could at all times to his ‘‘ presence ga,” though
he abode in the country, apart from the encimp-
ment, not wishing it to be perceived that he was
‘¢ speciall to the king.” Bruce was in the habit
of retiring for privacy daily to a small copsewood,
between which and the camp a ridge intervened.
He went usually unaccompanied, or attended only
by a page. Here the assassin and his two sons
secreted themselves ; and as Bruce approached,
without arms, save his sword, which, as Barbour
" states, wherever he went, it was his custom *‘about
his hals to ber,” they prepared, fully armed, to as-
sail him. Having previously heard of their trea-
sonable } urposes, and perceiving them coming at
some distance, he ordered them to remain where
they were. The father urged his right, as of kin
to the king, to be near his person ; and, ** with
fals wordis flechand,” continued with his sons to
advance. Barbour minutely describes the conflict
that ensued. With a bow and wire which hc
borrowed from his page, Bruce slew the elder of
the assassins as he came fencing forward—
‘ He taist the wyr, and leit it fley,
And hyt the fadyr in the ey,
Tull it rychi in the hirnys ran ;
And he backwart fell doun rycht than,”
The two sons as they approached, one after the
other, with hatchet and spear, he slew with his
sword. The escape from such peril, and the great
address and prowess displaye.l by the king, are
said by his minute and veracious hiographer tc
have created much amazement amongst the Eng-
lish. It was, however, only the first of a series of
personal adventures and hardships, some of them
still more astonishing, which it was his fortune to
endure ere his sun came to be in the ascendant.
Through lack of provisions, and the consequent
necessity of seeking subsistence separately, his
small band of two hundred men had dwindled
down to little more than sixty. Meanwhile the
Gallovidians, who held him at great enmity, se-
cretly assembled a body of upwards of two hun-
dred men, and, with slough-hounds to pursue him
in case of his escape, prepared to surprise h:s en-
campment Bruce, however, was made aware of
their intention ; and as he had *‘ wachis ay,” due
notice of their coming was given him long before
their approach. From the strength of the enemy,
and as the night was well advanced, he deemed it
prudent to remove from the entrenchment to a
pla_e of greater safety—trusting that, owing to
the nightfall, they would not be able to follow.
He is accordingly described as having gone

- doun till a morass
Our (over) a wattyr that rynnand was;”

whioh wmorass, from his position on the Hadyet

ridge of hills, in all probability lay upon the south
side of the Stinchar. The biographers of Bruce
do not seem to have been aware of his cccupying
any strength upon these hills, and therefore re-
present him as wandering among the fastnesses of
the country at the time. The langnage of Bar-
bour, however, together with the tradition of the
¢ trench hill,” clearly shows that he had not pre-
viously moved from his first position. In the
morass, about two bow-shots from the river, a
secure place was found for the men, whom he left.
under the charge of Sir Gilbert de la Hay, to
rest under arms, while he himself, with two ser-
geants, proceeded to reconnoitre. Listening for
sometime if any one approached, he next examined
the banks of the stream ; and finding, from the
nature of the ground opposite, th t there was no
ford where ‘“ men mycht pass ” save that by which
his own party had crossed, he resolved upon ce-
fending it. So narrow was the ‘‘ upcummyng,”
as Barbour expresses it, that two men counld not
walk abreast. The king, therefore, thought he
should have ample time to alarm his party on the
appearance of the enemy. Afraid remaining for a
considerable while, he heard the ‘‘questioning” of
v hound in the distance, which gradually came
nearer and nearer. Still he was unwilling to dis-
turb the repose ot his men until the danger should
become more imminent. The moon, meanwhile,
shone brightly forth, so that he could easily distin-
suish objects. By and by he heard the noise of
*¢ thaim that command wer ;” and dispatching his
twao sergeants to rouse the party in the morass, he
remained alone in sight of the ford. Immediately
he saw the whole band of the Gallovidians ad's
vancing in full pursnit. Afraid, if he retreated
towards his men, that the enemy might have
time to cross before they were ready to attack
them, he resolntely determined, single handed, to
defend the pass. Being fully armed, he had little
to dread from the arrows of hisopponents ; and as
they could only approach one by one, he trusted to
his strong arm and good sword to keep them
forsome timeat bay. Barbourminutely describes
the unequal combat which ensued. The first who
encountered him was instantly slain ; but from the
number pressing on in 1he rear, the horse of his
fallen enemy was borne down, which encumbered
the*‘upgang.” Seeing this, he pricked the animal
with his sword, when it sprung forward and fell
deadatthe‘‘upcuninyng.” ‘Lheenemythencame
on with a shout ; but the king met them so stoutly
at the brae, or ascent from the river, that five of
them were speedily rolled back dead into the ford.
Somewhat disconcerted by the warm reception
they had met with, a brief parley ensued ; but the
Galloway men, sorely grieved at their whole two
hundred of an army being checked by a single way-
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rior, andexclaiming, ¢‘On him ! hemay nocht last,”
began to press forward more furionsly than ever.
Bruce, however,firmly mmaintained thefight,and the
ford,and ‘upcummyng” were speedily so ¢ pytty+
with slayn ”* that his assailants, thinking it folly
longer to attempt the pass, ¢nd hearing the king’s
men approaching, took to flight. Bruce’s little
party were greatly alarmed for his safety ; and
their joy may he conceived when they fonnd him
sitting alone, with his helimet off, cooling himself
after so unprecedented a feat.

So mueh renown did the king obtain by this
adventure, that he soon found his little band vastly
increased. _ All*“thitintheland war trawailland,”
says Barbour, repaired to his standard. From the
scene of his adventure in Carrick, Bruce seems to
have moved into Kyle, for we next find him ““in
Cumnock, guhar it straitast wes.” Here he was
joined hy James of Douglas and his men, who
brought him tidings that Sir Amyr de Valence,
with a body of English, and about eight hundred
Highlanders under John of Lorn, his old enemy,
were preparing to attack him. This John, Bar-
bour assertsas a ‘‘ certaine thing,” had in his pos-
session a slough-hound which had previously be-
longed to Bruce, and which loved the king so well
that, if once upon his track, nothing would divert
him from it. At this time the army of Bruce
amounted to about four hundred men, including
his brother Edward and the company with which
he had formerly been in Galloway. With this
small body he remained ‘‘ upin the strenthys,” or
hills of the parish of Cumnock.t The guardian,
Sir Amy1 de Valence, advanced from Lothian with
awell-equipped body of :avalryand infantry, keep-
ing the plain or level country. When Bruce saw
his army approach in battle array, and thinking
thatit constituted his wholeforce, he resolved upon
fighting, and made a demonstration to that effect.
But John of Lorn, with his Highlanders, unknown
to Bruce, had stolen a march upon his rear ; and,
keeping under cover of the hills, nearly succeeded
in surprising him. Thus placed between two
armies, either of which vastly outnumbered his
own small band, the king was in great jeopardy.
He, therefore, adopted the only safe alternative ;
and dividing his men into three parties, after fix-
ing a place of rendezvous, made good his retreat
amongst the fastnesses which separate Galloway

* Fourteen, according to Barbour, were found to have
been killed by the king's hand. Others may have been
trampled down and perished

t The remains of a camp in the parish of New Cumnock,
popularly called a Roman camy, and set down in Thom-
son’s map of Ayrshire as such, mentioned in page 9, we
have since learucd is of an oval form, and that some
Druidical stones are known to have stood on the rising
ground. ‘ If so° the pro®ability is: that it had been & Br.t.
tish strength, aud Bruce may have occupied it.

from Ayrshire. John of Lorn now had recourse
to the assistance of the slough-honnd. Commg to
where the king had been, the dog procceded at
once to track the route which he and his little
division had taken. Finding that they were pur-
sued, the king agiin divided his men into three
parties with th2 view of diverting the attention of
the enemy ; still, so true was th: scent of the
slough-hound, that it kept steadily on his track.
Now aware that he was known, since his pursuers
paid no attention to the other parties, he ordered
the few that were with him to separate singly, he
himself only taking his foster-brother with him
On they sped ; still the hound followed, so that
John of Lorn had no doubt that one of the party
was Bruce. Selecting five of the swiftest "and
hardiest of his men, he ordered them to pursue
the fugitives with all diligence. Aftec a flight of
some time, and finding th it the Highlanders were
guning upon them, the king, who had little dread
of five to two, save that they might detain him till
additionalassistancearrived,determined to proceed
no farther; and assured of thehe:rty suppoit of his
foster-brother, he took his stand, ‘- full sturdely,”
awaiting the approach of his pursuers. On they
came ““ with gret schor and manas:ing.” Three
assailed the king, and vwo his brother. One of
the three soon sunk beneath his weapon, upon
which the other two fell back a littl ; this enabled
him by a spring to despatch one of the two who
were likely to have proved an overmatch for his
foster-brother. Then turning to liis own oppon-
ents, who had rallied their courage, and who at-
tacked him furiously, he succecded after the in.
terchange of a few strokes, in s’aying them ; his
foster-brother, in the meantime, having also laid
his assailant prostrate. Scarcely had the con-
querors time to congratulate themselves on their
success, when Johu of Lorn and his whole com-
pany, together with the slongh-hound, were dis-
covered in full ery. Bruce and his companion
now made with all speed for a wood adjucent ;
and holdingdown towards a valley, through which
a waterran, the kingseated himself,so weary with
fatigue that he was iuclined thereto abide his f. te.
His foster-brother, however, urged him to make
a still farther effort to escape, as 1t was impossible
for them to resist such a company as John of Lorn
had withhim. Hearkening tohis advice, the king
propesed to try what he had ‘¢ herd oftymys say,”
the experiment of w:ding the water *‘endlang”
a ‘““bow-draught,” so as to throw the hound out
of its scent. They did so, and the trial was com-
pletely successful. After passing the slain High-
landers, whose death he vowed to avenge, John
came to the water side, but the hound was com-
pletely thrown out ; and as the wood "was exten- -
sive in which Bruce had found shelter, the chase
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was given up.® On Lorn’s rejoining Sir Amyr,
the latter was greatly surprised at the escape of
Bruce, and especially at his prowess in defeating
the Highlandmen. Inthe meantime the kingand
his companion held on their way. Clearing the
wood, they entered upon one of those wide moors
whichstillexist in the npper districts of the county.
While passing through it they found themselves
followed by threc ¢ lycht” looking men, armed
with swords and axes,
“ And oue of thaim, npon his hals,
A mekill boundyn wethir bar.”

Theyhailed the king,and, after some conversation,
said they were in search of Robert the Brnce, with
whom, should they meet him, their ‘‘dwelling they
wonld make.” The king replied, that if they pro-
ceeded with him he would soon let them see whom
they desired. By his speech the men immediately
perceived in whose presence they were ; their coun

tenance changed ; and, from their confusion and
altered manner, Bruce began to suspect, that they
were enemies, tempted to do him ischief in con-
sequence of the price which had been set upon his
head. He therefore ordered them to go on before,
while he and his companion should walk behind.
They protested against his entertaining any suspi-
cion of them ; but the king insisted on their ad-
hering to this arrangement until they should be-
come better acquainted. At length, when ‘¢ the
nyeht wes ner,” they reached a waste farm-honse,
where the party in advance proposed to halt and
kill their wether, inviting the king, at the same
time, to share with them. Still suspieious, Bruce,
while he aceepted of their bounty—Dbeing hungry
and fatigned—stipulated that theyshould keep op-
posite ends of the house, they at the one and he
and his foster-brother at the other. This was con-
sented to; and two fires having been kindled, they
divided the sheep, which was speedily eooked,and
a hearty meal made of it—long fasting and exces-
sive exercise having created a good appetite. Sleep
then began to weigh down the eyelids ; and, ar-
ranging with his foster-brother to keep watch, so
as to awaken him in case of danger—for he dread-
ed the hostility of his entertainers—the king began
to doze a little; but his anxiety prevented him
from sleeping soundly. Lifting his eyelids now
and again, he discovered that his companion, over-
powered with fatigue, had fallen into profound
repose, and, as Barbour says, he ‘‘rowtyt hey.”
Thinking that the king was in the same state of

* Barbour, who seems very sticklish as to the truth of
what he states, mentions that ‘ some men say ” the king
escaped in another manner, One of his attendants having
tarried behind, hurking in the wood, shot the honnd with
an arrow. Which of the accounts was the most correet
Barbour admits that he could not tell without * lesing *;
but of this he was certain, ““at the burn escapyt the king.”

unconsciousness, the three strangers drew their
swords and advanced cautiously, with the view of
despatching both. Bruce, however, had observed
the movement ; and, springing to his feet, gave
his companion a push with his foot, as he stood
forward in defence, to arouse him. The latter,
howerver, rose heavily from his slumber; and be-
fore he got to his feet one of the three made a push
at him with his weapon, by which he was slain.
Though ““never yeyt sa stad,” Bruce succeeded,
‘“ throw Goddis grace and his manheid,” in over-
coming the traitors, all of whom he left dead on the
spot, and, bewailing the fate of hisfoster-brother, he
took his departure direct for the place of rendez-
vous, which was a solitary liouse on the banks of
the Cree, not far from Newton-Stewart. When
he arrived, ¢“weill inwith nycht be then,’’ he found
‘“the howsswyff on the benk sittand.” She in-
guired who he was, where he came from, and
where he was going. Bruee replied that he was
a travelling man, going through the country.
“ All that travelling are,” said the dame, * are
welcome here for the sake of one.” ¢ Who may
that man be?’ said Bruce. The spirited reply of
the dame, in the langnage of Barbour, was—
“The king, Robert the Brnce is he;

That is rycht lord off this countre.

s fayis now haldis him in thrang ;

But I think to se or ocht lang,

Him lord and king our all the land,

That na fayis sall him withstand.”
Bruce, delighted with the open-hearted sincerity
of the woman, at once disclosed himself : upon
which she inquired where were all his men. His
answer was, that at present he had none. *“Then,”
said she, ¢“it shall not longer be so;” and, calling
her two sons, full ¢ wycht and hardy,” placed
them at his service, She then set down some
vietuals to the king; and, while in the middle of
his repast, the noise of many feet around the housc
was heard, upon which the two sons, thinking they
were foes, stood up to barricade and defend the
house. The party, however, were soon discovered
to be James of Douglas and Edward Bruce, with
about one hundred and fifty men. The meeting
was of course a mutually happy one.® The ren-

* The anthor of the ‘ History of Galloway ” says the
tradition is that the woman of the house was a widow,and
had three sons, all by different husbands,
the young men were M‘Kie, Munrdoch, and M‘Ling ; and
that when, after the expnlsion of the Engiish, the king
was dividing what territory he had at his disposal, he be-
stowed npon the widow and her sons ““the bit kassock of
land that lies between the bnrn of Palmure and the burn
of Penkill,” with which she said she would be contented.
This hassock runs abont three miles along the Cree and
abont five miles into the interior, The descendants of
these individuals long possessed portions of the lands in-
cluded in the royal grant. Murdoch had that part of the
property which contained the farm of Kirk, abont two
miles and a half from Newton-Stewart ; M‘Kie hait-the
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dezvous being, according to pretty well substan-
tiated tradition, in the vicinity of Newton-Stewart,
the direction of the king’s flight is at once ascer-
tained, though it is impossible to point out the
precise route. The whole appears to have been
accomplished in a day’s journey. In the morning
when eompelled to divide his forces and retreat, by
the vastly superior force of the guardianand John
of Lorn, he is described by Barbour as “‘ up in the
strenthys,” or hills of Cummnock. He is likely to
have kept along the ridge of hills all the way to
the place of rendezvous, a distance of more than
forty miles.” The wood he is represented as
having entered was, in all probability, the forest
of Star, so named from a hill in the vicinity of
Loch Doon, of which the family of Kennedy were
rangers ; and the stream where the slough-hound
was thrown off the scent may have been one of
the lanes or feeders which empty themselves into
the Loch.

In place of resting after the fatignes of so
eventful a day, the king proposed that, if any one
knew where their pursuers had halted for the
night, they should lead their little band against
them, as the enemy, reposing in full confidence,
might be easily assailed with great lossand little
damage to themselves. Sir James Douglas, having
passed near to where a company of the English
had taken ‘‘ herbery,” immediately undertook to
lead them to the spot. The attack was at once
resolved upon ; and reaching the enemy, about
two hundred strong, before daylight, they fell
upon them with great fury. Those who escaped
fled to the main body of the army ; but before
Sir Amyr de Valence could put his troops in
motion, Bruce and his followers were beyond their
reach. Despairing of mastering so cautions and
active an opponent, Sir Amyr is said by Barbour
to have retired soon after this discomfiture to
Carlisle, where he proposed to wait until his
spies could furnish certain intelligence of Bruce,
and then to *‘ schute upon him sudanly.” Bruce
remaining meanwhile in Carrick with all his
gathering, another adventure occurred to him
wherein his personal prowess was again put
to the test. Having gone a-lumting one day
by himself, with two dogs, near to a wood, he
" saw three men approaching, with bows and ar-

Larg, near Kironchtree ; and M‘Lurg had, for his share,
Macherniore, about one mile below Newton-Stewart. Bar-
bour, however, speaks only of two sons, and the likelihood
is that he is eorrects

* The distance, it may be alleged., was exlreme for a
person on foot and in armour ; but the armour which
Bruce nsnally wore—a shirt of mail—did not greatly im-
pede his powers of motion. Considering the superior
strength of the king, and the wearinesy by which, as so
well described by Rarbour, he felt repeatedly overcome,
there seems little reason to doubt his having performed
the journey. ’

rows, and fully armed. They were friends of
the Cuinyn, and had been lying in wait, to have
their revenge, the moment they found him apart
from his little army. A fitter opportunity could
not have presented itself. The king was unarmed,
having only his sword ; and, after effecting their
purpose, they could easily make their escape into
the wood unobserved. The king at once saw by
their demeanour that they were enemies. They
were about to draw their bows, when he called
out to them that, being threc to one, they onght to
be ashamed to have recourse to their arrows, and
tannted them to try him with their swords. Hear-
ing this, one of them exelaimed—
‘¢ Sall na man say we dred the swa,
That we with arrowys sall the sla ;7

and, throwing away their bows, they advanced
with their swords upon the king. In the fight
which ensued, Bruce sneceeded in smiting the fore-
most to the ground ; while one of his hounds, sce-
ing him aseailed, seized another by the neck, and
dragged him down, which gave his master an op-
portunityof despatching him withont much trouble.
The third, disheartened by the fate of his two
comrades, fled towards the wood ; but the dogs
pursuing him, he was soon overtaken and slain
also. Bruce hunted no more that day ; but, blow-
ing his horn, his men speedily gathered round him,
wondering at the speetacle they saw, and eagerly
listening as he related what had happened.

From Carrick, Brnce repaired to Kirkcudbright.
“In Glentrnewall,”says Barbour, ‘‘awhilehelay.”
The loch and glen of Trool are in the parish of
Minnigaff. It is a wild, romantic, inaccessible
spot. Bruce had his encampment near to the
head of the glen, the path to which is so narrow
that it could only be reached in single file. Aware
of its advantages, Bruce continued there for some
time. Certain tidings of his retreat having at
length reached the Earl of Pembroke at Carlisle,
the latter led on a strong body of troops—about
fifteen hundred in number—at the head of which
were also Fauzand Cliflord. 1t wasthe intention
of the guardian to surprise Bruce, and, accord-
ing to Barbour, he nearly succeeded. Marching
during the night, his army gained a wood within
a mile of Glentrool, unknown to the king. Here
a council of war was held, when Pembroke advised
—as the position of Bruce was difficult to ap-
proaeh,and, if aware of their advance, his prepara-
tions might be such at to render their attack
hazardous—that they should have reeourse to
device. A woinan was therefore attired as a pau-
per, who held her way to the king, instructed,
while soliciting charity, to impress upon him the
propriety of advancing against the English on
the open plain; as they werc eomposed chiefiy
of raw, undisciplined troope.  Bruce, disliking
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her appearance, ordercd her to be instantly se-
cured, when she confessed that she was a spy,
and,-1o save herself, further informed him of the
gtrength and equipment of the enemy. He imme-
diately prepared hislittlearmy, amountingtoahout
three hundred men, for the expected attack. They
werc arranged compaetly together in the open
space at the head of the glen. It is said, in the
appendix to the *‘ History of Galloway,” to be a
local tradition, that the king caused the peasantry
and less experienced soldiers who were with him
to unloose a quantity of rock upon the pass side of
the glen the night before, which, at a given signal,
was to be hurled down upon the enemy. Bar-
bour, however, makes no allusion to the stratagen.
Finding that their spy did not return, and that the
Scots were not likely to give them the advantage
desired, the English resolved upon attempting the
glen. As the cavalry could not act in so narrow
a path, the foot advanced, fully armed, *‘ with sper
in hand.” They were soon descried by the vigi-
lant eye of Bruce, who was in front of his small
battle array. Taking a bow out of one of his
men’s hands, he brought down the foremost of the
enemy with a single arrow, the fall of whom caused
a slight halt amongst those behind ; upon seeing
which the king, stepping from under his banner,
exclaimed, *‘ Vpon thaim ! for thai ar discumfyt
all!” and, drawing his sword, rushed forward to
the onset. The result was the entire discomfiture
of the party in advance; and the rear, tinding their
cxertionsof noavail, fled precipitously to the plain,
and ‘“ withdrew thaim schamfully.” According
to Barbour, the defeat created much disturbance
amongst the English. Each blamed the other for
the mischance. Clifford and Wauss (or Vaux)
came to blows upon the subject ; and both had their
supporters, Pembroke was compelled to interfere
to avert a general quarrel, and, as the best means
of preventing farther mischief, marched back his
army to England,

Relieved of the presence of the guardian, and
encouraged by his recent suecesses, Bruce resolved
at once to leave the “ woddis and montanys,” and
push the adventure which he had commenced
to a close. “To Kyle went he fyrst,” and he
soon, for the people were willing, made the whole
district obedient to him. Cuninghame he next
essayed, and reduced it in the same manner.
Meanwhile Pembroke had returncd from Eng-
land, and was lying at Bothwell. He felt highly
indignant at the manner in which Kyle and Cun-
inghame had been won over to the king, and de-
termined upon being revenged. He accordingly
despatched Sir Philip de Mowbray to Kyle with
a thousand men, as Barbour expresses it, ‘“‘to
werry the king.” Sir James Douglas having

ascertained that De Mowbray was to proceed to-.

wards Kyle by ¢ Makyrnokis way,” resolved to
lie in ambush for him, with his company of adhe-
rents—mnot more than forty in number—at a nar-
row pass upon his ronte. ‘“ Makyrnokis way,”
according to the late David M‘Pherson, “is a
narrow pass on the bank of Makyrok wattyr,”
near Kilmarnock. This, however, is evidently
a perversion of Barbour’s meaning. His words
are distinctly that the English *“wald hald doune
Makyrnokis way,” and that James of Douglas,
with the view of intercepting him, took post in
‘“a strait place that is in Makyrnokis way,” thus
making the narrow pass in ‘“ Makyrnokis way *
—not ‘‘ Makyrnokis way” itself. No such stream
as Makyrnok is now known in the vicinity of Kil-
marnock. The *“ strait place” is thus described
by Barbour—

‘“Syne till a strait place gan he ga,

at is in Makyrnokis way,
The Nethirford it hat perfay,
It lyis betuix marraisis twa ;
Quhar that na horss on lyve may ga.
On the south halff, quhar James was,
Is ane wpgang, 8 narrow pass :
And on the north halff is the way
Sa ill, as it apperis to-day.”

The precise locality of the pass it is now, perhaps,
impossible to discover. It eould not, however, be
very far from Kilmarnock, as De Mowbray—after
having been defeated at the ford by Douglas, with
great slanghter, he himself escaping with difficulty*
—is said to have taken his way to Kilmarnock,
and from thence by Kilwinning, Ardrossan, and
Largs to the castle of Innerkip, which was then
filled with Englishmen.t The remainder of his
troops retreated in confusion to Bothwell.

The repeated successes which had attended the
arms of Bruce in his varions rencounters, began
to produce their natural effeet. His army, which
did not exceed three hundred men when he left
Carrick, now amounted to upwards of six hundred
stout warriors. Amongst those who had joined
his standavd was Sir Alan Cathcart, an ances-
tor of the family of Cathcart. Bruce, with his
men, was lying at Galston when Pembroke—an-
noyed at the manner in which the whole of Ayr-
shire had been wrested from the English—sent a

* In spurring his noble animal through the small hand
of his oppouents, De Mowbray left his swortl and belt in
the grasp of a stnrdy Scot, who clutched them as he fled.

1 The old road hetween Glasgow and Kilmarnock cross-
ed and re-crossed the water now called Kilmarnoek water,
but formerly the Carth, not less than thirteen times,

{ Sir Alan wus present at the battle of Londoun Hill,
antl was one of the small band of fifty horvemen, who,
under Edward Bruce, afterwards dispersed 1500 cavalry
under John de St John, in Galloway. e is thus deseribed
by Barbour—

« A knight that then was in his rout,
Worthy and wight, stalward and stout,
Courteons and fair, and of good fame,
Sir Alan Cathicart was his nawe,”
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challenge to meet him in fair battle on the plains.
He fixed upon the vicinity of Londoun Hill as the
place, and the tenth of May as the time of meeting.
Bruce, who accepted the challenge, examined the
ground previously to the appointed day ; and find-
ing that the ““hey gat,” or bridle road, lay upon a
dry field, with a morass about a bow-shot on either
side, he caused three *‘dykes,” leaving a certain
distance between, to be erected athwart from the
morasses towards the highway. In these wallshe
left spaces sufficient that five hundred men might
ride through abreast. His object, however, was
80 to circumscribe the passage that the overwheln-
ing force of the guardian could not outflank his
smallarmy. The stratagem completely succeeded.
Bruce and his troops marched towards the field of
conflict the night before the battle; and, taking up
their position at Little Londoun—where he could
command a complete view of the English as they
approached, and have ample time to reach the first
range of dykes, so that, if hard pressed, they had
still the other two to fall back upon—coolly await-
ed the coming of the cnemy. The fighting men
amounted to no more than six hundred ; but the
¢‘rangale,” as Barbour calls them, or camp follow-
ers, fully exceeded that number. Sir Amyr, mean-
while, assembled a chivalrous force of nearly three
thousand ; and, at the rising of the sun on the day
appointed, they were descried by the watchful eye
of Bruce advancing in two ‘“eschelis” or divisions.
As they approached, with the sun shining brightly
on their burnished armour, banners, and spears,
they presented a very formidable appearance.
Though Bruce had only six hundred fighting men
to oppose to three thousand, his heart was undis-
mayed. He addressed his small army in a tone of
encouragement. The enemy they saw advancing,
he said, intended to slay them or reduce them to
slavery: therefore they should meet them hardily;
and though they greatly exceeded them in num-
bers, yet, as they could not be met by more than
man to man, he urged them to a valorous exertion
of their prowess. The army answered that they
‘would do their duty in such a manner that no re-
proof could fall upon them. ¢ Then go we forth,”
said the king, “where He that made of nothing all
things lead us, and save us, and help us to our
right.” So saying, his trusty band of warriors
moved forward towards the first of the dykes, in
the opening of which he took up his position.
The carriages, and such materials as were not of
service in battle, he left on the hill of Little Loun-
doun, where, also, it is to be inferred the ‘‘ringale”
or gillies were stationed, who, from their numbers,
as they no doubt carried weapons, would in some
measure divide the attention of the enemy. Sir
Amyr de Valence and his army advanced in good
order and h}gh spjrits. After a brief address,

showing the renown they would gain by taking
the king, the gnardian caused the charge to be
sounded ; and the cavalry, covered with their
¢ scheldis braid,” their heads stooping, and spears
straight; rushed to the charge. They were met,
however, so vigorously by the Scots, that most of
the front rank were overthrown at the first onset.
The gallant bearing of the king and his brother
Edward was particularly conspicuous. Barbour,
in alluding to it, exclaims—

‘“A Myehty God ! quha thar had bene,
And had the kingis worschip sene,
And hys brodyr, that waine him by,
That stonayit thalin so hardely,

That thair gud deid, and thair bounte,
Gaiff gret comfort to thair mengye.’

Sir James Douglas is also mentioned by Barbour
as having borne himself manfully, greatly to the
““comfort” of those that were with him. The
horses of the English, deprived of their riders, and
smarting from their wounds, began to rush back
upon the rear ranks, whereby much confusion was
created. Seeing this, the Scots pressed forward
with renewed energy, and in a short time the
“waward” of five hundred men were so much
overpowered that they began to retreat indisorder,
upon which the *‘rerward” also fled, leaving the
field to Lhe victorious Bruce and his heroic follow-
ers, who kept up the pursuit for some distance,
capturing a great many prisoners. Sir Amyr de
Valence, mortified at his defeat, retired to England,
and resigned the guardianship, which Edward,
however, did not at the time accept.

The battle of Loudoun Hill having been fought
on the 10th of May, as Barhour distinctly informs
us, and as Bruce landed at Turnberry from Arran
about the commencement of February,* it follows
that a period of three months had been passed by
him chiefly in the mountainous districts of ‘Ayr-
shire and Kirkcudbright. Three days after his
success over Pembroke, Bruce encountered Ralph
de Monthermur, at the head of a body of English,
whom he defeated with great slanghter, and com-
pelled him to take refuge within the Castle of Ayr,
which stronghold he besieged for some time, but
retired on the approach of snccours from England.
The death of Edward I. about this time (July 7,
1307), while on the eve of marching with an over-
whelming army into Scotland, proved highly fa-
vourable to the cause of Brnce, which had now
begun to assume a solid footing. Edward IL, in
prosecution of his father’s great design, advanced
with his forces as far as Cumnock, but returned
immediately afterwards to England in a very in-
glorious manner. Bruce now invaded Galloway 3

* His brothers, Thomas and Alexander, with their Irish
auxiliaries, were defeated at Lochryan on the 9th of I'eb-
YULYY. ;
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and conmmanding the inhabitants to repair to his
standard, wasted the lands of all whorefused. He
was no doubt prompted to this in retaliation for
the slaughter of his brothers by the M‘Doualls at
Lochryan. The guardian, John de Bretagne, Earl
of Richmond, who was appointed by Edward II.
in the room of the Earl of Pembroke, having been
ordered to proceed against the king with a large
force, the latter retired to the north of Scotland,
which he overrun, defeating all who came before
him, while numerons adherents flocked to his
standard.®  This was in 1308. Meanwhile Ed-
ward Bruce invaded Galloway ; and, on the 29th
June, overcame and dispersed those who opposed
him, near the banks of the Cree. He subsequently
defeated 1500 English cavalry under John de St
John, who had advanced to intercept him ; and,
assailing the various fortresses of Galloway, from
which he expelled the English, entirely snbdued
the district. The subsequent career of Bruce, till
his final triumph over the English at Bannockburn,
on the 24th June, 1314, are well-known national
events, which do not properly come within the
sphere of a local history. The sojourn of Bruce
in Ayrshire, after his descent upon Turnberry, and
the personal adventures recocded of him by Bar-
bour, are not so familiar to the general reader, and
are scarcely noticed by the historian—hence the
detailed manner in which we have recorded them

Though many of the incidents partake somewhat of
the marvellons, yet we have no reason to disbelieve
Barbour, who has merely used the poetical licence
of embellishing facts otherwise true. When we
know that Brucewas one of the most accomplished
knights of the age, and that in strength and agility
he had no equal, his feats of personal prowess will
appear the less surprising. Barbour, it may also
be remarked, has been found to be extremely cor-
rect in all his statements, whenever contempora-
neous authority can be brought to bear upon them.
We have no right, therefore, to be incredulous as
to civcnmstances which cannot be snpported in a
similar manner. The incidents related in connec-
tion with the movements of Bruce while amongst
the fastnesses of Ayrshire, could not he known to
the English chroniclers of the period—hence their
silence on the subject. Mauny of these incidents
were narrated to Barbonr by the individuals them-
selves who were engaged in them. For instance,
the particulars connected with the defcat of John
de St John, in Galloway, by Edward Bruce, were
related by Sir Alan de Cathcart, who took part in
the expedition,

* On the authority of the Chronicle of Lanercost, it is
said that Bruce was put to flight ; but this does not seem
grobuble. He did not repair as a fugutive to the north,

ut as a king, to assert his authority and reduce the coun-
fry to subjection,
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On the 26th of April, 1315, a parliament was
held in St John’s Church, at Ayr, for the purpose
of settling the crown upon Brunce. The atten-
dance consisted of ‘“the Bishops, Abbots, Priors,
Deans, Archdeacons, and the other prelates of the
churches ; the Earls, Barons, Knights, and others
of the community of the Kingdom of Scotland.”
The parliament was nnanimous in the acknow-
ledgment of Bruce as king, and in declaring their
allegiance to him and the heirs-male of his body.
It was at the same time resolved, with the consent
of the king and his danghter Marjory, heir-pre-
snmptive, that should he die without male issue,
his brother Edward, or the hicirs-male of his body,
should succeed to the erown. The right of Mar-
jory seems to have been thus set aside, that the
Government, during these unsettled times, might
be placed in energetic hands. The arrangement
was, at the same time, perfectly in accordance with
the law of Tanistry, under which the elder Bruce
had claimed the throne, as is ably shown in his
pleadings before Edward, guoted by Tytler.

Affairs in Scotland having been thus settled, the
king was solicited by the Irish of Ulster to aid
them in throwing off the English yoke ; offering,
at the same time, to bestow the crown of Ireland
upon his brother Edward. Though the under-
taking was no doubt a hazardous one, Bruce,
swayed it is believed by various political considera-
tions, gave his consent ; and Edward, ambitions
as he was brave and reckless, sailed from the har-
bour of Ayr, with a body of six thousand men,
This occurred within a month after the parliament
had met in St John’s, from which circumstance
Lord Hailes conjectures that the expedition had
obtained the sanction of the Parliament. Kdward
and his army landed at Carrickfergus on the 25th
of May, 1315. The principal persons hy whom
he was accompanied were—Thomas Randolph,
Earl of Moray ; Sir Philip Mowbray ; Sir Jolm
Soulis ; Sir John Stewart ; Sir Fergus of Ardros-
san ; Ramsay of Ochterhouse ; John Menteth ;
John de Bosco; John Bisset 5 and John Camp-
bell, son of Sir Niel Campbell of Lochow, and
nephew of the king. The result of this expedition
is well known. After several brilliant but fruit-
less campaigns, in which the Scottish army suf-
fered dreadfully from famine, Edward met that
death which he had defied on so many fields, at
Fagher, near Dundalk, on the 5th October, 1318,
The body of the knight, Sir John Maupas, or
Malpas, by whom he fell, was found stretched over
that of Edward Bruce after the battle was over.
The remains of the small army of the Scots were
collected together,and amidst many ditlicultiescon-
ducted back to Scotland by John Thomson, leader
of the men of Carrick.

Bruce, after a series of successful and brilliant
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conflicts with the English, reduced Edward 1L to
the necessity of recognising his right as king of
Scotland, and agreeing to an honourable and ad-
vantageous peace. He died at Cardross, in Dum-
hartonshire, on the 7th June, 1329.

Connected with this eventful period of Scottish
history, Ayrshire has much reason to be proud of
the two heroes she had the honour of producing,
and of the part which the inhabitants acted in the
memorable drama. Twice was the expiring liberty
of the country revived within her boundaries—
first under Wallace, and secondly nuder Bruce—
and that chiefly throngh the patriotic aid of the
people. During the long strnggle for independence
the country suffered many deprivations, both from
the wasting of the enemy and the suspension of
industry. Fields could not be expected to be cul-
tivated wheve it was so uncertain who should reap.
Before the close of Bruce’s reign, however, con-
siderable progress had been made in the arts of
peace ; amdl the numerous forays of the Scots in
England, prior to the treaty of independence, in all
of which immense hooty wascarried off, had greatly
enriched the conntry. The forfeiture of the
Baliol, and other estates, placed a great extent of
land at the disposal of the crown, in various ¢uar-
ters of the country, most of which Bruce conferred
on the more deserving of his followers.

FROM TIIE ACCESSION OF DAVID II., TILL THE

DEATH OF JAMES THE FIFTH.

During the reign of David Bruce, the son and
heir of the hero of Bannockburn, who succeeded
to the throne, while a minor, in 1329, under the
regency of Randolph, the country suffered many
disasters, yetfinally prevailed inmaintaining its in-
dependence. In the civil commotions waged by
Edward Baliol, the grandson of the competitor
with the elder Bruce, aided by the disinherited
barons and the English, Ayrshire had itsown share.
At the battle of Dupplin, fought on the 13th
Augnst, 1332, which was gained by Baliol and his
allies, the Earl of Carrick, natural son of Edward

Jruce, who had received the title from the late
king, was slain, His brother, Lord of Galloway,
who now becamne Earl of Carrick, was so over-
whelmed by the sndden change of affaivs consc-
quent on the irruption of Baliol into the south of
Seotland, that he swore allegiance to him., He
was taken prisoner, amongst others, by Randolph
and Donglas, Sir James’ youngest brother, who,
al the head of a thousand horse, surprised Baliol
on Christimas eve, and drove him into England.*

* Baliol, having been f']oiued by many Kuglish barons,
returned to Scotland (9th March, 1332-3), aud burnt and
took a castle in Roxburghshire, commanded by lobert te
Colville, supposed to have been of Ochiltree,

The Karl of Carrick, however, easily obtained par-
don, having yielded withreluctance tothe trinmph-
ant Baliol. At the disastrous battle of Halidon
Hill, which followed some time afterwards, the
Karl of Carrick* was slain ; and Robert Boyd,
snpposed to have been the ancestor of the Kilmar-
nock family, was taken prisoner. So completely
were the affairs of Scotland deranged by the heavy
loss sustained, that Edward I11., who had espoused
the canse of Baliol with a view to the subjugation
of the conntry, was enabled to overrun the greater
part of it without opposition. The district of
Cuninghame snffered severely from the ravages
of the enemy, Of all the strongholds in the
country, only six held out for the Scottish crown.
Amongst these was the Castle of Loch Doon,
commanded hy a veteran of the name of John
Thomson,t supposed to have been the same war-
rior who led back the remains of Edward Bruce’s
army from Ireland.f Though so far prostrate,
Scotland soon recovered its bnoyancy. Sir An-
drew Moray of Bothwell, having gained his
liberty, returned to Scotland, and with his usual
zeal for his native land, hegan to assemble
the surviving friends of the country. He was

* Lord Hailes relates, from the Foedera, an interesting
cireumstance connected with the name of this noblem:n.
In 1346, thirteen years after the battle of Halidon Hill, a
person, styling himself Alexander Bruce, Earl of Carrick,
appeared in Scotland. He said he had been made prisoner
in the battle ; that he had concealed his guality for a long
course of years ; and at length, under the feigned character
of a citizen of Aberdeen, had procured himself to be ran.
somed. His tale, related with many circnmstances, im-
posed on numbers, particularly on the menner sort. After
having undergone several examinations at court, he made
his escape into Carrick, his supposed inheritance ; but he
was apprehended, tried by a special commission, convicted
as an imposter, and hanged (at Ayr, July). Fordun says
that, according to the report of some, the judieial proce-
dure against this adventurer was not formal ; and thence
there were many who still believed that he had a right.to
the title which he assnmed.—Annals of Seotland, vol, 2,
. 301,

+ The family of Macfarlane of Clachbuy, several of whom
are dispersed through the Western Islands, are descended
from Thomas, son to Duncan, Laird of Macfarlane, in the
reign of King Robert IIL, from whose proper nmue they
are frequently called MacCanses, or Thomas-sons.—A4 uch-
mar, p. 90.—But the Carrick Thomson was earlier than
Buchanan of Auchmar’s Highland Thomasson or Thom-
son, on his own showing, Auchmar, however, is not held
worthy of much credit as a genealog‘s(- ; and the Thomas-
sons of the Mighlands are generally said to have been de-
scended from T'arus-cor, the bold and celebrated bastard
son of one of the chiefs of Lochaw. Heunce they are
equally well known, and as often called M‘Tavish, as
Thomson, in Argyleshire. i

+ In the Chamberlain Roll4 the following entry occuis
in reference to the victualling of Loch Doon castle dnuring
these commotions. The year 1340 :—** Et per Sexaginta
eelderus farinz, et centum peteraseasei, LiberatioJohanui
Filii Thome, et Johanni Filii Somirly, ad Stoffam castri
De Logh Don, Lxvi Libri.” The English of which is—and
for sixty chalders of meal, and one hundred stones of
eheese, delivered to.JJohn the son of Thomas, and Johu the
son of Somerly (the Gaelic for Namueb), for vietualling the
castle of Loch Doon, £66.
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joiued by Alexander de Mowbray, and Geffrey de
Mowbray, governor of Roxburgh, revolted to the
Scots. At this period Richard Talbot was in the
north, and, endcavouring to pass into England, he
was intercepted by Siv William Keith of Galston,
defeated, and made prisoner. The Steward of
Scotland—who had remained in Bute after the
battle of Halislon Hill—passed over to Dumbarton,
and invading Renfrewshire, his early inheritance,
compelled the inhabitants to acknowledge David. *
In this expedition he was joined, amongst others,
by Thomas Bruce, from Kyle; but of what family
this person came does not appear. Godfrey de
Ross, governor of Ayrshire, either from necessity
or interest, also submitted to the Steward. This
occurred in 1334, The young king—who had
fought as a volunteer in some of the inroads into
England, under the Earl of Moray—first unfurled
the royal standard in 1341, He was immediately
joined by Eglinton, Boyd, Craigie, and Fullarton.
In 1346 he was enabled to enter England with a
force of 30,000 men ; and encountering the Eng-
lish at Durham, the unfortnnate battle of that
name was fought on the 17th Octoher. Thomas
Boyd, probably of the Kilmarnack family, Andrew
Campbell of Loudonn, and Roland Wallace of
Kyle, were among the captives. Many of the
Scottish nobility were slain, or made prisoners ;
amongst others_Gilbert de Carrick—ancestor, ac-
cording to the genealogists, of the Cassillis family
was mortally wounded ; and what rendered the

* A curious anecdote of the inhabitants of Bute is men-
tioned by Lord Hailes, on the anthority of Fordun—As a
réward for attacking and slaying Alan de Lile, the gover-
nor of Bute, they asked aml obtained perpetual exemp-
tion from the payment of multwres : that is, relief from
the abligation of bringing their corn to be gromt at the
mill of the barony. At the present moment this is a
serions grievance to farmers thronghout Scotland ; and
the fact that the Brandanes of Bute, as they were called,
stipulated for its removal so early as the fonrteenth cen-
tury, shows that Scotland generally was not only a cnlti-
vated and corn-growing conntry, but that the people were
alive to the evil cffects of vestriction. Wynton thus re-
Iates the cirmnstance (vol. ii., p. 186) :—

¢ The Stwart, guhan he herd this deyde,
To thame in hy {haste] he cam hym speyl
Til his castelle, and thare-in made
Reparis, that it in yhemsale (enstody] hade ;
And hade the Brandanys ask thare mede {reward]
That thai sulit have for thare gnde dede ;
Thai askyd to be multyre-fre ;
Than that wyth gud will thame gave he.”

On the anthority of the late Col. Moore, factor or cham-
berlain to the Marqnis of Bunte, we have been informed
that about a dozen of Bute people were rewarded by Ro-
bert the Bruce, each with an ordinary fayn from the
crown. They were real lairdx or baronx, though their
possessions were small. They, piece-meal, sold their laird-
ships or barcnies, during the five centnries which have
since elapsed, save two only—Glass of Ascog and Mac-
Conechie of Ambrismore. They retained still the title
barons : to wit, Baron MacConechie and Baron Glass.
But Baren Glass sold his barony of Ascog to the Marqnis
of Bute for £1600, abont 1818. This Baren Glass’s son
was, and perhaps still is, a watchmaker in Rothesay.

defeat still more disastrons, David himself fell iuto
the hands of the enemy. In the following January
Baliol collected a large body of Galloway men,
with whom, aided by a party of English, he pene-
trated through Mid-Lothian, and as far as Glas-
gow ; on his return laying waste Ayrshire and
| Nithsdale, according to Fordun, in the most fero-
cious manuner. The Scots, however, notwithstand-
: ing theabsence of their sovereign, succeeded, under
the able regency of the Steward, in expelling the
English intruders ; and Baliol, hopeless of success,
surrendered his claim to Edward IIL for a sum
of money in hand and an annual pension. The
surrender proved of no advantage to Edward ; and
tired apparently of waging a fruitless war with a
country which he might overrun but could not
conquer, he gave David his liberty, on a large
ransom being guaranteed, in 1357,

On the death of this prince in 1370, he was suc-
ceeded by his nephew, Robert II., son of Walter
the High Steward of Scotland, who married Mar-
jory Bruce, daughter of Robert I. The Steward
family fromtheirlarge territorial possessions inthe
district, were intimately connected with Ayrshire,
His eldest son, who had been created Earlof Carrick
by David IL, also enjoyed the title of Lord Kyle,
Under this monarch a greater degree of harmony
prevailed between England and Scotland than had
been the case for some timne, Edward I1L having
relinquished all pretensions to the Scottish crown.
The amicable spirit which prevailed is evinced hy
the fact of -certain treaties having been entered
into for the purposes of traffic. In Ayloff’s Ca-
lendar it is mentioned that Richard II.—the suc-
cessor of Edward IIT.—gave permission, in 13$2-3,
to the servants of the Earl of Carrick to carry
barley into Scotland, while corn was allowed to be
sent to various parts of the country. In 1396,
according to the same authority, Richard farther
granted permission to the Earls of Carrick and
Fife to buy and carry both wine and barley into
Scotland. Though peace thus prevailed between
the crowned heads of England and Secotland, the
reign of Robert was greatly disturbed by the
uarrels of his barons.  The feudal system, first
introduced by Malcolin Canmore, but which the
competition for the erown and the war of indepen-
dence prevented from earlier unfolding itself, nad
now assumed its natural boldness, and acquired
a dangerous power. The feuds which arose in
consequence, especially amongst the border clans,
greatly disturbed the public peace, and repeatedly
threatened to produce a general war between the
two countries. A treaty entered into with France
by the Scots—which stipulated that they were to
receive a large sum of money, a thonsaud suits of
armour, and the aid of a thousand men-at-armns,
under an engagement to invade England — had
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the eflect of at once removing the mask by
which probably both countries coneealed their real
feelings. Robert, naturally of a peaceful disposi-
tion, was evidently forced into this treaty by his
nobles. France, in this instanee, made doubly good
her promise. Fourteen hundred suits of armour
were sent over, and two thousand warriors under
the eommand of John de Vienne ; who also bronght
with him a large smin of money, which was dis-
tributed minong the Scottish chiefs in proportion
no doubt to their influence.  The only recipients
of this money econnected with Ayrshire, besides
the king himself, were his eldest son, the Earl
of Carriek, to whom five thousand five hun-
dred livres were given ; and William Cuninghame
of Kihnaurs, who was paid five hundred livres.
The result of this treaty was a series of alternate
invasions, carried on with great devastation by

fought on the 19th Aungust, 1388, was amongst
the fruits of the unsettled state of affairs.  This
is known to have heen one of the most chivalrous
aund stoutly maintained combats of that warlike
period.  An ancestor of the Montgomerie family
is said to have borne himself eonspieuously on that
occasion, hy taking Hotspur prisoner.* The vic-
tory, however, was dearly purchased by the death
of the Earl of Dounglas, son-in-law of the king,
on whom he placed his chief reliance in governing
the country.  Despairing of his ability to cheek
the refraetory spirit of the nobility, after the death
of his gallant and powerful favourite, Robert re-
signed the throne to his son John, and retired to
Dundonald castle,in Kyle, where he died two years
afterwards, on the 19th of April, 1390, in the
seventieth year of his age. 4

John sueeeeded to the erown under the title of
Robert TI1.+—the nation entertaining a supersti-
tious dislike to the name John, from the disasters
that had occurred under the reign of Baliol. Few
events fall to be recorded in connexion with Ayr-
shire during the sway of Robert III.  The title
of Duke, originally Norman, was first introduced
by him from France, when in April, 1398 he
bestowed the title of Duke of Rothesay on his
eldest son, David, Earl of Carrick. He subse-
quently instituted the prineipality of Scotland,
which was done by royal charter in 1404. The
appanage consisted of the whole lands of the earl-
dom of Carrick, with the baronies of Cuninghame
and Kyle Stewart, and the lands of Kyle Regis ;
from which distinetion between the two distriets

* Sir John Montgomerie, *‘ being at the battle of Otter-
buin took Henry Peircie, sirnamed Hotspur, prisoner, and
with his ransom-money, built the castle of Dunnoon.” —
Holinghed and Leslie.

t He was styled, by way of distinction, Robert Faira-
year, or Faranyear, signifying past, or late. — Hailes'
Annals, vol, iii., p. 63,
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of Kyle it would appear that King’s Kyle, as it is
popularly called, had never been parted from the
erown. The smaller Cumbray was also included
in the grant. It is in virtue of this eharter that
the Prince of Wales enjoys the title of Earl of
Carrick at this day.

During the regencies of the Duke of Albany
and his son Murdoeh, from the death of Robert
IT1. in 1406, till the aceession of James I. in 1424,
after his long detention in England, few political
events oceur in which Ayrshire appears at all pro-
minent. That period is memorable, however, as
the era of one of those fends—the earliest of which
there is any notice—by which the county, like most
other districts of Scotland, continued to be disturb-
ed until the power of the barons was thoroughly
overmatched by that of the erown, and the supre-

| macy of the law established by the entire suppres-
both nations. The memorable battle of Otterburn,

sion of tne fendal system. The event to which we
allude was the slaughter of one Neilson of Dal-
rymple, and others, by Sir Thomas Boyd of Kil-
marnock,* for which the latter ohtained a remis-
sion from the Duke of Albany, in 1409.

Throughout the reign of James I., Ayrshire
seems to have enjoyed considerable repose amidst
the turmoil of retributive punishments which that
able monareh found it necessary to visit upon the
heads of those who, in coalition with the regent
Albany, contrived to keep him %o long from his
rights ; and who, in the exereise of their usurped
powers, had been the means of ereating so mueh
anarehy and eonfusion in the country. Suspi-
cion no doubt fell npon Sir John Montgomerie
(of Eglinton) and Sir John Stewart of Dundonald,
both of whom were arrested at the Parliament
held at Perth on the 14th March, 1424, But
Montgomerie seems to have been immediately set
at liberty and restored to favour ; for on the 24th
of May following he sat as one of the jury, along
with Sir Robert Cuninghame of Kilmaurs, on the
trial of Murdo, Duke of Albany, at Stirling. In
1431, Lord Keunedy, along with the Earl of
Donglas, both nephews of the king, were put in
ward in the castles of Lochleven and Stirling, for
contempt of his order for a general muster of the
forees of the kingdom to proeeed upon an expedi-
tion to the north—the lawlessness of the High-
landers having assumed such a magnitude as to
require a strong force to restore order. The few
barons of any note whom Ayrshire could boast of
at the time, seem to have been upon the whole
loyally disposed, and gave James every countenance
in his arduous work of reformation.

During the minority of James II., the eountry
wasthrown into great confusion through the weak-
ness of the executive, and the ambition and tur-

* MS. Boyd Papers,
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bulence of the barons. Amongst the many feuds
arising out of the disturbed state of the times, that
of the Stewart and Boyd families is perhaps the
most striking. It ocenrred in 1439, and is thus
related by Tytler from the ¢ History of the Stew-
arts ”:—** Sir Alan Stewart of Darnley, who had
held the high office of constable of the Scottish
army in France, was treacheronsly slain at Polmais
thorn, between Falkirk and Linlithgow, by Sir
Thomas Boyd of Kilmarnock, for ‘auld feud which
was betwixt themn ’; in revenge of which Sir Alex-
ander Stewart collected his vassals, and ‘in plain
battle,’ to nse the expressive words of an old his-
torian, manfully set upon Sir Thomas Boyd, who
was cruelly slain, and many brave meun on both
sides.” The ground where the conflict took place
was at Craignaucht Hill, a romantic spot near
Neilston, in Renfrewshire: and with such deter.
mined bravery was it contested, that, it is said, the
parties by mutual consent retired sundry times to
rest and recover breath, after which they recom-
menced the combat to the sound of the trumpet,
till the victory at last declared for the Stewarts ”
The Boyds avenged the fall of their chief by
the slanghter of Sir James Stewart of Auchin-
gown, who was slain by the Laird of Duchall
and Alexander the Lyle, at Drumglass, [Dun-
glas 7] on the 3lst May, 1445.* The author of
the ‘¢ History of Galloway,” on the anthority of
Hume, mentions another curious incident arising
ont of these feudal wmisunderstandings. It oc-
curred, as he states, during the life of Archi-
bald Douglas, fifth Lord of Galloway, who died
at Restalrig, on the 26th June, 1439 ; and whose
‘‘conduct to Lord Kennedy is adduced as a proof
of his forgiving and generous disposition. This
nobleman had injured and offended him to snch a
degree, that he (the earl) published his intention of
giving the lands of Stewarton to any individual
who would bring Kennedy’s head to himm. When
Lord Kennedy became aware of this offer, he was
fully convinced he could not escape the danger
arising from the declared hostility of so powerful
a man; and he resolved, as a species of prevention,
to present his own head to his enemy. He ac-
cordingly went privately to Wigtonshire, and found
Douglas in the church of St Ninian, at his devo-
tion. Immediately after divine service, he offered
his head to the earl, and claimed the reward.
Douglas, astonished at his resolution and confi-
idence, forgave him his fornier faults, and nade
him his friend.

Karls of Cassillis, contirued to enjoy.” The Ken-
nedy here alluded to must have been Gilbert, first
Baron Kennedy, whichtitle hedid not obtain, how-

* Auchjuleck Chronicle.

He also bestowed upon him the |
lands of Stewarton, which his descendants, the |

ever, till 1430, prior to which he could not have
been styled lord. But, independently of this, a
very different version of the story is given in Pit-
cairn’s MS. History of the Kennedies. The per-
son therein mentioned as the hero of this bold
adventure was a younger brother of the Dunure
family ; who, from his wearing a dagger, obtained
the nickname of *“ Alschunder Dalgour,” or Alex-
ander of the dagger. He is said to have offended
Douglas, Earl of Wigton, by gaining ¢ feid agains
him at Glaynnaip, and ane wther agains Lindsay
thane laird of Craigy, at the watter of Done, hothe
one ane day.”  When tne terms offered by Dong-
las—that whoever brought his head **thai suld
have the fourty mark land of Stewarttoune, in
Cuninghame”— reached the ears of Alexander, he
assembled a hundred of the retainers of his family,
well-mounted, and set off for Wigton on the morn-
ing of ““yuill day,” where he arrived just as the
earl was engaged at mass. Entering the church,
and pulling out a deed ready prepared, headdressed
the earl as follows :—¢“ My lord, ye have hicht this
x1 mark land to ony that wald bring you my heid,
and I know there is nane so meitt as my selff !
And thairfore, will desyr your lordship to keep to
me, as ye bad to ony wther ! The earl, perceiving
that his life was in immediate danger, subscribed
the document ; upon which Alexander thanked his
lordship, and taking horse was speedily on his route
homewards. This circumstance is stated by the
author to have occurred in the ‘“ fourth yeir of the
ring off Robert the Third, quilk was about the
yeir of God, 1380 ;” and he further states that his
heirs ¢ bruikis the samin at this tyme, or at the
least, to the sex hunder and tua yeir of God, that
Erle John [of Cassillis] sald the same to the laird
of Langschaw.” ¥or various reasons we wonld
be inclined to regard this latter aceount as the
most probahle. It is minutelyand circumstantially
told. Unfortunately however, for its chronological
accuracy, it would appear that the lands of Stew-
arton; in Cuninghame, did not come into the pos-
session of the Douglasses till 1426 or 1427. There
is thus a diserepancy in both versions of the anec-
dote. %

The turbulent spirit of the times was greatly
controlled by the able management of Bishop
Kennedy of St Andrew’s, the younger of two sons
of James Kennedy of Dunure, hy the Duchess
of Albany, sister to Robert III.  Kenmedy held
the office of chancellor for some time, and was
mainly instrumeutal in thwarting the dangerous
faction of the Livingstons, aud the still more
powerful coalition of the Donglasses and Crau-
furds. While the measures of the young so-
vereign were being gradually matured, with a
view to the annihilation of these parties, whose
schemes were so inimical to the public tranquility
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and the safety of the crown, Douglas—who fore-
s.w the probability of his downfall—resolved, if
possible, to mar the policy of Kennedy, by em-
broiling the king in a war with England. The
existing truce was nearly expired, and predatory
incursions had already taken place on the borders.
But Douglas was saved the necessity of first com-
mencing hostilities, the earls of Northumberland
and Salisbury having broke violently intoScotland,
with a large force, and burned the towns of Dunbar
and Dumfries. The brother of the Earl of Doug-
las retaliated by an invasion of Alnwick, which
province he entirvely wasted. This was followed
by an English invasion under the younger Percy,
along with Sir John Harrington and Sir John
Pennington, at the head of a body of six thousand
men, Crossing the Solway, they encamped upon
the banks of the river Sark, where they were en-
countered by about four thousand Scots, under
the earl of Ormond, another brother of Douglas.
This occurred in 1448. Aloug with Ormond
were Sir John Wallace of Craigie, the Sheriff of
Ayr,* the laird of Johnston, and the master of
Somerville. The English sustained a total defeat,
fifteen hundred men having been left dead on the
field, five hundred drowned in the Solway, and the
leaders, Percy, Harrington, and Pennington, taken
prisoners. The Scots lost only t wenty-six soldiers;
but Wallace of Craigie, a leader of great courage
and experience, whose conduct had mainly contri-
huted tothe victory, soon after died of his wounds. t
From the peculiar position of both countries at
this time, hostilities were not carried farther; and
though disappointed in his views of distracting the
country by a war, Douglas bore himself with
a high hand. Auchinleck of that Ilk, a friend of
his, having been slain by Colville of Ochiltree in
a party conflict, he usurped the supreme power,
and proceeding to Ochiltree with a strong bhody
of retainers, took his castle, slanghtered Colville,
together with all the males within it, and laid
waste the entire lands. This occurred in 1449,
Though greatly incensed at his conduct, the king’s
party was not yet powerful enongh to put in prac-
tice those strong measures by which the honse of
Donglas was ultinately shorn of its dangerous
greatness. In 1455, the coast of Ayrshire was
threatened with a formidable maritime “‘raid” by
Donald Balloch, lord of Isla, whose repeated in-
surrections more than once threatened the stability
of the throne. At the head of a formidable ex-
pedition, and commencing hostilities at Innerkip,
wherehe burned several houses, he proceeded along
the west coast of the Clyde to the island of Bute,

*David Stewart of Castlemill.—Awckinleck Chronicle,

ﬂ‘{‘tler, on the authority of the Anchinleck Chronicle,
which says that he died through ** misguiding.”
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where he levied tribute, and, according to the
Auchinleck: Chronicle, carried away a hundred
bolls of meal, a hundred bolls of malt, a hundred
marts, and a hundred merks of silver. He also
visited the Cumbrays, which he wasted with fire
and sword ; and from thence sailing to Arran,
stormed the castle of Brodick, and harried the
island. The expedition did not prove so destruc-
tive as might have been expected ; the measures
adopted hy the king had the effect of completely
neutralizing the efforts of theisland lord, and the
coast of Ayrshire entirely escaped the threatened
danger.

James II., though killed at the premature age
of thirty, at the siege of Roxburghe castle in 1460,
had nevertheless lived long enough to overcome
those powerful factions which so disturbed the
early part of his reign. His death, however, leav-
ing an heir only eight years of age, subjected the
country once more to all the vicissitudes of a long
minority. It was so far fortunate that Kennedy,
bishop of St Andrew’s, still survived to take an
active part in the management of Affairs. He
was appointed principal minist2r of the crown,
while the office of justiciar of Scotland was en-
trusted to Robert, Lord Boyd, whoseextraordinary
rise and rapid downfall constitutes the leading cir-
cumstance of the reign of James IIL, in so far as
the annals of Ayrshire are concerned. While two
great parties amongst the nobility of Scotland
existed—the one, at the head of which was the
queen-mother and Bishop Kennedy, in favour of
negotiating a peace with England, seeing that the
battle of Hexham had rendered the Lancasterian
canse all but desperate ; the other, at the head of
which was the Earl of Angus, inclined for hostili-
ties—a third sprung up after the death of Mary
of Gueldres, in 1463, having for its head Robert,
Lord Boyd, the justiciar. The power of the house
of Douglas had previously been extinguished, and
the death of the Earl of Angus, leaving his heir a
minor, presented a favourable opportunity for the
rise of any one amongst the nobility ambitious and
clever enough to take the lead. In neither re-
spects does Lord Boyd appear to have been defi-
cient. The way was in some measure prepared
for him by the position which his brother, Alex-
ander occupied. This person was ¢ celebrated, in
the popular histories of this reigan,” says Tytler,
‘‘as a mirror of chivalry in all noble and knightly
accomplishments and unpon this ground he had
been selected by the queen-mother and Kennedy
as the tutor of the youthful prince in his martial
exercises, Toacquire an influence over the affee-
tions of a boy of thirteen, and to transfer that in-
flucnce to his brother, Lord Boyd, who was much
about the royal person, was no difficult task for so
able and polished a courtier as Sir Alexander,”
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The views of the Boyds were greatly favoured by
the mortal illness of Bishop Kennedy, who died on
the 10th May, 1466. Tytler expresses his surprise
that the growing faction had escaped the penetra-
tion of this able statesman, there being evidence of
its formation npwards of a twelvemonth prior to
his death. This evidence is to be found in ‘‘a
remarkable indenture, dated at Stirling, on the
10th of February, 1465, the contents of which,”
says Tytler, “‘not only disclose to us the ambition
of this family (the Boyds), and the numerous friends
and adherents whom they had already enlisted in
-their service, but throw a strong light upon the
unworthy methods by which such confederacies
were maintained amongst the members of the
Scottish aristocracy. The agreement bears to
have heen entered into betwixt honourable and
worshipful lords, Robert, Lord Fleming, on the
one side, and Gilbert, Lord Kennedy, elder brother
of the bishop, and Sir Alexander Boyd of Duchal,
knight, upon the other; and it is declared that
these three personshad solemnly bound themselves,
their kin, friends, and vassals, to stand each to the
other, in ¢afald kindness, supply and defence,’ in
all their canses and quarrels in which they were
either already engaged, or might happen to he
hereafter engaged, during the whole continuance
of their lives, Lord Fleming, however, it would
seemn, haqd entered intoa similar covenant with the
Lords Livingstone and Hamilton ; and these two
peers were specially excepted from that clause by
which he engaged to support Kennedy and Boyd
against all manner of persons who live or die. 1n
the same manner, these last mentioned noblemen
excepted from the sweeping elause, which obliged
them to consider as their enemies every opponent
of Fleming, a long list of friends, to whom they
had bound themselves in a similar indenture; and
it is this part of the deeil which admits us into the
secret, of the early coalition between the house of
Boyd and some of the most ancient and influential
families in Scotland. The Earl of Crawford, Lord
Montgomerie, Lord Maxwell, Lord Livingstone,
Lord Hamilton, aml Lord Cathcart, along with a
reverend prelate, Patrick Graham, who soon after
was promoted to the see of St Andrew’s, were
specially enumerated as the covenanted friends of
Boyd and Kennedy. It was next declared that
Lord Fleming was to remain a member of the
king's special council as long as Lord Kennedy
and Sir Alexander Boyd were themselves continned
in the same office and service, and provided he
solenmly obliged himself, in no possible manner,
cither by active measures or by consent and advice,
to remove the king's person from the keeping of
Kennedy and Boyd, or cut of the hands of any
person to whom they may have committed the
royal charge. By a subsequent part of the inden-

ture it appears that to Fleming was attributed a
consirlerable influenceover the mind of the youthful
monarch ; for he was made to promise that he
would employ his sincere and hearty endeavours to
incline the king to entertain a sincere and affec-
tionate attachment to Lord Kennedy and Sir Alex-
ander Boyd, with their children, friends, and vas-
sals. The inducement by which Lord Fleming
was persuaded to give his cordial support to the
Boyds is next included in the agreement, which, it
must beallowed, was sufficiently venaland corrupt.
It was declared, that if any office happend to fall
vacant in the king's gift, which is a reasonable
and proper thing for the Lord Fleming’s service, he
should be promoted thereto for his reward; and it
continues, ‘if there happens a large thing to fall,
suchasward, relief, inarriage, or other perquisite, as
is meet forthe Lord Fleming’s service, he shall have
it, for a reasonable composition, before any other.’
It was finally concluded between the contracting
parties, that two of Lord Fleming's friends and
retainers, Tom of Somerville, and Wat of Tweedy,
should be received by Kennedy and Boyd amongst
the number of their adherents, and maintained in
all their causes and gnarrels; and the deed was
solemnly sealed and ratified by their oaths taken
upon the holy gospels.” The original of this in-
denture is said by Tytler to be preserved in the
charter chestof Admiral Fleming, at Cumbernauld.
Twenty copies of it were printed for private cir-
culation, one of which was kindly presented to
the historian by James Maidment, Esq., advocate,
Edinburgh. Tt is as follows :-—

Yis indentour, mad at Strivelyn, the tend day of februar,
the zer of Goid a thousand four hundreth sixty and fyf
zeris, betwyx honourable and worschipful lordis, yat is to
say, Robert, Lord Flemyng on ye ta pairt, and Gilbert,
Lord Kennedy and Sjir Alexander Boid of Duchel, knight,
on the tadir pairt, yat yai ar fullelie accordit and appointit
in maner and form as eftir follouls: Yat is to say, yat ye
sajd lordis ar bundyn and oblist yaim selfis, yair kyn,
friendis, and men, to stand in afald kindness, supple, and
defencs, ilk an till odir, in all yair canssis and querrell
leifull and houest, movit and to be movit, for all ye dais
of yair liffis, in contrery and aganis al maner of persones
yat leiff or dee may ; yair allegiance til onr soueran lord
alanerly ontan, excepand to the lord flemyng, his bandis
mad of befoir, to ye lord levynston, and to yhe lord hamil-
ton, and, in lyk maner, excepand to the saidis lordis ken-
nedy and sir alexander, yair handis mad of hefoir, til a
reverend fadirin christ, master patrick the graham, bischop

of sanctander, ye erle of crawford, ye lord mangumer, the
lord maxvel, the lord boid, the lord levynston, the lord
hamilton, and the lort catheart. Item, yvat the said lord
flemyng sal be of special service, and of cunsail to the kyng,
als lang as the saidis lordis kenuedy and sir wdexander ar
speciall sernandis and of cunsail to ye kyng ; the said lord
flemying Fepand hiz band and kyndnes to the foirsaides
lord kennedy and alexander, for al the foirsaid tym:
And attour, the said lort flemyng is oblist yat he sal nodir
wit, consent, nor assent, til (avas,) nor tak away the kyngis
person fra the saidis lord kennedy and sir alexander, nor
fra na udyr yat yai leff, and ordainis to be doaris to yaim,

‘and keparis in yair abcens ; and gif the said lord flemyng

getis, or may get, on bit of sic thyng to be done in ony
tym, he sal warny the saidis lord kennedy and sir alexnn-
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der, or yair doaris in do tym, or let it to be done at x.a.ll
his power ; and tak sic part as yai do, or on an of yaim
for ye tymin, ye ganstandyng of yat mater, but fyfmd and
il; and the said lord flemyng sal adwis the kyng at al
his hertly power wycht his gud ennsail, to be hertly and
kyndly to the foirsaidis lord kennedy and sir alexander, to
yair bairnis and friendis, and yai at belang to yaim for ye
tym. Item, giffi yair happynis ony vakand to fall in the
kyngis handis, at is a reasonable and meit thyng for the
+aid lord flemyngis service, yat he sal be furdirit yairto for
his reward; and gif yair happynis a large thyng to fal, sic
as vard, releiff, marriage, or effig, at is meit for hym, the
said lord flemyng sal haff it for a reasonable compocicion
befoir uder. Item, the saidis lord keimedy and sir alex-
ander sal haff thom of sumerwel and wat of twedy, in
special nantenans, supple, and defencs, in all yair accionis,
canss, and guarrel, leful and honest, for the said flemyngis
sak, and for yair sernis don and to be don, next yair awin
mastiris, yat yai wer to if befoir, and, at all and sundry
thyngis aboon writtyn sal be lelily kepit, bot frand and
gil, ather of yhe pairties hes geffyn till udiris, yair bodily
aithis, the hali evangelist tuychet, and enterchgmgable, set
to yair selis, at day, yheir and place aboon written.

From this docnment, which shows that the Lord
Kennedy, elder brother of the Bishop of St An-
drew’s, was to be equally secnred in the keeping of
the king’s person with Sir Alexander Boyd, it is
not at all unlikely that the coalition was entered
into with the sanction of the bshop, who, from
sickness, if not age, must have foreseen that
his end could not be far distant. Besides, Lord
Kennedy, as well as himself, was nearly related to
the youthful sovereign, and he might not feel in-
clined to oppose an enterprise in which so near
a relative as his lordship was concerned. The
ambitious project of the Boyd family was speedily
realized. On the 10th .July, 1466, when the king
was sitting in the Exchequer at Linlithgow, they
constrained him to proceed with them to Edin-
burgh, and to dismiss from his presence those who
had been ordered to attend him by the States.
The persons who actually took part in the removal
of the king were Lord Boyd, Lord Somerville,
Thomas Somerville (or Tom of Somerville), Adam
Hepburn, master of Hales, and Andrew Ker of
Cessford. Lord Kennedy, who was'a principal
in the conspiracy, with the object of exculpat-
ing himself from the odinm which would at-
tach to such an ontrage, threw himself in the way
of the cavalcade, and attempted, with well-dis-
sembled violence, to lead the king back to the
palace, A Llow, however, from the hunting staff
of Sir Alexander Boyd, put an end to his -inter-
ference.” Summoning & parliament on the 9th
October following, Lord Boyd was solemnly par-
doned by the king, and appointed governor of his
majesty and his bro hers, and of the royal castles.
The act of parliament was ratified by charter, un-
der the great seal, 25th October, 1466 ; and, by
another charter of the same date, Lord Boyd was
constituted governor of the kingdom of Scotland
till the sovereign should come of age. The su-

* Tytler.
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preme power having thus been secnred, the aggran-
disement of his family was farther promoted by
themarriage of his son Thomas to Mary, the eldest
sister of the king. The island of Arran having
been gifted to her as her dowry, Thomas was
immediately afterwards raised to the dignity of an
earl hy that name. Lord Boyd himself, in August,
1467, had the additional honour of heing consti-
tuted great chamberlain of Scotland for life. That
the power of Lord Boyd was not maintained with-
ont a formidable coalition, the following covenant,
dated at Stirling, the 6th of April, 1468, about
three years later than the indenture previously
quoted, affords ample illustration. The indenture
is ostensibly for the support of his majesty in go-
verning the country, but in reality for the mutual
protection of the parties contracting, and for main-
taining Lord Boyd in his position as chief adviser
of the sovereign :—

At Streiveling the sext day of ye moneth of April ye zeir
of or. Lord fourteen hundred sextie and aueht zeirs,at ye bid-
dingand commnd of or. soveranelord ye king. Itisappoyntit.
and faithfullie promittit, betwix Rt. Renerend fatheris in
Criste, Rt. noble and worschipful lords underwritten, with
yair awin subscriptionis manuell, in manuner and forme as
after followis. That is to say that yai and ilk ane of yame
sall abide wt. our souerane lord ye king, and ilk ane wt.
vther in ye furthputting of his autorite and ministrations
of iustice till all his liegis and Realme, and governyng of
his persone, autorite, landis and guidis, according to his
estait, warschope and honr. at all yair powar, baith wt.
yair prsonis and guidis, agane ony prsonis yat wald tend in
ye contrare yairof, And attoure ye saidis lordis bindis and
oblissen yame faithfullie, Ilk ane to vthir, yet nane of yame
sall tak upone hand to deliuer, eonclude, nor end ony
gret mater concernyng ye king, ye guid of ye Realme or
Justice, wtout avyse, counsale and consent of ye reman-
ent of ye lordis being prsnt. for ye tyme; and yat yai
sall mak ye materis yat salbe delirt. be ye lordis in
tyme comin be put to dew executione, and na breking nor
variens to be mad yrvpone wtout avyse, cousent, and de-
lyverens of all ye lordis being prest. for ye tyme. And%at
all ye matrs. yat beis delienrt. and coneludit be yé lordis
prnt. salbe Ratifit and approvit be yame as yai had
bene prsnt. yairat. And yat yal salbe Ilk ane leil and
trew to vthir, and stand in afald luif, lautie, friend-
schype and kyndness, and manteyn and supple and deferd
vtheris in all actionis, cause and guarrell, lanthful and
honest defens of yair lyfls, landis, heritage, Rovmys, office,
and nane of yame to heir, see nor wit hurte, scaith, dede,
nor dishonour till vtheris in ony wyse ; bot yai sall warne
vtheris yairof in dew tyme, and let it all yair power. And
attor. ye said lordis lelely and trewlie promytis yat thai
sall wt. all yair diligens assist to Robert Lord Boyd, and
supple him ye guidgng of ve kingis persone, strenthis,
castellis, hounssis and all vthir thingis grantit to him be or.
souerane lord in his pliament, cotenit in ye letrs. nndir ye
gret sele maid to him yrupone And at yai sall induce and

suade or. souerane lord to hald and schaw his harty luif,

avr, and singular tenderness to ye said Robert Lord Boyi ;
and attr. ye said Lord boyd trewlie promittiy yat he sall
do ye eonsale and anise of ye remanet. of ye lordis of
counsale underwritten in ye Rewling of or, souerane lordis
psone, iustiee, autorite and guidis, and to do na gret
matir cosernyng his hienes and ye gud of ye Realme wtout
yair avyse and consent. And gif it happynis him, as god
orbid, to falze or tnd in ye contrare heirof, he beand
warnit and reprovit be ye Lordis quhawm he falzies, and wt.
mendand nor reformance it agane vt. gair avyse, 1t salbe
vane lanfull to ye remanet. of ye lordis all orJn. to pass
yair way, and be free and dischargit of yis band. And to
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ve observing, kepying and fulfilling of all and sindrie ye
thingis abone vritten in all poyntis and artikils foirsaid,
all ye lordis vndvritten are lelely and trewlie bundin and
oblist till onr souerane lord and ilk ane till vthir be ye
faith of yair bodyis, ye haly evangelis be yame twichit,and
for ye witnessing heirof hes subscriyet yis lettre, to endure
vnto or, soverane lordis aige of xxi zeirs complet, wt. yair
awin handis. day, zeir, and place abone vritten.

(Signed) A Eriis G.
De speciali mandatonostro. ABBIRDON F.
JAMES R. ERLE OrF ARGYLE.

ROBERT LOoRD Bovn.

ERLE OF ARRANE.

Ye PREVE SELE LYNDSAY.

ARCHIdus. QUHYTELAW,*
The charter chest of the Boyd family contains
another agreement to the same effect between
the parties, dated at Stirling, the 25th April,
1468. By these indentures they became bound
to aid each other in all emergencies, and while
Yord Boyd promised to undertake no great mat-
ter without the sanction and advice of his co-
adjutors, they, on the other hand, promised to do
everything in their power to promote and secure
the favour of the king in behalf of Lord Boyd.t

All, however, proved unavailing. The downfal
of the family was as rapid as had been its exalta-

tion. This was perhaps less attributable to Lord
Boyd, who seems to have been a shrewd and judi-
cious man, than to his son, the Earl of Arran, whose
connection with the royal family rendered him an
object at once of envy and suspicion. Large estates
in Ayrshire, Bute, Roxburghshire, Forfarshire,
Perthshire, and Lanarkshire, were conferred upon
him and his countess. He wasat the head of the
commission, appointed in 1468, to visit the courts
of Europe for the purpose of selecting a wife for
the king. A treaty was concluded with Christiern
1. of Denmark, who agreed to give his daughter
Margaret in marriage to James, with ‘‘a portion
of sixty thousand florins, and a full discharge of
the whole arrears of the annual, the name given
for the yearly tribute due for the Western Isles,
and of the penalties incurred by non-payment.
Of the stipulated sum he agreed to pay down ten
thousand florins before his daughter’s departure
for Scotland, and to give a mortgage of the sove-
reignity of the Orkney Islands, which were to re-
main the property of the kingdom of Scotland till
the remaining fifty thousand florins of the marriage
portion should be paid.”+ Considerable delay oc-

* Copied from the original in the charter chest of the
Kilmarnock faniily.

t It is rather remarkable that the names of neither
Lord Kennedy nor Lord Fleming are attached to this or
the subsequent hond. although they were parties to the
first. They had in all probability withdrawn from the
coalition, seeing that the power which resulted from it was
chiefly appropriated by the Boyds.

¢ The money was never paid, and consequently Orkney
and Shetland have remained the property of Scotland.—
Tyler

curred in the completion of the terms, owing to
the civil commotions in Sweden, which had drained
the exchequer of Christiern. The Earl of Arran,
meanwhile, retnrned to Scotland, to lay the terms
of the contract before the king; and during his
absence it is believed that his brother ambassa.
dors had made the Danish king acquainted with
the powei of Arran, and the influence which
he and his friends possessed over the mind of
James. On proceeding again to Denmark, in the
spring of 1469, with a splendid retinue, to bring
home the royal bride, a strong opposition was
formed amongst the nobles ; which, however, was
kept so secret that neither his father, nor any of
the contracting parties in the indentures dated at
Stirling, were aware of it. When Arran returned
to Leith Roads with the royal bride, in July,
1469, the countess, who apparently knew how mat-
ters stood, hurried on board to inform him of the
danger in which he was placed by the alienation of
the king’s affections. They accordingly fled to-
gether to Denmark. _The king, intent upon de-
stroying the power of the Boyds,assembled a par-
liament immediately after the celebration of the
nuptials. To this parliament were summoned
Lord Boyd, his brother Sir Alexander Boyd of
Duchal, and his son the Earl of Arran, in order
to answer such charges as mightbe brought against
them., Lord Boyd, now well up in years, calcu-
lating upon the bonds of mutual support which
had been entered into with various leading par-
ties, flew to arms, and marched with his vassals
towards Edinburgh, for the purpose of overawing
the parliament. He had, however, overrated the
alacrity of his friends. Unsupported by those
whose aid he had relied upon, his small army
became disheartened on the display of.the royal
standard ; and dropping off gradunally, the vener-
able justiciar found himself deserted by all save his
immediate retainers. He fled to England, where
he died the following year. Sir Alexander, his
brother—the ‘¢ mirror of chivalry ”—was taken
prisoner, sickness having prevented him from mnak-
ing his escape ; and notwithstanding the king's
early attachment to him, was beheaded -on the
castle hill of Edinburgh, on the 22d Nov., 1469.
The Earl of Arran, who fled to Denmark with his
wife, continued‘in exile. James, bowever, found
means to have the countess brought back to Scot-
land ; and Arran, a solitary wanderver, died some
years afterwards, at Antwerp, where amagnificent
monument, was erected to his memory by Charles
the Bold. Thus fell the family of Boyd. Their
estates, which were forfeited, were annexed to the
crown, as was alleged, for behoof of the eldest sons
of the kings of Scotland. ‘‘Amonst the estates,”
says Tytler, ‘“wcfind thelordship of Buteand castle
of Rothsay, the lordship of Cowal and the castle
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of Dunoon, the earldom of Carrick, the lands and
castle of Dundonald, the barony of Renfrew, with
thelordship and castle of Kilmarnack, the lordship
of Stewarton and Dalry, the lands of Nithsdale,
Kilbride, Nairnston, Coverton, Farinzean, Dronm-
col Teling, with the annual rvent of Brechin, and
fortalice of Trabach.” The extensive possessions
of the Boyds may have whetted the appetite of
their opponents. It does not appear that they
had used their power, while in the plenitude of
their greatness, with excess, considering the state
of society, and the precarions tenure by which
official influence was then held. Beyond the am-
bition of promoting their own family, we are not
aware that history attributes anything criminal to
them, or that they were oppressive or overbear-
ing in their conduct of the govermment. The
Karl of Arran—against whom the displeasure
of the king was chiefly directed—seems to have
provoked the malignity of hisopponentsless by the
personal bearing of the man than by his position
as the husband of the king’s sister, and the extent
of the possessions and influence which he enjoyed
in consequence.  He is represented by contempo-
rary writers as a most bounteous and courteons

knight. Lord Arran was for some time in Eng-
land. 1In a letter from Mr Paston to his brother

Sir John Paston, knight, among the Paston Let-
ters, the formersays of Arran that he is ““one of the
“‘lightest, delyverst (nimblest), best spoken, fairest
‘‘archers ;devoutest, most perfect,and truest to his
““lady of all the knights thet ever I was acquainted
“with; so would Gad, my lady liked me, as well
‘“‘as Ido his person, and most knightly conditions,
““with whom I pray you to he acquainted as to yon
‘‘semecth hest, He is lodged at the George Jun,
“Lombard Street.” By what means the downfal of
the Boyds was produced is not exactly known. Tt
is generallv believed, however, that the then Lord
Hamilton had some hand in the matter; and it is
painful to think that the sister of the king—the
wife of Arran—may not have been altogether
blameless in precipitating the fortnnes of her hus-
band. Hurrying on board on his arrival with the
royal bride from Denmark, she so alarmed him
that heimmediatelyfled, in place of meeting boldly
any charge which could be bronght against him,
and of giving weight to the party whom he was
bound to support by his presence, as well as by
the presence and influence of his wife. Had he
done this, and taken up arms in conjunction with
his father and the other powerful nobleinen whose
names appear attached to the indentures already
quoted, the probability is that the disasters which
overtook. the family would have been averted.
Her acquaintance with the coalition formedagainst
the Boyds is also suspicious. It is true the conn-
tess parsed into exile with her husband; but it is

alsotrue that she speedily returned to court at.the
request of her brother, leaving Arran a forsaken
outcast. It is farther true that, a divorce having
heen procured, she was married to James. Lord
Hamilton, to whom, it is said, she was previously
pledged in 1474. 1t is possible that the lady may
have been perfectly innocent in the matter ; but
it seems rather curious that she should have so
played as it were, into the hands of the enemies
of her husband.

In the revolt of the barous, with the young
prince at, their head, and which ended in the death
of James IIL as he fled from the battle of Sauchie,
only a few of those belonging to Ayrshire appear
to have taken part. Among these were Hugh,
third Lord Montgomerie, who, for his streuuous
support of the prince, was afterwards created Earl
of Kglinton, and Lord Kilmaurs, npon whom
was conferred the title of Eml of Glencairn.* On
the king’s side, belonging to the connty, there was
John Ross of Monntgreenan, lord advocate at the
time. Immediately after the accession of the
prince, James IV., to the throne, which ocenrred
on the 11th June, 1488 a warrant was granted
for his apprehension on a charge of high treason.
The chief charge against him was * the traitorous
pursnit of the prince to beyond the bridge of Stir-
ling, and for there making burnings, ¢ hereschips,’
and slanghter, on June 10, being the day preceding
the battle of Sauchie.” His estates were conferred
on Patrick Hume of Fastcastle, and he does not
appear ever to have been restored to favour.

During the reign of Jumes IV., there were few
or no political events in which Ayrshire was par-
ticularly prominent. The celebrated fleet equipped
by this monarch in 1513, and despatched to France
under the command of the Earl of Arran, with
the view of assisting Lonis in resisting the invasion
of Henry of England, paid an unexpected visit to
Ayr.  Actnated by a strange perversion of judg-
ment, Arran, who seems to have been entirely
incapable of executing the high comnission en-
trusted to him, in place of sailing direct for France,
where hisservices would have been of vast moment,
chose to conduct the fleet to Carrickfergus, in
Ireland, where he landed the troops, about three
thousand men, and stormed the town with wanton
barbarity. Loaded with the booty obtained, he

‘'sailed back to Ayr with the plunder, and again put
| to sea for his original destination before Sir An-

drew Wood, whom James, in great wrath at the
folly or stupidity of Arran, appointed to supersede
him, could reach the coast. In common with
the rest of the country, Ayrshire suffered deeply
by the unfortunate invasion of England, which

* This creation was annulled, and it was not till a later
period that the patent of Earldom under which the Glen-
cairn sat was vbtained,



FROM DAVID H. TILL THE DEATH OF JAMES V,

.

49

James undertook immediately after the sailing of
the fleet under Arran. Most of the chiefs, with
their vassals,accompaniedtheirchivalrousmonarch,
and the district had long to deplore the loss sus-
tained at Flodden Field. Amongst the nobles
who fell, were the Earls of Cassillisand Glencairn,
belonging to Ayrshire. The Abbot of Kilwinning
was also slain. The county had at the same time
to wail the death of Sir David Dunbar of Cum-
nock and Mochrum, Robert Colville, laird of
Ochiltree, and many other knights and gentlemen
of lesser note. The actual loss sustained in the
battle was not the only evil resulting from the ill-
judged chivalry of James. The disorganization
into which the country was thrown by the death
of the monarch and so many of the leading no-
bility, paralysed the administration of justice for
a time, and anarchy reigned uncontrolled. The
castles of Ochiltree and Cumnock were both taken
violent possession of by some of the relatives of the
deceased owners, and the widows, with their fami-
lies, driven forth destitute. By the interference of
the Privy Council, however, the lands were re-
stored to the rightful proprietors.

Much was done for the due administration of
justice during the reign of James IV.  With all
his follies—for he was fond of amusement, some-
times not of the most kingly description—he dis-
played very considerable aptitude for business ;
and, by his indefatigable exertions, the country
enjoyed a greater degree of qnietude and pros-
perity than had been experienced for a length of
time previous, He paid great attention to the
navy, and, under his sway, Scotland could boast
of a marine power little inferior to that of the
most potent states of Europe at the time. His
personal activity in suppressing those predatory
bands by which the country had long been infest-
ed, and in reducing his rebellious subjects to some-
thing like obedience, was worthy of a monarch of
the highest reputation. He thought little of riding
a hundred miles, without resting, to be present
unexpectedly at an assize, and to see that justice
was duly dispensed. Great, however, and salutary
as his efforts were in this respect, the criminal an-
nals of the country record a vast amount of crimne
during his reign, arising chiefly out of those family
feuds which first began to exhibit themselves in
the time of the first Steward. March 13, 1499,
Cuathbert, Lord Kilmaurs, and twenty other per-
sons, had a remission ‘‘for art and part of the
forethought fellony done be thame apone Gilbert
Dunlop of Haupland : and the violent hurting of
Downald Robisonne, cummand fra the Kingis
Hoist :* and for all vther actionis, &c., done and

* Army, probably in returning from the “Feyld com-
wittit besids Strivelin. ' —Pilcairn.

committit the tyme thai tuke the Tolbuythe of
Irwin; and al actionne and cummyng thairappoue,
that day except.” Robert and Henry Dounglas, in
1502, were permitted to compound for ¢ art and
part of the oppression done to Sir William Colville
of Uchiltree, in occupying, labouring, and manur-
ing his lands of Farnesyde and Hardane, and
taking and keeping his house or pele, in Hardane,
without any lease or title of law : Item. for the
theft of iij. oxen from the said Sir William Col-
vile, furth of Synlawis.”* There was an old feud
between the Douglases and Colviles, previously
mentioned, out of which this violent occupation of
land may have arisen. But the feud appears to
have been carried somewhat farther. John Doug-
las, brother to the laird of Bon. Jedworthe, Wil-
liant his brother, and a number of others, were at
the samne time “ convicted of art and part of op-
pression and convocation of the lieges, and coming
upon Sir William Colvile of Uchiltree, Knt., at his
lands of Hardane-hede, in the year 1502.” In
1508, a feud arose between the house of Rowallan
and the Cuninghames of Cnninghamehead. The
cause of quarrel seems to have been the office of
parish clerk of Stewarton. ¢ Nov. 3.—Patrick
Boyde, brother to the Laird of Rowallan, Neill
Smyth, in Gardrum, and twenty-five others, con-
victed of art and part of Convocation of the lieges
against the Act of Parliament, coming to the Kirk
of Stewartoun, in company with John Mure of
Rowallan, for the office of Parish Clerk of the
same Kirk, against Robert Cunynghame of Cun-
ynghamehede and his servants.” Robert Cuning-
hame of Cuninghamehead was at the same time
convicted for coming in convocation to the kirk of
Stewarton * against John Mur of Rowallane and
hismen, for theoffice of Paris Clerk of the said Kirk.”
Whether any bloodshed took place on the occasion
does not appear. November 5, in the same year,
we find that ““John Schaw of Haly, William
Schaw, dwelling with him, and eight others, were
permitted to compound for art and part of the op-
pression done to Margaret Mongumry, Lady Crech-
dow, coming to her Place, about the feast of
‘Mydsummer,’ casting her goods furth of her
house ; and for breaking of our sovereign lord the
king’s ‘saufgarde:’ Item, of oppression done to the
said Margaret, in ejecting her furth of her house
and Place of Garclauche, casting down a stack of
hay and destroying it, and also casting down a
stack of bear, containing seventy ‘thraifis ’ and
thereby damaging the grain : Item, of shutting up
her ¢gudis,’ viz., sixty-five ¢ soumis’t furth of her

* Pitcairn’s Criminal Trials.

t Soumn, the relative proportion of cattle, sheep, nolt,
horses, &c., to pasture, or common pasturage, or vice rersa.
Jamisson's Scottish Dictionary makes the souin of sheey,
in sume places, five, in“othes ten sheep. A soum of
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said third part, shutting them up without ¢ pin-
dande’ them in a ‘pynfalde ? Item, of breaking
his Bond of caution to keep the peace towards the
said Margaret, by casting a stone out of a window,
and breaking the said Margaret's head, and ‘ fell-

ing her ¢ Item, for common oppression of the |

king's lieges.” John Schaw of Kerise, who pro-
duced a remission for art and part of the slanghter
of John Boyde with a stone, was also ‘‘ admitted
to compound for art and part of the forethought
tlelony done to Duncan Fergussonne, young Laird
of Kilkarane [Kilkerran], in coming to his Place of
Burnefute, and throwing down and breaking into
thehouses of thesaid Place ; and for (foreibly) keep-
ing the lands of Burnefute waste, for the space of
one year : Jtem, for the forethought felony done to
Andrew Maknacht, and for ¢ Hamsukkin,” eoming
to his Place and ¢stabbit’ his . . . .* with
¢ quhingaris ’and sword : Item, for the forethought
felony and oppression done toJohn Boyde, wishing
to sl y him at the time of the Slanghter of umgle.
Kilhenze.” At the same time ¢ David Craufurde
of Kerse, David Craufurde, younger, John Cran-
furde, ‘proctour,’ Thomas Galbraithe, David Camp-
hell of Clovingall, Peter Rankin of Schelde, Wil-
liam his son, Albert Carthkert, Alan Carthker of
Drnmrowane, Esplane Craufurde, and James Bar-
bour,” were fined, the first in £35, and the others
in 40s. each, ¢‘ for art and part of Convocation of
the lieges, coming to the Court of the Bailliary of
Carrik, on occasion whereof the Bailie [Hew, Earl
of Eglintoune], on account of the ¢ inconvenientis’
which might arise by serving the Brieve of the
Laird of Kilhenzie, resnmed the said Brieve ; and
thereby, for impeding the said Bailie from holding
his Court.” November 6—‘¢ Cuthbert Robisonne
in Auchinteber,” was fined in five merks for being
‘‘art and part in the oppression done to Arthur
Farnlie, at his house, striking him, and casting his
son in the fire.” November 10— Hew, Earl of
Eglintoune, produced a Remission for art and part
of the ‘spulzie’ of xij horses, ‘butis, spurris,
swerdis,’ and other goods, from Arthur Boyde, and
other servantis of the old Lady of Hone, at the
time of the wounding of the said Arthur: Item,
for art and part of the Convocation of the lieges,

grass, as much as will pasture one cow, or five sheep, The
Ladyland muir, Kilbirnie parish, is capable of feeding 110
soums—one lorse, two queys, two stirks, fonr shieep, eight
lambs, and one cow, being equal to one sonm. It was un-
lawful to confine cattle except in a regular ¢ pynfalde,”
lest they should wont grass or water, or gore or damage
one another. At a time when there were few fences,
cattle straying off their own pasture were liable to be
poinded by those upon whose lands they were found, espe-
cially if th=y had any ill.will to the owner. This occa-
sioned many disputes, and hence the law referred to.
These * pynfaldes” required to be of a certain extent, and
to have water running through them, which we believe is
still the law in such cases.
* Obliterated in the record.

to the number of sixty persons, and the oppression
done to the old Lady Home, in spulzie of xxiiij
cows furth of Gallovry : Item, for the oppression
done to the said Arthur, coming upon him and
hurting him, and taking himn to the place of Est-
wade, and detaining him therein, in prison.” No-
vember 20, 1510—George Halibnrton is denounced
at the horn for ““ art and part of the Slaughter of
(Sir) William Colvile of Uechiltre, (Knt.) and
Richard Ruthirfurde.” October 30, of the same
year—¢‘ William Craufurde, son of William Craun-
furde of Lefnorys,” is ‘ admitted to compound for
art and part of the treasonable taking of theKing's
Castle of Lochdoun from Sir David Kennedy,
Knt. (Captain thereof), and ¢ Hereschip’ and op-
pression done to the said David in < Hereschip’ of
the said castle : and for Resetting, supplying, and
Intercommuning with the King’s Rebels, being at
the horn, viz., David Craufurde (of Kerse), John
Schaw (of Keirs), and the ¢ Crechtounis.” ** This
affair does not seem to have been connected with
any political movement.t The Crawfurds and the
Kennedies were long at feud, and the taking of
the castle, in all likelihood, arose out of this en-
mity. The tradition mentioned in the Appendix
to the  History of Galloway,” respecting an at-
tempt to capture the fortress by embanking the
lIoch where it discharges itself into the glen of
Ness, so as to inundate the eastle, may have refer-
ence to this foray of the Crawfurds. The embank-
ment, according to the tradition, consisted of earth
and stone, lined withhides; and thecastle, it issaid,
was saved for the time by an expert swimmer, who
volunteered to cut the caul with a sword, in which
daring attempt he succeeded at the cost of his life,
having been swept away by the current. This part
of thetradition, however,isquestionable,as running
into anocher respecting the betrayal of Sir Christo-
pher Seton, in 1307. The failure of the scheme is
more likely to have occurred from the circumstance
ofseveral of the feeders of the loch being lower than
thesite of the castle. November4, 1511—¢ Hew,
Earl of Eglintoune, Thomas Montgumry in Kil-
bride, John Montfoide, younger of that Ilk, and
seven others admitted to compound for art and
part of Convoeation of the lieges, and for art and
part of the forethought felony and oppression done
to John Scot, hurgess of Irvin ; and of stouthreif
of pots and ‘pannis, plattis, and pewdir weschell,’
from the said Jolne, furth of his house, extending
to xxl. : Item, for the forethought felony and op-
pression done to the said John and his wife, coming

* The * Crechtounis,” and probably Kerse aml Keirs,
were at the horn for the fray with Lord Maxwell and lis
vassals at Duinfries, fonght in 1508,

t ““ Alan Cathcart of Clowlynan, John Craufnrde of
Drongane, and five others, were admitted to componnd
f‘ir the treasonable taking of the Castle of Lochdoune, as
above,
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to his house, and cruelly striking his wife with
¢ bauche straikis’ at the time of the stouthreif of
the said goods : Item, for forethought felony and
oppression to the said John, taking him into the
Tolbooth of Irvin, and conducting him to the
lodging of the said Laird (of Montfoide ?) and de-
taining him there for the space of six hours against
his will ; and then conducting him to the said
Tolbooth as a Thief, and putting the said John in
the ¢ stokkis,” and incarcerating him therein : and
for the oppression done to the said John'’s wife, at
thesaid Tolbooth, tearing her hair, cruelly striking
her, and pulling out her hair in great quantities.”
What the precise nature of this case was it isim-
possible to divine ; but the earl and the laird seem
to have been acting upon the idea that they hada
right to take the law into their own hands by
putting Scot in jail and appropriating his plenish-
ing for some real or alleged offence committed by
him. In 1512, an aggravated instance of those
slaughters produced by the feuds of families, oc-
curred at Cumuock, by the murder of Patrick
Dunbar of Corsintoune (Corsincon ?) at the kirk,
on Sunday, while mass was being celebrated.
Little is known of this affair beyond what is stated
in the general remission to ¢ Williamn Crawfurd of
Lefuoryis Alexander Campbell of Skellingtoune,
parrochinaris of the said kirk, and generally toall
the vemanent of the parrochinaris tharof, and
vtheris our liegis, being thair assemblit the tyme
of the committing of the said slauchter,” &e. It
appears that ‘“ Andro Campbell, ane of the prin-
cipall committaris of the slauchter,” was taken and
hanged ; and Duncane Campbell and John Stillie,
who were also engaged in it, were put to the horn.
Robert Campbell of Schankistoune, George and
John his brothers, Andrew Bomby, James Camp-
bell of Clewis, Andrew Campbell in Strade, An-
drew Campbell in Woodhead, and William Craw-
furd, &c., were also denounced as rebels and put
to the horn. The feud seems to have been one in
which the Campbells, and the Crawfurds through
their relationship with the Loudoun family, were
chiefly concerned. Sir Hugh Campbell of Lou-
doun, Sheriff of Ayr, became surety for cer-
tain of the parties. A curions instance of the
stern administration of justice of James IV.
oceurs in this case. John Stewart of Torbol-
ton, who became surety for Robert Campbell of
Shankston, was fined in £100; and because
his goods were not distrainable, the goods of
the Sheriff of Ayr were ordered to be distrained,
““because he took the said John as surety foresaid.”
The Sheriff bad also to pay 200 merks for George
and John Campbell. George Campbell of Ces-
nock, George Campbell of Waterhead, &ec., were
amerciated in 200 wmerks each as sureties of the
party., April 9, 1512—*'‘Thomas Kennedy of

Bargany, Alexander and John his sons, Rolland
his brother, Thomas Fergussone, brother of the
Laird of Kilkerane, John Colvile, son of William,
and six others, were ordained to be denonnced Re-
bels,and all theirmoveables tobeescheated,for their
not entering to underly the law, for art and part
of the cruel slaughter of George Kennedy, son and
heir apparent of George Kennedy of Attiquane.”
David Crawfurd of Kerse, and Thomas Corry of
Kelwood, were fined in £100 for not entering the
Laird of Bargany, who was put to the horn along
with the others,

Such are a few of the brief memorials recorded
inthe Booksof Adjournal during the reign of James
IV. They, of course, relate all to Ayrshire. They
afford a curious picture of the lawlessness of the
times ; and from their nature, and the influential
parties generally engaged in them, the difficulty
experienced by the king in administering justice
can scarcely be exaggerated, or his merit in ac-
complishing what he did over-estimated. Another
feud, the most protracted and perhaps the most
important of the whole of them, began to exhibit
itself in a serious manner during the reign of this
monarch. We allude to the quarrel between the
Eglinton and Glencairn families. The first autho-
ritative notice concerning it occurs in 1498-9,
when Hugh, Lord Montgomerie, required Cuth-
bert, Lord Kilmaurs, to find security for his fol-
lowers keeping the peace. The feud, however,
must have had an earlier commencement, the castle
of Kerelaw, then possessed by the Cuninghames,
having been sacked and destroyed by the Mont-
gomeries in 1488. The feud had reference to the
office of King’s Bailie in Cuninghame, which was
originally held by the Glencairn family, but which
had been conferred by James II., in a charter,
dated 31st Jan., 1448-9, on Alexander, eldest son
of the first Baron Montgomerie.* This charter
was confirmed, in 1498, to Hugh, Lord Montgo-
merie, who was afterwards created Earl of Eg-
linton. The Cuninghames were naturally dis-
satisfied at the transfer; and a quarrel, which con-
tinued for upwards of a century, was the conse-
quence. In 1505, we find John, master of Mont-
gomerie, second and then only surviving son of
Hugh, third Lord Montgomerie,summoned in Par-
liament for having been participant in attacking
and wounding William Cuninghame of Craigens,
King’s coroner or crownart for Renfrewshire, a re-
lative of Lord Kilmaurs. The Master of Montgo-

* The words of the charter are, * To Alexander de Mont.
gomerie, eldest son of our dear cousin Alexander, Lord
Montgomerie.”

{ His descendant, William Cuninghame of Craigens,
was retoured, 7th May, 1616, among other things, in the
offices of Crownar and Mair of Fee of the West of Strath-
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