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THE EDITOR’S PREFACE.

LitrTiE is known of the life of THomas INNEs, the author of the
Critical Essay on the Ancient Inhabitants of Scotland, and of the
Civil and Ecclesiastical History which is now printed for the first
time. I will incorporate, in these prefatory remarks, the substance
of what has already been given in the only biographical notices
of which I am aware, and will add any further information which
I have been able to obtain.

Tuomas INNEs was born at Drumgask, in the parish of Aboyne
and county of Aberdeen, in the year 1662. He was the second
son of James Innes, wadsetter of Drumgask, by his wife Jane
Robertson, daughter of — Robertson, merchant in Aberdeen.”
The family of Drumgask was descended from the Inmneses of
Drainie, in the county of Murray. The father of Thomas Innes
held Drumgask in mortgage from the Earl of Aboyne, but it
afterwards became the irredeemable property of the family. James

() These are the following :—F'irst, the Life of Thomas Innes in Chambers’s
Biograpliical Dietionary of Eminent Scotsmen, first edit. vol. iii. pp. 182-186;
second, a notice in the Preface to the Second Volume of the Miscellany of the
Spalding Club, pp. cxiv-exxi; third, a notice in the Preface to the Chartulary of
the Church of Glasgow, pp. vi-viii.

@ The date of Thomas Innes’s hirth is mentioned on the fly-leaf of a missal
belonging to the late family of Ballogie. He himself alludes to Aboyne as the
pansh of his birth in his History, p. 301, at the conclusion of his remarks on

S. Adamnan, to whom the parish church was dedicated,
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Innes of Drumgask appears in the lists of the Commissioners of
Supply, named for the Sheriffdom of Aberdeen in the first Parlia-
ment of King James VII., and in the Convention of Estates in
1689. " As he was a conscientious member of the Church of
Rome, it is not likely that he acted on the latter of these occasions.
In the Parliament of King James he was, with several others,
exempted by name from taking the Oath of Supremacy and the
Test. ® A letter from him to his eldest son Lewis, dated 7th
May, 1683, is printed in the second volume of the Miscellany of
the Spalding Club. It conveys a very agrecable impression of the
writer, and shews the religious principle and mutual affection
which bound together the family of Drumgask.

In 1677, Thomas Innes, then fiftcen years of age, was sent to
Paris, and pursued his studies at the College of Navarre. He
entered the Scots College on the 12th of Jannary, 1681, but still
attended the College of Navarre.® On the 2Gth of May, 168+,
he received the clerical tonsure, and, on the 10th Mareh, 1691,
was promoted to the priesthood. After this he went to Notre-
Dame des Vertues, a seminary of the Oratorians, near Paris,
where he continued for two or three months. Returning to the
Scots College in 1692, he assisted the Principal, his elder brother
Lewis, in arranging the records of the Church of Glasgow,¥ which
had been deposited partly in that college, partly in the Carthusian

") Aets of the Parliaments of Scotland, vol. viii. p. 463, and vol. ix. p- 472.
) Wodrow’s Ilistory, Burns’ edit. vol. iv. p- 347.
® Spalding Club Miscellany, vol. ii. p. cxvi. There is in the Library at

Blairs a copy of Dion Cassius, awarded to him by the College of Navarre, 19th
August, 1681, for a Greek oration.

) Spalding Club Miscellany, vol. ii. p. 370. Registrum Episcopatus Glas-
guensis, Preface, p. vi.
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monastery at Paris by Archbishop James Beaton. In 1694 he
took the degree of Master of Arts in the University of Paris, and,
in the following year, was matriculated in the German nation.”

After officiating as a priest for two years in the parish of
Magnay, in the diocese of Paris, he came again to the Scots Col-
lege in 1697. In the spring of 1698 he returned to his native
country, and officiated, for three years, at Inveravon as a priest of
the Scottish Mission. ® The Church at Inveravon was the pre-
bend of the Chancellor of the diocese of Murray, and he alludes
to this circumstance, and to lis three years’ residence in that
parish, in his Dissertation on the reception of the Use of Sarum
by the Church of Scotland.®> He again went to Paris, in October,
1701, and became Prefect of Studies in the Scots College, and
Mission Agent.®

I have been unable to trace any external change in the con-
dition of Thomas Innes for more than twenty years after the event
last mentioned. He was no doubt occupied in the quiet diseharge
of his duties, and in those literary pursuits by which his name is
now known. One circumstance appears to have caused him con-
siderable uneasiness. He fell, with some, under the suspicion of
Jansenism. There is no evidence of any formal accusation having
been made against him,” but in Irance, in the beginning of last

century, the mere suspicion of Jansenism was enough to cause

(1 Spalding Club Miscellany, vol. ii. p. cxvi.

@ Ibid.

@ Ibid. p. 366.

@ Tbid. p. cxvi.

®) The Statement quoted in the Miscellany of the Spalding Club, vol. ii.
p cxviii, is avowedly destitnte of much authority, and, in point of time, is irre-
concilable with the true order of events in Innes’s life, unless James IL. be a mis
take for James ITI.

B 2
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serious injury to a clergyman, not only in popular estimation, but
with the authorities in Church and State. His known intimacy
with Rollin, Duguct, and Santeul, may probably have given rise to
the suspicion. He himself was much vexed in consequence ; and,
in the year 1720, his brother Lewis, in what appears to have been
a formal letter to the Viear-General of the Bishop of Apt, con-
tradicted a report that he had concurred in the appeal to a
General Council against the condemnation of Quesnel’s Moral
Reflections, by Pope Clement XI1. There is no appearance of
Jansenism in his historical works, although they mark clearly his
decided opposition to Ultramontanism.

After a long absence he again visited his native country. The
object of his visit was probably to eollect materials for his Essay
and his History. I have not ascertained the date of his leaving
France, or Liow long he continued in Britain. It is known that
he was in Edinburgh during the winter of 1724, and that he had
come thither through England. This appears from a notice in
the Analecta of Wodrow,” whose curiosity was naturally exeited
by the appearance of a Roman Catholic priest from abroad. This
notice is valuable, also, as alluding to the work now printed, and
may, therefore, be given at length:—

¢ There is one Father Innes, a priest, brother to Father Innes
¢ of the Scots College at Paris, who has been in Edinburgh all
¢ this winter, and mostly in the Advocates’ Library, in the hours
¢ when open, looking books and manuscripts. He is not engaged

) Spalding Club Miscellany, vol. ii. p. cxvii.

@ Analecta, vol. iii. Pp. 516, 517. These passages are quoted, though not
altogf:ther at full length, in Chambers’s Biographical Dictionary, vol. iii. p. 183,
and in the Miscellany of the Spalding Club, vol. ii. pp. exviii, exix.
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PREFACE. X111

in polities, so far as can be guessed; and is a monkish, bookish,
person, who meddles with nothing but literature. I saw him at
Edinburgh. He is upon a design to write an account of the
first settlement of Christianity in Scotland, as Mr Ruddiman
informs me, and pretends to show that Scotland was Chris-
tianized at first from Rome, and thinks to answer our ordinary
arguments against this from the difference between the keeping
of Easter from the custom of Rome; and pretends to prove that
there were many variations as to the day of Faster, even at
Rome; and that the usages in Scotland, pretended to be from
the Greek Church, are very agreeable to the Romish customs,
and, he thinks, were used by the Popes about the time which
he gives account of our difference as to Laster.

¢ This Father Innes, in a conversation with my informer, my
Lord Grange, made an observation which, I fear, is too truc.
In conversation with the company, who were all Protestants, he
said he did not know what to make of those who had separated
from the Catholic Church: as far as he could observe generally,
they were leaving the foundations of Christianity, and scarce
deserved the name of Christians. He heard that there were
departures and great looseness in Holland ; that, as he came
throngh England, he found most of the bishops there gone off
from their Articles, and gone into Dr. Clarke’s Scheme; that
the Dissenters were, many of them, falling much in with the
same methods and coming near them; and that he was glad to
find his countrymen in Scotland not tainted in the great doctrine
of the Trinity and sound. Some in the company said, it seems
he had not heard of what was thrown up here as to Mr Simson.
He said he knew it, but the ministers were taking him to task
and mauling him for his departure from the Faith.”
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As has been said, the duration of his sojourn in Britain on this
occasion has not been ascertained. Either now or at other times he
must have made a stay of considerable length. His Essay, his
History, and his manuscript colleetions, shew that he had carefully
examined the chief public and private repositories of books and
manuscripts eonneeted with his subjeet, both in England and in
Scotland. In his letter to T'he King,” transmitting the newly
published volumes of his Critical Issay, he speaks of having spent
many vears in the search and examination into all he could hear
of within Great Britain of the remains of what related to the His-
tory and Antiquities of Seotland."” It would evidently, however,
be incorrect to suppose that he had spent many years within
Britain in this scareh. Most of his aunthorities were to be found
in the continental Libraries, then untouched by the spoiler;
indeed, he drew from thenee important materials, which no library
in our island eould have supplied him with, and he might have
obtained copies cf doeuments in this country, which his visit in
1724 cnabled him to verify more accurately. The words used by
him in the extract from Wodrow, in reference to the heretieal
opinions entertained by many of the bishops in England, imply
that he had not been long in that kingdom previous to his coming
to Seotland.  While in his native country at this time, he appears
to have gone northward as far as Aberdeen. This, at least, is the
most natural meaning to be atlached to his own words. In his
sketeh of the life of Boece, he speaks of ¢ much search at Aber-
deen,” ® as to how long that writer survived the publication of his
History. In his Dissertation on the Use of Sarum, he mentions
that he had seen the St. Andrews Missal, belonging to Lord Ar-

‘) Spalding Club Miscellany, vol. ii. p. 353.
2 Critical Essay, p. 216.
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buthnot.” The missal might, no doubt, have been sent to him at
Edinburgh, as the Chartularies of St. Andrews and Brechin, and
other valuable works in the possession of the Earl of Panmure,
appear to have been.” That he went farther north than Edin-
burgh is eertain, as he refers to an ancient breviary and missal
whieh be had seen at Drummond Castle.” He had, at all events,
returned to Paris before December, 1727, at whieh time he was
appointed Vice-Prineipal of the Seots College ; but he must have
been again at London while his Essay was in the course of being
printed, as he refers, in the second paragraph of his letter above
mentioned, to the danger to which he would personally have been
exposed at that time had the object of his work becn fully ex-
plained.” The lissay was published at London in 1729, and, in
the course of that year, he was once more in Franec.

The letter to the Chevalier is dated Paris, 17th October, 1729.
His Letter on the Ancient Form of holding Synods in Scotland,
addressed to Dr. Wilkins, and prefixed to the first volume of the
Concilia Magna Britannia ¢t Hibernia, is dated at Paris, the
23d November, 1735. "Thomas Innes died at the Seots College,
on the 28th of January, 1744, in the eighty-sceond year of his age.

Such are the seanty memorials which I have been able to eol-
lect in regard to the life of this learned man. The serviee done
by him to the historical literature of his eountry by the publieation
of the Critieal Essay is well known, but his labours, and the bene-
fits we owe to them, are by 10 means to be measured by that work,

) Spalding Club Miscellany, vol. ii. p. 365.
@ Critical Essay, p. 585.

@ Ibid. p. 565.

) Spalding Club Miscellany, vol. ii. p. 853.
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and those already referred to by name. Next to his religious and
professional duties, he devoted himself to researches in Scottish
history and antiquities, and the results of his inquiries were
always freely available to every one who requested his assistance.
Many proofs remain of the extent and accuracy of his re-
searches, and of his readiness to make them useful to others.
Five closely written volumes, mostly in his own hand, of his
manuscript collections in Scottish history still exist, and are now
i the possession of Mr. Laing, Keeper of the Signet Library, Idin-
burgh. A thick quarto volume of collections and dissertations is at
Preshome, under the charge of the Right Reverend Bishop Kyle.
‘T'he papers printed in the second volume of the Miscellany of our
Club have already been repeatedly referred to.  Mention is there
made of Innes having ‘“ been in habits of communication with
““ more than one of the few cultivators of Scottish antiquities in
¢« his time.” " His Letter to Professor John Ker, of King’s Col-
lege, Aberdeen, is particularly noticed. Besides the Letter on the
Ancient Form of holding Synods in Scotland, he supplied Dr.
Wilkins with the canons of the later Scottish Councils. The as-
sistance which he gave to Bishop Keith in his History, and in his
Catalogue of Scottish Bishops, 1s less known. In the former work,
the Bishop, while acknowledging his obligations to the Author of
the Critical Essay, takes the opportunity of mentioning the good
service which he and his elder brother had done in arranging the
papers of the Scots College.” In reference to the Catalogue of
Scottish Bishops, which was not published till eleven years after

() Prefuce, p. exx.
% History, folio edit. p. 151 ; Spottiswoode Society edit. vol. i. pp. 323, 324.
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the death of Innes, the editor of the Chartulary of the Church of
Glasgow was the first, so far as I am aware, to point out how much
Keith was indebted to his learned countryman.™

There is yet another work, not hitherto alluded to, which has
been attributed by some to Thomas Innes—the Life of King
James II., published from the Stuart MSS. by Mr. Stanier
Clarke, in 1816. There is little external evidence to assist an in-
quiry into the correctness of this opinion. DBut such evidence as
there is, points to Lewis Innes rather than to his brother as the com-
piler of these Memoirs. It is certain that the original Memoirs,
written by King James himself, from which the Life is compiled,
were deposited in the Scots College under the special charge of
Lewis Innes.” This would also account for what has been re-
marked in regard to the internal cvidence of the work itself—that
the language appears to connect it with a Scotsman. On this
subject more necd not be added here. Reference may be made to
the remarks upon it in Lord Holland’s Preface to Fox’s History
of James IL., in Mr, Clarke’s Preface to the Memoirs, and in the
Life of Thomas Innes in Chambers’s Biographical Dictionary.

What has been said, imperfect as it is, will, perhaps shew the
chief features by which the character of Thomas Innes was dis-
tingnished. ~Sufficient evidence of his worth is to be found in the
reputation of those with whom he associated, and in the manner
in which he is spoken of by all who knew him. His intimacy
with some of the most pious divines of the Gallican Church has
already been alluded to. But, beyond the bounds of his own com-
munion, he was estecemed by all who were acquainted with him.

) Registrum Episcopatus Glasguensis, Preface, pp. vii, viil.

@ Life of James II., Preface, pp. Xx, xxi.
(o]
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The accomplished Atterbury, and the learned and modest Ruddi-
man, appear to have been equally attracted towards him. Even
Wodrow—although it is not clear whether he had ever conversed
with him—influenced, probably, by the one point of sympathy
between them, seems to have had a sort of liking for the “monkish
bookish person,” whom he saw pursuing his antiquarian researches
at Edinburgh. He was on terms of intimacy with Bishop Archi-
bald Campbell, and Bishop Keith speaks of him as ¢ his worthy
and learned friend.”

Before proceeding to consider more particularly the literary
character of "Thomas Innes, In connection with his Critical Essay
and the History now printed, a brief account may be given of the
other members of his family, and of its subsequent fortunes:—

James Iunes, of Drumgask, had six sons—Lewis, Thomas,
Charles (his suecessor in Drumgask), Walter, Francis, and John,
and one daughter, Elizabeth.

The eldest son, Lewis, was born at Walkerdales, 1n the Enzie,
in 1651. He studied at Paris, and, on the death of Principal
Robert Barclay, in February, 1682, was appointed Principal of
the Scots College there. The institution, which afterwards re-
ceived the name of the Scots College of Paris, originated in an
endowment given by David, Bishop of Murray, in the beginning
of the fourtcenth century.  Archbishop James Beaton of Glasgow,
was a great benefactor to it, and was looked upon as its second
founder. He appointed the Convent of the Carthusians in Paris
to be the overscers of his foundation,” and, as already mentioned,
had deposited the records of the Church of Glasgow, along with

" Spalding Club Miscellany, vol. ii. p. 369.
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his own papers, partly in the College, partly in the Chartreuse.
Along with his brother Thomas, Lewis Innes devoted himself to
the preservation and arrangement of those records. He took a
conspicuous part in the proceedings connected with the vindication
of the authenticity of the famous charter which established the
legitimacy of King Robert the Third. 'The Principal carried this
charter to St. Germains, where it was shown to King James and
the nobility and gentry of his Court. He afterwards submitted it
to an examination by the most famous antiquaries of I'rance, in-
cluding Renaudot, Baluze, Mabillon, and Ruinart, in the presence
of several of the Scottish nobility and gentry, at a solemn assembly
beld in the Abbey of S. Germain-des-Pres, on the 26th of May,
1694."

Lewis Innes is said to have been one of five who acted as a
Cabinet Council to James II., at St. Germains, on his return from
Ireland in 1690.” On the 11th November, 1701, he was ad-
mitted Almoner to the Queen-Mother, Mary of Este, an office
which he liad previously held while she was Queen Consort. On
23d December, 1713, he was admitted Almoner to her son, the
Chevalier de St. George, and, on 17th March, 1714, a warrant was
issued for appointing him Lord Almoner.® In 1713, he resigned
the office of Principal of the Scots College. His resignation was

M See Letter of Thomas Innes tQ the University of Glasgow, Spalding Club
Miscellany, vol. ii. p. 370; Ruddiman’s Preface to the Diplomata Scotie, p. 37;
and the attestation of the Charter, pp. 27-30, as printed at Paris in 1695. The
date of 12th January, given as that of the Assembly in the letter, is a mistake
into which Innes probably fell from that being the date of the Charter itself, and
his thus confusing the two while writing.

2 Life of James II., vol. ii. p. 411.

® Spalding Club Miscellany, vol. ii. pp. 376, 377. Life of James IL, Pre-
face, p. xx.

c 2
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caused by his being constantly occupied with the political affairs
of the cxiled house. He appears to have acted as a sort of con-
fidential seerctarv. Repeated allusions to him are to be found
scattered through the printed volume of the Stuart Papers. In
the beginning of 1718 he was set aside from his office. It is not
casy to ascertain the exaet naturc of the transactions which led to
this, but the following circumstances may be mentioned :— When
the Convocation of Canterbury was prorogued by George the First,
whose ministers were alarmed by the proceedings of the lower
house—a prorogation which resulted in the Convocations of both
provinces not being allowed to meet again for the despateh of
business—the well-known Charles Leslic wrote to the Chevalier
that the members of the Iinglish Chureh were disgusted with the
tyraunieal cxercise of the prerogative of the Crown, and that the
adbierents of James were afraid that, in the event of a Restora-
tion, similar dangers might be apprehended. He, therefore,
advised the Chevalier to address a letter ostensibly to himself, but
intended really for the English elergy in general, promising ample
sccurity to the Church of England. James acted on this advice,
and Lewis Innes having made a translation of the letter into
French, was accused of putting a false interpretation on certain
parts which might materially injure his master in England. For
this, and some other reasons, not exactly known, he was discharged
from acting in the Chevalicr’s employment.”’” The preeise time
during which he remained unemployed does not exactly appear,
but within a few years, he was again in confidential communi-
cation with his master. He secems to have been one of those

() See Stuart Papers, vol. i. pp. 24, 25, 87.
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most trusted in the important business of securing Bishop Atter-
bury’s papers, which, on that prelate’s decease, were taken posses-
sion of and deposited in the Scots College.™

Lewis Innes appears to have materially assisted in defraying
the expenses attending the composition and publication of the
Critical Essay.® He died at Paris on the 23d of January, 1738.
In answer to a letter from his brother Thomas, communicating the
intelligence of his decease, the Chevalier expressed his concern that
he had lost a most faithful servant, who possessed a capacity and
zeal for his service not always to be found in the same person.
Thirty-seven years before, similar testimony had been borne by
the Chevalier’s father to the zeal, diseretion, and affeetion of Lewis
Innes.”

Walter, the fourth son of James Innes, of Drumgask, studied
at the Seots College at Rome. e resided for sometime in I'rance,
and returned to Scotland as a missionary priest in 1688. He was
imprisoned in 1690 for exereising his duties as a missionary, but
being liberated in April, 1691, went to Irance in the end of the
same year, and from thence to Rome, to assist William Lesly, the
mission-agent. In May, 1700, he again came to Scotland as a
missionary. In 1708, or 1704, he publiely officiated in the hall of
his brother’s house at Drumgask, wherein, it is mentioned, an altar
was placed,” and, in 1715, it is known that he continued to be
stationed on Deeside, in the neighbourhood of the family property.

(1) See Preface to the Stuart Papers, passim.

» See Thomas Innes's Letter to *The King,” Spalding Club Miscellany,
vol. ii. p. 356.

@) Spalding Club Miscellany, vol. ii. p. 879. Life of James 1I., Preface,

pp- XX, XXi.
) Blackhall’s Brieffe Narration, Appendix to Preface, p, xxxv.
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In June, 1722, he left Scotland and went to France. He died
on the 15th of August in the same year, at his benefice in that
country.

Francis, the fifth son, was married to Jean Maitland, and had
issue, James, Lewis, Charles, Robert (afterwards a Jesuit priest),
and Elizabeth. 1Ile was Baillie of Aboyne in 1690."

John, the sixth son, was born on the 3lst July, 1668. He
entered the novitiate as a Jesuit, at Watten, in October, 1688, and
two years afterwards completed his vows at Vienna. He studied
philosophy at Gratz, and theology at Vienna. He was occa-
sionally known by the name of Robison, assumed probably from
that of his mother’s family. e officiated occasionally at Glen-
garden,” and was afterwards a missionary in Russia for cleven
years.  He returned to Scotland in 1718, and served as a mis-
sionary in Galloway, where he died 6th May, 1757.%

Charles, the third son of James Innes, who succeeded to Drum-
gask on his father’s decease, was born in 1663. He was married
to Claudia Irvine, and had three sons, Lewis, James his successor,
and George, and four daughters, Jane, Elizabeth, Henrietta, and
Claudia.” In consequence of his brother Lewis’s, and his own
services to the house of Stuart, he had an annual pension of two
hundred pounds from the Court of St. Germains.® He died on
the 21st November, 1746, aged eighty-three.

‘) List of Pollable Persons within the Shire of Aberdeen, vol. i. p. 66.
() Blackhall’s Brieffe Narration, p. xxxi.

@ Oliver’s Collections on the Scotch, English, and Irish Members of the
Society of Jesus, p. 24.

‘) Blackhall’s Brieffe Narration, p. xxxv.
® Spalding Club Miscellany, vol. ii. pp. 876, 377.

,gz
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Lewis, eldest son of Charles Innes of Drumgask, predeceased
his father, dying on the 26th May, 1729.

George, the third son, studied at Paris, in the College of
Navarre. He came to the Scottish mission in October, 1712,
and, in 1713, was appointed President of Scalan College, in Glen-
livet. In November, 1727, he returned to Paris, and became
Prefect of Studies in the Scots College. On the 10th of October,
1738, he succeeded Principal Whitford as Head of the College,
and died there on the 29th April, 1752."

James, second son of Charles Innes, succeeded his father in
Drumgask. He married Catherine, daughter of George Gordon
of Glastirum, and niece of Bishop Gordon, V.A., and acquired
the estate of Balnacraig. He had four sons, Lewis his suceessor,
Charles, Alexander, and Henry, and two daughters, Elizabeth and
Jane. He died on the 11th February, 1786.

Charles, second son of James Innes, of Balnacraig and Drum-
gask was a merchant in Riga. He purchased the estate of Ballogie,
and, dying unmarried, left it to his elder brother Lewis.

Alexander, the third son, was a priest, and a member of the
Scots College at Paris. His name appears prominently in the
rather obscure accounts which remain relative to the records in
the Scots College at the time of the first French Revolution.”
The College had its full share in the calamities of that dread-
ful time. George Innes had been succeeded as Prineipal by John

) Registrum Episcopatus Glasguensis, Preface, p. xiii; and Spalding Club
Miscellany, vol. ii. p. 379.

(2 See on this point Lord Holland’s Preface to Fox’s History of King James
II.; Mr. Stanier Clarke’s Preface to the Life of James II.; the Preface to the
Chartulary of the Church of Glasgow ; and an article on the Ecclesiastical Anuti-
quities of Scotland, Quarterly Review, No. exliv.
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Gordon, and probably on the decease of the latter in 1777, Alex-
ander Gordon became Principal.®” In Secptember, 1792, the
Principal cscaped from Paris after refusing to take the new re-
publican oath, and came to Scotland. The other members of the
College also fled, and Alexander Innes alone remained. He was
imprisoned, and was only saved in consequence of the death of
Robespierre taking place on the day appointed for his execution.”
Alexander Innes appears to have continued at Paris. He was
there at all events in 179S and 1802. He had succeeded as
Principal of the College, or at least discharged the duties of that
office, and died on the 14th September, 1803.%

Henry, the fourth son of James Innes, was also a member of
the Scots College at Paris, and Procurator and Prefect of Studies.
Two letters from Prince Charles Edward to Henry Innes are
printed in the second volume of the Miscellany of the Club.  After
leaving I'rance he was for some time chaplain to an English family
in Devonshire. He came to Scotland about the year 1800, and
officiated as elergyman at Balnacraig till his death on the 11th
November, 1833, in the eighty-seventh year of his age.

Lewis, the cldest son of James Innes, succeeded his father in
Balnacraig, and, as already mentioned, acquired Ballogie from his
brother Charles. e was married to a daughter of Provost Young
of Aberdeen, and had one son, William, and a daughter, Mary.
William was eduecated at the Scots College of Douay, was a priest,

'’ Compare Registrum Episcopatus Glasguensis, Preface, p. iii, and p. viii,
Analecta Scotica, vol. i. pp. 10-13, and Spalding Club Miscellany, vol. ii. p. 379.

@ Registrum Episcopatus Glasguensis, Preface, p. viii. Preface to Fox’s
History of James II., p. xxii.

9 Registrum Episcopatus Glasguensis, Preface, p. viii. Preface to Fox’s
James IL, pp. xxiii, xxiv.
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and officiated for some time at Drummond Castle, afterwards at
Carlogie, on the family property. He died in January, 1836.
Mary was a nun at Paris, of the order of the Poor Clares. ILewis
Innes of Balnacraig and Ballogie died on the 27th day of Novem-
ber, 1815, leaving his estates to Lewis IFarquharson, a son of the
house of Inverey.

The preceding brief record of this family of priests may not be
altogether uninteresting. Ior the greater part of the information
on which it is founded, I am indebted to the kindness of the Reve-
rend George A. Griffin, formerly of S. Mary’s College, Blairs,
now of New Abbey.

The College with which the Innes family were so intimately
connected was never restored to the condition in which it was
before the IFrench Revolution. A considerable part of the pro-
perty was lost altogether; the Roman Catholic bishops in Scotland
succeeded in preserving the vest. The institution itself no longer
exists; but the manor near Paris, the original endowment of the
Bishop of Murray, still remains with the Scottish mission—a link
connecting the present day with the age of Bruce.

Thomas Innes has hitherto been chiefly known by his Critical
Essay, and on that work his fame will no doubt mainly continue to
rest. Its merits have long been universally admitted. It has been
well remarked, with particular reference to Pinkerton and Chai-
mers, that ¢ authors who agree in nothing else have united to build
“ on the foundations which Inneslaid, and to extol his learning and

‘. accuracy, his candour and sagacity.” "

) See Spalding Club Miscellany, vol. ii. Preface, p. cxv, and passages cited
from the Enquiry and Caledonia.
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It is needless to say more on this point; but it is proper to
make some remarks regarding the History now printed for the
first time. The Preface to the Essay made its readers aware that
that work was only to serve as an introduction to another on the
teclesiastical History of Scotland.  After mentioning that he had
laid aside for some time the first rude draft of the Essay, Innes
adds,—* But being afterwards prevailed upon to search into, and
¢ to endeavour to give some account of the beginning and progress
¢ of the doctrine and discipline of the Christian Church in our
« porthern parts of the island, and it appearing impossible to give
« any distinct account of the religious history of any country with-
« out that the civil state of it and that of its inhabitants were first
¢« well understood ; for these reasons, and being otherwise satisfied
¢¢ that nothing solid or lasting could be built upon the schemes of
¢ our civil history and antiquities such as our own modern writers,
¢ cspeeially Boece and Buchanan, had left, I found myself obliged
‘ to resume the rude draft I had formerly made of this Essay, as
¢ the only sure foundation on which I could venture any distinct
“ or lasting account of the religious part of our history. Where-
¢ fore, having made a new examination of all contained in it, after
« retrenching what seemed superfluous, and adding new observa-
¢ tions, 1 reduced the whole into the method and order in which
¢ 1t now appears. And being thus reduced mnto a continued series
¢« and distinct order, I could not refuse to show it to some few
‘ honourable persons versed in the history of our own and of other
“ countries, and on whose judgment I might depend and confide
“in. I found them, after they had read and considered it, of
“ opinion that the facts asserted in it were supported with such
« proofs, and the whole written with such regard to the true honour
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““ of our country, that it could not fail to be acceptable to the
‘ learned among our countrymen who loved truth and the real
* honour of Scotland, and thercfore they insisted that it ought to
* be published by itsclf without waiting for the ccclesiastical part,
* which was searce begun, and which might be obstructed by the
¢ advanced age of the author, and twenty other accidents, from ever
¢ being continued on or perfected.”

With these passages may be compared what he himself had
communicated to Ruddiman on the subject of this work, as already
quoted in the extract from Wodrow’s Analecta.

For many years it was not known in Scotland what had become
of this Ecclesiastical History, or second part of the Critical Iissay.
Pinkerton, while remarking that it may be casily seen to what
¢ side he would incline,” adds, ¢ there is great room to regret that
“ he did not publish this second part.”® George Chalmers was
more fortunate in this respect than his antiquarian rival. He had
the History in his possession, and freely availed himself of it, as
will be aftecrwards particularly mentioned. The references to it
in the Caledonia naturally led to the wish that the whole work
might be published. Such wishes have repeatedly been expressed.
A transeript of the History had been purchased at the salo of
George Chalmers’s MSS., and deposited in the Advocates’ Library ;
and for a considerable time back it had been in contemplation by
the Couneil of our Club to print a work recommended by the high
merits of its author, and by his relation to the district of Scotland
with which we are more immediately connected.

-~

-~

-

-

-

) Critical Essay, Preface, pp. vii, viii. See also Preface, p. xxi, and Essay,
pp- 1, 728, 760, and passim.
() Enquiry, edit. 1814, Introduction, p. Ixiv.
D 2
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The first point to be ascertained was in regard to the existing
manuscripts of the History. It was known that a part of the His-
tory was in possession of the Right Reverend Bishop Kyle at
Preshome. The Bishop, with his wonted liberality, to which, on
former occasions, this and other literary clubs have been highly in-
debted, at once gave us the use of this manuscript, and consented
that it should be printed.

The Preshome MS. is a folio of two hundred and thirty-eight
pages, cxclusive of a chronological index containing nine pages,
and a preface of two pages. It is very distinetly and accurately
written. The text is corrected, and the whole notes, references,
and dates are filled in by the author with his own hand, It is
evidently a complete transeript of this part of the work prepared
for the press under the superintendence of Innes himself; and it
contains, besides the chronological table and author’s preface, the
first two books of the History exaetly as now printed from it, and
ends with the death of S. Columba in 597.

The following particulars are all which I have been able to
learn in regard to the history of this transcript. When Abbé
Paul M*Pherson, afterwards Rector of the Scots College at Rome,
passed through Paris in 1798, he received from Alexander Innes,
the grand nephew of Thomas Innes (who, as already mentioned,
remained at Paris after the other members of the College had re-
tired), several books and papers which were still in his possession.
Among these were the transeript forming the first MS. volume of
the History, five volumes of the author’s manuscript collections,
and the volume of the extracts and dissertations already referred
to, and now at Preshome. ~Abbé M‘Pherson carried these to
England, and, while in London, lent them to George Chalmers.
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He afterwards presented to Chalmers the volumes of the collec-
tions which he considered to be his own property, and which now
belong to Mr. Laing. It would also seem that the Abbé or
Alexander Innes either presented to Chalmers the other MSS.
of Thomas Innes, or at least that Chalmers thought this was the
case, and that he had consequently a right to retain them. But
the bishops of the Scottish mission reclaimed these MSS., and
got back the first volume of the History, and the volume of ex-
tracts and dissertations.  While the MSS. were in his posses-
sion, Chalmers got a transcript made of the first volume of the
History, and this was afterwards purchased for the Advocates’
Library. Besides this copy there had also been acquired for the
Advocates’ Library a transeript executed under the superintendence
of Chalmers of a continuation of the History. This transeript is a
folio of one hundred and ninety-one pages, and contains the history
of Scotland from the accession of Garnard son of Wid King of the
Picts, in 636, to the accession of Hungus son of Urgust, in 821.
There is thus a blank of forty years between the end of the first
volume and the commencement of the continuation. This tran-
script is frequently very erroncous; the proper names and Latin
words are particularly inaccurate. It has no chronological table
prefixed to it, it is not divided into books or chapters, and the
authorities are not quoted in the same careful manner as in the first
volume. There is a pencil note to the following effect on a blank
leaf of the MS., which is thought to be in Chalmers’s own hand-
writing :—* History of North Britain or Scotland, Ecclesiastical
“ and Civil. By Thomas Innes, M.A. of the Scots College at
“ Paris. Transcribed from the original MS. in Thomas Innes’s
« own writing. This appears to have been the first draught of the
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« second volume of his Ecclesiastical and Civil History of Scotland
« which he did not live to perfect for the press.” The continua-
tion of the History contained in the second volume is quoted by
Chalmers in his Caledonia. The quotations made from it are
referred to only by the year in which the event took place, while
those from the former volume are distinguished by the sections into
which that part of the work is divided. ©

I made enquiries for the purpose of ascertaining what had be-
come of the MS. from which Chalmers had made this transeript of
the second volume, and for some time without success. But on
examining the volumes of the collections now belonging to Mr.
Laing, with the use of which the Club had been favoured, I found
what is no doubt the original draft of the continuation, and that
from which Chalmers’s copy was taken. The second of these
volumes contains a narrative marked H., commencing abruptly
as in the History now printed, and as in Chalmers’s transcript,
with the words:—¢ All this considered.” This narrative forms
the basis both of the transeript and of the present text, but omis-
sions are supplied and mistakes corrected from another narrative
or rather series of memoranda in the same volume marked G. The
narratives G. and H. contain mutual references, and generally
mention where the one is to be read in connection with the other.
The two narratives are both in Innes’s own handwriting. That
marked G. contains seventy-three quarto pages, and H. one
hundred and six pages of the same size. They arc not arranged
under chapters or divisions of any kind ; it is frequently difficult
to discover what authorities are referred to ; and where quotations

" Compare references in Caledonia, vol. i. Pp- 315, 320, 322, 323, with those
at pp. 325, 327.
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are incorporated into the text, it is repeatedly done, not by giving
them at length, as in the first volume, but by a simple direction
with reference to the original.

These chronological memoirs begin, as already mentioned, forty
years after the death of Columba, with which the first volume con-
cludes, and end with the commencement of the ninth century.
There must, no doubt, have been a similar narrative of the events
of these forty years, but I have been unable to discover it. It was
evidently not in Chalmers’s possession, otherwise it would have ap-
peared in his transeript. I‘rom a note at the beginning of I1. the
lost portion appears to have been marked C. It is not likely that
the continuation of the History was ever brought by Innes into a
more perfect form than that in which we now have it.

A few words may be added regarding the plan which has been
adopted in editing the History.

The text of the first two books, with the author’s ehronological
index, and preface, is printed as in the original transeript. Obvious
clerical errors have been corrected, but the words of the author
otherwise have been retained. The spelling has occasionally been
slightly altered. The author’s notes and references are given as in
the original, except in a few cases where the mere form of quoting
is simplified for the sake of convenience. I regret that in many
cases it was out of my power to verify the references. But it is
to be hoped that therc are, notwithstanding, few errors in this
respect, so far as the first two books are concerned. These refe-
rences are filled in with Innes’s own hand, and all who have any
knowledge of his writings are aware how accurate he generally is.

In regard to the remaining portion of the History my task was
not so simple. The incomplete state of the MS., and the manner



XxXxil PREFACE.

in which the two parts of it are put together made it frequently
a matter of some difficulty to ascertain the reading, and to fill in
the references, and Chalmers’s transcript afforded little assistance
in this respect. But it was thought desirable to preserve what Innes
had written, although in an imperfect form, even at the risk of
occasional mistakes being made; and Mr. Laing having most
readily given his permission, a transcript of the chronological
memoirs, derived from the two sources formerly mentioned, was
carefully prepared for the Club by Mr. Francis Shaw., From this
transeript the continuation has now been printed. The passages
therein which are quoted at length from Bede, are taken from Dr.
Giles’s translation.

The very few notes which I have made in any part of the
History are distinguished from those of the author by numbers in-
stead of letters, and by being enclosed within brackets.

Referring to his Critical Essay in the Preface to that work,
Innes remarks :—“I'rom these and such other reasons, I was at
‘“ last persuaded to let it appear rather from my own hand than
from that of any other, being unwilling to have the many faults
* or mistakes of my own, that I doubt not will be found in it,
‘“ augmented by those which an editor not so well accustomed to
the style or matter, besides errors or mistakes in the copy, might
¢ add to it.” What the author thus avoided in regard to the
Essay, it is to be feared may now have taken place in printing the
History. But whatever errors may have been committed, the
work itself will be no unimportant addition to the ecclesiastical
literature of our country. It is written in the same simple and

¢

119

M Critical Essay, Preface, pp. viii, ix.
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perspicuous style which distinguishes the Critical Essay, its greatest
defect being the occurrence of frequent Gallicisms, a circumstance
which the personal history of the author sufficiently explains.

The narrative is founded on a careful examination of the best
existing authorities. No such examination had been made by pre-
vious writers on the ecclesiastical history of Scotland. These
writers were generally ignorant of the real sources of authentic
history, and made no proper use of what they did know. Innes,
at once admitting that his materials were scanty, and that he was
frequently obliged to use doubtful authorities to some extent, made
the most careful enquiries as to the best sources of information,
and when he found them, made the best use of them. Where he
was obliged to rely on doubtful guides or probable conjecture, he
warns his readers that such is the case. The ecarlier part of his
work is derived from the authentic accounts of the Latin and
Greek historians of the Empire. As he advances, and before he
enters on the full current of the History of Venecrable Bede, the
narrative is derived from a great variety of sources,—chiefly from
the ancient Lives of the Saints. In using these last he avails
himself of the eritical aids in the way of a just appreciation of
their authority, which he found in the works of the great school of
ecclesiastical history in France, with some of whose brightest orna-
ments he was personally familiar. Irom the time of S. Columbz
till nearly the close of his narrative, he possesses the invaluable
guidance of Bede. " :

Something may now be said as to the spirit in which Innes’s
work: is written. So far as the proper narrative is concerned, it
will be difficult to find a fault. In his reasonings and disquisi-

tions—of which, perhaps, there is more than enough—the Rontan
E
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ecclesiastic is easily discerned ; but he does not seek to keep this
character in the background. While he writes as an avowed ad-
herent of the Roman see, his usual moderation never forsakes him.
He has no favour for the temporal authority of the Pope over
Christ iankirgdoms, or even for his unlimited power in spiritual
matters. He is much more zealous for the doctrines and discipline
of the Chureh, than for the prerogatives of the see of Rome.

The following opinion is given as to the design of the History,
by a writer qualified beyond most others to speak with authority
on the subject:—** Asin his Iissay he had laboured to establish
¢ the high monarchical principle, it was his object in the Eccle-
¢ siastical History to support chiefly two doctrines— the consecu-
“ tive ordination of bishops, from the apostolic times to his own
¢ day, in the Church of Scotland, and the necessity of the epis-
¢ copal order in all Churches; and, secondly, that Christianity
“ came to Seotland through Rome.”®  There can be little doubt
that one main inducement to write the work was to vindicate the
Church to which he belonged from the attacks of those who sup-
ported what he calls the new Reformation. No one has any right
to quarrel with him for so doing. He simply discharged what to
him was a plain duty. If it can be made out that he sacrificed
historical truth for this or any other purpose, he will deserve the
severest ecnsure,

This appears to be the proper place for noticing the most serious
imputation to which the moral and literary character of Innes is
liable.

In his Letter® to the Chevalier, Innes makes some re-

O Registrum Episcopatus Glasguensis, Preface, p. vii.
™ Spalding Club Miscellany, vol. ii. pp. 353—356.
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marks on the nature and design of the Critical Essay. Re-
ferring to the book itself for his general motives in writing it,
so far as he had thought it proper to render them public, he
explains that he had also another motive which he could not
divulge with safety. This was to expose the seditious princi-
ples founded on the fabulous history of the forty kings, to
which the writings of Buchanan had given such influence, and
which had such effect during the civil wars of Queen Mary’s
reign, and those in the time of Charles the Iirst, and had been
used to justify the proceedings of the Scottish Convention in de-
posing their Sovereign in 1689. He states that to carry out his
object in exposing those opinions he had been obliged *to bring
*“ it in as a necessary part of his subject, under the pretence of
‘ enquiring into the true era of the Scottish monarchy.”

It may well be doubted how far any one is entitled to keep
his real motives in the background to the extent here implied.
But though it may appear absurd to question the author’s evi-
dence against lLimself, yet I cannot help thinking that in this
letter Innes attributes much more weight to the political reasons
for writing his Essay than they really had. An impartial exami.
nation of the Essay itself and of his other writings will show that
the ostensible object of the work must have been to a great extent
the real one, and that his letter to James must admit of some of
the qualifications which are frequently allowed in similar cases.
At all events the letter shows that no conscious mis-statement
was made to support his opinions. He not only believed all that
he wrote, but farther, mentioned little except what could be veri- -
fied by the best evidence. I cannot conclude thesc remarks better
than in the language of the writer already quoted :—* It is now

) Preface to the Registrum Episcopatus Glasguensis, p. vii.
E2
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« well known that Father Innes’s chief object in that work was,
« as he deseribes it himself, to counteract the inventions of former
“ historians, and to go to the bottom of the dark contrivances of
“ factious men against the sovereignty of our kings.’ But in
« spite of the strong party feeling which was paramount in his
“ mind, he was of so temperate a nature and so honest withal,
“« that no quotations or statements of fact, scarcely an argument
*¢ or conclusion in his work has ever been challenged.”

Could we suppose that Innes had been actuated by dishonest
motives in writing his lissay, the temptation to sacrifice truth to
his own political or ecclesiastical opinions would certainly have
been yet stronger in the History.

In estimating what Innes has accomplished, we must keep in
mind that he was not permitted to advance far beyond the very
threshold of his plan.  What he has left is only a fragment of the
work which he projected. It may be allowable to express a feel-
ing of regret that he did not live to complete it. He stops
towards the commencement of the ninth century. Other three
centuries and a half of darkness and barbarism, and he would
have reached the great Reformation of the Scottish Church by
King David. He would then have had the guidance of the char-
tularies which he had studied so carefully, and which he was
among the first to understand and appreciate, and he would have
given us a true and authentic account of the ecclesiastical system
that prevailed during five eenturies, whose history still remains al-
most entirely unknown to the great majority of his countrymen.

The Letter on the ancient manner of holding Synods in Scot-
land has been reprinted from the first volume of Wilkins’ Con-
cilia, and is appended to this Preface. This Letter, along with
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In hac prima aetate etsi modo nihil superesse videatur ex actis con-
ciliorum Scotiac, praeter quosdam Adamnani canones contra esum sanguinis
et suffocatorum ; dubitari tamen vix potest, habita tunc fuisse inter Scotos
concilia, praesertim ad componendas acres illas de Pasclate, tonsura, et
aliis disciplinac capitibus contentiones, quas Beda memorat. Notandum
ctiam canones Iibernicos, sicut et alia disciplinae illorum temporum
capita communia olim plerumque fuissc Scotis in Britannia cum Hibernis.
Horum canonum ampla habetur in Spicilegio R. P. Dacherii collectio. Sed
parum aut nihil inde lucis ad nostrum de forma conciliorum institutum de-
rivari posse videtur.

AETAS SECUNDA.

Seccunda quasi aetas ceclesiac Scoticanac continebat annos 281, a con-
junctione regnorum Scotici et Pictici facta sub Kennetho II. rege, anno
Domini DCCCXLIIL. juxta certiorem computationem, ad initium usque
regni Davidis 1., anno Domini MCXXIYV.

Conventus, sive concilia hac actate apud Scotos habita, speciem potius
habent comitiorum illorum, seu conciliorum Gallicanorum, quae tempore
Caroli Magni et successorum cjus habita sunt, in quibus edita sunt capitu-
laria, quam conciliorum sive synodorum episcopalium. In iis utique in-
tercrant non episcopi modo, sed et procercs, una cum ipso rege; ct capitula
seu statuta edita, non ad ecclesiasticam tantum, sed etiam aliquando ad
politiam civilem spectant. Sic etiam in Anglia hisce temporibus, id est
seculis mono, decimo, ct undecimo, habebantur quandoque concilia, quibus
non tantum cpiscopi, sed et reges, ct duces intererant, ut ex eorum sub-
scriptionibus patet. Conventus autem, sive concilia habita his temporibus
in Scotia, cjusdem videntur fuisse generis; quippe leges, sive canones ab
1is editi, non ad res sacras tantum pertinebant, sed et ad civiles; et in
eorum convocatione et sanctionibus regia magis, quam episcopalis eminere
videtur auctoritas. Hujus generis septem in Scotia hac aetate habita tra-
duntur concilia, sive conventus, in quibus leges tam ecclesiasticae quam
civiles editae sunt.

Primum habitum fuit post conjunctionem regnorﬁm circa A.D. DCCCL.
In eo editae sunt celebres illae olim in Scotia leges ecclesiasticae et civiles,
dictac . Macalpinae, a rege Kennetho II., Alpini filio, primo totius Scotiae
monarcha. Earum praecipua capita referuntur ab Hectore Boethio in his-
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toria Scotorum, fol. 200, sed ex traditione vulgari, ut videtur, potius, quam
ex auctentico aliquo monumento.

Secundum convocatum est apud Forteviot, regiam olim Scotorum sedem,
circa A.D. DCCCLX., regnante Donaldo ejus nominis secundo, Kennethi
regis fratre. In hoc consessu sive concilio idem rex leges a rege Iithfino,
sive Aetho Albo, filio Eedachi, superiori scculo conditas, innovavit. Sic
enim habet fragmentum veteris chronici Scotorum in appendice ad  Cona-
tum Criticum,” N. iii. editum.(® ¢ In hujus [ Donevaldi fratris Kennethi]
tempore jura ac leges regni Edi, filii Ecdach, fecerunt Goedeli [Scoti]
cum rege suo in Fothertavaicht.”” Verum hae leges videntur ad statum
potius civilem regni spectasse, quam ad ecclesiasticum.

Tertium concilium apud Forfar habitum est, regnante Gregorio, circa
A.D. DCCCLXXVIII. In hoc concilio sive consessu cditac sunt leges
tam ccclesiasticac quam civiles, quas idem Bocthius refert. ©®)

Quartum concilium apud Sconam habitum est circa A.D. DCCCCVT,,
regnante Constantino, filio Aethi. In hoc concilio juxta fragmentum supra
laudatum veteris chronici Scotorum, ¢ Idem (© rex, et Kellachius cpiscopus
[S. Andreac] leges, disciplinasque fidei, atque jura ecclesiarum, evangelio-
rumque pariter cum Scotis in Colle Credulitatis prope regali civitate Scoan
devoverunt custodiri.”

Quintum concilium apud Bertham, sive Perth cclebratum est, regnante
Malcolmo 11I., circa A.D. MXX. J.ecges in co editae, tam ccclesiasticac
quam civiles habentur apud eundem Bocthium.

Sextum, regnante Macbetho, habitum est, circa A.D. ML. Leges
tam sacrae quam civiles in co concilio editac, habentur insertac in cjusdem
Boethii historia. (®)

Sub rege denique Malcolmo III, circa A.D. MLXXIV,, hortatu
potissimum S. Margaretae, conjugis ipsius, ad disciplinae et morum re-
formationem habita sunt aliquot concilia, quorum praccipua capita inserfa
sunt in auctentica ejusdem reginae vita ab auctore coaevo scripta. ()

™ Crit. Essay, p. 783
) Boeth. Iist. fol. 208, 209.
© Crit. Essay, p. 785.
@ Boeth. Hist. fol. 245.
© Ibid. fol. 250.
0 Acta Sanctor, Bolland. Vita S. Margaretae, reginae Scot. ad diem, 10 Junii, num
14. 15, 16.
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AETAS TERTIA.

Tertia aetas constat annis circiter centum, ab initio nimirum regni
Davidis I, A.D. MCXXIV., ad A.D. MCCXXV. Honorii papae III,
annum decimum, et Alexandri IL., regis Scotorum, annum undecimum.

Ilactenus, quae indicavimus, concilia speciem plerumque habent comi-
tiorum regni magis, quam synodorum ccelesiasticarum. At quae hac tertia
actate et sequentibus duabus habita sunt, crant revera concilia ecclesiastica
proprie dicta ; in quibus utique tam in indictione quam in sanciendis decretis
ceclesiastica auctoritas maxime eminebat.  Habebant autem concilia Scotica
unius-eujusque sequentium trium actatum aliquid unicuique aetati peculiare
et speciales inter se Jdifferentias tum in auctoritate, qua convocata sive in-
dieta sunt, tum in modo procedendi, et in decretis sanciendis. Haec autem
omnuis variatio in disciplina ecclesiastica, pracsertim in Synodis, major apud
Seotos, quam in aliis plerisque Christianis regionibus ex tribus potissimum
causis oriebatur. 13t quidem, 1, Ex paucitate episcoporum olim nostrorum ;
2, Quod cpiscopt nulli certac sedi essent plerumque addicti; 3, Quod
metropolitano proprio carerent.

Quod attinet ad paueitatem episcoporum; ctsi in nulla regione sub-
sistere diu possit Christiana religio absque verbi Dei et sacramentorum
ministris legitimis, qui a Christo per apostolos, eorumque successores
episcopos potestatem suam omnem spiritualem derivent; fatendum tamen
est, ante S. Ninianum cpiseopum, cujus Beda meminit, qui primus fidem
Christi Pictis australibus circa seculi quarti finem, aut initium quinti pre-
dicavit, nullius episcopi in Seotia nomen ad nos pervenisse.  Post Ninianum
vero DPalladius, Patricius, Servanus, Ternanus, Kentegernus, Winninus,
Baldredus, et alii deinceps per singulas aetates episcopale ministerium juxta
scriptores nostros in Scotia exercuisse memorantur. Sed et aliorum pluri-
morum episcoporum inter Pictos et Scotos (¢ nomina, ot dies festi in calen-
dariis nostris antiquis et libris ritualibus passim occurrunt; etsi quo
quisque tempore et loco sederit, ant cpiscopale munus gesserit, post tot

¢ Non levibus momentis et auctoritatibus probari posset, habuisse olim tam Pictos
quam Scotos ante regnorum conjunctionem unum saltem pro unoquoque regno cpiscopim
proprium ; atque etiam sedem episcopalem Pictorum fuisse apud Abernethy in Stratherne,
sedem vero episcopi Scotorum in Iona insula sitam. Quemadmodum ct apud Anglo-
Saxones usque ad Theodori Cantuariensis tempora plerique episcopi erant regionarii (unus
nimirnm in unoquoque Saxonum regno), potius quam dioecesani.
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ac tantas monumentorum in Scotia, praesertim ecclesiasticorum clades nihil
fere certum statui potest.

Fatendum est etiam serius apud Scotos, nec nisi post regnorum Scotici
et Pictici in unam meonarchiam conjunctionem, canonicam in distinctas
dioeceses coepisse fieri regni Scotiae divisionem, et quidem pedetentim
tantum et sub diversis regibus.

Prima et institutionis ordinc et loci celebritate extitit sedes S. Andreae.
Haec erigi coepit ab Hungo, Fergussii sive Urgusti filio, septuagesimo
secundo, juxta vetustiores indices, Pictorum rcge, occasione translationis
quarundam reliquiarum S. Andreae ex oriente ad terram Pictorum in
locum, qui Kilrigmund sive Kilreuil olim voecabatur. Eum locum Deo
dicavit Pictorum rex Hungus sub invocatione S. Andreae apostoli, et in
civitatem erexit, extructa ibidem ecclesia S. Andreae, eum ea praerogativa,
ut esset deinceps, “caput et mater omnium ecclesiarum in terra Scotorum.’’(h)

Aucta est non parum loci celebritas, cum post aliquot annes, ut referunt
scriptores nostri, sedes episcopalis Pictorum sita olim apud Abernethy,
primariam Pictorum civitatem, a Kennetho Magno, Alpini filio, devictis
Pictis, ad S. Andream translata esset. Hine factum est, nt quemadmodum
Pictorum et Scotorum regna in unam monarchiam sub rege Kennetho
conjuncta sunt, et uterque populus paulatim in unum coaluit ; ita eandem
primariam totius Scotiae episcopatus sedem uterque populus in unum coad-
unatus agnoesceret, et veneraretur.

Secunda sedes episcopalis post regnorum conjunctionem a Maleolmo
secundo rege circa annum Domini MX., erecta Murthlaci, unde postea a
Davide I. rege Aberdoniam translata, dicta est Aberdonensis. Tertio loco
instaurata fuit per eundem regem circa A.D. MCXVII. (dum adhue erat
Cumbriae prineeps) regnante fratre Alexandro I., sedes Glasguensis, olim a
Sancto Kentegerno fundata. Quarto demum loco sub idem tempus restituta
fuit sedes Candidae Casae, a S. Niniano episcopo primitus fundata.

Ad has quatvor sedes episcopales idem piissimus rex, David I., verus
ecclesiae Scoticanae nutritius, adjecit quinque alias; nimirum Dunkelden-
sem, Moraviensem, Cathanensem, Brechinensem, et Rossensem. Circa
idem tempus Dumblanensis a comite Palatino de Stratherne fundata est.
His decem episcopalibus sedibus additae sunt postea diversis temporibus
aliae tres ; Lismorensis, Orcadensis, ac demum, occupata ab Anglis insula

b Usser. de Ant. Britan. eccles. p. 343.
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Mona, in qua episcopus Insularum seu Sodorensis sedem habebat, ejus loco
erecta est in Iona insula sedes Hyensis, quae et Insularum dicta est.

Ex nis tredecim episcopis una cum abbatibus et majoribus prioribus,
inter quos praecipuus erat Prior S. Andreac, qui omnes etiam abbates in
coneiliis praccedebat ; adjunctis etiam capitulorum, collegiorum, et con-
ventuum procuratoribus, necnon decanis et archidiaconis, ex his, inquam,
omnibus constabant concilia Scoticana.

Inter omnes autem Scotiae cpiscopos primatum, ut diximus, sibi vendi-
cabat, etiam a Pictorum tcmporibus, et ab ipsa sedis institutione, episcopus
S. Andreae, coque nomine alios Scotiac episcopos de consuetudine observata
usque ad Innocentii Papae I11., tempora ) consecrare solitus erat, aliaque
metropolitani munia obire. Verum quia honorem pallii nondum fuerat con-
seculus a summo pontifice, sicut nec Armachanus, nec alii in Hibernia
metropolitani usque ad ) A.D. MCLI., coeperunt Eboracenses archiepiscopi
sub finem seculi undecimi et initio sequentis litem movere cpiscopo S.
Andreae de episcoporum Scotiae ordinationibus, synodis congregandis, et
aliis juribus metropoliticis.

Ut finis imponeretur huic controversiae, quae disciplinae ecclesiasticae
in Scotia, et pracsertim habendis synodis non parum oberat, magno zelo
laboravit idem rex noster David, ejus nominis primus, non mirus in de-
fendendis ceclesiae juribus strenuus, quam pictate et sanctitate inter omnes
suae aetatis principes iilustris. Is igitur statim atque fratri suo Alexandro
I, in regnum successit A.D. MCXXV., primo regni sui anno legatum ad
Honorium 1L, () summum pontificem, misit Johannem, cpiscopum Glas-
guensem, qui jam antea multa passus erat pro libertate et juribus ecclesiae
Scoticanac ; cui rex hoc praccipue in mandatis dedit, ut suo nomine pallium
a summo pontifice peteret pro episcopo S. Andreae. Verum obstante totis
viribus Thurstino, Iboracensi antistite, viro dilatandis metropoleos suae
terminis unice intento, litis decisio in aliud tempus dilata est.

Concessione itaque pallii pro episcopo S. Andreae in tempus indefini-
tum remissa, factum est, ut defectu proprii archiepiscopi concilia provin-
cialia in Scotia, Lac tertia aetate et rariora essent, et, ea quae sunt habita,
nequaquam aliarum ecclesiarum more juxta canonicas regulas mandato

M Inoocent. Papae III. epistola 121, lib. 3. edit. Baluzianae.
> Chron. Mailros ad A.D. MCLL—Gul. Neubrigen. praefat. ad Historiam Angliae.

o MV, Dissertationem de libertate eccles. Scot. et ab Ebor. Metrop. immunitate nondum
itam.
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proprii archiepiscopi convocarentur, nec illius auctoritate, aut ipso praeside,
tractareutur negotia et ederentur decreta; sed omnia, ant fere omnia, per
legatos pontificios, et ipsorum auctoritate gererentur.

Septem omnino hac tertia actate habita sunt in Scotia concilia pro-
vincialia, quorum index, sive notitia inserta habetur ™ ¢« Conatui Critico
de antiquis Scotiae incolis,” Anglice edito Londini, A.D. MDCCXXIX.
His septem conciliis octavum addi potest, habitum ® A.D. MCLXXX,, ab
Alexio, legato pontificio, de lite inter Hugonem et Johannem de episcopatu
S. Andreae contendentes.

AETAS QUARTA.

Quarta aetas continet annos 246, ab anno scilicet Domini MCCXXYV.
Honorii papae II1. decimo, et Alexandri II. Scotorum regis undecimo, ad
A.D., circiter MCCCCLXZX. Jacobi IIT, Scotorum regis undecimum.

Novus et omnino singularis hac quarta actate tenendi concilia pro-
vincialia modus in Scotiam introductus est. Cum enim ex una parte
Eboracenses archiepiscopi regis Angliae praesidio fulti, mordicus perseve-
rarent in sua apud Romanam curiam intercessione, ne pallium, cum ordina-
tionibus episcoporum Scotiae, et aliis metropoliticis juribus, praesertim
synodos tenendi episcopo S. Andreae concederetur ; nec minori animi con-
stantia tam reges, quam episcopi Scotiae praedecessorum vestigiis in-
haerentes, omnino abnuerent archiepiscopo subesse Eboracensi, aut con-
ciliis mandato ipsius convocatis adesse : cumque ex alia parte frequentiores
legatorum ad tenenda concilia in Scotiam introitus sicut superiori aetate
contigerat, subditis, et praesertim clero oneri essent, et ob hanc causam
regi nostro Alexandro II., non admodum grati (ut patet ex responso regis
paulo acriori (® facto Othoni legato volenti in Scotiam intrare A. D.
MCCXXXVIL.), hinc factum est, ut jam fere omnis spes concilia pro-
vincialia tenendi in Scotia sublata videretur; proindeque disciplina ecclesi-
astica et canonicae regulae, quarum cura et observantia in singulis re-
gionibus ad concilia potissimum spectabant, retro indies viderentur lapsurae.
Ut huic tanto malo obviam iret, Honorius papa IIL., in haec verba ad epis
copos Scotiae rescriptum misit A.D. MCCXXV.

@ Crit. Essay, pp. 589, 590.
®) Chron. Mailros, ad A.D. MCLXXX.
©) Math. Paris, ad A.D. MCCXXXVIIL, p. 101.
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« Honorius episcopus, servus servorum Dei, venerabilibus fratribus, uni-
versis episcopis regni Scotiae, salutem et apostolicam benedictionem.
Quidam vestrum nuper auribus nostris intimavit, quod, cum non haberetis
archiepiscopum, cujus auctoritate possitis concilium provinciale celebrare,
contigit in regno Scotiae, quod est a sede apostolica remotum, statuta
negligi concilii generalis, et enormia plurima committi, quae remanent im-
punita. Cum autem provincialia concilia omitti non debeant, in quibus de
corrigendis excessibus, et moribus reformandis diligens est adhibendus cum
Dei timore tractatus; ac canonicae sunt relegendae regulae ac conservandae
maxime, quae in ecodem concilio generali sunt statutae; per apostolica vobis
scripta mandamus, quatenus, cum metrepolitanum noscamini non habere,
auctoritate nostra concilium provinciale celebretis. Datum Tyberii, cal.
Junii, pontificatus nostri anno nono.”

Hujus auctoritate mandati convenientes cpiscopi regni Scotiae, de con-
cilio provinciali singulis annis celebrando sic statuerunt, ut ex (@ genera-
libus ecclesiae Scoticanae statutis, et (™ aliis documentis antiquis colligitur.

I. Quod annis singulis unus episcopus communi reliquorum consilio
conservator eligeretur, qui de concilio ad concilium suo fungeretur officio,
praesertim in concilio provineiali quotannis indicendo aunctoritate conserva-
toria per literas ad singulos episcopos; quibus eos requireret, quatenus die
et loco praescriptis adessent in habitu decenti, una cum praelatis, id est,
abbatibus et majoribus prioribus suae dioecesis; necuon cum capitulorum,
collegiorum, et conventuum procuratoribus idoneis, decanis, et archidiaconis,
ut per triduum, si neccesse fuerit, in eodem concilio valeant pro necessita-
tibus divinis et ecclesiasticis commorari, et, invocata Sancti Spiritus gratia,
statum ecclesiasticum ibidem ad modum debitum et placentem Deo re-
formare. Si quis vero canonica praepeditione fuerit impeditus, procura-
torem vice sua sufficientem substituat; non autem veniens personaliter, cum
venire potuerit, auctoritate concilii et arbitrio puniatur.

II. Quod idem conservator pro tempore concilio praesideret, materias
tractandas propomeret, suffragia colligeret, cam majori et saniori parte pa-
trum concluderet, et decretum interponeret. Omnibus denique expeditis,
et concilii proxime futuri die et loco indictis, solebant omnes episcopi
praesentes decretis sive definitionibus concilii sigilla seu chirographa sua
apponere.

® Chartular. Vet. Aberdoo. fol. 25, b.—Item Chartular. Vet. Moravien. fol. 11, b.
@ Chartular. Vet. Aberdon. fol. 39.—Item Chartular. Moravien.
1 Chartular, Breehinen.
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II1. Quod idem conservator pro tempore manifestos ac notorios ejusdem
concilii seu alicujus statuti in eodem violatores puniret, et ad debitam satis-
factionem per censuram ecclesiasticam secundum juris exigentiam efficaciter
compelleret.

Denique, quod ad ritum externum ab episcopis nostris observatum in
tenendis conciliis auctoritate conservatoria, habetur ille praefixus statutis
generalibus ecclesiac Scoticanae, sed recentiori scriptura tenoris sequentis.

) Modus Procedendi in concilio cleri Scoticani.

Primo induantur episcopi albis, amictis, cappis solennibus, mitris, chiro-
thecis, habentes in manibus baculos pastorales; abbates insuper pelliciis et
cappis ; mitrati cum mitris ; decani ct archidiaconi in superpelliciis, almutiis,
et cappis : alii vero clerici sint in honesto habitu ct decenti. Deinde pro-
cedant duo ceroferarii albis ct amictis induti cum ccreis ardentibus ante
diaconum, qui legit evangelium, ‘“Ego sum pastor bonus” ectc., quem,
comitetur subdiaconus, et pectat diaconus benedictionem a conservatore,
st praesens fucrit, vel ab antiquiori episcopo, si sit absens conservator.
Perlecto Lvangelio, osculetur liber a conservatere et singulis episcopis.
Deinde incipiat conservator hymnum, « Veni, Creator Spiritus,” etc., et ad
quemlibet versum incensetur altare ab episcopis. Quo facto, qui habet
dicere sermonem,® accepta benedictione a conservatore, incipiat sermonem
ad cornu altaris. I‘inito sermone, vocentur citati ad concilium, et absentes
puniantur secundum statuta. Quibus statutis ibidem perlectis in publico,
excommunicent episcopi secundum statuta, habentes singuli in manibus
candelas.

Caeterum ex omnibus hisece conciliis hac quarta aetate auctoritate con-
servatoria convocatis (quorum numerum, cum () singulis annis convocari
deberent, oportebat fuisse maximum per annos 246) ad mecam notitiam pau-
ca tantum hactenus pervenerunt, quorum index habetur in Conatu Critico.(™
Pleraque reliqua Knoxianis temporibus perierunt, aut hactenus latent.

Ex his autem, quae hac quarta aetate de institutione, officio, et potestate

*) Chartular. Vet. Aberdon. fol. 24, b.
) Statut. general. eccles. Scot. can. 2.
) Ibid. ecan. 1.

* Crit. Essay, p. 590, et seq.
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cpiscopi conservatoris dicta sunt, manifestum est, quod etsi propter inter-
cessionem regum Angliae, et antistitis Eboracensis apud summum ponti-
ficem coneessto pallii, et proprii metropolitani (qui per annos plusquam
centum a regibus et clero Scotiae flagitabantur) in tempus magis oppor-
tunum dilata fuerit; revera tamen jura fere omnia et privilegia metropo-
litica collata fuerunt episcopo conservatori, et ab eo, durante sua administra-
tione, exereita, praescrtim quantum ad concilia provineialia.

Constat etiam aliunde praccipuum illud jus metropolitani, nimirum
sententias, sive decretu episcoporum suffraganeorum per appellationem ad
cum delata, denuo discutiendi et reformandi episcopo conservatori in re-
liquos Seotiae episcopos tributum fuisse; ut constat ex decreto trium x)
regni Scotiae statuum in plenis eomittis, A, D. MCCCC. magni Schismatis
tempore edito.

AETAS QUINTA.

Quinta quasi actas ccclesiae Scoticanae continet 90 cireiter annos;
nimirum ab A.D. MCCCCLXX. Jacobi regis ITI1. undecimo, ad A.D.
MDLX. Mariac reginae octavam decimum quo catholica in Scotia religio,
una cum hierarclico ordine a (‘alvinianis vi et armis oppressa et eversa est-

Varios hactenus pro rerum et temporum ecircumstantiis vidimus in
Ncoticana ceclesia habendi synodos modos. Verum hac quinta aetate,
ereeta tandem in metropolitanam ccelesia S. Andreae, res ceclesiasticas in
Seotia, pracsertim quantum ad synodos, constantiori tenore, et canonicis
universalis ceclesiac regul’s congruentiori processuras deineeps spes crat.

Quod spectat imprimis ad erectionem sedis S. Andreae in metropolim, sic
se res habuit. Defuncto A.D. MCCCCLX VIII., viro nunquam satis laudato,
Jacobo Kennedy, episcopo S. Andreae, regis cognato, suffectus est in ejus
locum Partricius Graham, defuncti antistitis ex fratre nepos. Is Romam
profectus, opportunitate usus turbarum in Anglia de regni successione,
ipso etiam antistite Eboracensi in carcerem ab adversa factione conjecto,
haud difficulter impetravit a Sixto IV., summo pontifice, pallium cum digni-
tate metropolitani, primatis, et legati nati Scotiae pro se et suis suc-
cessoribus, subjectis aliis duodecim regni episcopis Scotiae in suffraganeos.

*'Ex actis Originalibus trium reg

ni Scotiae comitiorum, habit. apud Sconam, 21
Februar. A.D. MCCCC.
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Hanc subjectionem cpiscopi quidam aegre tulerunt. Nulli enim lac-
tenus metropolitano, sed ecclesiac tantum Romanae, nullo mediante, juxta
tenorem rescriptorum summorum pontificum, subjecti fuerant; et per annos
plusquam ducentos assucti munia metropolitani sub titulo conservatoris, ut
supra diximus, vicissim cxerccre. Advertentes igitur, se ab liac honoris
praerogativa per erectioncm mectropolitani in perpetuum excludendos,
quidam ex ipsis privatis magis commolis studentes, quam ecclesiac Scoti-
canae honori et utilitatibus, coeperant inter se¢ murmurare, deinde in apertas
querimonias erumpere, regis et aulicorum animos contra novum archiepis-
copum occupare. His so adjungentes archiepiscopi hostes ct acmuli, tot
eum criminationibus oncrarunt ron tantum apud regem, sed apud sum-
mum pontificem, ut utrique aulac tam Scoticae, quam Romanae invisum
reddiderint. Tandem vero exauctoratus, et in monasterium iuclusus, tot
calamitatibus fractus obiit, A.D. MCCCCLXXVTII,, vix ullum dignitatis suae
aut jurium liberum exercitinm nactus; vir plane, ut mihi videtur, meliori
sorte dignus.

Patricio archiepiscopo in cowdjutorem primo, deinde in successorem
datus Willelmus Scheves, vir astutus, ac praecipuus, ut ferunt, Datricii
praedecessoris ipsius hostis et insectator, sed in rebus gerendis dexter ct
impiger. Is, conciliatis sibi animis aulicorum twmn in Scotia, tum ctiaa in
Romana curia, Romam profectus, nova ab Innocentio VIIL. papa diplomata
impetravit, data Romae 6 calend. Aprilis A.D. MCCCCLXXXVTI. ITis
metropolitica dignitas denuo sedi S. Andreac confirmata est, una cum pallio
et dignitate primatis, et legati nati Scotiac * ad instar ceclesiac Cantuaricnsis
in Anglia,” cum iisdem juribus et privilegiis.

A.D. MCCCCLXXNXIX,, Robertus Blacader, episcopus Glasgucnsis,
Romam profectus cum literis commendatitiis Jacobi I'V. regis, et trium regni
statbum supplicaturus pro erectione scdis snae Glasguensis in metropoli-
tanam “ad instar metropolis Eboracensis in Anglia” cum iisdem juribus ot
privilegiis, supplicationi annuit Innocentius papa VIII. concesso diplomate
pontificio, dato idibus Januarii, A. D. MCCCCXCI. quo ecclesia Glasguen-
sis in metropolitunam crecta est, et antistiti Roberto pallium concessum pro
se et successoribus suis, distractis a metropoli S. Andreae, ct Glasguensi in
suffraganeos subjectis quatuor episcopis; nimirum Dunkeldensi, Dum-
blanensi, Candidae Casae, et Lismorensi.

Anno vero Domini MCCCCXCVIIL loco sedis Sodorensis in insula

G
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Mona, quac ab Anglis fuerat occupata, crecta est in Iona insula sedes Hyen-
sis, quae et Insularum dicta est, et olim ante conjunctionem regnorum Pictici
et Scotici, et fundationem sedis S. Andreae creditur fuisse praccipua, sedes
cpiscopi Scotorum. Haec igitur scdes Hyensis sive Insularum una cum
episcopis Candidae Casae et Lismorensi, assignata est in suffraganeam me-
tropolis (ilasguensis, a qua distractac sunt sedes Dunkeldensis et Dum-
blanensis, et metropoli S. Andreac denuo restitutae.

Constituta tandem in hunc modum in ecclesiis Scotiae cadem canonica
dispositionc cpiscoporum sub metropolitanis, quae in reliquis ecclesiis per
orbem Christiunum diu antea viguerat, modus ctiam synodos habendi uni-
versalis ccclesiae disciplinae congruentior in ecclesias nostras introductns
est et stabilitus.  Qualis autem ille fuerit, colligere licet ex actis potissi-
mum trium posteriorum conciliorum provincialium, quae habita sunt, A.D.
MDXLIX.,, MDLIL, et MDLIX., sub Johanne Ilamilton, ultimo Scotiae
primate; quae sola ex omnibus conciliis nostris provincialibus post erectio-
nem metropolis S. Andreac ad meam notitiam pervencrunt.

Lx horum conciliorum actis praesertim vero ex literis indictionis con-
cilit postremi per primatem ad archiepiscopum Glasguensem transmissis,
neenon ex mandato cjusdem archiepiscopt ad suos suffragancos, servatam
fuissc constat in convocandis ct habendis synodis nostris provincialibus
formam quac scquitur.

Archiepiscopus S. .Andreae, Scotiae primas, hortante (non autem jubente,
aut literis ad cum datis mandante), regina regente, indicit et convocat
auctoritate sua metropolitica ct regni primatiali concilium provinciale—
generale totius cleri Scoticani habendum, ipso primate pracside et pro-
ponente, loco tali, inchoandum die tali, cum continuatione dierum, pro con-
servanda libertate ecclesiastica, pro catholica rcligione sustentanda, pro
suppressione hacresium, pro moribus reformandis, etc., missis in hunc
finem literis convocationis tum ad suos sufiraganeos episcopos, tum ad
archiepiscopum Glasguensem, qui eodem modo suos etiam suffraganeos ad
idem concilium convocaret.  Injunctum est ctiam singulis episcopis, ut
abbates, priores, commendatarios, etc., requirerent die et loco praescriptis
concilio adesse.

@uantum vero ad membra constituentia (si fas ita logui) conciliorum
nostrorum provincialium, sive ad personas, quac ad concilia nostra vocari
solebant, sive ad consultandum, sive ad determinanda et definienda ea
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quae proponerentur, praeter episcopos ipsos (quorum in omnibus primae
partes erant) abbates, majores priores, decanos, praepositos, archidiaconos
ete. qui erant quasi delegati nati, sive ordinarii ad concilia provinecialia,
praeter hos, inquam, ad posteriora mnostra concilia, praesertim vero ad
ultimum, quod anno Domini MDLIX., habitum est (quoniam jam de summa
rerum, et vere de aris et focis, deque ipsius fidei et catholicae religionis
in Scotia integritate et ineolumitate agebatur, injunetum est episcopis per
primatem, ut praeter deputatos, sive delegatos ordinarios, ex singulis dioe-
cesibus seeum ad concilium addueerent viros prudentia et doctrina insig-
niores tam ex elero, quam ex ommnium ordinum regularibus, quatenus
conjunctis studiis remedia magis opportuna et efficacia ad avertendam
cladem ecclesiae Scoticanae atque etiam monarchiae imminentem pro-
ponerent, et eoncordibus votis decernerent adhibenda.

Quam studiose istud praestitumn fuerit in postremo illo coneilio pro-
vineiali anno Domini MDLIX. Jidinburgi habito, probant luculenter pauea
illa, quae adhuc supersunt ex ipsis actis ; quibus proposita et decreta sunt
efficacissima, quae per ea tempora licebant, remedia ignorantiae praesertim,
et corruptis ecelesiasticorum ct religiosorum moribus, aliisque abusibus,
qui contra canones et ecclesiae catholicac sensum et spiritum, dormientibus,
ut ita dicam, et in otio et luxu sopitis pastoribus, in ecclesia Seoticana
succreverant, quique catholicis scandalum, et ansam in ecelesiam insur-
gendi novatoribus praebebant.

Quominus autem ista clert nostri decreta et canones de reformationc
tam felicem haberent exitum, quam fuerant sapienter condita, ut nihil
dicam de socordia aliisque vitiis eorum, quibus incumbebat invigilare decre-
torum executioni; ex ipsa rernm in Scotia his temporibus gestarum histo-
ria omnibus nota manifestum est, tam subitaneo impetu a novatoribus
nostris omnem ordinem tam ecclesiastici status, quam eivilis (introducendae
novae reformationis praetextu) subversum esse, ut exequendis de vera et
canonica reformatione decretis nullus jamn locus superesset; deturbatis
praesertim dispersisque hue illuc episcopis, et viris omnium ordinum
ecclesiasticis, antiquae fidei cultoribus, ante diem vigesimum tertium Feb-
ruarii (dominicam septuagesimae) anno Domini MDLX., qui dies ex pos-
tremo statuto ultimi concilii, praeseriptus erat habendo novo provinciali
concilio ; in quo diligenter discutiendum erat, utrum decreta postremi con-
cilitanno superiori habiti, executioni fuissent demandata, vel novae rationes

G 2















Ivi

364

367

369

390

393

109

-
152

20

NUMBERS.
XXI.
XXI1I.
XXIIL
XXI1V.
XXYV.

XXVIL
NXVIIL

XXVIIIL.
AN 2N

IO

XXXIL

XXXIL

XXX

XXNXI1V,

ANV

XXXV

XXNXVIL

XXXVIIL

XXXIX.

XTL.

CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX.

PAGE
Whenee and where the Scots eame into Britain, e o 25
Progress of Piets and Scots against Roman Empire, e 27
The General Theodosins sent against them, 27
Picts and Seots repulsed by Theodosius, 2
Territories betwixt Southern and Northern Walls erected into a
Provinee called Valentia, 30
Civil and Religious polity propagated in the North of Britainy.e. 31
First Preachers of Gospel in the North of Britain, of whose names
we have acecount, all of them Bishops, . 32
S. Ninian, Bishop, educated at Rome, 33
S. Patriek, his country, eaptivity, edueation, 34
Maximus usurps the Empire in Britain—Origin of story of disso-
lution of Scottish Moaarchy, 38
S. Ninian returns to the North of Britain—Converts the Southern
Piets, 39
Picts and Scots invade the Roman provinces in Britain, cmomemoman 40
Stilicho sends troaps to repress them, 40
Many usurpers of the Empire in Dritain—DBritons shake off the
Roman yoke, 41
S. Ninian's Labours among the Midland Britons and Southern
Picts—Monastery at Candida Casa—Ordination of Bishops,—
S. Ninian’s death—honour to his relics, 42
Britons attacked by Scots and Picts, have again recourse to
Romans—Northern wall rebuilt, 43
Britons suceoured by Romans for the last time against the Nor-
thern enemies —Northern Wall re-established—Romans forsake
Britaio 46
Valentia abandoned to the Picts, &e. 47
S. German and Lupus come to Britain against the Pelagians—
Alleluia Victory against the Piets—honour to relies, m 48
Of the Mission of S. Palladius to the Seots—Discussion of the
passages of Prosper, Nennius, &c., concerning this Mission,ce. 31
Examination of the glosses of Fordun upon Prosper’s words, and
of his inferenees from them —of new Scheme of Chureh Govern-
went formed by Presbyterians upon Fordun's words, ante cujus
(Palladii) adventum, &c., 57




A\D. NUMBERS.
XLI.

XLIL

XLIII

XLIV.

XLV.

XLVIL

XLVIIL

XLVIIIL

146 XLIX.

447 L.
449 LL
LIL

LIII.

451 LIV.
155 LV.

158

CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX. L

PAGE

Acconnt of Palladius according to the tradition of the Seots—
S. Servanus Snffragan to Palladius—DPalladins’ relics—Of de-
bates of Scots and Irish,

S. Patriek’s Mission to Ireland — Conversions — Monasteries —
Ordination of Bishops,

Of the nature and necessity of the Episcopal order for tlie being of

a Christian Church. Distinction of what is essential and im-
mutable in Episcopacy, and what is changeable, according to

the circumstances of times and places,
Bishops at large—National Bishops, Different situation of Bishops
within and without the Roman Emwmpire, —

Manner of preaching and propagating the Gospel in Ireland and
Northern parts of Britain without the bounds of the Roman
Empire—Monasteries—Use of letters tauglit—Bishops ordained,

Mauy Bishops in Ireland, why P—Distriets or Dioceses settled only
by degrees,

Councils attributed to S. Patrick, containing rules of discipline, in

nse afterwards among the Northern Inhabitants of Britain as
well as amoung the Irish,
S. Patrick preaclies, and settles Bishops in the Isles adjacent to,

and apparently in Seotland,
Transaetions in the South of Britain—DBritons, oppressed by Picts,
address in vain to the Romans for aid,
Piets take possession of Valentia as their property,mmm o
Britoos call in the Saxons to their aid against the Picts and Seots,
Saxons turn their arms against the Britons—They ravage the
Country, render themselves Masters of it by degrees—DBritons
foreed to retire to the corners of the Island, to the Midland
Britons, and some of them abroad,
Of the ancient Kiugs of the Caledonians or Picts in the abstraet
of the Pictish Chronicle,
Of Durst thiity-seventh, king of the Picts —his death—Talore or
Talarg, thirty-eighth king of Picts, reigned four years,
Nectan or Naitan ., thirty-oiath king of Picts, reigoed twenty-five
years,

Foundation of Abernethy by King Nectan,
' H

65

68

76

80

84

85

87

88

89
91

9z

94

95

96
96



lviit CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX.

AD. NUMBERS. PAGE
LVI. Progress of the Saxons against the old Britons—Of Ambrose,

Arthar, &ec., Kings of Britons, 98
LVIL. Of Coroticus. Death of S. Patrick—of his writings, cmeeemeneee. 99
LVIII. Of the miracles of S. Patrick, and of the other first Preachers of

the Gospel in our Northern parts—Of Bede’s silence of S. Patrick

in his History—the word Confessor in ancient writers equiva-

lent to Counfessor et Episcopus, 102

BOOK SECOND.

480 L. To King Ncctan succeeded Drest Gormoth, fortieth king of
Picts, reigned thirty years—Of the erection of the Monarchy
of the Scots in Britain—Oceasion of it—Saxons press npon the

Scots, 107
II. TFordun antedates the Monarchy—Fordun rectified, e 110
503 Scots in Britain oppressed and threatened by Picts—Fergus, son

of Erch comes from Ireland with auxiliaries — Erects the

Monarchy, and makes himsclf the first King of the Seots in

Britain, 110
III.  Of the Christianity nnd Ecclesiastical Government of the Scots,—

Episcopal Government in king Fergns's line—~Names of Bishops, 113
IV. King Fergus, son of Erch, establishes the Monarchy and makes it

independent and hereditary, 116
506 Dongard, second king of the Scots, suceceds immedintely to Fergus
his Father, reigned five years, 117
310 Galanan or Galaim, forty-first king of Picts, reigned twelve years, 118
511 Comgal third king of Scots, sncceeds immediately to bis Father
Dongard, reigns twenty-four years, 118
V. Of Gildas, the first British writer—debates about thc place and
time of his birth,... 18
VL Of the beginnings of Gildas, 122

VII. Of S. Kentigern or Mungo, Bishop of Glasgow, his beginnings—
Marken or Marcns, King of Midland Britons or Cumbrians,em... 124

VIIL.  Kentigern’s retreat to Wales—Monastery at Elwy—Laus perennis, 127



A.D, NUMBERS.

523

529

CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX.

lix

PAGE
522 IX. Kings of Piets, Dadrest, forty-second King, reigned nne year, ... 128

.................... Drest son of Gyrom, with Drest son of Adrost,
forty-third king, reigned five years, .
.............. +eesss Drest, son of Gyrom alone, reigned five years,—
Death of S. Brigid and Darlugtaeh, .

Gartnach, forty-fourth king of Piets, reigned scven

....................

years, e

535 Gauran, son of Dongard, fourth king of Scots, reigned twenty-two

XI.
553 XII.

557

561 XX.

years,
Cealtrain, forty-fifth king of Picts, reigned one year,
Thalarg, forty-sixth king of Piets, reigned eleven years . omme
Death of Arthur, king of Britons—Of king Loth, Modredus, &e.—
S. David, Bishop of Britons, —
Beginning of Saxon Kingdom in Northumberland—Of Deira and

Bernicia,
Lothian the old possession of the Picts proved against Ussher, &c.,
Durst or Drest, forty-seventh king of Picts, reigned one year,mw.
Galam, with Aletb, reigned one year—with Bride or DBrude, reigned

one year, y
Brude, son of Meilechnn alone, forty-ninth king of Piets, reigned
thirty years,
Conal, son of Comgal, fifth king of Scots, reigned fourteen years,
Rederie, King of Cumbrians or Midland Britons, invites S. Kenti-
gern home to Glasgow. 8. Kentigern’s acts—preaching—
ordains Bishops, &e.,
S. Kentigern’s miracles—death e

Act of inquest of lands of Glasgow—snceessors of S. Kentigern

challenged by Sir James Dalrymple,

Of negative arguments from Bede’s silence,
Of Episenpal Government to the Sonth of the Friths, oo
Of S. Columba, Priest, Fonnder, and first Abbot of Yeolmkill—

His Life hy Cumian and Adamoan, two of liis suceessors, mm.
Authenticity of Adamnan’s Work,
Valne and importance of Adamnan’s Work to Scots Iistory,m...
Parentage, education, and character of S. Colnmba cemmescranrs

Occasion of his coming to Britain,..
H 2

128

128

129

129
130
132

132

132
134

134
136
139

140
141
147
148
149



NUMBERS.

XXI.
XXIIL

XXIIL

XXIV.
XXV,

XXVL
XXVIL

XXVIIL

XXIX.

XXX

XXXIL

XXXIL

XXXIIL

XXXIV.

XXXV.

CHHRONOLOGICAL INDEX.

PAGE

S. Columba arrives in Britain,
Donation of Y or Jona Island made to S. Columba not by the Picts,
but by Conal, Kiog of the Scots—S. Columba begins his Mis-
sion by founding a Monastery, as cther Apostolic Preachers used
to do,
The Author obliged to cnter into detail concerning Ycolmkill ta

put matters in better light, and obviate difficulties against Epis-

copacy among the Scots and DPicts,

National Bishops, among Picts, among Scots,
Bishops at large among Scots and Picts— Names of ancient Bishops
among Scots and Picts—Design of Divine Providence in the

foundation of Ycolmkill,
Description of Yeolmkill—Discipline of Yeolmkilly oo
Columbites rather regular Clergy than properly Monks—Institu-

tion introduced from Gaul by S. Patrick,
Exercises of Columbites—1. Prayer, private and public, at the
stated canonical liours of day and night—Mass—Faith of the
Columbites about the Iloly Eucharist—Particular usages, ww.
2d Exercisc— Lecture, Studies, IToly Scripture,

3d Exercisc—Writing or Copying Books—4th Exereise—Corporal
Labour—Tasting, Abstineace, &c.,

Ycolmkill, Centre Arsenal and Bulwark of religious matters
among Scots and Picts for a long time, with subordination to
and union with Churches abroad,

Yecolmkill Nursery of Bishops and Priests as well as Monks among

the Scots and Picts—Of the nature of the superiority attributed
by Bede to Abbot of Yeolmkill, U
Of the respect paid to the Episcopal character by S. Columba—

More respect paid to and greater distinction made of Bishops in
Ycolmkill than elsewhere,

Distinction of ‘power of order and that of jurisdiction—Deacons
aspiring to equality or even jurisdiction over Priests,.— ...
Columbite Abbots—Priests or Mornks never claimed power of Or-
dination—Of Findchan, Superior of Columbite Monastery of

Artchain, and ordination of Aidus Niger,mm e mmmssccmmems vorvmns

150

152

153
155

159
162
164
166
168

170

173

178



AD. NUMBERS.
XXXVIL

XXXVIL

XXXVIIIL.
XXXIX.

XL.

363 XLI.

XLII.

365 XLITL

XLI1V.

XLYV.

XLVIL

XLVIL

568  XLVIIL

570
5371 XLIX.

CHRONOLOGICAL INDEX. e

PAGE
Remarks upea this relation of Adamnan—Bishops among Scots

and Picts ready at a call, reereeee 180
Necessity of a Bishop residiog in Ycolmkill—Bishops in great Mo-

pasteries residing with the Abbots—Bishops coadjuters to Ab-

bots or Priests, Superiors of Monasteries for ordination, con-

firmatioa, &e., 153

More proofs of Bishaps in Yeolmkill, 18
Yeolmkill supplied aaciently, not only wanot of Diocesan Bishops
but that of Parishes and proper Priests or Curates, by the many
Monasteries or Cells of Columbites, spread everywhere through
the Scots and Picts—No argument can be drawn from Adam-
nan's silence of what he proposed not to treat of—Of Columbite

Monasteries in particular, 187
Zeal and labours of the Columbite Bishops, Priests, aad religious

men—Origia of the Keledees, 150
Chronological account resumed—S. Columba erects Monastery of

Ycolmkill, 191
S. Oran’s death, 192
Conversion of Brude, Kiog of the Picts, 193

Progress of the Gospel among the Picts—New Monasteries crected
—S. Machar at Aberdeen, 193
Conversioa of the Picts by the preaching, prayer, exemplary lives

of S. Columba and his Disciples, accompanied with miracles, .. 107
Miracles necessary to convert the Piets, and to prove a Mission

from God-—Short account of S. Columba's miracles set down

from Adamnan, U 1)1

Coaversions sincere and lasting, because voluntary, withont com-
polsion—of the Magician Broichanns obstinate,me cemmmonm 196
Continnation of Gildas—Gildas’ works—e is called to make refor-
mation in Ireland by Kiag Ainmire, 195
Gildas’ death, 200
Aidan, sixth king of the Scots, succeeds his cousin Conal—King
Aidan inaugnrated by S. Columba by special order of God—
Antiquity of Inauguration or Coronation of Kings of Scots,w... 200

God Almighty’s particular care of the Royal Family of Scotland—
Kings of Scots-chiosen by God—their persons sacred,cm e 203






THE AUTHOR’S PREFACE.

Tuke first view I had from the beginning of this undertaking was
to collect what I could discover of the remaius of the Ecclesiastical
History of Scotland or the northern parts of Britain,—that part
having been very much neglected by our former writers, or sadly
misrepresented by our writers since the new Reformation. But my
finding that entirely impracticable without a thorough enquiry into,
and discussion of the civil state of the ancient inhabitants of these
northern parts, gave rise to the Critical Essays: and these conclud-
ing in a very different representation of the ancient civil state of
the north of Britain from what our vulgar writers gave of it, seemed
to require a Chronological Account of the civil as well as ecclesi-
astical transactions in those parts of the Island, that might answer
and agree to the plan laid in the foresaid Essays.

Now I easily foresaw that each of these parts of our ancient his-
tory—1I mean the civil and ecclesiastical—if treated apart by itself,
would be so very inconsiderable and interrupted, for want of ancient
monuments to go upon, especially in the times I have in view, that
it would not be possible to reduce such small parcels into one con-
tinued series. Wherefore I could nct but choose to join both parts
together, and interweave them <o in the order of time, as much as
it can be observed, that both together might make one thread of












THE

CIVIL AND ECCLESIASTICAL
HISTORY OF SCOTLAND.

BOOK I'IRNST.

I. I DID endeavour, in the first part of this Essay, to give the most
distinct account I could of the ancient inhabitants of the northern parts of
Britain, commonly called Seotland, according to the owder of the time of
their first settlement, to which I must refer to avoid repetitions.

The first known of these anetent inhabitants were the Miatzwe, whom
I call Midland Britons, because they dwelt betwixt the southern and
northern walls; next to them were the Caledonians, afterwards called
Picts. The ancient possessions of the Caledonians were all the territories
beyond the friths of Forth and Clyde, to the extremities of the north of
Britain.

I endeavoured also to show that the present inhabitants of Seotland. in
their several provinces, have a right to reckon both these ancient people,
the Meats and the Caledonians, among their predecessors ; and that they
have as just a title to claim all of them who were eminent either for their
warlike actions or for the sanetity of their lives, for their countrymen. as
those descended of the Scots who came from Ireland; and by consequence
that all that we find recorded of these two nations first known, and indeed
of all the ancient inhabitants of the north of Britain, of whatever origin,
belongs no less to the history of the present inhabitants of Secotland, than
what is related of the Secots.

I am now to give account, according to the order of time, as much as
that can be observed, of what I can meet with in ancient writers of the
transactions, civil or sacred, among these ancient inhabitants of the north
of Britain, from the time I find first mention of them in approved writers.
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We have no certain account of Britain till the Romans under Julius Ceesar .
entered it, nor have we any light into the northern parts of the island till

the Romans earried their arms thither, about the eightieth year of Christ.

Tor as to the abstract of the Pictish Chronicle, frequently mentioned in

the first part of this Essay, and published in the Appendix® to it, containing

a catalogue of their ancient kings, from Cruithne thetr first king—this

catalogue may indeed serve to show that the Calcdonians, known afterwards

by the name of Picts, looked upon themselves as the most ancient inhabi-

tants of the northern parts of Britain, and as having had a succession of
kings of their own nation as aneient as either the Britons or the Irish

lay elaim to. But I do not pretend that the series of kings, contained in

the first part of that abstraet, from Cruithne to Durst the son of Irb, is a

proper voucher for a history of these kings; much less can the number of

years assigned to each of these kings’ reigns, be a solid ground to fix their

chronology, unless some more correct copy be found out.

My intention, then, is to pass over the first part of that catalogue at
present, and to begin the setting down a chronological account of the
succession of the Pictish kings, only from the reign of Durst, son of Irb,
in the beginning of the fifth century, where the second part of that abstract
begins.  And, in the meantime, to set down a chronological account of
what I can find in the Roman and in other ancient writers, coneerning the
most ancient inhabitants of the northern parts of the island, which com-
posed afterwards the kingdom of Seotland, to wit, of the Britons of the
north, ecallel Meates by Dio; of the Caledonians or Picts; and of the
Seots, {rom their first entry into Britain; and to interweave, in the order
of time, the civil or military transactions with what I can discover of the
planting and progress of the doctrine and diseipline of Christianity in these
parts of the island.

I1. The first assured transaction that we meet with, happened towards
the latter end of the first eentury, when the Roman arms first penetrated
into these northern parts, under the command of Julius Agricola, during
the reigns of Titus and Domitian, the emperors. ~ We have an exact
account of this expedition of Agricola into the north of Britain, from his
son-in-law, the historian Cornelius Tacitus.(® He informs us that Agri-
cola was sent to command in Britain under Vespasian, about A.D. 78:

@ Crit. Essay, app. ii. ® Tacit. Vit. Agric. c. ix.
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That, during the two first years of his administration, having settled the
affairs, and by some new conquests enlarged the limits of the Roman pro-
vince in Britain, in the third year he attacked the morthern nations,
unknown till then, and marched with his forces as far as the frith® of
Tay, wasting the country before him. The inhabitants surprised with this
sudden invasion were at first so astonished that they made no great oppo-
sition to the Roman army, nor attacked it; and Agricola had, by this
means, time to build some forts and settle garrisons for securing his march
and conquests.

In this he spent the fourth year of his administration, and finding the
short neck of land betwixt the friths(®) of Clyde and Forth a proper place
to settle garrisons, he fortified it from sea to sea; separating, by this
means, from his new eonquests the nations beyond these friths as in
another island. Tor, though he had the year before made ineursions
beyond the friths, as far north as the river Tay, yet it appears that he
intended at first to have fixed the bounds of the Roman empire in Britain
at the narrow passage betwixt the friths.

But as the Roman ambition, which Tacitus ecalls their glory, had no
bounds, so in the following year, the fifth of Agrieola’s government, he
marched again his army beyond the friths, entered Caledonia, subdued
nations till that time unknown to the Romans, and fortified that part of
the island that lics towards Ireland ; and that not out of any apprehension
of an invasion from thence, but in view of conquering also that island, as a
sure means to secure the Roman eonquests in these parts, by putting
the conquered Britons out of all hopes of recovering their liberty when
they should sec no free nation around them, but all subjected to the
dominion of the Romans.

Tacitus informs us that he heard Agricola often say that Ireland might
have been conquered with one single legion and a few auxiliaries ; whereas
the inhabitants of Caledonia were able at the same time to dispute their
territories against all the Roman army in Britain, and to render their
victory very doubtful.

This marks a great difference in military forces or valour betwixt these
two people in those times, and yet this is the most assured account that
had hitherto been given of the ancient state of Ireland: since Agricola

0 Vastatis usque ad Taum (@stuario nomen cst) nationibus. Tacit. ibid. c. xxii.
™ Glota et Bodotriae. Ibid. c. xxiii.

A. D. 80.
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had it from one of their own princes, forced out of the country by domestic
sedition, whom, in view of the conquest of Ireland, he received and enter-
tained, to be informed by him of the state and strength of the inhabitants.

In the sixth year, Agricola being informed that a general insurrection
of all the Caledonians was to be apprchended, and that the enemies had
besct the passages by land, he therefore set out a fleet, the sight whereof
struck no small terror in the Caledonians, seeing that cven the sea could
not shelter them, and that there was no refuge or place of retreat to them,
if they happened to be overcome. Wherefore they took unanimously arms
with so great preparation and show, that it struck terror in many of the
Romans, and made them think of returning back.

Agricola being informed that the enemies had divided their forces, and
were resolved to set upon his army in several bodies, divided also his army
into three bodies, not to be inclosed by the enemy, who, getting notice of
this new disposition of the Roman forces, altered suddenly their resolu-
tion, and attacked all in one body the ninth legion in the night time,
killed the watches, and broke into the Roman camp. But Agricola, as-
sembling quickly all his forces, fell suddenly on their rear, whence, after
a famous fight, the Caledonians, being thus attacked unawares on both
sides, were at last beat out of the camp.

This advantage, as it encouraged the Romans to demand by their
acclamations to be led into Caledonia, and to find out the utmost bounds
of Britain, so it nothing dismayed the Caledonians; who, attributing it
rather to the art and cunning of the Roman general than to the valour of
his forces, armed their youth, transported their wives and children into
secure places, and having nothing now to expect but either revenge or
slavery, made all necessary preparations for a vigorous defence. ~ Nothing
being more necessary for that than an entire union and concord among
themselves, they made leagues and associations to stand one by another in
the common cause, confirmed them by sacrifices, and thus they made up
a great army. .

III. In the following summer, the seventh of his government, Agricola
having sent his flect before, plundering everywhere the coast where it
touched, followed it himself with his land army as far as the foot of the
Grampian hills. Meantime the Caledonians, to the number of thirty
thousand men, besides the prime of their youth that flocked daily unto
them, were come up within sight of the enemy. They were commanded
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by Galgacus, the chief of all their leaders or chieftains, both by valour and
by birth, says Tacitus; which seems to import that Galgacus was their
king. He having then assembled the chief of them, and observing the
ardour with which all of them demanded battle, made use of the occasion
and made a noble harangue to them, which may be seen at length in my
author. In short he represented to them the ambition of the Romans,
their tyranny, the necessity either of vanquishing them or becoming their
slaves, there being left no place of retreat or refuge ; he minded them of
their own past valour, and how glorious a thing it was to them to have
hitherto distinguished themselves from all the other Britons, by preserving
alone their liberty from the yoke of the Romans. And to pique them with
honour,® ¢ Let us show,” says he, ¢ what kind of men Caledonia hath
reserved for its defence I” This speech was received by the Caledonians
with all the demonstrations of joy and applanse.

Agricola having also made a specch to his army, they drew up on both
sides for battle, and immediately fell on. The Caledonians, as it was
usual among the Britons, fought partly on foot, partly on chariots; they
used large broad swords without points and little targets. They attacked
the Romans with great fury and disputed long the victory, which at last,
chiefly by the martial skill and conduct of the gencral, inclined to the
Romans. The Caledonians rallied frequently in their retreat; turned
upon the enemy and cut off those that pursued them. This obliged Agri-
cola to cause his troops pursue in bodies; and by that means the Cale-
donians were dispersed and the victory completed. After this battle,
which was fought near the Grampian hills, Agricola marched back his
army into the country of the Horesti (which is thought to be Angus), and
took hostages of the inhabitants.

Meantime his fleet made the tour of Britain to the north, and discovered
it was an isle. They found out and subdued the Orkney Islands, unknown,
as Tacitus thinks, till that time. They discovered also Thule, that is,
either the high hills of Norway, or Shetland Island ; and so returned to
the port whence they had set out.

News of these victories of Agricola, in Britain, being brought to Rome,
excited the jealousy of the emperor Domitian, and engaged him, under
pretext of employing Agricola in a more honourable commission, to call

® Ostendamus quos sibi viros Caledonia seposuerit. Tacit. Vit. Agric. c. xxxi.

A.D. S84
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him back to Rome. And thus all that he had conquered in the north of
Britain was immediately lost ; and the Caledonians recovered their liberty,
as well as the M:eates, or Midland Britons; and the limits of the Roman
empire, which Agricola had endeavoured to fix at the friths of Clyde and
Forth, were forced back to Northumberland, where we shall see that
Advian the emperor, was contented to settle them about twenty-six years
after Agricola had left the island.

During that interval we have no account of any expedition of the
Romans against these northern nations, nor of any motion of these northern
nations against the Roman provinee. It appears the Mzates were content
with their old possessions in the Midland ; and the Caledonians, beside
their aneient seat benorth the friths, enjoyed quietly the possessions they
had obtained adjoining the Mzeates, on the south side of these friths.

1V. The next expedition of the Romans into Britain was by the
emperor Adrian, who eame over himself in person, A. D. 121.  When he
arrived in the island, and had examined the state of the Roman province,
and observed how much exposed the provincials lay to the excursions of
the Caledonians and other northern nations, he, according to his custom on
all frontiers of the empire, caused erect a wall, or fence, of eighty miles in
length, to separate the Roman or provincial Britons, as Spartian relates,
from the barbarous or uneconquered nations of the north.

There being no certain account or remains of any ancient Roman wall
in Britain but in two places, the one in Northumberland, betwixt Carlisle
and Tynemouth, where the couuntry is about eighty miles in breadth, the
other in Scotland, betwixt the friths of Clyde and Forth, where the
passage is only about thirty miles; the length that Spartian® assigns to
Adrisn’s wall, being eighty miles, shows plainly that it stood in Northum-
berland. Several Roman inscriptions found there prove the same, nor is
the thing disputed.

V. Though Adrian built this wall in Northumberland, as the boundary
of the Roman provinee in Britain, yet the Romans did not lay down their
claim to all the further parts of it, as far as the friths of Clyde and Forth,
which Agricola had formerly subdued and inclosed with castles and fences.
So we see that, A. D. 138, during Antonine’s reign, and by his order,
Lollius Urbicus, his licutenant in Britain, attacked the northern nations,

) Britanpiam petiit (Adrianus) in qua multa correxit, murumque per octoginta millia
passuum primus duxit, qui Barbaros Romaunosque divideret. Spartian. in Adriano. [e. xi.]
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foreed the Caledonians out of the debateable ground, betwixt the walls, and
fortified a second time the pass betwixt Clyde and Forth, with anothert
wall built of turf, says Capitolinus, but intermixed with piles or stakes, as
Spartian tells us, Adrian used to build those limitary fenees. Besides that,
all these fenees or walls creeted against the eruptions of the nations bor-
dering upon the empire were fortified from place to place with eastles or
stonework, whereby guards were settled, and upon which commonly there
were inseriptions: in the places where the wall stood betwixt Clyde and
Forth there have been found inseriptions of Antonine and Lollius Urbieus,
which show evidently that .Antonine’s wall stood there ; for none of either
of them have been found in Northumberland.

VI. By this wall of Antonine, the Mwatwe or Midland Britons were
ineluded and reunited to the body of the Roman empire in Britain, and by
that means a communication was established betwixt them and the rest of
the Dritons, among whom by this time there were many Christians. TFor
it hath been very well made out by some of our late British writers, par-
tieularly from the authority of Kusebius® the chureh historian, that the
faith of Christ began to be preached in the Roman part of Britain even in
the Apostles’ own time ; and that passage of Lusebius, being compared with
what Gildas(®) says of the first light of the Gospel shining in this island, it
appears probable that this happened about the middle of the reign of Nero,
that is about A.D. 71.  But all that is related by the DBritish writers, eon-
cerning the first instruments that God made use of towards procuring us
that blessing, seems very uncertain if not fabulous. However, by this
carly establishment of the Gospel in Britain, and eonsidering especially the
zeal of the Christians of these primitive times, we may justly suppose that
the Gospel must have made, by the time of Antonino, a eonsiderable pro-
gress in the island, and by consequenee, that the ineluding, by .Antonine’s
wall, the Mzates, and incorporating them into the body of the empire in
Britain, gave a favourable occasion of propagating the Gospel among these
northern inhabitants of the nation, even the length of the friths, where the
wall stood. It was thus by degrees, from small and almost insensible be-
ginnings, that the knowledge of the truth spread through the island; as it
pleased Divine Providence to open a door for the manifestation of it. I

@ Crit. Essay, p. 12. .
® Euseb. De Praparat. Evangel. lib. iil. e. 7.
© Gildas, c. vi.
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shall take notice of these favourable opportunitics as they present them-
selves in the order of time.

Bede'® gives us a farther account of the progress of the Gospel in
Britain, during the reign of Marcus Aurelius, or beginning of that of Com-
modus. Lucius, a king of the Britons, says Bede, having sent a letter to
Pope Eleutherius, intreating that by his means he might be made a Chris-
tian, soon after received the effect of his request, which no doubt contri-
buted not a little to the increase of the number of Christians, not only in
the territories of this king but in other parts of the island.

VI1. T must not omit to mention here the opinion of our first Protestant
writers after the new Reformation, who pretend that we had our first
Christianity from the disciples of the Apostle S. John, that notion having
been lately revived by Sir James Dalrymple® in his Collections. It was,
in all appearance, the above mentioned passage of Bede, where he attri-
butes the first Christianity of the Britons to Pope Eleutherius; and the
passage of Fordun, considerably augmented by Boece, with a new detail
of circumstances by which the first light of the Gospel among the Scots is
attributed to Pope Vietor; it was, I say, apparcntly these passages, of
which afterwards, that gave occasion to our first Protestant writers to in-
vent this story, not to have it thought that any good, especially such a
blessing as that of the Gospel, could come to us from a Pope. For the
principal means to carry on the work of the times of our Reformation, being
to deery the Popes and the Church of Rome, and to render them odious to
the people, to avoid the inconvenience of having it thought that we had
the light of the Gospel, and the destruction of idolatry, in our country, from
Rome, our first Protestant writers invented this fabulous story of the dis-
ciples of S. John—their coming from Lesser Asia to preach the Gospel in
Scotland.

The first of our writers I meet with, that advanced this paradox, was
our famed historian, Mr. George Buchanan,® in King Aidan’s life;
where, in order to decry the mission of S. Augustine, sent from Pope
Gregory to preach to the Saxons, he tells us very confidently that ¢ the
ancient Britons received Christianity from S. John’s disciples by lcarned
and pious monks of that age.”” I need not take notice to the learned

' Hist. Eceles. lib. i. c. 4.
) Epist. Dedicat. p. 2. Preface, p. xlv.
© Buchanan. Hist. in Rege Aidano.
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reader that this was two or three centurics before the institution of monks
or monasteries. But what Mr. George says only of the Britons in gencral,
his namesake, Mr. David Buchanan,® applies particularly to the Scots,
and tells us that “those who came into our northern parts,” to wit. into
Scotland, “and first made known unto our fathers the mysteries of heaven,
were of the disciples of S. John the Apostle” He repeats again(® that
the Scots had received ¢ their tencts and rites,” that is, the doctrine and
discipline of Christiunity, **from their first apostles, disciples to S. Joln,”
according to ‘the Church of the East,” and adds, for the proof of it (not-
withstanding that Bede, a contemporary author and upon the place, assures
us over and over of the contrary, as we shall see in its proper place); M.
David, I say, adds that till then, the seventh age, the Scots had kept the
day of Pasche upon the fourtcenth day of the moon, whatever day of the
week it fell upon.

About the same time, Bishop Spottiswoode, ) the Protestant Primate,
in his Church History, after rejecting the opinions of our former writers,
Fordun, Boece, &c., tells his own was, that «when the Apostle S. John
was relegated to Patmos, some of his disciples have taken their refuge
hither, and been the first preachers of the Gospel in this kingdom” (of
Scotland).  Sir James Dalrymple supposed, it scems, this story so certain
that he hath not been at the pains to bring any proofs of it. At least none
can be found in the place'® to which he remits vs for them. Tt may
have been, perhaps, a bare fault of the printer, who hath unluckily passed
over the grounds and authorities contained in Sir James's copy. However
that be, all the grounds that I can perceive that our first Protestant writers
had for this story, are taken from the relation Bede hath given us of the
warm dispute!) betwixt our Bishop Colman and Wilfrid, at the conference
of Streneschal, about Easter, where the good Bishop, being hardly put to it
by the arguments of Wilfrid, and willing to take hold of any precedent or
probable reason to support his cause, alleged the example of S. John and
his disciples in Asia, who differed from the rest of the Church in the obser-
vation of Easter. But Wilfrid having observed to him the difference there

) David Buchanan’s Preface to Knox's History, edit. Lond. folio, p. I.
® Thid. p. 31.

© Hist. p. 2. [edit. 1677.]

@ Vindication of Collections, p 32.

M [Hist. Eceles. lib. iii. . 25.]
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A D.13s  was betwixt the practice of S. John and his followers in Asia, who kept
———  Llaster always on the fourtcenth of the moon, whatever day of the week it
happened, and the custom of the Scots, who kept Easter always upon a
Sunday (which Colman could not deny), and Wilfrid having proved to him
by that obscrvation, that the example of S. John and of the Asiaties could
be of no serviee to him in that debate ; accordingly Colman dropt this proof,

and had recourse to other topies, as we shall see in its proper place.

Now the argument drawn frem the custom of S. John and the Asiatics
being thus abandoned long ago, the story of S. John’s diseiples eoming to
preach the Goespel to the Scots in Britain, which is wholly built upen it,
would of course be overturned at the same time, even though it could be
shown against what hath been proved at length, in the first part of this
Iissay, that the Scots had been, in the first age of Christianity, settled in
Britain.

But this groundless story of our first Conversion by 5. Jehn’s disciples
1s now abandoned by the more learned of onr Protestant writers of the
Episcopal Communion, and hath been refuted, as well as other paradoxes
of Sir James Dalrymple’s Collections upon our history, and of his Vindica-
tion of it, by the anonymons learned author(V) of two tracts entitled, the
one, The Life of Mr. Sage, the other, Remarks upon Sir James Dalrymple’s
Historical Colleetions, both printed A.D. 1714, which, if they had come in
time enough to my hands might have been of use to me in the diseussion
of the passages of Bede, relating to Episeopacy in our country. But to
return to the history.

VII1. We have no account of the motions ot the Caledonians during
the rest of Antonine’s reign, nor during that of Mareus Aurelius, his suc-
cessor. But by what Dio(®) relates, iu the reign of Commodus, it appears
that the Caledonians had not lain quiet, nor suffered all that tract of the
debateable ground betwixt the two walls to remain in the peaceable pos-
session of the empire. For, by the third year of Commodus, A.D. 183,
the Romans were engaged by the northern nations in a formidable war;
they not only having broken through the wall and ravaged the British
provinee, but had defeated the Roman forces, killed their gencral and all
his soldiers. Upon this the emperor Commodus, terrified with the account

D [The Life of Bishop Sage, and the Rewmarks on Sir James Dalrymple, were hoth
written by Bishop Gillan.]
2 Dion, lib. Ixxii. ¢. 8.
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of this disaster, sent against the Caledonians Ulpius Marcellus, one of the
greatest generals of the empire, as Dio describes him. He gave the Cale-
donians several overthrows, and probably foreed them back to Caledonia;
but Commodus, out of his innate jealousy against all great men, having
soon recalled this general, and there being frequent seditions in the Roman
provinee in Britain about these times, the Caledonians, after Marcellus
retired, soon regained all that he had taken from them.

IX. For Pertinax, who succeeded in the government of Dritain in the
year 186, was, during the three years of his administration, almost wholly
taken up® with appeasing those seditions, whieh put his own life in
danger ; so that the Culedonians were at liberty to keep possession of
their acquisitions in the midlands, and invade the Roman provineces in eon-
junction with their constant allies the Meeate.

The union® of these two people, the Mwates and Caledonians, was so
great, that about the year 196, during the reign of Severus, the Romans,
intending to make up peace with the Caledonians, they proposed it upon
condition that the Caledonians should not give succour to the Meeates, but
the Caledonians would by no means abandon them. So that Virius Lupus,
the Roman Goversor in Britain, whilst Severus was engaged in war upon
the frontiers of the empire elsewhere, and not in eondition to assist him,
not daring to continue the war against the Maates, supported by the
Caledonians, was obliged to buy peace from the Mweates, under pretext of
ransoming the captives they had carried off from the Roman provinee, as
they and the Caledonians were accustomed to do in their frequent incur-
sions. Among these eaptives there were often Christians, and by their
means the knowledge of Christ was more and more propagated among these
northern nations; as there are many examples in Church history of the
light of the Gospel being carried into countries bordering the empire by
Christians led in eaptivity. And thus, by degrees, the Christian faith was
introdueed into the northern parts of Britain, now called Seotland.

X. There must, no doubt, have remained among the inhabitants of the
north of Britain, a tradition of the first planting of Christianity among their
ancestors in or about these times, and it is not unlike that this ancient
tradition hath given rise to the two distichs upon the early Conversion of
the Seots, composed only in, or after, the twelfth or thirteenth age, when
the opinions of the early settlement of the Scots in Britain had already

™ Capitolin. in Pertinace. [c. iii.] ® Dion, lib. Ixxv. c. 5.
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taken root, or rather when that story was generally received among them.
The verses, as they are set down by our historian, Johu Fordun,® are
as follows :—

Christi transactis tribus annis atque ducentis,

Scotia catholicam csepit habere fidem ;

Roma Vietare primo Papa residente ;

Principe Severo, martyr et occubuit.

The expression ““ Victore primo” demonstrates these verses are poste-
riov to the eleventh age, when Pope Viector the Second lived, and their
barbarous style shows they are yet later. However, upon the authority of
these verses, John 1'ordun, who supposed the Scots were settled in Britain
some ages before the Inearnation, places their first Conversion to Christianity,
AD. 203, in the time of Pope Victor the First, though, according to the
truth of history, Victor suffered martyrdom and was succeeded by Zepherin,
A.D. 202, However, Fordun was copied in this, as in most other things,
by Bocce, who enhances upon Fordun’s narration, and tells us this Conver-
sion happened during the reign of one Donald, whom they call therefore
the first Christian king of the Scots. But Fordun and Bishop Elphinstone,
or whoever was the author of the Legends of the Scottish Breviary,(*) knew
nothing of this king Donald, else to be sure they had not failed to mention
him upon so remarkable an oceasion. We lave observed elsewhere(®) that
our Scottish deputies, in the famous debate about our independency before
Pope Boniface VIIL, advanced that Christianity was received in Scotland
in the first ages.

X1. But as to the progress that Christianity had made in the north of
Britain towards the beginning of the third age, independently of these
uncerta'n narrations of our modern writers, it appears, by what we have
already taken notice of, from the disposition of the affairs in Britain, that
the knowledge of Christ had very carly access, at least to the Meeates or
Midland Britons, inhabitants of those parts of the north of Britain that
lie to the south of the friths of Clyde and Forth; and the famous passage
of Tertullian where he affirms as a known truth that ¢ those® parts of

» Fordnn, lib. ii. ¢. 35. [edit. Goodall, lib. ii. e. 40.]

% Breviar. Aherdonen. in festo S. Palladii, 6to Julii.

') Crit. Essay, p. 620.

© Britannorum inaccessa Romanis laca Christo vero subdita. Tertullian. contra
Judos, e. vii.
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Britain where the Romans had no access were subjected to Christ,” that is,
were become Christians.  This passage, I say, scems to put it out of all
doubt that, A.D. 209, when he wrote this treatise against the Jews, the
knowledge of Christianity, or the light of the Gospel, had already pene-
trated among the Caledonians beyond the friths, for at this time there was
no part of Britain, except Caledonia, beyond these friths where the Romans
had not penetrated, and which they had not subjected; and even the
conntry of the Maates betwixt the walls, ealled afterwards Valentia, had
been subdued by the Romans and nnited to the body of the empire from
the year 138, when Antonine, as we have seen, conquered by Lolliux
Urbicus that part of north Britain, and built the wall betwixt the friths to
inclose it in the empire.

And it is to be observed that this pussage is not an expression dropt
by chance from Tertullian, but makes a part of the force of his argument,
by which he proves against the Jews that Christ was the Messias, of whom
it was foretold that the uttermost ends of the carth were given Him for his
possession. e shows the accomplishment of this prophecy by enumerating
the chief nations already converted to Christianity and become subjects to
Churist, and among these nations he reckons the Britons, and even * those
parts of Britain where the Romans had no access.” Now, it had been to
expose himself to the contempt of the Jews, to bring this as an argument ot
Christ’s being the Messias foretold by the prophets, if the fact had been

anywise liable to doubt. So we may conelude that, by the beginning of

the third age, the Gospel was received in the extra-provineial parts of the
island, and at least some Christians even among the Caledonians ; and, by
consequence, date from that the first Conversion of the inhabitants of what
was afterwards called Scotland. As to the first messengers of the Gospel
among these inhabitants of the north of Britain, at this distance of time,
and for want of ancient monuments, we can expect no more certain account
of them than of the first apostles of so many other nations converted in
these first ages, such as Africa, Spain, and Britain itself, in general. But
whatever ignorance we are in of the manner how the light of the Gospel
was at first conveyed to these northern nations of Britain, and of the
instruments Almighty God was pleased to make nse of ; that onght not to
seem strange after the destruction of all ancient domestic monuments and
records of the Caledonians or Picts, nor make us anywise doubt of the
truth of a fact attested by a contemporary writer of such authority as

A. DL 209.
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Tertullian, and which, besides, agrees so well with the situation of affairs
in Britain in those times.

Almighty God has infinite means to bring about the designs of mercy
which He intends for any nation, and all instruments are sufficient.in his
hands. One’® poor captive woman was the occasion of the Conversion of
the nation of the Iberians; and Frumentius, a young boy, led captive into
the Indies, introduced among these people the Christian religion; and ou
many other occasions, Christians led in captivity have brought in the know-
ledge of truth into infidel nations. We have already scen, and it cannot
be doubted of, but the Caledonians and Meeates carried off many captives
from the provineial Britons in their frequent incursions, and no doubt in
these times, since the year 183, among these captives there were many
Christians of all degrees.

But whatever progress Christianity had made in these carly times in
the north of Britain, the uncertain state, and almost perpetual agitation
the inhabitants were in, by the frequent inroads made by the Caledonians
into the Roman provinces, and the Roman expeditions against them,
hindered, in all appearance, churches in those parts to be formed and
modelled into that regular order and discipline, which was settled almost
everywhere within the provinces entirely subjected to the Roman empire,
and governed by its polity and laws, which was in no manner the case of
that martial people, the Caledonians.

XIT. About this very time they were up in arms against the Romans, of
which Severus, the emperor, being informed, and that® the Mzates and
Caledonians had overrun and pillaged the Roman provinces in Britain, he
resolved to go himself upon an expedition against them. Ile marched,
therefore, into Britain with great diligence, and arrived before the cnemies
were aware of his march.

Dio, who, with Herodian, gives us the rclation of this expedition of
Severus, begins it with an account of these northern inhabitants of Britain.
He tells us they were known by the names of Mzate and Caledonii; that
the Mwmates dwelt next the walls, no doubt that of Adrian rebuilt by Severus ;
for he says that at that time the Romans possessed some more than the
half of the island, so he must have looked npon Adrian’s wall as the bounds
of the empire in Britain. Dio adds that the Caledonii dwelt next the

™ Roffin, Hist. lib. xii. ce. 9, 10.
® flerodian. lib. iii.  Dion, lib. lxxvi.
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Meeates, by which appears, what often hath been remarked, that the posses-
sions of the Mamats lay betwixt the two walls of Adrian and Antonine.
Besides these two names, Dio says these two people had other names of
distinction among themselves (such, perhaps, as Ptolemy the geographer

had given us account of), but that they were best known by these two of

Mzeates and Caledonians; he adds, that their countries were full of high
hills, marshes, and large plains uneultivated ; that their food was venison,
wild fruit, and what they got by spoil. e remarks in particular of their
customs, that they lived in tents and were extremely hardened to suffer
cold, hunger, and toil; that their arms consisted of short spears, dagyer,
and target; that their horses were of a little size but very swift, and thut
they were themselves very nimble; that they sometimes used to fight in
chariots, and Herodian adds that they used to engrave® on their bodies
the fgures of several beasts, that they wore no clothes on the parts marked
with these figures, that the figures might appear. This deseription, com-
pared with that which Claudian made of the Piets (ferro notatos (V) about
one hundred and fifty years afterwards, shows that the Caledonians were
the same people with the Piets, but of this elsewhere.

Severus being arrived in Britain with a most powerful army, the Cale-
donians, surprised with this sudden march, and with so great forces. sent
deputies to ask peacc and offer reparation of damages. But the Emperor.
being resolved not to return without a triumph and the sirname of Dri-
tannic, was decaf to their petitions, and sent back their deputics without
answer. And in the mcantime he made haste with all the preparations of
war, and being resolved to conquer the whole island to the outmost cxtre-
mities, he passed with his army over the fences and bulwarks which separ-
ated the provincials from the northern nations, and entered into Caledonia.

He met there with great difficulty to make passage to his army, being
obliged to cut down great woods, to level steep places, to make causewavs
or highways through the marshes, and bridges over the rivers. He had no
opportunity of a set battle, the enemies having retired themselves into the
woods, marshes, and stony ground, with all that belonged to them. They
did not assemble into a body of army, but baiting the Roman troops with
oxen and sheep which they exposed on purpose, the Romans, separating in

% grZores 1lerodian. lib. iii.
W * Ferroque notatas
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parties from the army to carry off the prey, were waylaid and cut off by the
enemies coming suddenly on them from their retreats. By these exeur-
sions and tumultuary fights the Caledonians destroyed greater numbers of
the Romans than if they had beat them in a set battle : so that, Dio says,’
that there perished fifty thousand men of the Roman army in that expe-
dition. :

But that did not discourage Severus from marching forward with his
army to the extremities of the island. There he observed the course of the
sun and the great inequality of nights and days in winter and summer in
those northern climates, by which it would appear that he spent at least
six months in this expedition; so that his return to the Roman provinee
could be no sooner than the following year, 210. After he had gone
through all Caledoaia to the extremities of Britain, he obliged th= enemies
to make a disadvantageous peace with him, with a loss of a part of the
territories they had possessed themselves of, but this treaty lasted not long.
The Caledonians, joined with the Meates, were soon in condition to take
back all they had lost, as we shall shortly see.

XIII. Meantime Severus being returned, after his northern expedition
to York, in order to secure the Roman provinces in Britain for the future
against the attempts of the northern nations, caused build a stately wall
from sea to sca through the island. This wall Spartian calls the greatest
ornament of his reign, “maximum® imperii ejus decus;” it was fortified
from place to place with castles, and was situate in the place where Adrian
built his wall betwixt Tync and Carlisle upon Eden, as we have endea-
voured to show at length elscwhere.®

Whilst the wall was a-building and the emperor at York at a distance.
the Caledonians first, and then the Meats, broke the peace and invaded the
territories they had been forced to abandon, upon which Severus resolved
upon another expedition against them, and commanded () the greatest
severity and cruelty to be used towards them. But whilst he was making
his preparations for this new war, he fell sick and died at York, .\. D. 211.
His eldest son, Antonine Caracalla, minding much more to settle him-
self in the empire than to follow out his father’s designs and revenge lhis
quarrels, made peace anew with the Caledonians, and soon aftcr made haste

® Spartian. in Severo. [e. xviii.]
® Crit. Essay, p. 13, &c.
© Dion, lib. lxxvi. ¢. 16,
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to get to Rome. By his retreat, if not by the treaty he made with them,
the Caledonians and Mzats remained masters of the debateable territories
betwixt the walls, having repossessed what Severus had taken from them.

XIV. We have no further account, during the most of this century, of
these northern unconquered nations of Britain ; but it appears by the acconnt
Dio(® gives, about the year 230, of the disposition of the Roman legions, that
these northern nations appeared to the Romans as formidable to the empire
as any of the most powerful nations that bordered upon it ; and that notwith-
standing the strong wall built in Northumberland, the Romans were obliged
to keep on that frontier, as great military forces as they did upon their
fronticrs, against the most warlike and powerful nations that lay around it.
For Dio remarks that at this time under the emperor Alexander, when he
was writing his history, there were two leg’ons kept upon the borders to
defend the provincial DBritons against the northern nations, whereas one
legion alone was thought sufficient to keep in awe all the rest of the
Britons; and the most that the Romans kept against the Parthians, the
Germans, and the other warlike nations, was two legious on cach frontier,
and in many places but one, as in the Ganls, in Spain, &e.

Dioclesian, created emperor A. D. 284, became, the vear following, by
the defeat and death of Carinus, peaceable possessor of all the empire, and
applied himself to repress all its forcign enemies, among others, by the title
of Britannic given him, it would seem that he had obtained, no doubt by his
licutenants, some advantage over the northern inhabitants of the island.
Soon after, Dioclesian associated Maximian Herculius to the empire. 1t
was by Maximian, that Carausius, by birth a Fleming, and skilled in navi-
gation, was placed commander of the coasts, against the invasions of the
Saxons and Franks who used to infest the seas and plunder the coasts of
the Roman provinces. But Carausius becoming suspected to Maximian,
to secure himself, revolted against him, and usurped the empire in Britain,
and became so powerful that Maximian, after useless efforts to repress him,
was forced at last to abandon Britain to him, A. D. 289, where he reigned
seven years. The interpolator of Nennius’ ® history svrites, that Carausius
fortifiel anew the Roman wall in Britain with seven towers against the
northern nations; but whether this was the wall of Severus in Northum-
berland, as by the dimensions that Nennius, and even the interpolator

@ Dion, lib. lv. e. 23. ) Nennins, ¢. xix.
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himself gives of it, would appear ; or the northern wall betwixt the friths,
as this interpolator by lis deseription of it gives us to understand ; nothing
can be determined from a writer who so visibly contradicts himself, besides
that the fact in itself is very dubious, having no other voucher for it but
such an uncertain and unskilled author as this interpolator seems all over
to have been.

However, about this time, the cmpire being attacked on all sides, the
emperors Dioclesian and Maximian, to fortify themselves against so many
foreign enemies, against whom they were not able themselves to march in
person, thought fit to raise Galerius, and Constantius Chlorus, to the dignity
of Cesars, A.D. 292. Thus the administration of the empire being
divided among these four princes, Constantius had for his share the Gauls
and Britain assigned him, with commission to march against Carausius,
who continued still in his usurpation. But whilst Constantius was prepar-
ing a fleet and forces to attack him, Carausius was killed by Allectus, who
succeeded him in his usurpation of the empire in Britain, and enjoyed it
about three years, till A. D. 296, that being pursued by Constantius, he
was killed in battle by the prefect Asclepiodotus. And thus the Roman
provinees in Britain were all reunited to the empire.

XV. Eumenius the orator relating the year following, 297, the reduc-
tion of Britain by Constantius, in a panegyric he pronounced in his honour
at Autun in the Ganls, compares this expedition of Constantius into Britain
with the exploits of Julius Ceesar against the Britons, and extols those of
Constantius beyond those of Julius Cesar, for this reason among others,
because, says he, the Britons® being in Cewsar’s time as yet unexperienced
in warlike discipline, accustomed only to fight with the Picts and Hibernians,
people half-naked, did easily yield to the Roman valour ; whereas in Con-
stantius’ time, the Britous having been long trained up in military discipline
under the Romans, the victory over them was more difficult, and, by conse-
quence, more glorious.

To pass by and leave to the grammarians and others the discussion of
the words “‘soli Britanni,” which our Buchanan among others hath can-
vassed thoroughly ; this passage shows, at least, that in Eumenius’ opinion,
an anthor of the third age, the Picts, who are mentioned here, for the first

@ Ad hoc natio tunc rudis, et soli Britanni Pictis modo et Hibernis assueta hostibus
adhuc seminudis, facile Romanis armis signisque cessere. Eumen. paneg. ix. ¢. 9.
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time we hear of them by that name, were believed to have been the most
aneient inhabitants of the north of Britain, and before Julius Czesar’s time,
and by consequence the same people so well known in the two former ages
by the name of Caledonians; and this testimony of Eumenius, for the
antiquity of the Piets or Caledonians in Britain, is so much the more
weighty, that he himself lived at Autun in the Gauls, where, as a place at
that time of great resort for learning, they had the best accounts of the
neighbouring nations, and that he pronounced this panegyrie in presence
of Constantius himself and of his officers lately returned from an expedition
in Britain.

Now that the Caledonians were the same as the Piets, we have already
seen that Herodian, describing them, tells us they used to engrave on their
skin several sorts of figures, whieh is plainly the Picts, as Claudian after-
wards describes them by their name of Picts. Nothing can be morc express
than the same Eumenius in another panegyric lie made about ten years
after this, in the presence of Constantine the Great. There, speaking of
the death of this Constantius, father to Constantine, he says that Con-
stantius, being invited to the society of the gods, thought it below him to
make any more eonquests on earth; he deigned not, says the orator, to
acquire the woods and marshes of the ‘“ Caledonians and other Piets,” no,
nor Ireland that lay next to theni, nor the Fortunate Islands, &e.

But we have treated this matter at full length clsewhere,® and shown
the occasion and origin of the new name of Picts, it having been at first
given to all the unconquered nations of the north of Britain. and of its
being appropriated at last to the ancient people of the Caledonians, with
whom, as the most powerful and famous among them, all the rest of the
unconquered ancient inhabitants of the north united for the preservation of
their liberty. But at this time there being others among them besides the
Caledonians, that still retained the ancient British custom of painting or
marking themselves, Eumenius’ expression ¢ Caledonum aliorumque Pie-
torum” is exact and conformable to the manners of that people in his time,
as if he had said, besides the Caledonians there are other people painted or
figured in the north of Britain.

From this follows, that all that hath hitherto been related of the Cale-
donians, and other unconquered people of the north of Britain, their wars

@ @rit. Es;uy, pp. 4272,
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against the Romans and provineial Britons, belongs properly to the history
of the Picts ; and by this also, and by what we have elsewhere set down at
more length, appears how groundless are the reasonings of those modern
erities, who pretend that the Picts were not settled in Britain till the third
or fourth aze, beeause they are not till then mentioned by the name of
Piets.

XVT1. But to return to the history. The persecution of the Christians
which had made many martyrs in the Gauls and other parts of the empire,
trom the beginning of Dioclesian and Maximian’s reign, broke out with
incomparable more fury, and extended to all the Roman provinees, by the
imperial ediet, published at Nicomedia, A. D. 303. This persecution
reached also the Roman provinces in Britain. For though Constantius,
who was averse to the persecution of Christians, had the government of
Britain in his share, yet, having as yet no more than the dignity of Cesar,
he was still under the jurisdietion of the emperors Dioclesian and Maximian,
and obliged to exeeute, or at least not to stop, the execution of their ediets.
Among'® those that suflered in the British provinees, S. Alban of Verulam,
and Julius and Aaron of Caerleon, were the chief. Gildas adds that many
other Christians were put to death in Britain with diversity of sufferings,
that those who eseaped the fury of the persecutors retired to woods and
deserts and hid themselves in eaves, and many more, no doubt, fled out of
the bounds of the empire to be out of the reach of the persecutors, by which
the number of Christians in the north of Britain must have been consider-
ably augmented, and their zeal animated by the example of so many whom
they beheld abandoning all, and redueing themselves to the greatest straits
to preserve the preeious treasure of Faith.

This persecution lasted in Britain but about two years. for A. D. 305,
Dioclesian and Maximian resigned the empire, upon which Galerius and
Constantius were declared Augusti, or emperors, and governed by a division
independently each of another; and the western provinces, Spain, Gauls,
and Britain, falling to Constantius’ share, the persecution ceased, and the
Christians were undisturbed in those parts.

XVII. The following year, 306, Constantius went over himself to Britain
with a resolution to make war upon the Caledonians and other Picts. He
was joined at his passage by his son Constantine, and after he had gained a

™ Gildas, ¢. vitd.  Bed. Hist. Eecles. lib. i. ¢. 7
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victory over the Picts, he died at York, where his son was immediately
proclaimed emperor by the soldiers in Britain: and soon after Constantine
hasted over to the Gauls, but was not owned emperor by Galerius Max-
imian, till he was forced to it, A. D. 308.

Thus Constantine, being firmly settled in the empire, took care, in the
first place, of the tranquillity of those parts where he had been first pro-
claimed emperor; and, as Lactantius'®) says, the first thing he did was to
secure full liberty to the Christians, by which was more fully verified what
Gildas® and Bede relate of the good effects of the cessation of the persecu-
tion in Dritain ; that the Christians repaired their churches which had been
ruined, and that they founded and erceted new ones to the memory of the
holy Martyrs, as troplies of their victory, kept the solemn festivals, and
celebrated the sacred Mysteries in their usual manner ; and from this time
we may date the flourishing statc of the Church in Britain, which hitherto
must have laboured under great difficulties, the governors of the provinces
before Constantius, and the generality of the people being set against the
Christians.

XVTIII. One of the first proofs we meet with of the settled condition of

the British Churches, is the number of bishops that were sent from Britain ©
to the Council of Arles, A. D. 314. There, among others, we find three
bishops of Britain subscribing to it, Eborius, bishop of York (which about
these times (O is thought to have enjoyed the primacy among all the British
bishops, as being the ordinary residence of the emperor when in the island.
and of the prefect of Britain), Restitutus, bishop of London, and Adelfius,
qualified de Civ. Colon. London. ‘Fhere were, no doubt, many more bishops
in Britain at this time, but in a cause such as was that treated in the
Council of Arles, it was enough to send one bishop out of each province in
name of the rest; and it is known that the Roman part of Britain at this
time consisted only of three provinces. So also in the following Councils
there is ground to believe that there were British bishops present at the
Council of Nice, A. D. 325, and at that of Sardica, A.D. 347, and Sulpitius
Severus,® a contemporary, assures us there were bishops from Britain
present at the Council of Rimini, 359.

@) Lactant. de Mortib. Persecutor.
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XIX. By this it is evident that Episcopal government was equally
established in the Church of Britain in the first ages as in all other Christian
Churches. And since the knowledge and doctrine of Christianity was
derived to the novthern parts of Britain from those of the south, there can
be no rational doubt made but the same kind of church government that
was in use in the south of Britain was equally dolivered to the Britons of
the north, with the rest of the doctrines and practices of Christianity, as
being that form of government which had been established by Christ and
his Apostles, and that it was received and established among the northern
Britons in proportion as Christianity itself was settled and extended, and
in that manner, and as far as that martial people were susceptible of Eccle-
siastical polity.

It is not unlike that both the doctrine and discipline of Christianity
made considerable progress among them in the reign of Constantine the
Great, since during all ‘that time we find no account in the Roman writers
of any invasion made by the (‘aledonians or Picts on the Roman provinces.
nor of any expedition of the Romans against them, except that perhaps the
expedition'® that Constantine made in Britain about the year 310, may
have been to repress some new motion of theirs.

is son Constans, as appears by Ammnrian,® made another expedition
to Britain against the same northern nations about the year 343, but that
part of Ammian where he had given the particular relation of that war is
lost.

XX. Towards the end of the reign of Constantius. A. D. 360, the same
author(® informs us that in Britain the Scots and Picts, two fierce people,
having broken the peace, were making havoc of the bordering provinees of
the empire; so that the provincials, mindful of the former invasions and
ravages of these enemies, were all struck with dread and terror. 'I'hese
news coming to the Cesar Julian, who was then at Paris, put him in great
solicitude and doubt what resolution to take; for he durst not go over in
person to the assistance of the Britons, as the emperor Constans had done
some years before, as we have seen, for fear of leaving the Gauls destitute
of a governor whilst they were threatened with invasion and war from the

) Euseb. Vit. Constant. lib. i. e. 25.

® Ammian. lib. xx. e. I.

> Cum in Britanniis Seotorum Pictorumque gentinm ferarum excnrst, rapta quiete
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Germans. Julian therefore sent Lupicinus, one of his generals, with new
forces to the Britons against the northern nations.  But Lupicinus, upon
suspicion, was soon recalled ; and Julian himself revolting about the same
time against the emperor Constantius his uncle, and being more intent
upon securing his title to the empire than about defending the bounds of it.
the Scots and Picts were left at full liberty to continue their incursions on
the Britons, and overrun the Roman provinees for some years.

XXI. This being the first time, as we have seen elsewhere,® that the
name of Scots is mentioned in authentic history, before we proceed to the
seriecs of Ammian’s relation of the Piets and Scots’ inroads in the Roman
provinces in Britain, it is of importance, towards setting in a better light
the following part of the history, to repeat here in short what hath been
said in the first part of this Essay, concerning the first entry and settlement
of the Scots in Britain.

Having in that first part shown, at least with great probability, that the
coming in and first settlement of the Scots, even to Ireland, eannot be
placed higher than about or after the times of the Incarnation, it follows in
course that their first entry to, and settlement in Britain, must be yet
posterior to that, since it is generally agreed that it was from Ireland,
that they came in immediately to the north of Britain, whereof the Cale-
donians or Picts were the most ancient known inhabitants. Venerable
Bede® leaves it uncertain whether it was by force or favour that the Scots
at first settled among the Picts. [Scoti] ¢“duce Reunda de Tlibernia egressi
vel amicitia vel ferro sibimet inter eos [Pictos] sedes quas hactenus habent
vindicarunt.” Bede adds, that the Scots, on their coming to Britain, settled on
the north side of the frith of Clyde, which had been of old the boundary of
the Britons and Picts in that western part of Britain. Bede informs us also
upon this occasion that the Scots in Britain were as yet, in his time, called
Dalreudini; and long after Bede, a writer(®) of the eleventh or twelfth age,
calls the kingdom of the Scots in Britain, before their union with the Picts.
Regnum Dalriete, the kingdom of Dalrede. The Irish give, at length. an
account of the origin of this name Dalrieda, which they derive from Eocha
or Carbre Rieda, as may be seen in their writers.® I shall only observe.
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that in the best copies of the aneient genealogy of the kings of Scots, we
find one Eoeha or Eedach Riada or Rieta,® son of Conar, in the thirteenth
generation or degree, before KEre, father to Fergus, commonly called
Fergus II. And thesc thirteen generations or descents, in the ordinary
computation (allowing thirty years to cach descent,) would amount to
more than three hundred years before this Iergus, son of Erc; so that if
this Eocha Riada be the same with Beda’s Reuda, first leader of the Seots
into Britain (as English and Irish writers affirm him to be), the plaeing
him, with the old genealogy, thirtcen generations before Fergus, son of Ere
(who lived in the end of the fifth and beginning of the sixth age), wonld
advanee the epoch of the Scots’ first eoming into Britain till about the
beginning of the third age, which would agree well cnough with the first
mention that Ammian makes of the Scots in Britain about the year 360 ;
since it eannot be doubted but they were come into that island some time,
before they could make such a figure as to be taken mnotice of with the
Picts as dangerous encmies of the empire, by so judicious a writer as
Ammian.  And even Ammian himself, though he doth not mention the
Scots in his history till the inroads that the Picts and they made into the
Roman provinees, A. D. 360, yet, in the short account he gives of them
for the first time on that occasion, he gives us clearly to understand that it
was not the first time that the Seots, in eonjunction with the Picts, had
ravaged the DBritish provinees, where, he says, the provineials were so
mueh more discouraged by these new invasions of the Picts and Seots, that
they were already quite spent and wearied with their former incursions
and ravages ;® < Praeteritarum cladium congerie fessas (provincias).

‘We have showed elsewhere(® that the Scots in Britain had not proper
kings of their own nation till Fergus, son of Ere, in the end of the fifth or
beginning of the sixth century. Till that time, and for some time after-
wards perhaps, they had still looked upon themselves as one people with
the Seots in Ircland, who eontinned after their first entry to Britain to flock
in to them yearly in great numbers, and to assist the Caledonians or Piets in
their expeditions against the Romans and Britons. But thongh in these
expeditions the Seots went generally with the Caledonians, yet it is like

@ Crit. Essav, Geneal. Table, p. 235.
" Ammian. lib. xx. c. 1.
> Crit. Essay, pp. 666-689.
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they had also chieftains of their own nation, even before they had kings
in Britain proper to themselves.

XXII. After this short, but necessary digression, on the Scots’ first
appearance in Britain, to return to the history, we have seen that, in the
year 360, the irrnption of the Picts and Scots, and their devastation of the
Roman provinces had been overlooked by the Ceesar Julian aspiring to the
empire ; and we do not find that, when he had attained it, during his short
reign, any stop was put to their incursions, nor during that of Jovian. So
it is no wonder that, upon Valentinian I. coming to the empire, A. D. 364,
among other Roman provinces invaded by the barbarous nations in their
neighbourhood, he found those of Britain ravaged not only by the Picts and
Scots, but that the example of their impunity had drawn in also upon the
Britons other new® ecnemies, to wit, the Saxons and the Attacotti. What
the Saxons were 1s well known, and we shall hear enough of them in the
sequel of this history. The Attacotti were, according to S. Jerome, a
British people. .\mmian calls them a warlike nation,  bellicosa hominum
natio.” Valentinian then finding the empire attacked all at once on so
muny sides, and not being in condition so soon to send succours to the
Britons, the Picts and Scots advanced daily in the British provinces, ravag-
ing all as they marched, carrying off captives, and reducing the Britons to
the greatest extremities. '

XXIII. Their® numbers and boldness increasing daily, they killed
Follataudus, the Roman general, and Nectarides, count of the maritime
coasts. An account of all this being brought to the emperor Valentinian,
so alarmed him, that he dispatched immediately over to Britain, first,
Severus, count of the domestics, whom he soon called back, and sent over
the general Jovinus, and caused quickly convey provisions and all things
necessary for a powerful army. At last, the emperor receiving daily more
frightful accounts of the progress of the enemies in Britain, thought fit to
confide the management of that war to one of the most famous generals of
the empire, Theodosius, father to the first emperor of that name. Him,
therefore, he sent over to Britain, and with him new and more considerable
forces.

Ammian® informs us on this occasion, that in one of the former books

@ Picti Saxonesque et Scoti et Attacotti Britannos @rnmnis vexavere innumeris.
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of his history he had given a deseription of Britain, but this book is lost.
which might bave given great light into the origins of several of the dif-
ferent inhabitants of the island. He only tells us here that those who
overrun the provinces of Britain at this time were the Picts, divided into
two people, the Dycaledones and the Vecturiones (of whom we have spoken
elsewhere),® the Attacotti, a warlike nation, and the Scots, who, all dis-
persing their forees in different bodies up and down the country, did abun-
dance of mischief to the provineials

"Theodosius, being arrived in Britain, divided also his army into several
bodies, and at first, passing by London, marched with expedition towards
the enemies, who being surprised unawares, and loaden with booty, he
forced them to retreat in haste, and abandon their prey, which he caused
restore to the owners, reserving only a share of it, to be distributed among
his soldiers. And having thus in a short time delivered the city of London
of the fears and difficuities it lay under from the enemies, he made his
entry into it as in triumph. And having informed himself of the state and
torces of the enemies, he found the only sure means to defeat them was to
draw them into ambushes, and by frequent and sudden incursions on them
to surprise them unawares. By all which it appears, that the Picts and
Scots had, before his arrival in the island, penetrated into the heart of Britain,
put London in terror and reduced it to straits, and that they appeared so
powerful to so valiant and experienced a general at the head of so great an
army, composed of the choice of the Roman legions, that he thought it not
advisable to hazard an open battle against them, but was forced to make
use ® of stratagems and sudden onsets to get the Roman provinces rid of
them.

XXIV. Theodosius having by those means defeated and put to flight
all these enemies of the empire, made it his next care to restore the cities
and garrisons, and having forced the Picts and their auxiliaries not only
out of the British provinces, but out of all that debateable tract of ground
that lay betwixt the southern and northern walls, whereof they had pos-
sessed themselves () as a part of their property, he pursued them over the
friths of Clyde and IForth. This expedition of Theodosius against the Picts

@ Crit. Essay, p. 82,
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and Scots is expressed in one word by the orator Pacatus, ® where he says
that this general reduced the Scots to their marshes, including the Picts
and Scots under one name, and designing the country, whither they were
pursued, by the name of Marshes, which agreces perfectly with the descrip-
tion that Dio ® and Herodian give of Caledonia, the ancient country of the
Picts or Caledonians, where the Scots had also begun to make an establish-
ment. The poet Claudian, in two of his panegyrics, is somewhat more
large on this expedition. In the first,() on occasion of the third consul-
ship of the emperor Honorius, A. D. 397, speaking of this genecral Theo-
dosius, grandfather to that emperor, he expresses himself thus : —

1lle leves Maaros, nec falso nomine Pictos
Edomnuit, Scotumque vago mucrone secutus
Fregit 1Iyperboreas remis audacibus undas.

And in another@ poem, the year following, he expresses this expedition
of Theodosius in these few words :—

Ille Caledoniis posuit qui castra pruinis,
...... Incaluit Pictorum sanguine Thule:
Scotorum cumulos flevit glacialis Ierne.

These cxpressions would scem at first to import that this Roman gene-
ral had chased the Seots over sca to Ircland and pitched his camp in
Caledonia; but we are not to press poetical hyperboles to the rigour of the
letter, otlierwise we must suppose that Theodosius pursued the Picts to
Thule, and there made a great slaughter of them, whereas it is like that
neither Claudian nor the Romans knew where Thule stood, and its situation
is still under debate. However, as to the Scots, I do not pretend that they
were by this time so well settled in the north of Britain that they never
used in whole or in great part to return to [reland. It appears to me more
likely that the Scots, at their coming from Ireland, having first planted
themselves in the neighbouring islands betwixt the north of Britain and
TIreland, and made other settlements by degrees in Cantyre, in Argyle, Lorn,
and in the other western coasts of the north of Britain, by force, or by

) Redactum ad paludes suas Scotum.  Lat. Pacat. paneg. xi. e 3.
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AL D. 367, tavour of the Picts, continued still to live in a close union with the Scots in
T Ireland, as being vne and the same people, coming over in greater or smaller
numbers from Ireland to Britain, as occasion offered, either to enlarge
their possessions, and some of them as aunxiliaries to go in conjunction
with the Picts in their expeditions or inroads into the Roman provinces,
and that in case of any great defeat, as it happened here, and a hot pursuit
by the Roman forces, the military men of the Scots had always safe retreat
into the isles, or even into Ireland, till the storm blowing over, and the
enemies retired, they might safely return thence back to their habitation
in the north of Britain, ready for a new expedition against the provincials
as a favourable opportunity presented itself. And I cannot but observe
here, that there is great appearance that this expedition of Theodosius,
followed by the total defeat of the Picts and Scots, and his forcing the Picts
out of their old possessions betwixt the walls, and, according to the rigour
of the letter of Claudian’s expression, his forcing back the Scots to Ireland ;
there is great appearance, I say, that this gencral defeat hath given the first
rise to the story delivered by Fordun of a total dissolution of the Scots
monarchy in Britain, which he supposes had been founded three hundred
vears before Christ, and lasted till towards the end of this fourth age, when
it was destroyed, says Fordun, together with that of the Picts, not by this
Theodosins, but by Maximus, who usurped the empire, A. D. 383. But
besides that we have shown, in the first part of this Essay, that there is no
solid ground for a Seottish monarchy in Britain in the times either of
Theodosius or Maximus, it is, in the first place, more consistent with
Fordun’s own chronology to attribnte this defeat of the Scots and Picts in
this fourth age by a Roman general, to Theodosius than to Maximus.
Secondly, we shall show, in its proper® place, that this story of Fordun
cannot agrec to the times of Maximus, nor to the circumstances of his
atfairs.

XXV. However that be, it is eertain that Theodosius, after having
civen this great overthrow to the Picts and Scots, and pursued them beyond
the northern wall betwixt the friths, fortified anew this wall, made it again
the boundary of the empire, as it had been settled about two hundred and
thirty years before under the emperor Antonine. But what is chiefly to be
remarked is, that the general Theodosins, by the emperor Valentinian’s

@ Tnfra, XXX.
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order, erected into a new provinee all the debateable ground, which was
formerly inhabited by the Meats, from the wall in Northumberland to the
wall betwixt the friths, and gave it the name of Valentia, and thus added
a fifth province in Britain to the four that were before; and in order to
defend this new province from the incursions of the Picts and Scots, the
Roman general settled strong garrisons(® at this northern wall, formerly
built by Antonine’s order, and having thus extended anew the bounds of
the empire to the friths, and settled peace and order in the British pro-
vinees, he returned with triumph to the emperor.

But all the precantions he had taken against the northern nations did
not hinder the Picts from seeking all opportunities to attack, and, at
last, recover their ancicnt possessions in this new erected province, which
they looked on as a part of their property. However, they lay quiet for a
season ; at least, we have no account of any new motion in these provinces
till towards the usurpation of Maximus.

XXVI. Meantime, this reduction of the debateable lands betwixt the
walls (which contain now the southern parts of Scotland) into a regular
province of the empire by Theodosius, and his establishing among the
inhabitants the Roman discipline and polity, was attended with a new
advantage, towards settling on a more lasting foot, among the Christians
in those parts, that order and apostolical form of government universally
practised in all other Christian countries from their first conversion, espe-
cially within the bonnds of the empire. 'We have scen® that the light of
the Gospel had been early derived from the provincial Britons of the south
to these inhabitants of the northern parts of the island betwixt the walls.
and with the other doctrines and points of the discipline of Christianity.
they conld convey no other form of church government to these new
Christians of the north, but what was in use ammong themselves in the
sonth ; and it cannot be doubted of, with any probable ground, but that the
Christians in the north, knowing no other but what they had received with
the elements of Christianity, practised the same discipline, as well in point
of church government as in all others, as far as the almost perpetual wars
they were engaged in could admit of. But whereas hitherto we have met
with no certain account of any one by name of their first apostles and
pastors, or of those that succeeded them, nor with any distinct account of

® Theodosius limites vigiliis tuebatur et praztenturis. Ammian. lib. xxviii. c. 3.
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the progress of Christianity among these northern inhabitants, no sooner
are they incorporated in the empire, by the erection of all betwixt the walls
into a Roman provinee, and the same form and polity established among
them as in the other provinees, but we begin to have a more distinct
account of the progress both of the doctrines and discipline of Christianity
among them, and the names of some of the chief instruments that Divine
Providence made use of towards procuring to them that happiness. The
first whose name we have on reeord is the great S. Ninian (called by the
vulgar S. Ringan), the apostle and first bishop of the southern Piets or
Caledonians. No doubt there were others before him among the British
inhabitants betwixt the walls, sinee we will see by his life that they were
generally all Christians, princes and people, before his time. But if anything
hath been recorded of the first bishops or other pastors of those parts, and
of their sueeessors, it hath been destroyed by the frequent wars and devas-
tations of those debateable lands, which so often changed masters. And we
might have remained in ignorance of S. Ninian, had not Venerable Bede
recorded in his history the name and charaeter of this holy bishop, and a
short aceount of his life and labours, whieh gave oeeasion to S. Ailred,
abbot of Rievaux, in the twelfth age, to write his life at large from such
monuments as remained of it in his time.

XXVII. Before I enter into the detail of S. Ninian's life, I cannot but
desire the reader to observe, on occasion of this holy bishop, the unaccount-
able confidence with which the Presbyterian writers, especially in Seotland,
in order to justify their new plan of church government set up at the
Reformation (which was begun and carried on by mere laymen, or at most,
by simple presbyters), have endeavoured to obtrude on our countrymen a
fabulous seheme of a primitive ehurch government in Seotland by presby-
ters and monks, without either episcopal authority or ordination, as Blondel
and others, their brethren in foreign parts, have endeavoured to improve this
invention and impose it upon the Christian world abroad ; and all this upon
no better ground originally than that of one only passage of John I'ordun, a
writer of the latter end of the fourteenth age. 'Whilst we have at the same
time certain accounts, both from monuments of history before Fordun, and
from Fordun himself, of S. Ninian, S. Patrick, S. Palladius, S. Servanus,
S. Ternan, S. Kentigern or Mungo, all of them bishops, and all either

@ Tlist. Eccles. lib. iii. c. 4.
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natives of the northern parts of Britain, or Scotland, or exercising there the
Episcopal authority and functions, before there is mention so much as of
the name of any one presbyter or moxnk exercising the function of preacher,
doctor, or minister of the Word and Sacraments in our country. But of
this famous passage of Fordun we shall have more oceasion to speak in its
proper place; it suffices to have marked here that the first preachers of the
Gospel, or ministers of the Word and Sacraments in Scotland, whosc names
we have account of, were all bishops.

XXVIIL To return to S. Ninian's life, written by S. Ailred. Thus
the life begins: S. Ninian, savs Ailred,’® was born in that country of the
north western part of Britain, where the occan, as it were, stretching forth
its arms, and forming on each side an angle, divides Scotland from England.
This is clearly Galloway, in its old extent. And what the author adds,
that this country, cven to later times, had a king of its own; as we are
informed, says he, not only by history.® but even from the memory of
some yet alive; this, from a writer of the twelfth age, confirms what we
have said elsewhere of the kingdom of the Britons in the west of Scotland
subsisting till the tenth or eleventh age.

The Saint was born of Christian parents. His father was king or
prince of that eountry. No it is like he was born before the expedition of
the General Theodosius, who erected that country, as we have seen, into a
Roman provinee, by the name of Valentia, A. D. 369. Modern writers ¢
place his birth about the year 360. Whilst Ninian was as yet a child, he
showed great devotion ® to churches (by which it appears, at least, in
Ailred’s judgment, that this country was then generally all Christian, since
there were in it churches set up). Ninian was sober in diet, says Ailred,
sparing words, applied to reading and studies, grave in his behaviour,
vigilant to subject the flesh to the spirit. At last, by the inspiration of the
Holy Ghost, despising rickes and all human grandeur, and renounecing all

=" Vita S. Niniani, per Ailredum, abbatem Rievall. [Vitae Antiquae Sunctorum in
Scotia ; vita Niniani, ¢, i.]

® (Ninianus ortus in ea Britannie insula regione) quea in oceiduis insulw partibus,
ubi oceanus, quasi brachium porrigens, et ex utraque parte quasi duos angulos faciens,
Scotornm nuunc et Anglorum regna dividit, coustituta, qua usque ad novissima Anglorugn
tempora proprium habuisse regem, non solum bistoriarum fide, sed et quorumdam memoria
comprobatar.  Pater ejus rex fuit, religione Christianus, &c.  Ailred. ibid. [Vita
Niuiani, c. i.]

© Ussher, Ant. Brit. Chron. A. D. 360.

@ e Mira illi circa ecclesias devotio erat. Ailred. ibid. [Vita Niniani, e. i.]
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carnal affections, this noble youth resolved to go abroad for his spiritual
improvement. Having, therefore, passed over the sea, he travelled through
the Gauls and Italy to Rome, and there addressed himself to the Pope (who,
it is like, at that time, was Damasns, a person of great sanctity and
learning), and having exposed to him the motives of his journcy, the Pope,
commending his devotion, received him with a fatherly tenderness, and
committed him to the care of masters fit to instruct him in the Holy Scrip-
tures, and in the doctrine and discipline of the Church. The pious youth
applied himself with great avidity to the study of the Word of God, and of
the holy fathers, laying up in his heart treasures of Christian verities for
the nourishment of his own interior man, and in due time fit to be poured
out for the spiritual comfort and instruction of others. Thus, being chaste
in body, and prudent in mind, provident in counsels, and circumspect in
all his actions, he gained the commendation of all, and became daily more
in favour with the supreme bishop, says Ailred.

XXIX. Whilst Almighty God, in the order of his providence, was thus
preparing at Rome S. Ninian for the apostolical function of the conversion
of the southern Piets, he was about the same time fitting out, among the
natives of the snme country of the north of Britain or Scotland, another
vessel of election to be the apostle of the neighbouring island. For it was
about this time, when the Romans, by the ercetion of the new province of
Valentia, were in possession of all betwixt the walls, from Northumber-
land to the friths, that the Loly bishop, S. Patrick, Apostle of Ireland, was
born, A. D. 377, upon the confines of this Roman provinee, at Kilpatrick,
ncar Aleluyd, or Dunbritton, in the north of Britain, as all the learnedest
among the Irish, as well as other foreign writers, do now agree.®  Tlis
episcopal character, his quality of Apostle of Treland, his labours in propa-
gating the Gospel, his zeal and eminent sanctity of life, all this in general
appears certain beyond any rational doubt. But as to the precise year of
his birth, or that of his death, and indeed as to the chronology of his life
and detail of his actions, it appears almost impossible to distinguish what is

@ Ussher, Ant. Brit. pp. 426, 427, & Ware, Seript. Ilibern. p. 101.  Colgan,
Trias Thaumaturg. p. 223, &e. Flaherty, Ogyg. p. 39i. Cave, Script. Eeclesiast. p. 271. edit.
Colon. A. D. 1720. Act. Sanctor. Bolland. ad 17 Martii. Mabillon, Annal. Benedict.
tom. i. p. 207. ‘Tillemont, Hist. Eccles. tom. xvi. p. 455. Baillet, Vie des Saints, an 17
Mars, &e. [See, on the other hand, Lanigan's Ecclesiastical History of Ireland, volume
first, chapter third, for the arguments in favour of Boulogne-sur-mer being the birth-
place of S. Patrick.]
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certain from what is dubious, notwithstanding the large and learncd
dissertations that Ussher, Bollandus, and others, have written upon the
subject. And the great number of lives, by different authors, collected by
Colgan and others, seem to some of the learncd writers of later times rather
to embroil the history of this Saint, and perplex the reader, than to con-
tribute to any distinct account of his life and actions.

But the honour our country hath by S. Patrick’s being a native of it,
and more yet, the obligations that the Scots even of Britain owe to him
and his disciples, for the establishment and propagation of Christianity, as
well among the Scots of Britain as among the Irish, renders it a duty on
whoever undertakes the ecclesiastical part of the history of the north of
Britain or Scotland, to give some account of what appears most assured of
this holy bishop.

Among the various monuments of his history, nothing appears to me a
more proper voucher, and more assured foundation to go upon, than the
short writing commonly called his Confession, which is generally estecimed
his own work, is quoted by the ancientest authors of his life, and contains
an account of him as an apostolical man, incomparably more answerable to
that character than any onc of his lives, or all of them together : besides
that the style of this writing appears to some of the best judges® of
ancient picces to agree well to the times and circumstances of the Saint.
We will not meet in this picce, says this learned and judicious® writer,
with many miracles, or any long detail of facts, as in the vulgar lives of
S. Patrick, but there is enough to support and maintain the great venera-
tion which the Scots and Irish justly have for his memory ; and that better,
perhaps, than that multitude of stupendous miracles. many of them not very
likely or credible, to say no more, that we meet with in the legends pub-
lished upon his life. There are, indeed, but few miracles marked in his
Confession, but, on the other hand, there are several visions in it, and the
Saint owns that Almighty God was pleased to manifest sometimes to him
in an extraordinary manner what his will was over him. Nor ought it to
be wondered at, that in an apostolical undertaking, where he had to over-
come oppositions on all hands, friends as well as enemies, Almighty God
should inspire and dircet, as He had donc the Prophets and Apostles, a
Saint who rescmbled them so much in his conduct, and in the success of his
ministry.

@ Tillemont, Ilist. Eccles. tom. xvi. pp. 784, 785.
® [bid. p. 455.
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As to the chronology of his life, than which nothing can be more intri-
cate, the learned continuators of Bollandus’s Saints lives, have been at
great pains to examine and endeavour to settle it, as much as is possible in
a dissertation on the subject, which I shall generally follow, referring to
the dissertation itself for the proofs and particulars, as also for the detail
of his actions, which they have taken from the various writers of his life.
And shall content myself with a few more certain and more probable facts
taken especially from his Confession or Apology.

S. Patrick was born, as was said, in the north of Britain or Seotland, at
Kilpatrick, near Dunbritton, upon the confines of the new-crected Roman
provinee of Valentia, as we have observed from the consent of all the
learnedest writers of all countries; by the quality of his father Calphurnius,
a Decurion, it appears he was of a Roman or provincial British extraction,
and noble family. God, who had designed him for the laborious work of
the eonversion of a barbarous nation, whose tongue he understood not, began
carly to prepare him, by a particular dispensation of his providence, for that
undertaking. Tt hath been elsewhere observed that, besides those Scots
that had already begun to settle in Britain, many others of the Scots used
in these early times, and continued till they were fully established as a
distinguished nation in Britain, to come over immediately from Ireland
and join as auxiliaries with the Scots already settled there, and with the
Picts, ancient inhabitants of the north of Britain, in their expeditions and
inroads into the Roman provinces of that island, whence they were accus-
tomed to carry off with them prey and captives. In one of these inroads.
N. Patrick, being then about sixteen years of age, was carried off by these
Scots auxiliaries, with many other captives, to Ireland, from the province
of Valentia, in the extremities of which he was born.

The holy man acknowledges, with great humility, that this calamity fell
upon him and others, his countrymen, for their sins, their forgetting of God,
not observing his commands, nor hearkening to the cxhortations of their
pastors, *sacerdotibus® nostris” (which, in the style of that age, signifies
bishops as well as priests), and by this it appears that there was a formed
Christian Church at this time in those parts of Scotland, composed of pastors

@ JIiberione (i. e. Hibernia) in captivitate abductus sum cum tot millibus hominum,
sccundum merita nostra, quia a Deo recessimus, et prccepta ejus non custodivimus, et
sacerdotibus nostris non obedientes fuimns, qui nostram salutem admonebant, &c. Confess.
S. Patricii, edit. Ware, p. i.
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and people. 8. Patrick was sold in Ireland to a master, who put him to
keep swine in the hills and woods, where he suffered hunger,(® cold, and
nakedness, exposed to the rain, snow, and frost; he tells that amidst these
*humiliations and sufferings, God took pity on him, opened the eyes of his
soul, touched him with a due sense of his bygone faults, and made him re-
turn to God with all his heart; that he recurred to prayer and fasting, and
having sought God with all his strength, he found Him, and his faith. the
fear and love of God, augmented daily in him, and that during his captivity
he gave himself much to prayer, day and night. Amidst these pious exer-
cises and sufferings he acquired the language of the inhabitants, and by
that means he was prepared, by Divine Providence, to become one day the
Apostle and instructor of that nation.

He passed six years in this first captivity, and then was wonderfully deli-
vered, and returned back to his parents in the north of Britain. After some
years’ travelling abroad, he was again made captive by other enemies, but
soon set at freedom, and came(®) back again to his parents, who used all
means to persuade him to abide with them. But being admonished by
visions from heaven, that God had made choiee of him for the conversion
of Ireland, that he would have much to suffer, but that God would support
him with his Spirit which prayed in him, he resolved to travel again abroad
for his further improvement in piety, and in the knowledge of divine truths.

The writers of his life give large accounts of his several voyages of de-
votion, into Gaul and Italy, towards the end of the fourth, and beginning
of the fifth age, before his mission to Ircland. During the course of these
voyages, he visited the monasteries and other places most renowned in these
times for piety, learning, and regnlar discipline; such as S. Martin’s at
Tours, S. Honorat’s at Lerins, S. Amator’s and S. German’s at Auxerre.
In each of these he abode some years, and improved himself by the great
examples and holy exercises that he met with in these sacred asyles of the
true spirit of Christianity, and by the conversation of the great men that
governed them, especially of S. German of Auxerre. All this may be
found at large in the several writers of his life, and collected in a more
regular order by the learned continuators of the Bollandian(®) Acts. I have
here put together this short account of the first part of his life and actions,

@ Confess. S. Patricii, edit. Ware, p. 6.
® Ibid. p. 9.
<, © Act. SS. Bolland. ad 17 Martii.

A.D.377.
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that T might not be obliged to interrupt it with the civil transactions of
Britain, which were very remarkable in these times.

XXX. Andin the first place, A. D. 335, Maximus, being proclaimed by
the Roman soldiers in Britain, usurped the empire, and passed over immedi<*
ately to the Gauls, with all the forces he could make, The Chronicle(®)
published under the title of Tiro Prosper, Gregory of Tours,® and Sigebert,
relate that Maximus, before he left Britain, attacked with great vigour
and repressed the Picts and Seots, who had made incursions into the Roman
provinces. The authority of Sigebert, who it is like copied the two others,
was the chief foundation on which our histortan Fordun, and his followers,
built the story of the dissolution of the monarchy of the Scots in Britain
by Maximus; vet, according to Fordun’s own calenlation, this dissolution
must have happened about the year 360, when Maximus was as yet a
private man, for he says(c) their exile out of Britain lasted forty or forty-
three years; and he places their restoration A. D. 403, so this defeat of the
Scots, if true. would agree much better, (as we observed(®) already,) to the
General Theodosius, than to Maximus.  Besides that, Severus(e) Sulpitius,
Zosimus,(*) and other writers near the time, make no mention of Maxinus,
his gaining any victory in Britaln, or making any war, nor so much as of
his having had any command, till he usurped the cmpire; and they add,
that upon his usurpation and revolt, he immediately passed over to the
Gauls, and that ~o suddenly, that he surprised the emperor Gratian unpre-
pared, and being thercfore abandoned by his soldiers, was killed at Lyons.
All which seems to leave no room for Maximus losing any time before he
left Britain, to march against the Picts and Scots.

But we have scen elsewhere(® that the whole story of a dissolution and
restoration of a Scots Monarchy in Britain in Maximus’ time is a mere inven-
tion, chiefly perhaps devised to elude the force of the proofs drawn against
Fordun’s system, from the remains of our ancient chronicles written before
their destruction or dissipation by King Edward 'L, in ail which remains,
Fergus, son of Iire, is called the first king of the Scots in Britain, whicl
at once, ruining all Fordun’s additions to the fabric of the high antiquities of
Scotland, begun before his time, he was under a nccessity to find ous this
and such other machines to support them.

» Tir. Prosper, Chron. apud Canis. ) Sever. Sulpit. Hist. Eccles.
® Greg. Turon. llist. Sigebert, Chron. *r Zosim. Ilist.
() Fordun, edit. Hearne, lib. ii. c. 43. &' Crit. Essay, pp. 744, 745, &e.

“ Supra, XX1V.
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However Maximus having carried over with him to the Gauls, as
Gildas® relates, the flower of the British youth, gave a fair opportunity
to the Scots to extend their habitations in the north of Britain, and to the
Picts to return and possess themselves anew of their ancient conquests in
the province of Valentia; which Divine Providence made nse of towards
the propagating of Cliristianity among them.

XXXI. For it was about these times that S. Ninian®) before mentioned
having now passed several years at Rome, employed in the exercises of
piety, in the study of the Seriptures, and of the doetrine and diseipline of
the Chureh, and being looked upon as a person of eminent virtue, the Pope
also being informed that. there was a nation in the north-western part of
Britain that had not yet embraced the Christian faith, promoted Ninian to
the episcopal degree, and gave him mission to preach the Gospel to that
people.

Ninian, in his return from Rome, was moved with an earnest desire to
visit the great S. Martin, bishop of Tours, famous for his sanetity and
miracles: whereupon he diverted from his journey to that city, where S.
Martin received him with great respect, knowing by revelation, says Ailred,
that Ninian was extraordinarily sanctified by God, and destinated to be the
happy instrument of the salvation of many.

This shows that S. Ninian’s return to Britain was before the year 397,
in which S. Martin dicd, according to the more common opinion.

S. Ninian having taken leave of S. Martin continued on his journey to
Britain, and arrived in Valentia, his own country. His long absence, the
report they had heard of his eminent sanetity, and the progress he had made
at Rome in the knowledge of divine truths, drew great multitudes of the
Christian people of these parts together, to welcome him at his return and
receive him with great joy and thanksgiving to God, because they looked
on him as a prophet. The holy man, profiting of these marks of esteem
and confidence of the people, set himself immediately to reform all abuses
that might have crept in among them, and having purged their minds from
errors, he instructed them in the duties belonging to good Christians, and by
works and examples showed himself a pattern of all virtue and piety, all
which he confirmed by frequent miracles. Having thus reduced the ancient
Christians of these parts to the knowledge and practice of the obligations
of their holy profession, he then proceeded to gain over to it by degrees the

@ Gildas, e. ii. ® Vita S. Niniani, [e. ii.]

A. D. 385.
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other inhabitants in their neighbourliood, to wit, the southern Picts. But
the progress of the Gospcl among these last, was much retarded by the
motions they were in, and by those of the Roman troops against them,
towards the end of this age, and beginning of the next.

NXXXII For the Picts and Scots had not failed, as we observed, to lay
hold of the favourable opportunity that was offered them, by Maximus
his carrying over with him to Gaul so many of the regular troops, and of
the Hower of the British youth; upon which, it appears by the account
which Claudian the poct gives in the Panegyric of Stilicho, that by the
vear 39%, the Piets and Neots had made such progress in ravaging the
ucighbouring provinees of Britain, that they were quite ruined, that they
lived in perpetual dread and terror of the Picts; that these were joined by
the Seots, not only of Britain, but by new levies of Scots from Ircland; that
an aceount of this miserable state of the British provinees being brought to
Stilicho, the Roman general under the emperor Honorius, he sent over
new forces to Britain, and having beat out the Picts and Scots from the
Roman provinces, he cansed fortify anew the northern wall against their
irruptions.  For thus (‘laudian brings in Britain, lamenting her perishing
condition till NStilicho sent in forces to her succour against the Picts and
SNcots.

* Me quoque vicinis perenutem gentibus, inquit, (Britannia)
Munivit Stilicho, totam cum Seotus Iernem
Movit, et infesto spumavit remige Tethys.
lllius effeetum euris, ne bella timerem
Scotiea, ne Pietum tremerem, &e.

But this fortifving the wall by Stilicho, and his placing anew guards and a
carrison on the frontiers of Valentia to overawe the Scots and Picts, and
proteet the British provincials againt them, is more fully expressed in
another passage of the same poet, where, giving account of the several
legions which, by Stilicho's order, came to join him, A. D. 402, against
the Goths, before the battle of Pollentum, he thus marks among others
the Roman troops that guarded the wall in DBritain, against the Scots and
Picts ;
" Venit et extremis legio praetenta Britannis.

Quie Scoto dat fraena truci, ferroque notatas
Perlegit exanimes Picto moriente figuras,

2 Clandian. de Landib, Stilichon. lib. ii. @ Clandian. de belio Getieo.
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The poct, by an ordinary metaphor, calls the forces that guarded the fron-
tiers of the British provinces a legion, though there needed always more
than one legion to oppoese those northern enemies. But the deseription he
gives here of the Piets, as having figures imprinted with iron on them,
agrees exaetly, as we have seen elsewhere,(®) with the desecription that
Herodian gives of the Caledonians, and proves them eclearly to have been
the same people under their old name of Caledonians and new name of Picts.

XXXIII The most part of the Roman forees being thus removed from
the borders, and called over by Stiliecho, the Piets and Scots failed not to
break through the wall, and enter the provinee of Valentia, and they had
so much the more favourable opportunity to overrun the British provinees,
that, besides that the frontiers were in great measure denuded of their
wonted garrisons, the rest of the Romans and Provineials in Britain were
in great confusion in these times, by placing or displacing new tyrants or
usurpers of the empire.

For, A. D. 407, the soldiers®® in Britain set up one Mareus for emperor,
and soon after put him to death, and in his place ereated one Gratian, and
gave him the ornaments of the empire; but they also soon wearied of him,
and after four months’ reign killed him, and elected for emperor one Cons-
tantine, a common soldier, who had no merit but that of Lis name. Thus
there were no less than four tyrants or usurpers in Britain, including
Maximus, in the space of little more than twenty years. This no doubt
gave occasion to S. Hicrome, writing against Jovinian about the year 412,
to call Britain a province(®) fertile of tyrants; and this shows, as we else-
where® observed, that the expression ¢ Britannia fertilis provineia tyran-
norum et Scoticee gentes,” &e., is not Porphyrius’ words, whe had no oceasion,
when he wrote that book against the Christians, to give that character to
Britain, but S. Hicrome’s own, on occasion of so many little tyrants he
had seen arise in that island.

Constantine, the last of these usurpers, passed immediately over to Gaul,
taking along with him what remained of regular forees in Britain, leaving
the Provineials a prey to their enemies, with vain hopes of being succonred,
if attacked, but he was no sooner arrived in the Gauls with his forces, than

@ Supra X1
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@ Crit. Essay, p. 514.

P

A. D. 402




AL D. 407,

4 CIVIL AND ECCLESIASTICAL Booxk 1.

~

the Picts and Scots, according to their custom, embraced that favourable
opportunity, and broke inupon the British provinces. The Britons despairing
of obtaining assistance cither from Constantine, wholly taken up with securing
his title to the empire in Gaul and in Spain, or from the Emperor Honortius,
not able to defend even the capital of the empire attacked by Alaric, the
Britons, I say, having no more hopes of assistance from the Romans, and
being encouraged, says Zosimus,(®) by letters from Honorius to do the best
for themselves, resolved at last to shake off their dependence on the Roman
empire and put themselves at liberty, and endeavour to defend with their
own forces their country against their enemies. Thus Britain ceased to be
a part of the empire A.D. 409, about four hundred and seventy years after
Julius Ceesar first entered the island about the year 55 before the Incarnation.
The Britons® found in a short time that they had presumed too much on
their own forees, and after a struggle of a few years, they saw themselves
so overpowered by the Piets and Scots, that they were forced to have a new
recourse to the Romans, their old masters; as we will see, after having first
considered the progress of Christianity in the north of Britain, by the
apostolical labours of S. Ninian.

XXNXIV. This holy bishop® had now preached some years to the
Picts and other inhabitants of the north of Britain, and propagated the light
of the Gospel among them. He made his chief residence in Galloway, his
native country, at a place rendered from his time, famous by the church he
caused build there, all of cut stone, which it scems was such a rarity among
the Britons of those parts, that it gave the name of Candida Casa or white
louse, vulgarly Whithern, to the town in all after times. This church he
dedicated to God, under the title and in memory of S. Martin, and estab-
lished it the episcopal scat of these parts. Camden guesses this to be the
town called by Ptolemy the geographer, Leucopibia, which he thinks is an
error of the copyists instead of Aevkowidia, which hath the same signification
in English, to wit, white houses. But the origin which Bede gives to the
name is more natural, and not so far-fetched. To the church that Ninian
built, was no doubt joined his monastery or seminary, for such was the
custom of all these holy bishops, who planted or promoted the work of the
Gospel, in order to have a retreat for themselves amidst their labours,

® Zosim. IHist. lib. vi.
® Bed. Hist. Eccles. lib. i. ¢. 12.
® Vita S. Niniani, [e. ii.]
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and a proper place for breeding young churchmen to succeed in the sacred
ministry.

S. Ninian's'® preaching was attended with many miracles, which Al-
mighty God wrought by him, in confirmation of the doctrine he taught.
Among others, a prince of that country named Tuduvallus, who had been
struck with blinduess for his opposition to truth, was, upon his repentance,
restored to his sight by the prayers of the holy man. 8. Ailred marks parti-
cularly in his® life that he ordained priests, consecrated bishops, and that
he divided the country into different districts, for the more convenient
service and instruction of the people. The word parochia signified of old
as well dioceses as what we now call commonly parishes, which last, by
all that I can find, were not generally established, even in the south of
Britain, till several ages after this, by Theodore, Bishop of Canterbury.

In those ordinations of bishops and priests, and in the distribution of
the country into distriets, the holy bishop, in forming this infant church,
followed the model and order of canonical discipline which he had been
taught from his youth, and seen everywhere practised during his travels
through the south of Britain, in the Gauls, and in Italy, and which he knew
was the universal practice of the Church in that and all former ages, and
in all countries where Christianity was established.  And though we had
no other authority that this was the discipline and form of government
observed among the ancient Christians of the north of Britain or Scotland,
from the beginning of Christianity settled among them, or at least, as soon
as the disposition of the civil state counld allow a fixed and regular diseipline
to be settled among them ; though, I say, we had no other authority for
this but that of Ailred, a writer of the twelfth age, grounded upon what
remained of ancient records in the monastery of Candida Casa, or Whithern,
and on the constant tradition in his time, yet this alone would I hope suf-
fice, in the judgment of all impartial readers, to prescribe against the notion
of a pretended primitive Church government without bishops, in Scotland,
before S. Palladius his time, advanced without any other authority but
that of John Fordun, a writer of the end of the fourtcenth age. But of
this elsewhere(® at more length.

@ Vira 8. Niniani, [e. ji.]

® Qrdinavit Presbyteros, Episcopos eonsecravit, et totam terram per certas parochias
divisit. Ibid. [ vi.]

«© Infra, XXXIX, XL.
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It is also remarked by S. Ailred in the life of S. Ninian, that among
other holy exercises of prayer and lecture, in which he spent in his retire-
ments the time he could spare from his episcopal functions, one of his chief
applications was to teach and instruct the youth, and cultivate them with
the study of letters, as it was the general practice of all the first preachers
of the Gospel among the uncultivated nations, in order to polish them, to
root more decply among them the knowledge of the truths of religion, and
transmit them to posterity. This, we shall see, was practised also by S.

’atrick, and other apostolical men among the Irish. Thus S. Ninian
received, in his monastery at Whithern, the children of the nobles and
commons of the country, taught them sacred letters and sciences, and took
a special care to form their manners to piety, as 2 most effectual means to
enable them, by the edification of their lives and good odour of Christian
virtues, to draw others to the knowledge of the truth, and at the same time
to breed such among them, in whom he saw marks of divine vocation, to
the ecclesiastical functions, in order to keep up the succession of pastors,
and carry on the work of the Gospel. We have been informed alrecady by
Allred, that for this end the holy man ordained priests and econsecrated
bishops of the choice of his disciples, whom he had trained up in the same
manner that he himself, according to Bede, had been instrueted in Rome in
the faith and in the mysteries of trnth; by which we see that the faith
and mysteries of the true religion in which the primitive Christians, young
and old, of the south and west of Scotland, were instructed by S. Ninian,
were the same that he himself had been bred up to at Rome.  This was the
doetrine aud this the form of discipline which he instilled more particularly
in the hearts and minds of his diseiples. The cultivating these tender
plants, and forming them to be one day worthy labourers in the vineyard
which he had planted, was all his comfort and refreshment, when, amidst his
toilsome voyages and laborious exercises of his episcopal functions, he
retired to his monastery of Candida Casa, or Whithern. And thus it was
that 3. Ninian spent the rest of his days.

As to his death, though it did not happen till some years after this, yet
not knowing the preeise year of it, (only that it is believed to have happened
about the year 430 or 432,) and not to be obliged so soon again to interrupt
the series of the civil and military transactions, I shall here add what

) Plures interca tam nobiles, quam mediocres, filios suos viro sancto sacris litteris tra-
dunt imbuendos, quos scientia erudiebat, moribus informabat, &e. Vita S. Niniani, [c. x.]
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further account we have of him. S. Ninian having spent about thirty
years, from his return to his country, in forming and cultivating the Chris-
tians of these parts, as well by the example of his life as by his preaching
and miraeles, being perfeet in virtue and well advaneed in years, was called
by Almighty God to receive the reward of his labours, on the sixteenth day
of September, on whieh his memory hath ever sinee been eclebrated by the
Church. He was buried in® the church of S. Martin at Whithern; there
his body lies, says Bede, with those of many other saints; there his relies
were kept in great veneration, and honoured by the devotion and pilgrimages
made to his shrine by the faithful of all degrees, from our kings to the
meanest subjeets, down till the times of the destruetion of all monuments
of the piety of our ancestors, and of their gratitude to the memory of those
blessed instruments whom God has been pleased to make use of, towards
rooting out idolatry and planting and cultivating true religion among us.

XXXYV. The progress of the Gospel was frequently interrupted in the
latter years of S. Ninian, by frequent wars betwixt the provincial Britons
and the northern nations. The Britons having, as we have said, shaken off
their dependenee on the Roman empire, A.D. 409, resolving to defend
themselves by their own forces against their common enemies the Picts,
assisted by the Scots, found soon, by fatal experience, that they had presumed
too much on their national forees, for having more than once ® been deprived
of all the military experienced soldiers, and of all the flower of the British
youth, earried over to the Gauls by the usurpers, what remained, being
generally unaceustomed to war or military diseipline, they lay exposed as a
prey to their enemies. Wherefore, after a faint resistanee in the beginning,
finding themselves overpowered by their encies, after having lain groaning
under their oppression during several years, they at last found themselves
obliged to make new application to the Romans, eraving in a lamentable
manner their assistance, and promising again an entire subjection to the
empire, provided that by their means they were freed from the oppression
of their enemies. Upon this the Romans sent over forces to the Britons,
whieh falling'® on the Scots and Picts made great slaughter of them, and
beat them out of the bounds of the British provinees; and having thus

® Cujus (Niniani) sedem episcopalem sancti Martini e'piscopi nomine ct ccelesia
insignem, ubi ipse (Ninianus) etiam corpore una cum pluribus sanctis requieseit.  Hist.
Eccles, lib. iii. c. 4.

® Bed. Hist. Fecles. 1ib i. c. 12,
© Gildas, e, xii. Bed. Hist. Eccles. lib. i. c. 12.
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delivered them from oppression, ordered them, for a further security, to
repair or rebuild the ancient wall betwixt them and the Piets and Scots,
and so the Roman auxiliaries left them and departed home with trinmph.

This wall the Britons, having more skill in that kind of structure,
built of turf rather than of stone, so it proved but a feeble defence to them.

Bede gives® a distinct account of this wall, and says it was built be-
twixt the friths of Clyde and Forth; that it began at a place called Pencl-
tun or Penuahel.  Nennius,® or rather his interpolator, says it was called
Cenueil in the Scot’s language, that is, the head of the wall; it is like the
same place since called Kineil, about two miles distant from Abercorn
‘where in Bede’s time stood a famous monastery on the side of the frith of
Forth,) and ending towards the west, near to Alcluyde, or Dunbarton, on
the frith of Clyde. Bede remarks that in his time, there were extant as
vet, remains of this wall of great height and breadth, as there are still to be
seen till this day.  But it proved of little or no use(¢to the Britons, for how
soon the Piets and Scots had recovered themselves, and were informed that
the Roman forces were all returned home, they came back upon the Britons,
and without being at the pains to attack the wall, they broke in by sea over
the friths, and ravaged all the country of the Provincials, cutting down the
poor inhabitants like ripe corn.

NXXYV1. The Britons unable to resist the fierceness of their enemies,
sent again deputies to the Romans, to expose their lamentable condition and
beg relief, which was promised ; and accordingly new forces were sent over
to Britain, under the command of Gallio, as Blondus(® writes. These forces
arriving on a sudden in the island, surprised unawares the Picts and Scots
dispersed in different bodies preying on the country. The Romans slew
great numbers of them, and foreed the rest to make the best of their way
home over the narrow secas or friths, which was the only short and sure way
they had to escape. because the wall, being for the most part as yet cntire,
stopped the land passage; besides that they were accustomed every year to
pass these narrow seas to prey on the Britons.

All this happened about the year 426, aud is set down at more length
by Gildas and Bede.

@ Hist. Eccles. lib. i. e. 12

™ Nennius, ¢. xix.

7 Gild. et Bed. ibid.

“" Blond. dee. i. lib. 2. apud Usser. Ant. Brit. p. 314
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The Romans having thus rescued the Britons a sccond time from the
oppression of their enemies, told them that they could not any more bring
over forees to their succour ; that therefore they ought to take arms them-
sclves, and train up their countrymen to warlike discipline, to defend them-
selves with their native forces; and to encourage them the more, they
caused build a stately wall, not of turf, nor betwixt the friths of Clyde and
Forth as the first wall, but of stone, eight feet broad and twelve feet high,
from sea to sea in Northumberland, betwixt the towns which were formerly
built there to keep off the enemy, and in the same place where Severus
had built his wall formerly, says Bede. This wall the Romans helped them
to build or repair, on public and private charges, and made it so strong and
lasting, that even in Bede’s time it was as yet very conspicuous. They
caused also erect towns from place to place on the sea side, where their
enemies used sometimes to land. And thus having encouraged the Britons
by exhortations, and instructed them in military discipline, and how to
frame arms and instruments of war, they took their leave of them with a
resolution not to come back. Having elsewhere® endeavoured to give an
account of this wall at more length, and shewn that it stood in Northumber-
land, where Adrian and Severus had formerly built a wall, I need add
nothing here, but refer to what I have said there, and go on with the
history.

XXXVII. After this wall was finished, the Romans left Britain for
the last time, telling the Britons not to expect their return any more to
their assistance, and therefore exhorting them to do the best for themselves.
The Scots and Picts, being informed that the Romans were departed the
island and never more to come back, came and took possession, instead of
the inhabitants (or provincial Britons) of all that space of debateable ground
(formerly possessed by the Meats or Midland Britons), which lay betwixt
the walls, from the northern extremities of the Roman part of the island,
(known by the name of the province of Valentia, terminated by the friths
and northern wall,) up to the wall in Northumberland. ¢ Omnem( aquilon-
arem extremamque terra partem pro indigenis muro tenus capessunt.”

This passage affords a new proof that the last wall, of which Gildas

® Ubi et Severus quondam vallum fecerat. Hist. Eecles. lib. i. ¢. 12.
® Crit. Essay, pp. 23, 24.
© Gildas, ¢. xv. DBed. Hist. Eccles. lib. i. ¢. 12.

AL D426,




A. D. 427,

18 CIVII, AND ECCLESIASTICAL Boox .

speaks, was not built betwixt Clyde and Forth, as Buchanan®’ supposes,
but in Northumberland. For it is unquestionable that the Caledonians, or
Picts, were long before this in possession of the northern parts of Britain,
up to these friths, so that when Gildas says that, A.D. 427, on the Romans
leaving the island, the Picts with the Scots came back and took possession
of all the northern lands up to the wall, he could not mean that they took
possession of the lands beyond the northern wall, since these lands, from
the utmost extremitics of the island up to that wall, were the ancient posses-
ston of the Picts, and that wall betwixt the friths was built some ages
betore, to be the boundary of the provinee of Valentia and the Picts: but
the wall here spoken of by Gildas must have been the wall in Northumber-
land, and the meaning of these words of Gildasand Bede, ¢ Omnem aquilon-
arem.” &c., can be no other than that the Picts took a new possession of the
debateable ground, or province of Valentia, from the wall betwixt the friths
up to that in Northumberland, that is of the most northern lands of the
Roman part of the island, where the provineial Britons had inhabited before.

The Picts,® then, with the Scots, masters of all that northern province,
attacked the Northumbrians with great fierceness. The Britons terrified,
made but faint resistance, the enemies dragged thom down from off the
wall with hooked darts, which so frightened them that after a weak defence
they left the wall and cities that guarded it, fled away and dispersed herc
and there. The enemies pursued, preyed on the country, and made greater
slaughter of the Britons than ever before, and reduced the remains of them
to the greatest extremity.

XXXVITL. It appears that the terror with which the Britous were
struck about this time, made them abandon not only their wall and cities,
but the towns also, or castles, which the Romans before their last departure
had caused erect upon the southern coast, towards Flanders, whence the
irruptions of the Saxons were dreaded. For if we take at the letter the
words of Constantius, author of S. German’s life, the Saxons also, about
these times, came over and joined the Picts, and were ravaging DBritain,
A.D. 429, when S. German, Bishop of Auxerre, with S. Lupus of Troyes,
came over to the island against the Pelagians. Constantius® informs us
and after him Venerable Bede, that whilst these two bishops were in

“ Buchanan, Ilis1. edit. Freebairn, p. 75.
" Bed. ubi supra.
0 Conslanlius, vit. S. Germ. lib. i. ¢. 28. Bed. Ilist. Eccles. lib. i. c. 20.
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Britain, A. D. 429, the Picts and Saxons, with joined forces, made war
upon the Dritons, who, to withstand these enemies, were drawn togcther,
but distrusting of their strength to resist them, they implored the assistance
of the holy bishops, which they promised, and accordingly hastened to the
camp of the Britons. Their arrival inspired no less eourage to the Britons.
than if a new army had come te sucecour them. S. German put himself
at their head, and choosed the ground proper for putting them into battle,
in order to put in exeeution what he had in view for obtaining an
unbloody victory. The place he pitched upon was a valley surreunded
with high hills. When the enemy began to approacl, the hely bishop
gave out order to all the soldiers to repeat with loud clamours the words
they should hear him pronounce. So just when the cnemies thought
to have fallen on, imagining their march had not been diseovered, the
holy bishop all of a sudden cried out in a loud voice Alleluia! three
times, whereupon the whole British army. with one voiee thundered out
the same word Alleluia after the Saints. This noise multiplied and re-
bonnded by the echoes from the mountains that snrrounded them, se
terrified the enemies, that they fell a trembling as if not only the rocks
and hills rourd about, but that the firmament had been falling on their
heads. So they all threw away their arms, betook themselves to flight
and dispersed, glad to escape with their lives; and many of them were
swallowed np by a river in their flight, into whieh they had thrown them-
selves headlong to get away with greater spced. Thns Constantius at more
length.

In this narration he doth not name the Scots. either because they were,
it is like, in a distinet body from the Piets and Saxons, or perhaps, because
he confounds here the Scots with the Saxons; by reason that when Con-
stantius wrote this life, soon after S. German’s death, which happened
A. D. 449., the Saxons called over by the Britons to their assistance against
the Picts and Scots, had turned their arms against the Britons themselves,
and joined with the Piets, were ravaging the island and destroying the

ancient natives. So it was natural for Constantins to think, that those who

joined with the Picts attacked the Britons whilst S. German was in the

island a few years before, were the same people, to wit, Saxons, as those

who with the Picts were making war on the Britons, when he wrote S.

German's. life. However, it appears that this miracnlous victory inspired

the Britons with so great courage, and struck such terror into their enemies
G
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that they made the best of their way home, being pursued in their turn by
the Britons, so that the holy bishops left the island in peace and security,
when they returned back to the Gauls. ¢ Composita insula pace multi-
plici,” says Bede, after Constantins.

It was in order to oppose the Pelagian heresy that S. German with S.
Lupus had made this voyage to Britain. Everybody knows that this heresy
attacked chiefly the gratuity, necessity, and efficacy of the grace of Christ.
The author, Pelagius, being a Briton, the heresy also made a greater progress
in that island, promotel chiefly by one Agricola. But he was not the only
one that spread that heresy in Britain. Prosper informs us elsewhere, ®
that it got a footing there by the enemies of God’s grace returning to the
soil of their origin.  No it appears there were more than this Agricola, and
those Britons who being themselves infected with the Pelagian heresy,
returned to Britain and infected others.  But care was taken by the sounder
part of the British Church to put a remedy to this growing evil ; and there-
fore the Dritons distrusting their own sufficiency to repress such subtile
adversaries, they very prudently addressed themselves to the Gallican bishops
in their neighbourhood, and craved their assistance in the common cause
of the defence of the Catholic doctrine. The bishops of the Gauls upon
that assembled in a great council, in which by common consent they made
choice of these two holy bishops, S. German of Auxerre, and S. Lupus of
Troves, to go over to Britain; Pope Celestine also joined his authority to
that of the Gallican bishops, and at the instance of the deacon Palladius,
(who had a particular zeal for the Britons,) the Pope gave commission to
S. German to go over in his name, and with(®) his authority, vice sua, as
Prosper informs us, and oppose the common cnemy, to reduce the Britons
to the Catholic faith, and confirm them in it. The two holy bishops
zealously undertook the employment and performed their commission with
great success, confirming their preaching by miracles, by which those that
had been sednced were brought back to the true faith, the doubtful were
confirmed in it, and the obstinate adversaries were confounded and reduced
to silence.

“' Prosper, contra Collatorem, c. xxi.

(® Agricola Pelagianus, Severiani episcopi Pelagiaoi filius, ecclesias Britannie dog-
matis sui insinuationc corrupit, sed actione Palladii diaconi, Papa Calestinus Germanum
episcopum Autisiodorensem vice sna mittit, et deturbatis hereticis, Britannos ad Catholi-
eam fidem redigit. Prosper, in Chroa. ad A.D. 429.
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This perverse heresy being thus repressed (says Constantius,® an
author of the times, and after him Bede,) and the authors of it confuted, so
that all men’s minds were settled in the purity of the faith, the holy bishops
repaired to the sepulchre of S. Alban the Martyr, with an intention to give
thanks to God by his intercession. There S. German having with him
relics of the apostles and divers martyrs (whereof, as the authors relate, he
used to carry a boxful hanging round his neck,) after prayer made, he
caused S. Alban’s sepulchre to be opened, because he would there lay up
those precious gifts; for he thought it convenient that the same repository
should contain the members of many saints out of divers regions, whom
heaven had reecived for the equality of their merits. Having then with
great honour deposed and united together so many relics, he digged up
from the place where S. Alban had shed his blood a mass of earth, which
he intended to take along with him, in which were yet marks of the blood
of the martyr: these things being thus performed, an innumerable multi-
tude was that day converted to our Lord. Thus Constantius; by which we
sec what was, in those times, the faith of the British Christians, and of the
holiest and learnedest bishops of the Gauls, concerning the veneration of
relics and prayers to the saints. Soon after this happened the miraculous
victory obtained by these holy bishops’ prayers in favour of the Britons
over the Picts and Saxons or Scots, which we have already set down ; after
which, and many other miracles wrought by these bishops, they left the
Britons in peace and seccurity, and returned to the Gauls, A.D. 4£30. And
to finish here at once what concerns S. German’s zeal for preserving the
Catholic faith among the Britons, this holy bishop, accompanied with
Severus, Bishop of Treves, was obliged to make a sccond voyage to that
island, about the year 447, to repress the same enemies of the grace of God,
who had begun again to spread the poison of their heresy in Britain. But
these holy prelates, by their instructions and miracles, did so confirm the
Britons in the Catholic faith that the authors of the heresy were expelled
the island.

XXXIX. As to S. Palladius, the deacon above mentioned, who excited
S. Celestine, Pope, to concur with the Gallican bishops in the first legation
of S. German to Britain against the Pelagians, this is he who was ordained
bishop by the same Pope, and sent by him, A. D. 431, to preach the Gospel

® Constantius, Vita S. Germani. Bed. Hist. Eccles. lib. i. c. 18.

A. D.429.
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A.D 431. to the Scots. As to his country, the opinion of Fordun and others of his
~——  being an Oriental, or the same with Palladius, disciple of Evagrius, or
Bishop of Helenopolis, is exploded long since by all the learned. But his
singular zeal for the Britons, as also the choice that S. Celestine made
afterwards of him, preferably to others, to send him to preach the Gospel
to the Scots, scems to render more probable Possevins’ conjecture that he
was a DBriton, or of those parts. This is confirmed by what Arehbishop
Ussher(® relates that he found in a MS. of a work of William of Malmes-
bury, a note in an ancient hand, bearing that this Palladius was a Briton.
And we see, by the example of S. Ninian, that some of the British youth,
touched with a desire of advancing in piety and in the knowledge of the
lieavenly truths, used in thosc ages to repair to Rome, and there, according
to their merit and progress, were advaneed to Orders, and last to the degrec
of bishop, and sent back to propagate Christianity in their country or the
neighbourhood.  We shall sce shortly another example in S. Patrick.
Now as to S, Palladius’s® 1mission, Prosper, a contemporary writer,
speaking of the great zeal of S. Celestine, Pope, in particular for the
Churches of Britain, gives us the first account of Palladius’s ordination and
mission to the Seots by that Pope in the following words. That this holy
Pope Celestine, whilst he endcavoured (by the deputation above mentioned
of 5. German) to preserve the Roman part of Britain in the Catholic faith,
did, by ordaining a bishop to the Seots, render a barbarous island Christian.
Thus Prosper writing, A.D. 432, soon after the mission of S. Palladius,
full of the lopes of the suceess of it, but before he could have any distinet
aecount of it.  But in his Chroniele, written several years after, and when
by the preaching of S. Patrick, the second bishop sent from Rome to the
Seots, the number of Christians was increased among them, he gives a
more distinct account of the time of the ordination and mission of S. Pal-
ladius, the first bishop sent to the Seots, in these words. A.D. 43I,
Palladius was ordained by Pope Celestine, and sent the first bishop to the
Scots believing in Christ.(¢)

> Palladium Britannicum gencre. Ussher, Ant. DBrit. p. 418.

™ Nee segniore cura ab hoc eodem morbo (Pelagianismi) Britannias liberavit
(Cemlestinus Papa,) quando quosdam inimicos gratize solum sug originis occupantes, etiam
ab illo secrcto exclusit oceani, ct ordinato Scotis episcopo, dum Romanam insulam studet
scrvare Catholicam, fecit etiam barbaram Christianam. Prosper contra Collatorem.

) Ad Scotos in Christum credentes ordinatur a Papa Celestino Palladius et primus

o or T 2

cpiscopus mittitur. Chron. Prosperi, ad A. D. 431.
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The two passages of Prosper containing the surest and first aeeount we
have of a bishop sent from Rome to the Seots, whether in Ireland or
Britain, have been the subject of great debates, not only as to what con-
cerns the beginning or first preaching of Christianity to the Scots, but
more especially in regard of the form of eeclesiastical government among
them, wherefore these passages of Prosper are not to be passed transiently
over, but require to be considered and examined more narrowly in order to
fix the true meaning of them, which writers of different parties and nations
have endeavoured to wrest in favour of the various opinions they were
prepossessed with.

The first debate is about the meaning of the words “ad Seotos, &c.,” in
Prosper’s Chroniele. Who were these Seots to whom Palladius was sent
by Pope Celestine ?  Whether to those in Dritain, or to those in Ireland:
both Irish and Seots pretend, and with great warmth each of them, that
he was sent to them. To clear this matter, I conceive it is of importanee
to observe, first, that Prosper’s words, ad Scotos, &e., are in themselves
undetermined, and so their obvious and natural meaning is, that Palladius
was sent to the people or nation of the Scots in general, whether in Ireland
or in Britain. Secondly, on the one hand it must, indeed, be owned that
Prosper’s words in the first passage (contra Collatorem) ¢ feeit etiam bar-
baram (insulam) Christianam,” e made a barbarous, or extra-provineial
island, Christian, and this in opposition to Britain, whieh he calls a Roman
Island, it must be owned, 1 say, that this passage insinuates that, aceording to
Prosper, both Pope Celestine and Palladius had ehiefly the Seots in Ireland
in view, they being in those days as yet the greatest number, and a nation
in one island by themselves, withont the bounds of the empire, and there-
fore termed barbarous, whereas in these times the Seots in Britain, though
already settled in the isles and western coasts of the island, vet it appears
not that they made as yet, and for several years after this, a distinct nation
and kingdom in Britain by themselves. Thirdly, on the other hand, we are
informed by the British writer Nennius,(®) who lived in the ninth age, and it
is owned even by all the Irish writers in the most ancient aceonnts they give
us of S. Palladius, that being well received by the Irish (because, say they,
the conversion of Ireland was reserved to S Patrick), S. Palladius left Ireland

® Et profectus est iste Palladius de Ilibernia, pervenitque ad Britanniam, et ibi
defunctus est in terra Pictornm. Nennins, c. liv. edil. Gale. Vit. 2da S. Patrieii. p. 13,
n. 24.  Vit. 7ma S. Patricii, p. 128. edit. Colgan, in T'riade Thaumaturga.

A.D. 431,
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A.D. 431. in a short time, and retnrned back to Britain and there remained till his
= death, in the northern parts of the island where the Picts dwelt, and where,
also, long before this, the Scots had a habitation in the north-western parts
of Britain, now can it be thought that S. Palladius would have overlooked
these Scots, since his mission was intended for the Scots nation wherever
they dwelt, and those in Ircland refusing to hear him, can we doubt but he
would preach the Gospel to those in Britain, when he came among them or
among the Picts in their neighbourhood.

The second debate on the sense of Prosper’s passages is on the words
** primus cpiscopus,” in his Chronicle. Iordun, as we shall see, joining his
own gloss upon these words to his notion of a much more early Chris-
tianity of the Secots in Britain, hath built upon them chiefly his new scheme
of hierarchy, or ehurch government among the Scots in ancient times: of
whieh anon.

But not to insist upon the word “ primus,” its being wanting, as Ussher ®
obscrves, in aneient MS. copics of Prosper’s Chronicle, and retaining the
common meaning of these words, as Bede and other ancients have it,
nothing will be more plain than the meaning of the words by which Pal-
ladius is designed the first bishop sent from Rome to the Scots, if it be
observed that Prosper wrote his Chronicle about A. D. 445, some fourteen
years after the mission of Palladius (A.D. 431), the first bishop sent to the
Scots, and several years after the mission of S. Patrick, the second bishop
sent to them,  Vor, as it is nowise likely that S. Prosper, living at Rome,
could be ignorant of the mission of S. Patrick to the Scots, nor of the great
conversions male by him in Ireland, by the year 445: so it was very
natural that he, writing his Chronicle at the time he knew there had been
sent a second bishop to the Scots, should call S. Palladius the first bishop
sent to them, with reference to S. Patrick, the second bishop sent also to
them, as 1 doubt not but S. Prosper would have designed him, if he had had
occasion to mention him, as both Marianus® Scotus and Florence of
Worcester do, and supply what is wanting in Prosper’s Chronicle. Thus,
“ad Secotos in Christum credentes ordinatus a Papa Celestino Palladius
primus episcopus missus est.”” Thus far Prosper : to which Marianus and
Florence subjoin, post ipsum Patricius, &c.”; thus the meaning of the
word “primus,” in Prosper, is clear: Palladius was ordained by Cclestine,

® Ussher, Ant. Brit. p. 417.
® Marian. Scot. in Chron. Florent. Wigorn. Chron.
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Pope, and sent the first bishop to the Scots, and after him S. Patrick was
sent to.them. So the true and natural meaning of the word © primus”
in Prosper is, that of the two bishops sent to the Scots from Rome, N.
Palladius was the first.

The word ¢ credentes,” in I'rosper’s Chronicle (“ad Scotos in Christum
credentes ordinatur a Celestino Papa Palladius et primus episcopus mit-
titur”’), makes the subject of a third dcbate. What is the meaning of these
words, ““ad Scotos credentes,” &c.? Were those Scots to whom Palladius
was destinated already Christians, or believers, before lic was sent to them !
Fordun, and the following Scots writers, interpret these words of Prosper’s
Chronicle in that scnse, and suppose that long before the coming of Pal-
ladius the Scots in Britain were already all Christians; but this interpre-
tation seems to put Prosper in contradiction with himself, for in the first
passage of Prosper, taken from his book contra Collatorem, he ealls the
island or nation, to which Palladius was sent, a barbarous island or nation,
by which in this place I’rosper must necessarily mean, that the generality,
at least, of the inhabitants were as yet infidels, since he says, that of bar-
barous, that they were before, Celestine by the mission of S. Palladius,
made them, or intended to make them, Christians. ¢ I'ecit etiam (insulam)
barbaram Christianam.” Since, then, Celestine made the nation to which
he sent Palladius a Christian nation, according to Prosper, it would scem
to follow that he was persuaded that when DPalladius was sent, they were
as yet infidels, or not Christians, at least as to the bulk of the nation. So
I conceive the seeming contradiction betwixt the two passages of Prosper
might be naturally thus reconciled ; when Palladius was sent to the Scots,
A.D. 431, there were, no doubt, as we shall just now see, Christians
already, or belicvers in Christ, among them, both in Britain and Ircland.
and that suffices to verify the passage of Prosper’s Chronicle, that Palladius
was sent to the Scots believing in Christ. For it was natural that the
Pope should address the Bishop Palladius to those among the Scots who
were already believers or Christians, but that doth not hinder that the
nation of the Scots in general, and the bulk of the inhabitants, might have
been still infidels, and that Palladius was sent to convert them, and make
them, that is the nation, Christians, which verifies the other passage of
Prosper in his book against Cassian’s Conferences, where, speaking of Pope
Celestine’s intentions in sending Palladius to the Scots, he relates it with so
great hopes of success that he reckoned the work was done. By ordaining
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a bishop for the Scots, says Prosper, he made a barbarous island or nation
Christian, and thus the passages of Prosper may be easily reconciled.

As to the account of Palladius’ mission, given by Nennius,® a British
writer of the ninth age, where he plainly says that the Bishop Palladius
was sent by Pope Celestine to convert the Scots : in the first place, Nennius
lived about four hundred vears after Palladius and Prosper’s time ; secondly,
Nennius is a writer of very small anthority, and very credulous ; thirdly, it is
visible by his text that he means here the Scots in Ireland, and not those
in Britain, sinee he tells that Palladins soon left the Seots in Ireland and
came over to Britain, where lie died in Pietland. But though we should
understand the words of Nennius, “ad Scotos in Christum convertendos,’ of
the Seots in vencral, or nation of the Scots wherever they dwelt, that doth
not hinder there being before his coming some number of Christians among
the Scots, both in Britain and Irelind. And there is great reason to
believe that Pope Celestine was informed, either by Palladius himself, who
was so zealous for the British Islands, or by S. German, or by some that
accompanied him into Britain, on their return from thence, that there was
a beginning of Christianity among the Seots, and a door open towards the
conversion of all the nation, and that upon this information the Pope, fol-
lowing the constant practice and zeal of his predecessors, who, in all ages,
sinee the Apostles” time, never failed to improve all opportunities towards
propagating the Gospel, and extending the limits of the kingdom of Christ,
by sending bishops to nations where they heard there was some number of
Christians, and favourable dispositions in the rest, upon these informations,
I sav, and these motives, S. Celestine ordained Palladius bishop, and sent
him to form a Christian Church and propagate the Gospel among the Seots.

Now it was natural, that in order to this, the Pope shounld address the
new bishop more immediately to those among the Scots who had already
embraced the faith of Christ (“ad Scotos in Christum eredentes’’) that he
might take information from, and measnres with them, on the proper mcans
for converting the rest of the nation, as well as that he might begin by
settling order and discipline among them by constituting a Christian
Church, which, properly speaking, and according to the sense of antiquity,
they could not be truly called till they had a bishop at their head: he alone
having by his character, according to Christ’s institution, the power to

) Nennius, e. liv. Missns est Palladius episcopus primitus a Calestino Papa Ro-
mano ad Scotos in Christum convertendos.
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govern in chief, to preserve true faith, and to propagate it by ordaining
other pastors, and by giving them mission to deliver down to posterity the
faith once delivered to the saints, and spread it in their neighbourhood, to
maintain unity under a common head, within themselves, and eommunion
with other Churches in their neighbourhood, and so with all the rest of the
Christian world abroad.

Now that, by the year 431, when Palladius was sent to the Seots, or
before his mission, there was a beginning of Christianity, or some that
believed in Christ among them, is very likely, even in regard of the Scots
settled in former ages, on the western coasts and in the isles of Britain, by
reason of their living upon one ‘side, in the neighbourhood of the Britons,
from whom they were ounly separated by the frith of Clyde, and who were
generally Christians, and on the other side, contiguous to the Picts, who
had begun to reeeive the Gospel by the preaching of S. Ninian. And as
to the Scots in Ireland, that there were among them Christians before the
mission of S. Palladius, I refer the reader to the British Antiquities of
Archbishop Ussher(®> where he will find, in about thirty pages in folio,
accounts of Christians in Ireland before Palladius was sent thither. And,
however dubious most of the legends quoted by Ussher upon this occasion
may happen to be, independently of that, it is nowise credible that Ireland,
lying in the neighbourhood of Britain, all Christian, could have remained
two or three ages, since the Britons were Christians, without some Chris-
tians, or believers in Christ, among them ; and that suffices to verify Pros-
per’s expression, “ad Scotos in Christum credentes,” as we have shown.

" XL. After having thus endeavoured to fix the true meaning of Prosper’s
two passages, to reconcile them together, and with those of other aneient
writers that mention S. Palladius, his mission to the Scots, it remains to
give account of the use our historian Fordun hath made of the passage of
Prosper’s Chroniele, “ ad Scotos in Christum credentes,” &e., and of the
inferences which he, according to his usual method, hath drawn from this
passage, upon which, with the help of his new scheme of the high antiqui-
ties of the Scotsin Britain, and of his opinion of their Conversion to Chris-
tianity, A. D. 203, Fordun built the following story of S. Palladius, and of
the church government among the Scots before Palladius’s mission.

He begins by relating Prosper’s words from Bede and Sigebert, and

® Ussher, Ant. Brit. pp. 386-416.
H
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A. D. 431. supposes Palladius to be the disciple of Evagrius, mentioned by the histo-

~——  rian Socrates, and then, quoting the Polychronicon for his voucher, goeth on

thus :—¢«A.D, 430, Pope Celestine'® sent to Scotland the first bishop Palla-

dius, concerning whom the Scots are persuaded that he taught by word and

example, with great care, the orthodox faith to the nation of the Seots,

who lad been long before believers in Christ, that he taught them also to

celebrate carefully the feasts and ccclesiastical solemnities. Before whose

coming the Scots had for their doctors of faith and administrators of sacra-

ments, priests only, or monks, following the rites of the primitive Church.

Palladius came to Scotland with a great company of clergy, the eleventh

vear of King lugenius's reign, and that king gave him, in a free gift, a
dwelling-place where he himself had chosen it.”

The only voucher that Fordun quotes for this story is the Polychronicon;
now supposing these words were truly to be met with in the Polychronicon,
it would add little or no authority to the credit of so ancient a fact, since
Ralph Iigden, author of the Polychronicon, lived but in the same fourtcenth
age with Fordun, and both of them above nine hundred years after the
mission of Palladius. But as to the Polychronicon, the truth is, that besides
that there are no such words in Mr. Gale’s edition, the only one T know of
it in print, the true Polychronicon (whercof I have seen an excellent MS.
in the Colbert’® library, belonging to the Count de Segnelay, in a hand near
the time,) gives this account of S. Patrick and S. Palladins’s mission, lib. iv.
¢. 32, where, after mentioning Pope Celestine, he adds, « Iste (Celestinus)
est qui misit 8. Patricium primum ad Hiberniam convertendam et Palla-
dium Romanum Diaconum ad Scotos convertendos, anno Pontificatus sut
nono.”  These words, far from assuring that the Secots were converted long
before Palladius, “longe ante credentem,” as Fordun alleges, quite over-
turn that story, and attribute the Conversion of the Scots to Christianity as
much to Palladius, as they do that of the Irish to S. Patrick, so Fordun’s
citation of the Polychronicon here is a bare flourish at best; and it doth

® Polychronicon, A.D. 430. Papa Celestinus primum episcopum in Seotiam misit
S. Palladinm, de quo Scotis eonvenit, quod suam, id est, Scotorum gentem, longe ante in
Christum ecredentem, fidem orthodoxam verbo sollicite perdocuit et exemplo, festa simul et
memorias eeclesiasticas diligenter celebrare. Ante cujus adventum habebant Scoti fidei
doctores ac sacrameutorum ministratores, presbyteros solummodo et monachos, ritum
sequentes ecelesize primitivie. Advenit vero Scotiam magna cleri comitiva, Regis Eugenii
regnationis anno undeeimo ; cui rex mansionis locum, ubi petierat, gratis dedit. Fordun,
edit. Hearne, lib. iii. ¢. 8.

® Biblioth. Colbertin. MS. num. 3147.
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not appear that he had any better ground for the story above reliearsed,
than his own interpretation of Prosper’s words, with the opinion he was
prepossessed with of the Scots’ high antiquities, and of their early Conver-
sion as we have observed.

However, Fordun being looked upon, as we have shown elsewhere, by
all our suceeeding writers as the standard of the Seots history, this passage
concerning Christianity before Palladius’s coming, with Fordun’s notion of
the church government in those times, was copied verbatim by his continu-
ators, by the compiler of Palladius’ Lessons in the Scottish Breviary,(®) and
with some alteration in the words rather than in the sense by our following
Catholic writers, Major, Boece, Lesley, &ec. But how many citations so-
ever are brought for this story from our writers, Catholic or Protestant,
they all depend upon IFordun’s sole authority, and must necessarily fall or
stand with it. But to be sure, neither Iordun himself, nor any of his con-
tinuators, nor the author of the Legends in the Seots Breviary, nor any
other Catholic writer ever drcamt of a Scottish Presbyterian Church in
those early times, that is, of a succession of pricsts or ministers of the
Word and Sacraments, without cpiscopal ordination, or a parity of bishops
and priests in their character and anthority; they all knew that this heresy
had been condemned anciently in Aerius, and lately in the Waldenscs,
Wickliffe, and other sectaries; and that such an imagination of a succession
of Christian pastors, without episcopal ordination, would have becn, in the
judgment of all antiquity, looked upon almost as no less absurd in religious
matters, than it would be in natural things to suppose a race of men grow-
ing np like mushrooms, or propagated in the world without fathers.

The expression of Fordun, * ante cujus (Palladii) adventum,’” &e., was
meant by himself, and understood by all thosc other Catholic writers, in a
very orthodox sense, nowisc opposite to the known doctrine and practice
of the Christian Church in all ages. All those writers being prepossessed, as
well as Fordun, with the common opinions received in their times, that the
Scots were settled in Britain before the Inearnation, that they had embraced
Christianity from the beginning of the third age; and then observing
Palladius, called by Prosper the first bishop, sent to the Scots above two
hundred years after their pretended Conversion, they all concluded, after
Fordun, very naturally, from these premises, that during all that time, that

) Breviar. Aberdonen. in festo S. Palladii. 6to Julii.
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is, from the year 203, when this Conversion of the Scots to Christianity is
placed by Fordun, till 431 (that Palladius, the first bishop, was sent to
them), the Scots had no ordinary bishop residing among them, and yet
were all Christians (so they understood the words, “ad Scotos in Christum
credentes,” in Prosper,) when Palladins came to them, and by consequence,
it not being possible to preserve Christianity among a people without pas-
tors to instruct them and administrate the sacraments to them, and these
functions, next to bishops, belonging properly to priests, these writers con-
cluded naturally with Fordun, that the Scottish Christians must of necessity
have had priests among them for performing of those functions, during
these first two hundred years after they embraced the Christian religion.

But neither Fordun himself, nor any of our Catholic writers that copied
him, ever dreamt that those priests or doctors of the Scots had no episcopal
ordination, or that they were ordained by laymen, or by bare presbyters ;
they knew very well it was no hard matter for their priests to receive
ordination and mission from bishops in the neighbourliood, or in foreign
countries, as it hath been the charitable practice in all ages of foreign and
neighbouring bishops and Churches, to send in priests for instructing the
people and administrating the sacraments to those Christians or Catholics
who happened to have no proper bishops among them. For the purpose,
everybody knows that the Catholics in Scotland remained more than one
hundred years after the new Reformation without bishops residing among
them, and during all that time they continued, as much as the severity of
the new laws brought in with the Reformers would permit, in the profession
of the Catholic Faith and use of sacraments, having no other doctors of faith
or administrators of sacraments but clergy, priests and regulars of several
orders, till at last they reccived the first bishop, several years after the
Reformation, consecrated and sent to them from abroad. Now, I suppose,
this fact may onc day come to be chronicled, and could it be better ex-
pressed than in the words of Prosper’s Chronicle, mutatis mutandis, thus,
A.D....NN. ad Scotos Catholicos ordinatur a Papa N. et primus episcopus
mittitur. A, D.....NN. was consecrated by Pope N. and sent the first
bishop to the Scots Catholics, to wit, after the destruction of the old re-
ligion with the hierarchy.

I suppose, also, the case of those Catholics, as to pastors, wanting
bishops, from the subversion of the episcopal order at the Reformation till
the coming in of this new bishop, may also come one day to be chronicled,
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could it be better cxpressed than in Fordun’s words, ante cujus (NN. epis-
copi) adventum, habebant Scoti (Catholici) fidei doctores ac sacramentorum
ministratores presbyteros solummodo vel monachos. DBefore the coming
in of the new bishop, the Scots Catholics had for doctors of faith and
ministers of the sacraments, only clergy, priests and regulars, from the
expulsion or death of their old Catholic Ordinaries.

Both these accounts, in the words of Prosper and IFordun, would be
literally true and applicable, as well, at least, to the Catholics in Scotland
since the new Reformation, as to the first Christians amonyg the Scots before
Palladius, and would it be a tolerable inference to conclude from thence, as
the Presbyterian writers do from I'ordun’s account of the state of the Scots
in the first ages after they are supposed to have received Christianity, that
during more than one hundred years after the new Reformation, the
Catholics in Scotland had, for their pastors and ministers of the Word and
Sacraments, none else but men bearing the title and using the power of
pricsts who had not reccived episcopal ordination, nor any at all but from
mere laymen, or at most, from simple presbyters ! As if their priests could
not easily have reccived ordination (as they did cffectually) from the bishops
of foreign Catholic countries ; or that some of these might have had the charity
and zeal to make a visit among them, and ordain lawful pastors for them.

I add, what I hope none that know the doctrine and discipline of anti-
quity will contest, that at least from the beginuing of the third age, when
Christianity is supposed by I'ordun to have been first planted among the
Scots in Britain, till the coming in of Palladius, A.D. 431, the distinction
of bishops and priests, and the necessity of episcopal ordination for consti-
tuting priests or ministers of the Word and of the Sacraments, were no less
the universal belief and practice of the Christian Church in all other parts
of it than in the sixteenth anl seventecnth ages: I say, I hope this will
not be contested, because even the most learned among the adversarics of
episcopacy (such as Salmasius,® Blondel,® Bochard, &c.,) do commonly
acknowledge that the distinction of bishops and priests and episcopal
government were generally received by the middle, or before the end of the
second age.

That being : now suppose we should let pass that groundless notion of
Presbyterian writers, that the hierarchy of the Christian Church, consisting

) Salmas. sub mentito nomioe Walon, Messal. p. 17.
®' Blondel, Apolog. S. Hieron.

A.D. 431.
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of the distinct degrees of bishops, priests, and inferior ministers, had no
divine institution, but was a bare ecclesiastical polity, introduced at first by
those who succeeded immediately to the apostles in the second age, but
being found nceessary towards entertaining peace and unity in the Christian
Church, that it had been universally received and scttled before the begin-
ning of the third age, in all Christian countries, civilized, or not barbarous,
where there were Churches formed, as the only form of church government.
This supposed, and that episcopal government was the only known govern-
ment of the Church throughont all the Roman empire, that is, through all
thie polished part of the world, and that nndeniably by the end of the second
age, that is, before the Seots in Britain, according to Fordun and his fol-
lowers, received the light of the Gospel, I would willingly ask of the
Seottish Presbyterian writers whether their insisting so much on a Presby-
terian government in Seotland from the first entry of Christianity among
the Seots, .. D. 203, according to IFordun, till A. D. 431, that is, during
the third, fonrth, and beginning of the fifth age, whilst all the other
Churchies of the C'hristian world, orient and occident, and all those Churches
among others that werce immediately founded by, and received the doctrine
and discipline of Christianity from some one of the apostles themselves,
not only owned episcopal government as the only scttled form in the
Church by Christ its Founder, but in consequence of that, condemned those
who dared to take upon them the authority of the Christian priesthood
without episcopal ordination as usurpers,® and all that they did of that
kind as sacrilegious and null, and upon their repentance reduced them to
the state of bare laymen. I would willingly ask, I say, of our Scots Pres-
byterian writers in this supposition, whether their insisting so much on an
anti-episcopal Church in Seotland, in those times, doth great honour to the
first Seots Christians of thesc ages, to single them thus out as the only
Church that differed from all the rest of the Christian and even the aposto-
lical Churches in ecclesiastical discipline and government, as being alone
destitute of an eeelesiastical polity, order, and discipline, settled in all
formed Churches over the Christian world : is this, I say, very honourable
to these first Christians of Scotland ? or is it a likely story, or will it find
credit in the learned world, especially having no other voucher but an
author of the fourtcenth age?

9 Infra, XLIII, the case of Colluthus and Ischyras.
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But enough of this, for I do not pretend here to enter upon the contro-
versy about Episcopacy in gencral. I refer the readers to the learned
tracts written upon that subject by the Catholic divines, and by those of
the Protestant Church of England ; my intention here being only to examine
Fordun’s account of church government among the Scots, before the coming
in of 8. Palladius, and T hope that by what I have said on that, it appears
clearly that neither Fordun himself understood the words of Prosper’s
Chronicle, nor any of our Catholic writers understood IFordun’s words,  ante
cujus (Palladii) adventum,” &ec., in the Presbyterian sense, as if the Scots
had, for above two hundred years before Palladius, had no other ministers
of the Word and Sacraments but nominal presbyters who had received no
ordination from bishops, nor indeed any ordination at all, but what they
received from simple presbyters or mere laymen. It was reserved to the
times of our new Reformation, made and carried on in Scotland partly by
mere laymen, and partly by bare presbyters ; it was, I say, veserved to those
men to give this interpretation to 'ordun’s words, “ante cujus adventum,”
&ec., and that too being forced to it by neeessity, to screen themselves from
the obvious accusation of usurping themselves, and admitting others to the
pastoral functions without any episcopal ordination or mission, and without
any precedent from antiquity for their so doing. To men in those circum-
stances, Fordun’s unwary and groundless expressions were more precious
than all the Councils and Fathers of the first five ages, than the authority
even of S. Hierome himself, whom of all the ancients, the anti-episcopal
writers suppose the most favourable to their beloved purity, or an equal
power in priests and bishops ; for S. Hicrome, in his epistle to Iivagrius,
(besides many other passages of his other works, which manifestly show
that he belicved with all the rest of the ancient Fathers, the subordination
of priests to bishops,) expressly excepts the power of ordination as an
episcopal function, incommunicable to priests, ¢ Quid® facit, excepta ordin-
atione, cpiscopus, quod non facit presbyter.”

And now it will, I am afraid, appear that I have already insisted too
long on Fordun's account of the pretended primitive church government in
Scotland, but if the reader will attentively consider the abuse that hath
been made, since the new Reformation, of IFordun’s words, towards over-
turning the whole ancient form of government of the Christian Church, and

' Ilieronym. epist. 85, ad Evagrium.
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the dismal consequences that the new schemes of levelling doctrines, built
on such passages as this of Fordun, have had in Scotland within these two
last centuries, as to the ecclesiastical and even as to the civil constitution,
especially iu the last age, if this be considered, I say, I hope the reader, far
from thinking this digression on Iordun’s passages superfluous, will be
satisfied, that being obliged by the sequel of my narration to mention those
passages, I ought not to have passed them slightly over in a work des-
tinated chiefly to clear up the ancient state of the Christian religion in
Scotland.

A learned bishop'® of the Church of England hath remarked that in
that laborious collection of Blondel, under the title of An Apology for S.
Hierome, that writer, with all his vast reading, could not find one un-
donbted example of a Church of the Presbyterian way in ancient times, but
only that of the Scots, and yet the proof of this Presbyterian Church among
the Scots before Palladius, depends chiefly on this passage of Fordun, “ ante
cujus (Palladii) adventum,” &e., for the great musters that are made of our
Presbyterian writers, among others by David Buchanan,® in his preface to
Knox s History of passages from the Scots historians and others, as so many
ancient authorities, distinct from John Fordun's, in favour of the Presby-
terian parity, are at the bottom all of them resolved in the sole authority
of John Fordun, who wrote no sooner than about one thousand years after
Palladius’s time, without having one single author to vouch the gloss
he puts upon Prosper’s words, which joined with Fordun’s own notions of
the Scoftish high antiquities, and of their early Conversion in Britain, is
all the bottom he had to go upon for drawing the foresaid famous conclu-
sion, “ante cujus, &c.,”” as we have shown; and Fordun's new system of
the remote antiquities of the Scots in Britain being sufficiently disproved
already, his other fabric of a new and singular ecclesiastical government
among the Scottish Christians in primitive times is overthrown, and falls
to the ground all at ence, for if in the beginning of the third age the
Scots were not as yet fully settled in Britain, at least as a nation and
government distinct by themselves, then there could be no Conversion of
the Scots in Britain, A.D. 203, nor any Christian Church of the Scottish
nation in that island during the third age, nor by consequence, any occasion
for bishops, or in default of them, for priests or monks, to administrate

® Lloyd's Church Government of Great Britain, preface, p. 5.
® Preface to Knox's Ilistory, edit. Lond. folio, p. 25.
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the Word and Sacraments to the Scottish Christians, whenece it follows
that all the fabric of the primitive church government among the Scots, by
priests and monks without bishops, is at once overturned, by what we have
shown in the first part of this essay.

XLI. But this, 1 am afraid, is too much on that subject. 1 return to
what farther account there is of S. Palladius’ life. I‘ordun® informs us,
from the life of S. Kentigern, disciple to Servanus, that S. Palladius
preached and exercised his episcopal functions several years, among the
Picts and Scots in Britain ; that not finding himsclf able alone to discharge
all the pastoral duties among these people, he made choice of Servanus, a
person of great sanctity, whom he instructed in what belonged to the pas-
toral charge, consecrated him bishop, and appointed him his coadjutor or
suffragan for advancing the work of the Gospel, and for assisting him in the
(‘onversion and instruction of the people.

Both the lrish® and Scottish writers, after Nennius, agrec that S.
Palladius died at Fordun in the Mearns, which the Picts possessed in those
days, “in terra Pictorum ;’ his festival was celebrated all over Scotland the
sixth of July, the day of his death, and he was recorded and honoured as the
Apostle of the Ncots, for thus his festival is inscribed in red letters in the
ancientest Scottish calendars, “Prid. Non. Julii 8. Palladii episcopi et apostoli
Scotorum,” and this title of Apostle of the Scots, given to S. Palladius in the
ancientest calendars of the Church of Scotland before Fordun’s time, seems
to imply that the churchmen and writers of Scotland, in more ecarly times,
were not persuaded that the body of the Scots nation was converted to
Christianity before Palladius’ time in the fifth century, and is a new proof
that this Presbyterian scheme of the ancient chureh government of Scotland
is fabulous. 8. Palladius’ memory is still kept np till this day at Fordun
in the Mearns by a yearly fair, called by the vulgar, Padic-fair, curtailed
for Palladie’s fair, at Padic-kirk, where his relies were, in all bygone times,
kept with great vencration; and where, A.D. 1494, William Scheves,
Archbishop of S. Andrews, cansed place them more honourably in a silver
shrine ; which, as the report goes, says Spottiswoode,® was taken up at the
demolishing of churches, at the time of the new Reformation, by a gentle-

® Fordun, lib. iii. c. 9.

™ Nennius, ¢. xxiv.

© Boeth. Hist. Scotor. lib. vii. fol. 129, edit. Ferrer.
@ Hist, p. 7.
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man of good rank, (Wishart of Pitarro,) who dwelt near the place. The
people of the country, observing the decay which followed on that family
not many years after, ascribed the same to the violation of S. Palladius’
grave :—thus Spottiswoode ; nor is this the only example of divine justice
fallen npon families for the sacrileges committed in those times.

This is all we know from the Scottish writers that now remain, of S.
Palladius, of the exereise of his mission, and honour paid to his memory
among the Scots. Asto the Irish writers, it is true that they gencrally
suppose after Nennius, that Palladius did not long(®) survive his retiring
from Treland, and that he died soon after among the Picts in Britain, and
that it was upon the news of his death that S. Patrick was consecrated
bishiop, and sent to the Scots in Ircland. But it is like, this tradition of the
Irish had no other ground than that the Irish having no further account of
S. Palladius after he left Ircland, believed he was dead, or rather that his
retreat from Treland, with a resolution never to return back to it, was in re-
gard of them the same thing as his death, and made the sending another
bishop to Ircland eqnally asnecessary, as if Palladius had been really dead ;
and thus the tradition of the Irish concerning him, may be probably recon-
ciled with that of the Scots in Britain, who are persuaded that S. Palladius
outlived his retreat from Ircland, and excrcised his pastoral functions
several years among the DPicts and Scots in the north of Britain, as we
have said.

However that be, it must be owned after all, that the cultivating and
progress of the Christian religion in these early times among the Scots in
Britain, as well as among the northern Picts, was chiefly owing to S. Pat-
rick, his disciples, or to their successors, among whom the great S. Columba,
as will afterwards appear, bears the principal rank. We may have also
occasion, in the sequel of these essays, frequently to observe the communi-
cation and intercourse, which lasted for several ages afterwards, betwixt the
Scots in Ireland (as long as they bore that name), and the Scots in Britain
(to whom the name of Scots was by degrecs at last wholly appropriated),
wlence it came to pass in ancient times that both the Scots in Ireland and
those in Britain, looked upon the Scottish Saints, without examining
whether they were born in Ireland or in Britain, as belonging to the Scots

® Post parvum intervallum defunctus est Palladius in campo Girgin, in loco qui
dicitur Fordun. Dicunt alii martyrio coronatum esse eum illic. Colgan, in Triade Thau-
maturga, vit. 29* 8, Patricii, ¢. xxiv. p. 13.
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in common, and in consequence, both those of Britain and those of Ireland
promiscuously adopted them for their patrons, celebrating their memories,
and looking upon the sanctity of their lives, and their zeal to propagate
Christianity, and their other memorable actions, as being equally honour-
able to both nations, without having ever had, as far as appears, any con-
testation about them. It had been happy for them both, and advantageous
to both nations, and for their mutual interests, spiritual and temporal, that
this harmony aud close union had been preserved without interruption be-
twixt them, as it appears it was without any considerable breach, as long
as the Irish continued a free and independent nation, governed by their
own native kings and laws. But from the time that the Irish by degrees
became entirely subject to the English, and especially after the usage that
Edward Bruce, who had gone over to rescue them, met with, A.D. 1318,
this mutual harmony betwixt the Scots and the Irish was interrupted, and at
last the Irish being forced by the persecutions of the new Reformers to come
over in great numbers to foreign Catholic countries, and there as a ready
means to find protection, subsistence, and establishment, having begun
under the name of Scots, (which had for many ages been in desuetude
among them,) to claim to themselves alone all the mierit of the Scottish
Saints who were honoured in foreign countries, for the Conversions wrought
by them in former ages, or for the sanctity of their lives, without leaving
any share of the merit to the Scots in Britain, who weré persuaded, with the
consent of the gencrality of strangers of those times, that they had a right
and title to these ancient eminent Scots, as good and better thau the Irish,
from thence began those hot debates and long paper war, which hath em-
ployed the best pens of both nations within these two last centuries, to no
. other purpose than to expose them both to strangers by their altercations
and animosities, which I would be much more inclined to contribute all I
could to heal and make up than to exasperate, that being certainly more to
the edification of the public, and more acceptable than all those debates to «ll
equitable men of both nations, and to our common patron S. Patrick, for
which reason I am resolved to enter as little as I can into these altercations
and to content myself to call by the name of Scots those 1 find so called in my
vouchers, leaving to those that have more leisure, the task of discussing to
which of the two islands they belong,and this particularly during the four
following ages that the name of Scots continued to be given to the natives
of both countries. I now return to the history of S. Patrick.
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XLIL. Upon S. Palladius leaving Ireland with a resolution never to
return, S. Patrick, who had been particularly chosen by Almighty God for
the Conversion of that island, being then in the course of his travels and
studies at Auxerre in France, with the holy bishop S. German, so zealous
for the British Churches, was by him'® sent anew to Rome, and there or-
dained bishop, and received mission from the Pope. The precise year in
which this happened is not certain.  Marianus places S. Patrick’s ordina-
tion and mission A.D. 432, and ascribes it to Pope Celestine, whose death
he puts off till 433.  But it being certain that Pope Celestine died in April
432, and was soon after suceceded by Pope Sixtus ITI. who lived till A.D.
140, it is most probable that it was from Pope Sixtus that S. Patrick re-
ceived both his ordination and mission for Ireland. Nothing is more
edifying and apostolical than the account the Saint himself gives in his
Confession or Apology of the dispositions with which he entered and
carried on the work of the GGospel in that island. e abandoned  his family,
renouneed his nobility to serve a stranger nation: he devoted himself to
God, to go and carry the knowledge of his name to the utmost bounds of
the earth, resolved to endure all for the accomplishment of the work he had
been called to, to bear with equanimity adversity or prosperity, and equally
to render thanks to God for all that should befall to him.

These were the dispositions in which he entered Ireland to preach the
Gospel to a nation which had not'® as yet received the knowledge of the
true God, and was wholly given up to idolatry. He consecrated himself
entirely to the service of a people to whom he was unknown, except in
quality of a slave and captive, resolved to suffer all sort of bad treatments,
persccutions, and prisons, and even to lay down his life for the Gospel with
joy, if God should judge him worthy of that honour. He informs us that
he was once taken up with the ® companions of his labours, by order of
some of their kings, and all that they had, scized upon, and himself put in
irons, they intending to put him to aeath, but that his time not being yet
come, Almighty God preserving him to continuc on the work to which He
had called him, after a fortnight’s imprisonment they were released.

1Ic tells us, also, no doubt for the information of those that should suc-

' Aect. Sanctor. Bolland. ad 17 Martii.

® Confessio 8. Patricii, a Warwzo edita, ct correctius a Sociis Bollandin.
© Confess. num. I8.

@ Ibid. n. 22.
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ceed in his labours, that he took speeial® care in the exereise ot his fune-
tion to avoid even the least appearance of avarice, that he would accept of
no presents from the many thousands that he baptized, nor from the church-
men whom he ordained, but that on the eontrary he distributed all he had
among them.

In these dispositions he travelled and preached throughout all the four
provinces of Ireland, beginning by that of Leinster, where having made
several Conversions, he chose out from among the ehurchmen whom he had
brought along with him, proper persons, and settled them pastors over these
new Christians, Irom thenee he passed on to Ulster, where, by his
preaching and miraeles, he eonverted many more; he was called before
Leogaire the chief King of Ireland at Tara, confounded his Druids or magi-
cians, and founded the monastery of Sabhul-Patric at Down ; from Ulster he
went to Connaught, and afterwards to Munster; in a word he carried the
light of the Gospel into all the corners of Ircland.

The fruits of his preaching and sufferings were the C'onversions of vast
multitudes of people, whom he consecrated to God by baptism, and ordained
pastors everywlhere to baptize, instruct, and govern them: he founded
monasteries for educating and forming religious men and churehmen for
the service of the pcople; he conseerated virgins to Christ, and of these
some were of the best quality in Ireland, «filii®» Seotorum et filie Regu-
lorum.”

Among other virgins conseerated to God by S. Patrick or his disciples,
S. Brigid, so famous among the Irish and Scots, was one. Tler birth is
placed by Bollandus’s'® continuators A.D. 436, and her eonseeration A.D.
450, she being only fourteen years of age. S. Patrick,'® himself, takes
particular notice of the ardour with which these, even of this weaker sex.
devoted themselves to Christ, by embracing the state of perpetual virginity,
notwithstanding the opposition and bad usage they often met with from
their parents or relations. But this, far from diseouraging them, served
ofttimes to augment their number.

He had no less zeal for the sanctifieation of the new Christians of the
other sex, who resolved to leave the world, and give themselves wholly to

@™ Confess. n. 21.

®) Ibid. n. I8.
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God ; he had, as we observed, in his travels abroad made long abode in the
most renowned monasteries of foreign countries, such as S. Martin’s of
Tours, those of Auxerre, and of Lerins, and others. There he had learned
monastie discipline, and was the first that introduced it into our northern
parts, and many of his converts embraeed that way of living, for whom he
founded proper mansions, as we shall see, which became the nurseries as
well of bishops and pastors, us of religious men devoted to a solitary life.

But 8. Patrick’s earc for consecrating bishops for carrying on and main-
taining the work of the Gospel, is particularly remarked by all the writers
of his life.  Nennius,™ the British writer, in the beginning of the ninth
age, confirms the same, and says that during the long course of his mission
in Ireland, he ordained above three hundred bishops, for as many Churches
that he had founded, and above three thousand priests to serve under them.

This great number of bishops said to have been ordained by S. Patrick,
during the eourse of his mission in Ireland, and some other unusual prac-
tices that we may meet with in relation to episcopacy and church govern-
ment in the carliest times of the Christianity, as well of Ireland as of the
northern parts of Britain, without the bounds of the Roman empire, will
no doubt appear very surprising to those that consider the discipline of the
Church, as to bishop’s seats, such as they were regulated by the Canons
within the Kmpire.

XLIIL In order, thercfore, to obviate the difficulties that may arise
from some unusual praetices in Ireland, and especially in the northern extra-
provineial parts of Britain, to avoid being obliged to repeat frequently
the same remurks, and to prevent objections against episcopal government
in general, arising from the prejudices of some of our modern writers, I
must take the freedom to make some stop here, and for once go to the
bottom of this subject ; and in the first place, after endeavouring to give a
true notion of Episcopacy in general, distinguish what is essential and im-
mutable in that sacred Order, according to the institution of Christ, from
what is changeable or alterable, according to the circumstances or manners
of a people or nation where Episcopacy is established. In the second place,
lay open the wide difference there was in primitive times in the settlement
of bishops betwixt the state, manners, and circumstances of the ancient
inhabitants within the several provineces of the Roman empire, and those of

* Nennius, c. lix.
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the nations or other inhabitants that had never been subject to it, such as
those of Ireland and of the northern parts of Britain beyond Antonine’s
wall.

I join here to the inhabitants of Ireland those of the northern parts of
Britain, to wit, the Picts and Scots, (upon whose account, chiefly, I make
this digression, in order to set what concerns Episcopacy in the best light I
can, and to obviate the objections drawn from the singular circumstances
and situation of bishops in ancient times among the Scots and DPicts,) 1
join, I say, these three people under one consideration, first, because in
ancient times, before they received Christianity, the circumstances and
manners of these three pcople were much the same, being all three destitute
of the form of polity scttled within the Roman empire. Secondly, because
in the carliest times, after they reccived the Christian faith, there was
an essential connexion and conformity betwixt them (at least as great as
could be betwixt the inhabitants of two different 1slands, and under different
governments,) both in the doctrine and in the discipline of Christianity, as
being all derived from the same source, that is, from the preaching and
practice of S. Patrick, of his disciples, and of those that had been instructed
and formed by them, as it will fully appear in the continuation of this essay.

Now in the first place, as to the nature or character of Lpiseopacy, or of
the episcopal Order. By Episcopacy in general is understood the fulness of
sacerdotal power, which Christ having received from his Iternal Iather,
communicated to his Apostles, appointing them his vicegerents, upon his
withdrawing his visible presence from the carth, to be by them transmitted
to the bishops, their Successors, and handed down by them, and preserved
in his Church to his second coming.

And thus He established Episcopacy or the episcopal Order, the source
of all the spiritual powers which He left towards governing, propagating, and
preserving the Church, which is his spiritual kingdom upon carth, whercof
He appointed the Apostles and their Sucecessors the bishops, the supreme
magistrates, with a due subordination among them, and all the powers and
authority necessary for preserving faith, order, and unity, and for perpetua-
ting his kingdom, and maintaining it against all enemies by their ministry,
animated by the invisible operation of his Spirit, according to his promise
to be always with the Apostles and their Successors, even to the end of the
world.

Hence in the episcopal Order or Character, all inferior Orders, as well that
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of priesthood as the rest, ave contained as in their source, and all of them
derive from it that portion of the sacerdotal power they are invested with,
as so many streams flowing from Ipiscopacy, the fountain head. Thus,
when & bishop ordains a priest or deacon, he confers upon him that power
that the Order he receives requires, but he still retains, if I may so say, the
sovereignty o1 fulness of it himself.

Hence the priest, by virtue of the portion of sacerdotal power communi-
cated to him, can give children to the Church by baptism, but cannot give
PPathers to it by ordination ; he can give, by baptism, the spiritual life, but
cannot, by his ordinary power, give the perfection of Christianity ; he can
offer the Christian Sacrifice, he can forgive sins by the sacrament of pen-
ance, he can govern and feed by the Word and Sacraments the portion of
the flock committed to itm, and so of the other powers communicated to him
by the bishop ; but all of them to be exercised either by order of, or with
relation to the bishop, and with dependance on him.  These were the senti-
ments of the primitive times, 'That of S. Ignatius, Martyr, disciple of the
apostles, is clear upon the head.  “ Sine® episcopo nemo quidquam faciat
corum quie ad ecclesiam spectant....Non licitum est sine episcopo, neque
baptigare, neque agapen facere,” &e.  In fine, the dignity of the priest is
sublime, but limited to himself; he cannot communicate it to others, nor
convey it down beyond his own life.  Whereas the bishop possesses all the
sacerdotal powers, not only in a much more noble and independent manner,
but can transmit them. Ie not only can give children to the Church, but
he ean give Tathers to it, which pricsts cannot do. This is the principal
diflerence betwixt the Orders of bishops and pricsts assigned by S. Epi-
phauius in his book of Heresies, where he argues against the heretic Aerius,
who, among other heresies, was the first that broached in the fourth century,
this of the equality of priests to bishops.

= The Order of bishops,” says this holy Father,®  begets Fathers to the
Cliureh, that of priests cannot beget Fathers, it engenders only children (by
the laver of regeneration) but not Fathers or Masters.” In a word, the bishop
contains in his Character, not only all that is necessary towards governing
and preserving a Church already formed, but he alone can form new

* 8. Ignat. epist. ad Smyrn.
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Churches, create pastors to them, and enduc them with all powers and
authority requisite to form other new Churches, and so continune down the
sacred ministry to the end of the world. Thus the Chureh subsists and is
perpetuated by the episeopal Order; and without it, it eannot continue beyond
one generation. S. Hierome also, some of whose expressions are ehiefly made
use of by Presbyterian writers to endeavour to prove the equality of priests
and bishops, doth expressly except the power of ordination. ¢ Quid facit,®
exeepta ordinatione, episcopus, quod non facit presbyter 2’ These passages
of S. Epiphanius and of S. Hierome, though they at first sight appear very
simple in the expression, yet if they be duly eonsidered and weighed, they
say all, and eontain a clear and full distinction betwixt the dignity of the
episeopal Order and that of a1 simple presbyter, and a manifest proof of the
superiority of the first Order over the seeond. Tor by the power of ordina-
tion, or of giving fathers and masters to the Chureh, as S. Epiphanius ex-
presses it, is meant that power by whieh a bishop by virtue of his Character
ean empower, eomimission, or ereate all the spiritual magistrates or offieers
in the Chureh or kingdom of Christ, from the highest to the lowest, and
eonvey to them, when destinated to be bishops, the fulness of the sacerdo-
tal power, or create them first ministers or ehief governors in this spiritual
kingdom of Christ, or if only priests or inferior ministers, eonvey to them
that portion of the sacerdotal power that is annexed to the Character of the
Order which they are to receive.

Now, as in temporal and carthly kinadoms or sovereign states, there are
none but the king alone, or supreme magistrates who hold their power of
God alone, that ean by virtue of that power, or of their Character, ereate
first ministers or officers of state. generals of armies, governors of provinces
or of cities, and perform sueh other acts of sovereignty; so in the spiritual
kingdom of Christ, the Chureh, the reserving to bishops, exclusively of
priests of the second Order, the power of ordination, by which the first
ministers and supreme magistrates (as well as all other officers of the
Chureh,) are commissioned, created, and receive all their power and auth-
ority, is an cvident proof of the supreme authority of bishops, derived im-
mediately from Christ, and depending only upon Him, and of the superiority
of the episcopal Character to that of pricsts of the second Order.

I add that the exclusion of the second Order of priests from the power

® ieronym. epist. ad Evagr. N
K
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of ordination contained in those passages of S. Epiphanius and S. Hierome,
and indeed in the uniform practice of all antiquity, and the reservation of
that power to bishops alone, contains another essential prerogative of bishops
above priests, since from this it follows that the episcopal Order is absolutely
necessary for the continuing on and propagating the Church. Because, ac-
cording to the authorities of these two holy Iathers, (which express the sense
of the Church of all ages,) without the episcopal Order there can neither be
bishops, priests, nor other ministers, and, by consequence, no authority, no
power of the keys, no Christian Saecrifice, no pastors to feed the flock of
Christ by the Word and Sacraments, in a word no Church at all.

Whereas a Christian Church might possibly subsist for some time by
the Order of bishops and deacons, or inferior ministers without the second
Order of priests, as in the opinion of some learned men,® well versed in
the diseipline of the Church, it did subsist in some places in the apostolical
times, where we have no clear proof that the Apostles always ordained any
number to the limited Character of priests of the second Order, but conferred
often all at once, the plenitude of episcopal powers upon those who were
sent to convert the nations, and to form Churches of their new converts.

The circumstances of the Chureh in those first times, seem to have
often required this disposition, for all the first apostolical labourers, as well
as the Apostles themselves, were destinated to go out into the world to
preach the Gospel, according to Christ’s commission, to all men, ¢“onini
creaturze,” to form Churches of those whom they converted, and to scttle
paétors over them, not only to feed the flock already brought into the
Church, but to propagate the Gospel in the neighbourhood, and in propor-
tion as the number of the faithful daily augmented, to form new Churches,
and give them pastors, with power equal to their own, for the more speedy
propagation of the Gospel. ‘

But, however that be, from what we have said, it follows that of all the
powers contained in the plenitude of the Kpiscopal dignity, the power of
giving Fathers to the Church, or of consecrating or ordaining bishops,
priests, and deacons or ministers, is the most characteristic or distinguish-
ing prerogative ; all the rest, even that of governing, visiting, correcting, of
giving Confirmation, of veiling virgins, dedicating churches, &ec., though
they be proper functions of a bishop, yet they may be all of them delegated

® Thomassin, de ant. Eccles. Disciplina, lib.i. ¢ I.
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to priests upon urgent oeccasions, but the power of ordaining bishops or
priests can never be delegated to any not endued with the episeopal
Character ; nor is there any example of its having been allowed of in all the
history of the Christian Church, but, on the contrary, we find that, when-
ever any under the episcopal Character presumed to usurp the power of
ordination, the Orders they had pretended to confer were declared null, and
the usurpers, with those they had attempted to orduin, were universally
condemned in the earliest times. Witness the decision of the fumous case
of Ischyras and Colluthus, whereof here follows a brief aceount, taken from
authentie Aets, preserved to us by S. Athanasius.

Colluthus, a simple presbyter, having usurped the episcopal office, aud
in that quality conferred the Order of priesthood (amowg others) upon one
Ischyras, a layman of Mareotis; for this reason, in 2 numerous Council of
bishops holden, A.D. 319, at Alexandria, in which the famous Osius pre-
sided, it was cnacted that this Colluthus, being only a priest, and not a true
bishop, but an imaginary one, (or'> fancying himself to be a bishop,) should
thenceforth tuke no other quality upon himself but that of a simple presbyter,
as he truly was no more, and in consequence, that all his ordinations were
null, and those he had ordained reduced to their former condition, and
among others, Ischyras declared no presbyter, though he had valued himself
upon that quality, by virtue of a pretended ordination from Colluthus.
Thus in substance the public Aets set down by S. Athanasius in his Apology.

It is, I conceive, of the last importance for all our countrymen of the
Presbyterian way to consider seriously witli themselves whether or not this
judgment passed by the great Osius, in so early times, and in so numerous
a Council, recorded by S. Athanasius, doth not at least equally level at all
the pretended ordinations of ministers of the Word and Sacraments, derivedl
from the Knoxian ordinations, made by laymen, or, at most, by simple
presbyters, at our Scottish Reformation, and from thence continued down
upon the same footing, till our times.

And in order to put this synodical judgment in a better light, it is of
consequence to add here to it, the judgment that the historian Socrates,
speaking the sense of the Church of his time, A.D. 439, makes of this
Ischyras’s taking upon him the quality and office of priest, withont a true

& (Ia’xvpas) duk €oTt mpeaBurépos* Tmo yap Kolhovbov Tov 1rpsa'3u-rspov ¢avragbevros
émoxomjy—«. 7. X Libella Clericor. Mareotic. in Apologia 8. Athanasii relat. tom. ii.
Concil. General, edit. Cossart et wabe, pp. 458-459.
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episcopal ordination, having received his ordination only from Colluthus,
an imaginary bishop.

¢ A® man of that country, (says Socrates, speaking of Marecotis,) called
Ischyras, did a thing (i. e. committed a crime) which deserved to be
punished by more than one death, for he had the boldness to take upon
him the name, and to exercise the sacred functions of a priest, though he
had never been initiated to the priesthood.”” Such authorities as these,
containing the sense of so early times upon the necessity of episcopal or-
dination, need not great discussion, but only to be seriously laid to heart by
all whom it cuncerns.

By all we have said, I hope it sufficiently appears that the power of
ordination is the most essential prerogative of the episcopal Character, and
the most inseparable from it.

For which reason, all that I shall have occision to say of the necessity
of bishops, in the northern parts of Britain in ancient times, and of the im-
possibility of a Christian Church its subsisting without the ministry of
bishops, is chiefly to be understood of the power of ordination. All other
episcopal powers and functions have their exceptions; the power of ordina-
tion hath none, but is essentially annexed to the episcopal Character, and
incommunicable to any other.

So that without the bishop’s ministry, as I have already often observed,
according to the constant uniform practice of the Christian Church, there
can be neither bishops, or priests, or any proper ministers of the Word
and Sacraments, no spiritual government that binds to obedience, no power
of the keys, &e., m a word no Church. Thus episcopal authority is essen-
tial to it.

XLIV. But whether the bishop have a fixed district, or govern at large,
whether he have a proper seat, or travel about from place to place, whether
he have the inspection and governmeat of one whole people, nation, or
kingdom, or only of a portion of it, whether in the exercise of his functions
he subject himself, out of humility, to any other, whom he judges superior
in sanctity and prudence to himself, (though of an inferior Character) and
takes directions from him, or excrts upon all occasions the superiority of
his power, which depends upon Giod alone, whether he have fixed revenues,
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or subsist upon the labour of his own hands, or upon the charity of the
faithful, all these things may vary according to times, places, and other
eircumstances, but the episcopal Character is still the same. 'The history
of the Chureh furnishes us with examples of bishops in all these circum-
stances ; but without the power of ordination, there can be none, nor was it
ever allowed to exereise it without the episcopal Character.

Thus we find in the monuments of the Church many bishops at large.
The Apostles and apostolical men were generally such. We find, also,
regionary bishops, who hal no fixed districts or dioeescs ; such were those
who, in the seventh, eighth, o1 ninth ages, converted the nations of the
northern eontinent ; S. Amand, S. Suibert, Willebrod, Willehad, &c., and
in Germany, Boniface and Kilian ; and all those (for the same reason as the
first twelve .\ postles and apostolical men,) looking upon themselves as called,
not barely to govern a particular flock, but to propagate the Gospel, to erect
new Churehes, and settle proper bishops in them. And sometimes they
themselves at last fixed their residence or seat in some one of the eities or
towns they had converted. Among the regionary bishops may be also
reckoned several bishops of Little Britany, such as Samson, Leonor, Maclo
or Malo, who all of them at first exercised their episcopal {functions through
the country at large, though they afterwards choosed fixed residences, which
by degrees came to be held for bishops’ seats, and to have a determined
precinct or diocese.

But what is chiefly to the present purpose, we find also, in the same
ecclesiastical monuments, bishops of whole nations, countries, or kingdoms.
Such were Moyses, bishop of the Saracens; Iritaunion, bishop of the ~cy-
thians; Frumentius, bishop of the .¥thiopiaus, or Abyssinians; Ulphilas,
bishop of the Goths, and others; but all of them without the bounds of
the Roman empire.

All these usages, how different soever they appear from those ot later
times in Catholie or Christian countries, or even from those of ancient
times, within the bounds of the Roman empire, all these usages. I say,
make no real difference in the episcopal Character, much less do other
differences of lesser moment betwixt bishops of ancient times and those in
more modern, such as that those ancient bishops had neither stately churches,
nor fixed revenue, nor numerous attendants or trains, but were often reduced
to great straits, sometimes forced to earn their bread with the labour of
their hands, according to the apostolical model. I'or example, Spiridion
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of Trimithunte, keeping his own shecp, was as true, and as great a bishop,
and as much respected, as any that sat in the great Council of Nice.

I insist upon this, because we meet with examples of these different
usages in ancient times among bishops in Ireland, and more yet in the
northern parts of Britain, and this chiefly, becanse they lived without the
bounds of the empire, in countries where the Roman government had
never penctrated, nor their discipline and polity ever been in use.

For the chief occasion of the variety we meet with in the exterior dis-
cipline of episcopacy, was the circumstances and manners of the inhabitants
where 1t was established.  For hence the difference we find in ancient times
of the sitnation of bishops within and without the Roman empire.

This whole empire was. in the time of Constantine the Great, (who first
cave full liberty to ke Christian religion), divided into four great districts,
or prefectures, und cach of these governed by chicf magistrates, called pre-
feets. Bach province coutained so many towns or cities, whercof the capital
was called metropolitan, and had a magistrate with jurisdiction over all the
provinee and rest of the cities.  Llach city had its proper magistrates.  The
citics were generally built of stone, and had each within its preeinct, public
edifices for their civil and religious assemblies.  Of all which there are still
stately yemains, or ruins, to be scen in many provinees, or countries which
had been subject to the empire, whilst it stood.

This disposition or polity served, in the order of Divine Providence, for
the speedy progress of the Gospel throughout the bounds of the empire, and
beeame a geneval plan for settling episcopal seats in duc subordination, by
degrees, as the light of the Gospel spread itself through the provinces. It
was natural to scttle a bishop as the chief spiritual magistrate in cach city,
and among the bishops of the province, the bishop of the chicf city or
metropolis, was of course entitled to have jurisdiction over the rest, by the
name of metropolitan, or archbishop; and the city of Rome, being the chicf
of all others, and the centre of the empire, it was by a special ovder of
Divine® Providence, that S. Peter, appointed by our Lord himself the
first and chief of the Apostles, was directed by the Spirit of God to place in
that city his fixed scat, which was to be in all after ages the chief scat, and
centre of unity in the Church of Christ, and head of the cpiscopal college,

' Beatissimus Petrus Prineeps apostoliei ordinis, ad arcem Romani destinator
imperii; ut lux veritatis qua in omnium gentium revelabatur salutem, effieacius se ab ipso
capite per totum mundi corpus effunderet.  S. l.eo, Sermon. 80.
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with a far greater® cxtent of spiritual jurisdiction, than it ever had of civil A, D. 4352

authority at the greatest height of its power and dominion. i
As to the countries without the bounds of the empire, such as lreland

and the northern parts of Britain, we have uo account of any such civil

polity. The government was indeed monarchieal in Ireland, and among the

Picts and Seots in Britain. Ircland was also divided into four provinees,

as we are told, to wit, Leinster, Ulster, Munster, and Connaught ; in ecach

of which was a little king, as they relate, and under him several chiefs, or

heads of clans, who took also sometimes the title of kings. But all this.

depending more upon forec and violenee than upon any laws or regulation
of polity, was not lasting or uniforn.

But we have no eertain account of any considerable town, either in
Ireland, before the invasion of the Danes in the eighth or ninth age, nor
in the northern parts of Britain, without the bounds of the empire, that is.
beyond the northern wall. Nor have there been found, by the most dili-
gent enquirers, any considerable ruins or remaius (exeept of Roman works)
in the north of Britain. No couspiewous ruins, for example, are to be
seen'® at Tara, the chief seat of the kings of Ircland ; nor at Abernethy in
the north of Britain, though it was once the chief city(® of the Picts, and the
ordinary dwelling-place of their kings. The chief reason of this is, that
whereas within the empire the louses were generally built of stone, in
Ireland, and in our northern parts, in the times we speak of, and long after-
wards, they were made only of wood, interwoven with the branches of trees.

The Danes, upon their invasions into Ireland, in the eighth and ninth
age, made the first stone buildings. But the natives as yet, in the twelfth
age, looked cven upon churches of stone as an unusual novelty, and scarce
could bear the sight'®) of them.

Stonc buildings were certainly long before that in use, at least for
churches, among the Picts in the north of Britain, since we find that, A.D.
715, Naitan,® king of the Picts, in his message to Ceolfrid, abbot of Were-

®) (Roma) per sucram Beati Petri sedem eaput orbis cffecta, latius praesideres religione
Divina quam dominationc terrena. 8. Leo, Sermon. 80.
—Sedes Roma Petri, quee pastoralis honoris
Facta caput mundo, quidquid non possidet armis,
Religione tenet.
® Ware, Ant. Hibern. p. 111.
© Nunc fuit ille locus (Abcrnethy) Principalis Regalis ct Pontificalis per aliqua
tempora totius Regni Pictorum. Lib. Paslet. in Biblioth. Reg. Lond. MS. lib. iv. c. 12,
) Ware, ubi supra,
) Bed. Hist. Eeeles. lib. v. ¢. 21.
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mouth. among other commissions, prayed the abbot to send him architects
to build a chureh in his kingdom after the Roman manner, promising to
eause dedicate it to the honour of S. Peter, and accordingly Ceolfrid complied
with his desires, and sent him architects. DBut it seems the use of stone
building was not veceived among the Scots, even for their churches, as far
down as about A.D. 652, When Finan® succeeded to Aidan, bishop of
the northern Saxons, he built a church in the Isle of Lindisfarne becoming
the episcopal see, that is, a cathedral church, the which, nevertheless, after
the manner of the Scots, he made not of stone, but of hewed oak, and
covered it with reeds, &ec.: from this it appears that hitherto the Scots had
not commonly churches of stone, much less their ordinary houses, which,
both in Ireland and the north of Britain, were built of wood, and being
soon made up. were sooner overturned or consumed with fire, so as no con-
spicuous ruins of them were to be seen.

XLV. This being premised concerning episcopacy in general, and the
disposition and circumstances of the inhabitants of Ireland, and of those of
the northern parts of Brizain, without the bounds of the empive, I return to
the account 1 had begun of the progress of the Gospel, and of the settle-
ment of the ecclesiastical discipline and government among these people.

When the first preachers of the Gospel appeared in these countries, the
people flocked to hear them, partly by a sceret impression of Divino Provi-
dence, partly by curiosity, being touched by their instructions, by their
miracles, and by the singularity and sanctity of their lives: great numbers
were more easily eomverted that their kings or rulers generally made no
violent oppesition, and though their Druids, who were really magicians and
the ministers of their heathen worship, both in Britain and Ireland, foresecing
the ruin of their superstitions, and decay of their interests, and of the re-
spect paid to them by the people, excited sometimes their kings or princes
to persecute the preachers of the Gospel, who were, by their instigation,
exposed thus to be maltreated, and even imprisoned, (as we have observed
that S. Patrick was™ ) yet we have no account of any martyrs, or of any
put to death for the profession of Christianity, either in Ireland, or in the
northern parts of Britain in these first times, nor of any general persecution
of the Christian pastors or people ; and the number of those that embraced

@ RBed IIist. Eccles. lib. iii. ¢. 25.
® Snpra, XLIL
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Christianity augmented so suddenly, by the Conversion of their kings and
leaders, that they were in a short time ont of danger of being oppressed by
those that remained obstinate in idolatry. s the number of those that
embraced the Gospel daily augmented, it was neceessary to provide them
speedily with pastors to instruet and govern those new converts; for this
reason, 8. Patrick and their other first preachers were obliged to abridee the
usual long trials and interstices, practised in Churches already formed. ac-
cording to the diseipline of the Canons, in regard of those that were to be
advanced to the different degrees of the Christian priesthood. "This order
and discipline required that there should be proper places and masters sct
apart for the education of those destinated to the funetions of the saered
ministry. Nothing of this could be supposed to have been hitherto in
Iveland, but in order to it, S. Patrick being perfectly well acquainted, in his
travels abroad, with the numerous congregations of Religious men living
under a Superior and rules, which he had seen in foreign parts, and being
himself inuared to their way of living, by the abode he made at Tours.
Auxerre, Lerins, and clsewhere, he endeavoured to inspire the swme spirit
into his first disciples, as the most conformable to the rules of Christian per-
feetion, which recommends nothing more than solitude and forsaking the
cares and affairs of the world, attended with set times of praver and the study
and meditation of the IToly Scriptures, supported by a laborious penitential
life. To men in these dispositions and eireumstanees, the founding a monas-
tery or seminary of piety and learning. such as the cirecumstances of the
times and of the country required, was a short task. Among the first converts
made by S. Patrick, there were always some men of great estates, sucl as
their lesser kings, and heads of tribes or clars, who had large territories.
Some of these, in order to propazate religion, failed not to make over
parcels of ground fit for building a monastery, and the buildings and houses
being all made of wood, in a country abounding with forests, and the peni-
tential life which his disciples had embraced, rendering all of them that
were healthy as many workmen, under the direction of such of them as had
been bred to that rnde kind of architecture, a church and a monastery were
soon erected. And in order to form these new converts, to picty and such
a degree of learning as the times allowed, of the multitudes that embraced
Christianity, S. Patrick, by the Spirit of God, selected those among them
in whom he observed more piety, zeal, and more capacity. These he in-
structed by himself more particularly in the doctrines of faith, and rules of
L
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A.D. 432, a Christian life; but the natives being as yet ignorant of letters, the Saint
~—~ " was obliged to accompany his religious instructions with teaching them the
first elements of literature, to render them eapable to read the Holy Serip-
tures, and such other books as he had brought along with him, or caused to

be sent from abroad for their further instruction.

We have elsewhere® treated of the ignorance of letters which was
common to the inhabitants of Ireland in ancient times, as well as to the
other northern people without the bounds of the Roman empire, and before
their Conversion to Christianity. To remedy this, which was a great hind-
rance to the progress of the Gospel, the first apostles of these nations were
obliged to become their first masters, as well in the elemeuts of letters as in
the doctrines of religion. 'This, we have observed,™ was the practice of
the holy bishop S. Ninian among the midland Britons and the southern
Picts. The historian Socrates'® remarks that the bishop Ulphilas was
the first master of the Goths, both in religion and in letters. Accordingly,
Nennins'® and Tireehan, the two most ancient writers that remain of S.
Patrick’s life, inform us that he wrote alphabets for his disciples, and
taught them to reud.  And no doubt he himself, or his first disciples, that
he had brought along with him from Gaul and from Britain, taught those
among his converts in whom he found more talents and disposition to
understand the Latin tongue, as being in those times the more general
language in use over all the Roman empire, to enable them by that means
to understand the Holy Scriptures, the Canons, and other writings of the
holy Fathers, thereby to improve themselves by their own private study in
a farther knowledge of the doetrine and discipline of the Church ; and from
among those the Saint chose the more advaneed for Superiors or Direetors
of his new monasteries, and advanced some of them to the episcopal de-
gree, in order to propagate religion in the adjacent places.

In proportion as the Gospel was propagated through the different pro-
vinees and eantons, new monasteries of this kind were founded, built, and
planted with new colonies. And thus the monastic discipline was intro-
dueed and propagated in Ireland by S. Patrick, who, for that reason,(® is

@ Crit. Essay, pp. 440, 441, &e.

® Supra, XXXIV.

© Tlist. Ececles. lib. iv. c. 83.

@ Ware, de Scriptor. Hibern. lib. ii. c. I. p. 103.
(» Mabillon, Annal. Benedictin. tom. i. p. 207.
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justly owned the first that brought in that way of living to our northern
parts. But it is to be observed that in his time, monasteries, espeeially
those governed by bishops, were not barely retreats of religious persons or
monks, in a striet sense, who having renouneed to the world, eonsecrated
themselves to a solitary life, but were the seminaries of ehurchmen and
bishops, aceording to the intention of S. Patrick, who formed them upon
the models he had eopied in Gaul, espeeially on the great monastery
founded by S. Martin at Tours, and on that of Lerins, founded by S.
Honorat, out of both which most of the greatest and most famous bishops
of the Gauls were taken, during the fifth and sixth ages. In like manmner
the monasteries founded by S. Patrick became the nurseries of bishops and
of the clergy of all degrees.

The edification whieh the pious behaviour and regularity of the inhabit-
ants of these religious houses gave to all that heard of them, drew multi-
tudes of people to frequent them, and profit by their examples and instruc-
tions, and for greater eonveniency, they began to erecet for themselves
dwellings in the neighbourhood; these small beginnings gresw up after-
wards, by degrees, into towns, and this was the first origin of the most

part of episcopal scats and towns in Ireland, in the northern parts of

Britain, and of severals of those in Wales, as well as in Little Dritany.
A bishop being consccrated, and settled in them, but at first without any
limited distriet, whieh could not be fixed whilst the Conversion of the
country was as yet carrying on, and cach bishop endeavouring to spread the
light of the Gospel in all adjaeent plaees and regions around, in proportion
as any new canton was brought into Christianity, a new monastery was
settled with a chureh, a bishop, and a religious society to be formed to piety
and learning under the eye of the bishop (as we have already observed) for
the service of the people. For there not being as yet, nor long after this,
any parish ehurehes set up, each one with a proper priest or pastor, the
Bishop or other Superior of these monasteries or seminaries, when they
could not go themselves, sent out priests through the country to instruet,
baptize, and administrate the other sacraments to the eountry people.

This was the practice in more ancient times, not only in Ireland, and
in the north of Britain, but even® in the more polished parts of the soutl:
of the island, where we are told that Theodore, Archbishop of Canterbury,

) Concil. Anglic. Spelman, tom. i. p. 152.
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was the first that divided the country into parishes, after the middle of the
seventh age ; and we do not find in the threct® first ages that parish churches
with proper pastors, were anywhere as yet in the Church commonly set up,
at least through the country, with a power of giving baptism, celebrating
the holy Mysteries, and absolving penitents, all which functions arc generally
reserved to the bishop in those first ages, except in cases of necessity; and
all the priests assisted the bishops in the solemn assemblies, where the
Christian Saerifice was offered up, and were always ready at his disposal, to
be sent abroad where the spiritual needs of the faithful required.

NLVI. By what we have said, appears, First, the reason of the great
number of bishops said to have been consecrated by S. Patrick in Ireland,
the circumstances of that infant Chureh requiring that in the course of his
preaching the Gospel, and converting the inhabitants, for the speedy pro-
aress of the Gospel, he should give the fulness of sacerdotal power to the
best qualified pastors whom he seftled in the several cantons ; besides that,
during the course of about sixty years assigned by the writers of his life
to his episcopal administration, many of the first bishops dying, he was
obliged to couscerate others in their place. However, it is otherwise
certain, that there was anciently in Ireland an unusual number of bishops,
even long after 8. Patrick’s time.  Wardeeus,V in his dissertation on the
life of S. Rumold, reckons up, from ancient monuments, about one hundred
bishops in Ircland,® marking each of their seats. S. Bernard,® in the life
of S. Malachy, informs us that the custom of multiplying bishops had pre-
vailed to that degree in Ireland, that in S. Malachy’s time, (that is, in the
beginning of the twelfth century,) there was a bishop almost in every
Church, the number being augmented as the Metropolitan thought fit. This
was, no doubt, an abuse, as S. Bernard observes it was; but though the
bishopricks of Ireland were afterwards reduced by the Legate Paparo, A.D.
1152, to a more regular number, and have been diminished by other re-
ductions or unions of bishopricks, yct the number still remains greater in
Ireland than in Britain, in proportion to the extent of these islands. Seccond,
from what we have said of the nature of the buildings in Ireland, their

@ ‘Thomassin, Disciplin. Eeccles. tom. i. lib. i.

@ [Hugh Ward, an Irish Franciscan of Louvain.]

® Vita Rumoldi, pp. 158, 159, &e.

) In Hibernia singule pene Ecclesim singulos habent cpiscopos, multiplicatos ad
arbitriom Metropolitani. Bernard. Vita S. Malachi.

@ YWare, Ant, Hibern. e. xvi. p. 83.
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being anciently made not of stone but of wood, both their churches and
houses, it follows that the accounts we meet with of bishops, botl of lreland
and of the northern parts of Britain, their residing in ancient times in
places where at present there appear no marks or remains of towns, cities.
or monasteries, are not merely to be looked upon for that reason as ground-
less, for a number of wooden houses were soon consumed, so as no mark of
them, after some ages, remained.

XLVII. We have already obscrved, that in Ircland, no more than in
other countries without the bounds of the Empire, it was neither expedient
nor possible that the districts or dioceses of the bishops could be fixed but
by degrees and in léngth of time. However, if we could depend upon the
(fanons and Councils, attributed to S. Patrick, it would scem that he had
begun, even in his own tinie, to settle by degrees this canonical discipline.
as far as the circumstances of the country afforded opportunity. But
though 1 doubt not but that S. Patrick, Laving been himself instructed in
his rules of canonical discipline by the best masters whom he frequented
in his travels abroad, wonld endeavour to settle this, and other parts of the
ecclesiastical discipline, particularly that of holding of Counciis, so much
recommended by the (fanons, yet when I consider the circamstances of fre-
land in his time, and the style of some of these Canons, I am apt to think
that the Councils and Canons that we have under S. Patrick’s name (and
which are certainly very ancient), are to be looked upon vather as an im-
perfect scheme of the discipline and regulations that were in use in Ireland
during the first ages of the Christianity of the Irish, than the proper work
of S. Patrick, and that they were afterwards attributed to S. Patrick, not
only in order to give them more weight and authority, but because they
were the most ancient regualations of the Christian Churches settled by 5.
Patrick and his diseiples in Ireland : in the saume manner as we see that
the first collection of Canons is attributed to the Apostles, amd bears their
name, *“ Canones Apostolorum,” not that the .\postles themselves were the
immediate authors of them in the form aud style that we have them, but
(according to the judgment of the learned) because these Canons contain the
sum of the ecclesiastical discipline in use and practice in the first three ages
after the Apostles’ times.

Now, as to the remains we have of collections of Irish Canons, besides
the M.S. copies, of which Father D’Achery® hath published a large ex-

@ D. Lucee Dacherii M.B. Spicileg. vet. Seriptor. tom. i. p. 491. edit. Paris, 1723, folio_
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tract, there are still extant the Canons of two Councils, attributed to S.
Patrick, and said to have been holden about A.D. 450. The one of which,
with S. Patrick’s own name, is inscribed also with those of two other
bishops, Auxilius and Isserninus.

The Canous of both these Councils were first published, A.D. 1656, by
Waraus ® among the works of S. Patrick, and they were afterwards in-
serted in the great Collection of Councils, by Father Labbe.()

By the first of these Councils it appears : First, That(®) the clergy, cven
those ininferior Orders, were fixed to certain churches, and vagabond clerks
torbidden: Second, That a virgin (¥ consecrated to God was acecounted an
adulteress it she married, and was debarred the Holy Communion, till she
forsook the adulterer and did penance: Third, That when a newi® church
was erected, the Holy Sacrifice could not be offered in it, till first it was
consecrated by the DBishop: Fourth, That no!’ church could be erected,
nor any stranger bishop or priest admninistrate any Sacraments in it with-
ut leave of the Bishop of the place. By these last Canons it appears,
that by the time these Canons were made the country was begun to be
distributed iuto districts or dioceses.

In the other Council it is statuted among other regulations: TFirst, That
excommunicated () persons be debarred from the Communion, from Mass,
and from the kiss of peace (a Communione et Missa et pace): Second, That
it any of the clergy fell into a grievous®) sin, he was to be deprived of the
exercise of all functions, retaining only the name or title of his Order :
Third, That the Ioly Sacrifice® was offered for the deccased: Fourth,
That if any one® took upon him the clerical functions without being
chosen to it by a bishop, that is, without episcopal ordination, he was to
be condemned and degraded.

There are many other Canons in these two Councils, but the copies
whence they were taken, besides their barbarous style, were so depraved,
that some of them can scarce be made sense of. It appears, by several
other Canons that bear the name of S. Patrick, that there must have been

" Ware, Opuse. S. Patricii, p. 31-42.
» Labbe, Concil. General. tom. iii. p. 1477-1481.

© Can. 2, 3. ® Can. 4.
@ Can. 17. ® Can. 10.
© Can. 23. @ Can. 12.
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other Councils, said to be holden by him and his fellow-labourers during A, D. 432.
the long course of his episcopal ministry.

The reason why I tako so much notice of this and other remains of the
diseipline settled by S. Patrick in Ireland, is particularly because the samc
doctrine and discipline first established by him in that island, were by his
disciples and their suceessors introduced and settled in the northern parts
of Britain, among the Scots and Picts.  And besides that King Fergus, soi
of Ere, the first king of the Scots, and the other Scots that eame into
Britain with him, towards the end of this fifth and beginning of th
sixth eentury, both chnrchmen and military men, had been all converted or
instructed in Ireland by 8. Patrick and his disciples, the writers of hix Lifc
give us sufficient ground to believe that he himself preached in the nortl
of Britain to the Scots.

XLVIIL They give a clcar aecount of his preaching to the inhabi-
tants of the Isle of Man, called anciently Fubonia, and sometimes Mona,
but entirely distinguished from Anglesey, called also sometimes Mona.
S. Patrick having converted the Isle of Man, settled in it a bishop’s @ scat.
and conscerated Germanus for their first bishop. To Germanus succeedcd
Conindrus, who had for his suceessor Romulus, and after him Machael, or
Machaldus, was Bishop of Man. The same writers relate that S. Patrick
preached the Gospel in the other isles also, and having converted the inhaly-
tants, he placed bishops in each of them, and that his custom was to place
bishops not only in towns, but in lesser places (non solum in urbibus sed in
oppidis) to the end that the faithful might not be deprived of the beneft
of Confirmation. These islands were chiefly those betwixt Scotland and
Ireland. Now Orosius having informed us about the beginning of the
fifth century that these islands were inhabited by Secots, who were begnn
long before these times to have dwellings in the north-western parts of the
mainland of Britain, it cannot be rcasonably doubted but S. Patrick’s pas-
toral care was extended to these Scots of Britain as well as to those of
Ireland, he being, as S. Palladius had been, destinated to be the Apostle of
the nation of the Scots in general wherever they dwelt, though his chief
vocation was to those of Ireland, whose Conversion had been, by a particular
order of Divine Providence, reserved to him. Nor can it be reasonably

@ Jocelin. Vit. Patric. c¢. xciii; Probus, Vit. Patrie. lib. ii. ¢. 11 : apud (Tolgan:
Triad. Thaumaturg.
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doubted but S. Patrick, who looked upon settling everywhere bishops, as
the chief means of propagating the Gospel, in proportion as the Conversion
of the Secots in Britain advanced, failed not to send bishops to them, as
being absolutely necessary towards preserving and perpetuating Christianity,
since it could not subsist without the sacred ministry which, without a
bishop, could not outlast one man’s life.

1 have insisted the longer upon S. Patrick’s apostolical labours in plant-
ing the Gospel in Ireland, and upon the means he made use of for carrying
it om, as a necessary introduction for clearing the way and putting in a
better light the propagating the Gospel among the Seots in Britain, and
planting it among the norvthern Picts in the following age.  We must now
return to the civil transactions that passed betwixt the remains of the
provincial Britons and those northern nations.

XLIX. After the victory, whereof we have already{®) given an account,
which the Britons, in a miraculous manner, by the repetition of the word
 Alleluia,” and by the prayers of the bishops SS. German and Lupus,
gained over the Picts and other nations of the north, these holy men being
returned to Gaul, the Scots and Picts broke in again upon the Britons and
ravaged their country.

Bede relates® from Gildas, that the Britons, under these pressures,
applied once more to the Romans for aid, and sent to the Consul Actius,
the groans of the Britons, ¢ gemitus Britonum,” (as Gildas calls them,)
that is, an aceount of their miserable cireumstances, informing him that the
Barbarians (so they eall the Scots and Picts) drove them to the sea, and the
sea drove them buck to the Barbarians ; so we are, suy they, exposed either
to be drowited or slaughtered.

But the Romans were at this time in no. condition to assist them, having
then the Huns, Goths, and other encinics to opposc.  So the Britons, des-
pairing of any hopes of human assistance, began to enter into them-
selves,(®) to reform their lives, and to apply to Almighty God, who had
compassion on them, and inspired them with courage to return upon their
cnemies and encounter them. Upon which the Hiberni, that is, the people
(called as yet promiscuously, by Gildas and Bede, by the names of Hiberni
or Scoti,) returned home, that is, those of them that were already settled in

® Supra, XXXVIIL
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Britain, passed home to their own dwellings in and about Argyle, and in
the north-western coasts or isles of Britain. But those that were only
adventurers, that had come over from Ircland, either as auxiliaries to the
Scots of Britain, or only to prey upon, or carry off captives from the
Britons, most of them returned home again to lreland, others remained
with their friends in the north of Britain, ready to march with them and
the Picts upon a new expedition, as it hath been elsewliere®) shown.

L. As to the Picts ceasing also at the same time to pursue the Britons
and their retiring back, Gildas and Bede express this retreat in the following
words, “ Picti in extremd parte insulwe, tum primum ct deineeps requiev-
crunt.” 'The Picts then, for the first time, and from thenceforth, remained
quict in the extremity of the island. 'These words ‘* the extremities of the
island of Dritain,” taken in general, are the subject of a contestation. because
they are susceptible of two different interpretations. The one iz, that by
“ Britain,” or the “island of Britain,” may be meant the whole islind,
including all from the most southern parts to the extremities of the north,
both the provincial and extra-provincial purts of Britain, and in that sense
“the extremity of Britain” would denote the most northern part ot all
the island.  The other interpretation is, that by ¢ Britain,” may be under-
stood those parts only of the island that had been included in the Roman
dominions, which in their greatest extent reached no farther north than
Antonine’s wall. betwixt the friths of Clyde and Torth; in this sense by
“the extremity of Britain” is mecant the more northern parts of Roman
Britain, terminated by the northern wall betwixt the friths; ina word,

that part of the island which made formerly the Roman provinee of

Valentia, bounded by the southern and northern walls. Now, to pretend
that the meaning of Gildas and of Bede here was, that the Picts in their
retreat, about A.D. 447, settled “for the first time” in the northern
parts or extremities of Dritain, taking it in the first sense, that is, for all
the island, as if they had not been settled in the northern parts of Britain
before this time, were visibly to put Gildas and Bede in contradiction, not
only with all the most certain accounts that we have of the Picts, but
even with themselves, since nothing is more certain in history, as we
have seen all along hitherto, than that the Caledonians or Piets were long
before this, and time out of mind, in possession of the northern extremities

@ Crit. Essay, pp. 658, 639.
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of the island of Britain, and particularly that, according® to Bede, they were
the most ancient or first known inhabitants of those parts of that island.

This supposed, it follows in course that the sccond interpretation alone
can take place here, and that by Britain, in this passage of Gildas and Bede,
must be understood that part only of the island that was bordered by An-
tonine’s wall, betwixt Clyde and Iorth, and not all the island. And this
is conformable to other passages of these writers, as when they relate that
the Piets and Scots, their invading the Britons after the building of the
last wall, and the Romans returning home, A.D. 429, with a resolution to
come no more to their assistanee ; upon this, says Bede,(® after Gildas, the
Scots and Piets possessed themselves, instead of the native inhabitants, of
all the northern and farthest part of the island up to the wall, “ omnem
aquilonalem extremamque insulie partem muro tenus capessunt,” where it
is visible that, at least, the Picts took possession of the Dritish province
called Valentia, which was the most northern and farthest part of Britain,
accordinz to an expression usual in Bede, and other anecient writers, who
give the name of Britain to that part of the island which the Romans pos-
sessed and surrounded with walls, and looked upon what lay beyond the
friths of Clyde and Forth as another island. Thus Tacitus,(® speaking of
Agricola’s progress to these friths, says, *inventus est in Dritannia ter-
minus * and adds for a reason of his calling those friths the extremities of
Britain, that by his fortifying the pass betwixt those two friths, the enemies
were driven out into Caledonia, as into another island : ¢ Submotis velut
in aliam insulam hostibus.” And Bede, speaking of that part only of the
island, which the Romans possessed, and surrounded with a wall, ealls it,
all Britain, © totam(?) Britanniam,” and the island of Britain, ¢ Britanniam
insulam.”(e)

By all this I hope it is manifest, that, by the extremities of the isiand
of Britain, where, according to Gildas and Bede, the Picts retired about
A.D. 447, and for the first time fixed their habitation, or rather lay quiet
in them, must necessarily be understood, the extremitics of Roman Britain
only, or the provinee of Valentia, whereof the Picts had been so often in
possession before, and as often forced out by the Romans, till now that the
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Romans having for ever abandoned the island, the Piets took a lasting
possession, at least of all the eastern parts of that province bordered by
the Gulf of Forth. TFor 1 suppose some of the Britons remained still in
possession of the western parts of Valentia, bordered by the Gulf of Clyde,
and remained masters of the impregnable rock of Alcluid, and of the adja-
cent countries, as well as of what was afterwards called Galloway, as it will
afterwards appear.

Gildas and Bede adjoin to the passage which we have endeavoured to
explain, the following words, ¢ preedas(®) et contritiones de Britonum gente
nonnunquam facientes ;” by which we are informed, that, though the Britons
had abandoned to the Picts the castern part of the provinee of Valentia,
afterwards called Pictland, and left the Picts in quiet possession of these
fertile territories, hoping by that means to keep them from invaling the
more southern parts of their country, upon the same motives that had en-
gaged the Romans and the Britons, A.D. 426, to content themsclves to
build the last wall in Northumberland, and abandon to the Picts those
same territories of Valentia, as hath been elsewhere(® obscrved: yet this
new compliance of the Britons had its effect only for come time, and the
Piets remained quict and ceased from invading the Britons beyond the Nor-
thumbrian wall only till a uew opportunity presented itself, which at last
proved the ruin of the Britons, of which we are now to give an account.

LI. The Britons, after the retreat of the Scots and Picts, and by the
surrender they had made to the Piets of the eastern territories of Valentia,
enjoyed for some time(c) peace and quiet, and upon that cnsued a great
plenty, which the Britons, forgetful of their past misfortune, abusing to
luxury and giving themselves to all sorts of vices, they were punished with
a dismal plague, which brought a great desolation on their country, whereof
their old enemies, the Picts, joined with the Scots, resolved to take advan-
tage, embraced this opportunity to invade them again and subdue them.
The rumour of their preparations so terrified the Britons, that, not knowing
to what hand to turn themselves for help, they, with their infatuated king,
Vortigern, resolved to call over into Britain the Saxons, a forcign people,
from Germany, to assist them to defend their country from the Picts and
the Scots.

@ Gildas, c. xix.
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The Saxons(® received the invitation with great joy, and embarking
their forces under the eonduct of Hengist and Horsa, their leaders, landed
in the island of Thanet. The coming in of the Saxons to Britain is
reckoned to have happened A.D. 449, or 450. Soon after their arrival
they marehed northwards by Vortigern’s order, and, in eonjunction with
the Britons, fought with the enemies and defeated them. Huntingdon (®)
informs us that this first eneounter betwixt the Saxons, joined to the
Britons, and the Picts and Scots, was at Stanford in Lineolnshire, in the
heart of England, by whieh we see how much masters of the south of
Iingland these northern enemies were beeome. The Saxons failed not to
acquaint their eountrymen abroad of the suecess of their arms, of the fer-
tility of the eountry of Britain, and of the indolence of the Britons; upon
whieh a more eonsiderable fleet was sent over with a greater power of
Naxons, who, being added to the former numbers, made up an invineible
army. These new eomers received of the gift of the Britons a plaee to
inhabit, upon condition that they should wage war against their enemies
for the peace and seeurity of the country, and the BDritons should give the
soldiers their pay.

L.T1. Bede(©) gives here an account of the nations from whence these
first Saxons eame into Britain, and posterior English writers(9) have treated
the subjeet more at length ; to these I remit for the particulars eoncerning
these nations. Dede adds that swarms of Saxons hasting over into the island,
this new eome people began to increase to that degree that they beeame
terrible to the natives themselves, who had ealled them, that at last, of
auxiliaries beeoming enemies, to fortify themselves the more, they entered
into a league with the Picts, whom they had by this time(<) drove to a
oreater distanee by foree of arms, and began to turn their weapons against
the Britons their confederates. At first, they obliged them to furnish
greater plenty of provisions, and, seeking an occasion to fall out, they pro-
tested that unless greater store of provisions were brought them they would
break the confederacy and ravage all the island; nor were they backward
in putting their threats in exccution. In short, the fire kindled by the
hands of these infidels proved God’s just revenge for the crimes of the
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people : not unlike that which, lighted by the Chaldeans, consumed the
walls and other buildings of Jerusalem. I‘or the wieked conquerors in the
same manner, or rather the just Judge so permitting it, plundered all the
neighbouring eities and country, and earried on the conflagration from the
castern to the western sea; in short, they destroyed all, sacred and profane,
slew or put to flight the ancient inhabitants, whercof some of the misecrable
remains being taken in the mountains, were butchered in heaps: others
with fearful hearts fled to countries beyond sea. Others continuing in
Britain, full of dread. led a poor life on mountains, in woods, and on eragey
rocks. Among other retreats to whieh the Britons fled for refuge. one of
the safest was to their eountrymen, the remains of the Merates, or midland
Britons, the aneient inhabitants of the western territories betwixt the
southern and northern walls, and who (since the coming in of the Dicts.
and their settlement, as we have seen, on the south side of the Iorth,) had
retired most part towards the west, to Clydesdale and Galloway, and there
had set up a little kingdom, whereof the chief scat was that impregnable
roek, or fortress, called Aleluid, and which, from the long habitation of the
Britons in these parts, is still known by the name of Dunbritton.

It wasin and about this place that the northern wall terminated towards
the west, and where the chief guards of these frontiers of the empire were
placel, while the province of Valentia subsisted. Upon the Roman forces
leaving DBritain, the provincials who inhabited those parts had formed
themselves into a little state or kingdom (as we have(®) shown clsewherc.)
in order to defend themselves against the Scots and Piets, and the accession
of great numbers of the Britons of the south, who rctired to those of
Clydesdale, to sceure themselves from the ravages of the Saxons, was a
new reeruit to their little state, and eontributed not a little to the stand
that these Britons made against the new enemies.

For whatever aceount may be made of Bede’s authority in the historieal
matters of Britain in general, it were very hard to take all at the letter
that he and the other Saxon writers set down of the almost constant
triumphs of the Saxons over those anecient inhabitants, without having some
regard to what Nennius and the other British writers, even Geoffrey him-
self, say of the stand the Britons made after the first surprise (occasioned
by the Saxons turning treacherously on a sudden against them,) of the re-
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sistance made by the Britons for a long time, and of the advantages which
they sometimes had over the Saxons in other encounters, besides that of
Badenhill, which all the Saxon writers own. DBut the truth is, it is no
easy matter, or rather, impossible, at this distance of time, to find out the
truth of all that passed betwixt the Britons and Saxons in these early times,
nor doth this properly belong to my subject ; the reader may consult upon
it the learned Iinglish writers. So I return to the history of the northern
inhabitants of Britain.

LIII. Among these inhabitants, it hath been fully shown in the first
part @ of this lissay, that the Caledonians or Piets were the most ancient
and first known possessors of all the northern parts of the island beyond
the friths of Clyde and Torth; we have also remarked ® the occasion of
the new name of Picts given to the Caledonians by the Roman writers
in the third age of Christianity; we have given,(© from the best Roman
writers, a short chronological account of the warlike actions of the Cale-
donians or Picts, the only inhabitants of Britain who maintained their
liberty and independeney against the Romans, and that without any foreign
assistance till the coming in of the Scots; we have seen that, not contented
with their ancient hounds on the north side of the I'riths, they had begun
to make early scttlements on the south side, and that, when overpowered
by the Roman forces, they were obliged to abandon these new acquisitions.
they missed no opportunity of recovering them again. We have observed
that® the scttlements they had made upon the south side of the friths,
and the hopes of enlarging them in a fertile country, had encouraged them
to grant the Scots, come from Ireland about the third age, a retreat and
tooting on the western coasts and islands of Britain, in order to have them
for auxiliaries against the Romans and Britons; we have scen® that, at
last upon the Romuns leaving the island, the Picts had forced the Britons
to give up to them the castern parts of the province of Valentia, betwixt
the walls, whilst the remains of the old Britons kept still possession of a
part of the western coasts of that province. Now it cannot be supposed, in
reason, that the Caledonians or Picts conld ever have been able thus to
carry on almost a constant war, offensive and defensive, against so powerful
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adversaries as the Romans and provincial Britons, during so many ages,
without a common concert and union among themselves, that is, without a
government and a common head or leader, clothed with authority to con-
vocate them upon all exigencies, to lead them on in battle, to act for them in
treaties, and administrate justice in time of peace ; in a word, without a king.

Accordingly we have given several eatalogues® of their ancient kings,
and among these one more authentie than all the rest, of greater antiquity,
and supported by the testimony of the most ancient writers of the Irish in
the neighbourhood, under the title of ¢ Chronicle of the Origin or first
Kings of the ancient Picts,” of which a full account is given in the first
part(®) of this Iissay, where we have also laid open the defects and incor-
rection of the first part of the only copy we have hitherto discoverel, both
in the true reading the names of the kings, and more yet in the numeral
letters designed to mark the years of each of the reigns of the first thirty-
six kings. Tor which reason we have hitherto supeiseded setting down
their names, not being possible to reduce them to the chionological order
that we endeavour to follow. Whereas the second part of this Pictish
Chronicle, beginning at the reign of Durst, son of Irb or Iirp, being one of
the most exact'® short chronicles that I have seen, as to the years of each
king’s reign, I shall henceforth set down cach of the kings according to the
order of time.

LIV. A.D. 451. Drest, or Durst, son of Irb, the thirty-seventh king
of the Picts, according to their Chronicle, deceased after a reigu of forty-five
years, according to the surest calculation : there being a visible mistake in
the number of years assigned to his reign, as well as to several of those of
his predecessors, in the incorreet copy we have of the first part of the Pict-
ish Chronicle (as hath been® elsewhere observed). It is said there that
this king Durst fought a hundred battles, and we have seen the frequent
inroads the Picts, no doubt under his command, made into the British pro-
vinees, which must have given occasion to many battles and skirmishes ; it
was upon occasion of these frequent invasions that the Britons were twice
obliged to call in the Roman forces to their assistance, and with their help
to repair fi