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AN
"E N QU I R Y
INTO

SCOTISH HISTOR Y
Preceding the Year 1056.

P ART 1V
The Dgqlriads.

CHAPTER L

Irifb origins; and progrefs of the Dalriads from.
' Ireland to North Britain.

HE remote origin of the Irith fettlers in

North Britain, little concerns the hiftory

of Scotland. But as much has been writ-
ten on . this fubje&t; and this work might be
regarded as imperfect, without fome illuftra-
tions upon it, a few fhall be propounded, with as
much brevity as poffible.

SectioN 1. Iriyb Origins.

At this moment, when entering on a fubjet
eflential to ancient Irith hiftory, i feel myfelf as
much a native of Ireland, as of Britain. Far
from violating the reverence due to the antiqui-

A2 ‘ ties



4 DALRIADS. ParT 1V,

ties of that noble iland, i fhould be happy to fupport

. and illuftrate them, as far as lay in my power,
But having treated the antiquities of my own
country, with all the freedom of an ardent en-
quirer after truth, i muft bcg leave to affert the
fame philofophic privilege in refpet to other
realms. '

It may be imagined that i, who confefs no
further knowledge of the Celtic langusge, than is
picked up from a few grammars and dictionaries,
am but ill qualified to difcufs a fubject, whofe
evidences are wrapt up in that language. But
from complete and repeated perufal of maft Irith

. and other writers, who have treated this matter
in Latin or Englifh, certainly all the information
neceflary on this point may now be had. The
works of Mageogaghan, Stanihurft, CTolgan,
Uther, Ware, Keating, Maccurtin, Kennedy,
O¢Flaherty, O‘Conor, &c. &c derived from all
the monuments in the Irith language, furely af-
ford full apd fufficient materials, and as complete
knowlege of the original evidence, as can be
procured from that evidence itfelf. I hope there-
fore ta efcape any charge of rathnefs, while i exa-
mine this important part of Irifh hiftory, upon
the teftimopy of Irith writers. Were i writing on
the hiftory of Ireland, or Wales, in a total igno-
rance of the Irith and Welch languages, there
would be room for as much laughter, and utter
derifion, as if one fhould attempt to paint without
colours, or to build without materials. But as i
am only occupied with the hiftory of Scotland, of
which there 1s not one monument in the Celtic
tongues ?, it is hoped labhorious perufal of the Irith
writers in Latin or Englith will, in this inffance,
atone for my ignorance of th¢ Celtic,

3 The Duan in the Appendix to this volume only concerns
the Dalriads, whofe hiftory is not that of Scotland 2ny more
than the hiftpry of Wales, is that of England, :
4
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Ciar. i. Origins, 3

It is well known that the hiftory of Ireland
has, like that of Scotland, had a fingular fare.
‘While the hiftory and antiquities of Scotland have
been, for five centuries, a field of the blackeft
forgery, falfification, and perverfion of all autho-
rities, thole’ of Ireland have ‘afforded a fcene as
deplorable, tho not fo deteftable, of folly and
credulity. The conteft between the Irith antiqua-
ries, who were right, and the Seotifh, who were
wrong, beécame unequal, by the natural preponde-
tance of cunning over weaknefs. The fables,
grofs beyond thofe of childhood or anility, and
difgraceful to the very name of humin reafon,
which ftained the page of Irith hiltory, now be-
gin flowly to vanith, According ro the prefent
ftate of Antiquities in Ireland, there remain only
three additional fables to be thrown afide. 1.
That concerning the Fir-bolg. 2. The Tuath de
Danan. . 3. The Milefians. Thofe abandoned
to utter oblivion precede thefe three in antiquity ;
~and aré,

1. The three daughte‘rs of Cain.

. 2. Cafara, Noah’s niece.

- 3. Partholanus.

. 4. The race of Nemedius. -

Let us-examine the three remaining fables; yes,
at the end of the eighteenth century, let us exa-
mine fables that would difgrace the twelfth ; not
the dreams of fenfible ignorance, but of the mad-
nefs of noonday. ‘

. 1. The-Fir bolz. Tt is unneceflary to ficken
the reader by any détail of thefe fables. The Fir-
bolg, according to Irith antiquaries, came to Ire-
land about 1500 years before Chrift. The Tuath
de Danan about 250 after. The Milefians about
1000 years before our zra. Simply to enquire
how the memory of thefe events was preferved, in
an illiterate country, is a fufficient confutation of
thofe childifh fables. He who, believes them is .
incapable of reafon, or convition. It would
therefore be labour loft to confute abfurdity; for

A3 the



6 DALRIADS. Parr IV,

the foolifh cannot be convinced ; and thofe indued
with the {malleft portion of common fenfe would
only have recourfe to laughter.

In this fable the name alone is juft ; for it is now
allowed that the Fir-Bolg were the Belge, placed
by Prolemy, the geographer, in the South of Ire-
land. But thefe Belgz, as appears by the Differ-
tation annexed, could not be there till about 300
years before Chrift, fo that the reality of the name,
as preferved in Irifh tradition, palliates not the
fable; which ought to be wholly fet afide, efpe-
cially as it precedes the Milefians, a race entirely
and utterly fabulous. It is indeed clear that thofe
dreaming compilers, who mention the Fir-bolg
and Tuath de Danan, have erred groflly in placing
the Milefians after them. None of thofe Irifh
fablers are older than the Thirteenth century, and
have altered the real feries of the fables in order
to make their favourite Milefians the laft, and
conquerors of all the former. Nennius, who wrote
in 858, and ufed the Irith accounts then exifting,
fays nothing of the Fir-bolg, nor Tuath de Danan ;
but only tells of the Spanith (or Milefian) colo-
nies as the firft inhabitants of Ireland ®. So alfo
Giraldus Cambrenfis, who. wrote about 1170.
The Pfaker of Cathel, which feems the very
fountain of thefe vifions, is by fome Irith antiqua-
ries faid to have been written by Cormac, king
of Ireland, about the year 260. Others afcribe it
to a Cormac king and bifhop of Cafhel, about the
year goo» Mageogaghan, who details a long account
of the matter, gives it to king Brian Borowe’s time,
about the year 1008. I have redd many quota-
~ tions and extra&s from it, and it feems a collec- '

tion of poetical romances on Irith hiftory, compiled

b Nennius knew nothing of Milefius, but only mentions.
MMiles quidam Hifpasus, a certain Spanifh joidier,  Of this
Mides the Trith made Milefius; as of Julius Cefar they made
Czfara Noah’s niece! - )

n




Crar. i ' Origins 4
in the Thirtéenth century, at the earlieft, and kept
- and found at Cathel, whence the name.

2. Tbe Tuath de Danan. 'That a great part of
the Damnii fled from North Britain into Ireland,
bBefore the Pikith prefiure, his already beeti fhewn
to be highly probable¢, But this event-could not
happen above 200 years before our ®ra; whereas
thefe Tuath de Danan are placed about 12 §o years
before Chrift. The name, as with the Fir-bolg,
feems genuine, and traditionial : but the Irifh ae-
count of this colony of magicians, for fuch they
are reprefented, isridiculoufly falfe. All the Trith
dccounts agree that the Tuath de Danan went from
North Britain to Ireland ; but reprefent them as
before that, refiding in Denmark, and pratifing
magie. y

An ingenious Irith author, who 1s Writing 4n
hiftory of Ireland, and whofé judgment defpifes
what even fancy cannot believe, is inclined to
think that the Tuath dé Danan were thé Danes.
Certain it is that Danan was, and is, the Irith for
4 Dane. But it is alfo certain that tlie name of Dane
was unknown till the Sixth century, when Jornan-
des and Procopius firft mention it ¢. The Danith
writers allow it not to have been the anclent name,
but to have proceeded from a king called Dan, or
from Daiun, our down, ¢ Low country,” as Den-
mark is to Scandinavia. And ftom a complete
. feries of writers, and geographers in particular, it -
is perfectly known that the name was not éxiftent
till the Sixth century. Like the nathe of Saxons,
Franks, Alamans, Slavdns, itfeems to have arifen
at a late period, from fome adventitious circum-
ftance. That no Scandinavians nor Danes pro-
ceeded to Ireland till the end of the eighth century,
fhall be prefently argued. Had the Tuath de

¢ Jornandes wrote about g306, Procopius about 63 Gres
gory of Tours, who wrote about 391, mentions theé Daneg
under the year g1g, ¢ Dani cum rege fuo Chlochilaicho,” as

tavaging Gaul,
A 4 v Danan
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Danan been Danes, how came they to be totally
unmentioned in the Annals of Ulfter, or more an-
cient writers, till the Eighth century? To them
who know the nature of tradition, and of Celuc
tradition in particular, it will not indeed be fur-
prizing that ignorant bards of the Twelfth and
Thirteenth centuries fhould confound all chrono-~
logy, fo far as to make the Danes, who arrived in
Ireland in the Eighth century, fettle there more
than a thoufand years before Chrift. In this view,
- but in no other, the Tuath de Danan may be the

Danes. But as the Milefian frenzies follow thefe
" Tuath de Danan, there is no reafon to difcrimi-
nate them, or the Fir-bolg, from the mafs of
fable, merely becaufe the names may be real and
traditional, while that of Milefians confefledly is
not. If the Irith antiquaries, as they have from
the beginning daily changed their ground, wilk
change it once more, and put the I\%ileﬁans firft,
and the Fir-bolg and Tuath de Danan after, {fome
plaufible difcuffion might follow. But as the cafe
ftands, the Firbolg, Tuath de Danan, and Mile~
fians, form one lump of fiction,

3. The Milefians. This fabulous progeny, ac-
cording to lrith accounts, after many adventures
in Europe, Afia, and Africa, arrived in Spain,
and from thence came to Ireland, about 1000 -
years before Chrift. There {ubduing the Tuath -
de Danan, they founded a great and powerful
kingdom, flourifhing in literature, arts, and arms,
but, by a fingular fate, unknown and invifible tor

“other nations. The kings and leading peeple of
Ireland were all, in the difeafed imagination of later
bards and antiquifts, defcended from the Milefian
frock ; and hence of courfe the chief fables of Irifly
antiquity reft uponit. The Fir-bolg, and Tuath.
de Danan, are regarded as foreigners; and the
Milefians as the anceftors of the Irith nation.

As this Milefian Tale is the grand objec of religi-

" ous faith, and reverent refearch, among the Irifh an-

' tiquaries 3




Cuar. i Origins. 9

tiquaries; and of eternal laughter, and utter {corn,
among thofe of all other countries ; it is hoped that
a fhort acount of it will not be unacceptable.
There are two fyflems of this deplorable piece of
abfurdity : that of the Iri/b authors, and that of
“the Scotifh. The later, as Father Innes fhews at
great length, is by far the more rational of the
two; and is alfo the moft pure and ancient, being
in confonance with Nennius, and other early wri-
ters, while the Irith is perverted and corrupt, and
more foolith than folly. ‘ '
The Iifb ftory is briefly this. Fenius Farfa
was great grandfon to Japhet, one of Noah’s fons.
Farfa’s fon Niul, came from Scythia to Greece,
Niul’s fon GaTaeLus went to Egypt ; and thence
to Spain, where he founded a kingdom, which
there lafted for thirteen generations before MiLe-
stus. This Milefius went to Scythia, where he
ferved under king Refloir : thence to Egypt, where
be married Scora the daughter of Pharaoh, and
carried her to Spain. Heremon, eldeft fon of
Milefius, led the Milefians to Ireland, and founded
his kingdom there about 1000 years before Chrift.
From him the catalogue of Irith kings is drawn in®
conftant fucceflion. Hiser the brother of Here- -
. mon alfo attended him, and had the North of Ire-
land. o
. The Scoti/b account, as given by Fordun, Win-
ton, Boyce, &c. runsthus.. Niul, th: twentieth
from Japhet, went from Scythia to Greece. Ga-
© THELUS, Niul’s {fon, went to Egypt, where he
married Scora, the daughter of Pharaoh ; and,
after the Egyptians were drowned in the Red Sea,
‘he proceeded .to Spain, and founded a kingdom:.
EBer, the fonof Gathelus, difcovered Ireland,
and called it Scotia, in honour of his mother;
and it was alfo called Hibernia from the difcoverer.
But he founded no kingdom there, returding
immediately to Spain. MitEstius, whom the
blundering tranfcribers of Fordun call Micelius,
. Winton,
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"Winton, Milet, was the thirteenth fromi Gathelus,
and reigned in Spain. Heremon, Partholm, and
Hybert, fons of Milefius, led a colony to Spain;
and the two laft remained there, but afflumed no
kingly title. Heremon returned to Spain, where
he fucceeded his father. Winton makes no men-
tion of any colony being led by the fons of Milefius;
but puts him barely in the lift of the fucceflors of
Gathelus. The feventeenth in a right line fromMi-
lefius was the famous SimoN Brec; who, by the
Scotith tale, brought the noted ftone from Spain
to Ireland; and founded the monarchy there.
‘Wintan fays that Fergus, fon of Erc, who brought
the ftone to Scotland, and founded the Scotifh
monarchy, was in the Fiftieth and Fifth degree of
defcendance from Simon Brec. 'With this illuftri-
ous founder of the Irifh monarchy, according to the
Scotith account, Old Sir Simon the King, the later
Irith antiquaries are fo angry, that, to prevent
the Scotifh tale from prejudicing Heremon, they
have fome of them hanged Simon Brec, and others
have torn him in pieces, for fome pretended crime,

of which they cannot at this day Xroducc any evi--

dence. Asa Scotithman, i muft loudly, in the
name of my country, proteft againft this grofs in-
Juftice, of hanging a man without hearing his de-
fence: and wonder that Mr. Goodal, or fome
fuch zealous Scotith author, has not written ¢ A
Defence of Simon Brec, alias Old Sir Simon the
King, againf} the bloody, atrocious, and crying
flaughter, committed on him after he was dead,
by certain Irifh antiquaries : with fome refletions
from the book called God’s revenge againft murs
der.” .

But to be ferious if poffible. The Scotith acs.

eount is more coherent and plaufible than the Irithy

as Father Innes thews at great length. To add to

the abfurdity of the later Donald ’Neal, king
of Ulfter, in his’letter to Pope John XXII. in
the year 1317, iaforms the Pontif, that it was

then
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then about 3500 years fince the three fons of Mile-
fius fettled in Spaia ; that is, they were there about .
‘2200 years before Chrift’s birth. But the grand
and radical difference, between the Irifh and Scotith
account, is that the former commences the Mile-
fian monarchy with HErEMoN the eldeft fon of
Milefius, and, as ftated by O’Flaherty, about 1020
years before Chrift ; whereas the Scotith relation
begirs that monarchy in the perfon of Simon BrEc,
the fixtceenth in degree from Heremon, and yet
about 1200 years betore Chrift. By the old genea-
logy there are fifty-eight generations, from Simon
Brec, down to Fergus, fon of Erc; tho Winton
makes but fifty-five. Of thefe generations there
are twenty-four from Simon to Forgo, the mock
Fergus [. of Scotifh dreamers: and thirty-four
from Forgo to Fergus, fon of Erc. Allowing 30
years, as ufual, to each generation, fifty-eight
generations extead to 1740 years. Twenty-four
generations make 720 years fron Simon to Forgo ;
and thirty-four make 1020 from Forgo to Fergus, -
fon of Erc. Fergus, fon of Erc, alcended the
Scotith throne about §o3 years after Chrift ; and of
courfe, by the Scotith account, Simon Brec lived -
about 1200 years before Ghrift ; and Forgo about
500, inftead of 330, as Fordun, Boyce, Bucha-
nan date him, merely to make him cotemporary
with Alexander the Great. ‘

Such are the two Milefian fyftems, that of the
Scotith, and that of the Irifh writers. Since the
Sixteenth century the Scotifh authors have totally
dropt it on their part; or mentioned it merely asa -
weak fable. But the Irith writers perfift in it to
this hour ; and regard thofe who defpife it as ene-
mies of their nation, and invidious of it’s honour ! .
Deluded. men ! they are themfelves the worft
enemies of their countrys and the real and unmer-
ciful deftroyers of it’s honour, of it’s charatter
among all nations. For from the writers of any
gountry, a judgment is often rathly formed con-

Vor. IL, - . . cerning
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cerning the knowledge and wildom of the ‘country
at large. In the prefent cafe no error can be greater:
as, cut of two millions in Irelund, not a thoufarnd
have even heard of thofe kamentable delufions;
and of that thoufand, nine hundred utterly de(pife
them. True it is, that the fabling and mercenary
bards.and fennachles thought to get money, and
favour, by. giving gencalocles of their patrons,
carried up to Heremon and Milefius; nay to Adam,
and far beyond. And the Irith antiquifts, as
‘O’Connor the tranflator of Keating, abd others the
true heirs of the delufion of the fennachizs, and in
tict mere modern fennachies, attempt to continue’
the impofture, by tracing all the chief families of
Ireland up to Mllefus, in order by this pitiful

~ trick to engage thein all under the banners of folly.
But thefe families, having folid claims of refpect,
do generally contemn thefe poor delufions ; and
are content, as other noble families of Kurope, to
clofe the genealogy at the firft fhade of uncertainty; -
for falfehood, far from adding honour, is infa-
njous in ltfelf and can only brmg infamy and de-
rifion. Men of reading are, in their clofets, aptto
dream of opinions being national, which are in fatt
confined to a few vifionaries. Antiquarian matters
are, as i humbly conceive, nevernational; asthereare
ieldom above a dozen antiquaries in a narion; and
in the Britilh cmpire, - where alone antiquary and
‘ vmo*nry are fynonymous, -the nation only laughs
at it’s antiquarics. On the continent indeed, where
an antiquary is a facred and moft important cha-
ratter, that of a man of profound and folid learning,
who confers honour on his country by a molt laba-
rious refearch into it’s genuine antiquities,and intro-
ducing them to the moit rigorous difcuiion of the
whole re')ul)hc of letters, the higheft refpect is paid
to antiquaries; and their province is juftly regarded,
as one of the moft difficult, and, of courfe, the
moft honourable in the whole circle of fciences
But even there, antiquarian matters are not na-

. tional ;
. .

12
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tional : but only known to the thinking and
learned few. It is therefore merely the vanity of
authors that dreams of nations being iatercfted in
fupport of their opinions; while not above one
in ten thoufand of the nation has ever heard any
thing of the matter., With thefe views, tho1
have the moft fincere refpe for the Irith nation,
yet i feruple not to hold to due contempt the
Irith fennachies and modern antiquifts, which
Jaft would be called children, and not antiquaries,

on the continent : and believe that every fenfible-

native of Ireland will {ee, that to expofe the ab-
furd enemies of the true honour of that country,
is to do a fervice to its caufe. For, if 1 am rightly
informed, in Ireland, as here, and in the reft of
Europe, the very name of Milefians is a jeft; and
the acceptance of any part of rhe fable is efteerned
an infallible criterion of an infane writer. Indeed
as there is no credit due to any account of Irith
kings, or their altions, preceding the Chriftian
zra, the very mark A. M. or dnno Mundi int Irifh
affairs, is well interpreted Afinaria Maxima’ by fo-
reigners, and affords perpetual laughter.

Thefe fables fhall be difmifled with a remark or
two, naturally arifing from the fubje. The
whole tale of the Milefians, and the hiftory of the
monarchs of that mock line, preceding our era,
or for a thoufand years, is the moft deplorable
piece of nonfenfe, that ever ftained the annals of
mankind. The fables of the qther Grand Celtic
race, the Welch, as delivered to us by the de-
fervedly infamous Geoffrey of Monmouth, and de-
duced from Brutus, great grand fon of Encas,
who, as they tell, came to Britain about 1coo
years before Chrift, are fober and f{apient, com-

ared to the Irith fittions. In the page of Geof.
rey of Monmouth may be found an Imogen, a
Locrine, and Guendolen, with their daughter
Sabra; a Bladud; a Lear, and his daughters; a.
Gordobuc; a Belinus; a Lud; an Arthur; all

non-

3
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non-exiftences, yet well known in the regions of
poetry and romance. But the whole Ifith hiftoric
fictions are not only beneath contempt, as hiftory ;
but beneath contempt, as fi¢tions. To read them
is to be condemned to a difguft, and pity, the fame
with that arifing from the converfation of a mere
idiot. Zealous as i am for what little truth can be
found in hiftory, were i a native of Ireland, and
could evidence the veracity of thefe tales to all
Europe by irrefragable proofs, i would give my
vote for their being left 1n utter oblivion, left they
thould difhonour my country. Deftitute of the
fmalleft charm of fition, they are not only lies,
but difgufting and naufeous lies. Boyce, Bucha-
nan, and the other Scotith forgers, made their fic-
tions leflons to monarchs ; and it is to their falfe-
hoods that we owe the death of Charles I. and ab-
dication of Jameg II¢. The tales of the Welch and-
Scotifh forgers had an influence on the whole hif-
tory of Europe : thofe of the Irith never had nor
can have any .effect, being wholly contemptible
even to imagination. Bithop Nicolfon, in his
Irith hiftorical library, has moft facetioufly at-
tempted to bring the Irifh fables into a fimilar
point of view wirh the Iflandic. On the very plan
he has followed, a comparifon might alfo bedrawn
of the Hottentot traditions with the Gothic : and
he feems totally to have forgot that the power of
the hunmian mind is no where better diftinguifhed
than in fi¢tion, it’s own creation. The Gothic
tales are often ingenious, always vigorous, fome-
times fublime. Even the wildeft of them has al-
ways ftrong marks of NOTZ, of thought, of fenfe.

The mythology, and well-known unconquerable

charatter of the people, live, and breath in them

4 See Nicolfon’s Scotifh Hift. Lib p. 41. Sir James Tur-

" mer, acolunel of Charles I. declared that Buchanan’s books

had alone 1aifed the nation againft the King. They were uni-
verfally redd : and the Englith argued :hat if the Scots had
power over their kings, they had the fame.

all.
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all. 'The Jrith legends are in all points the re-
verfe. The Milefian fable is conne@ed with Pha-
raoh ; and bears other palpable marks of being in-

vented long after Chnftianity was eftablithed in

Ireland. Odin was the god of war ; and can be

traced in moft writers of the middle ages, long

before the Icelandic - monuments were written.

Snorro, who wrote in the thirteenth century, places

the arrival of Odin in Scandinavia, about feventy

years before Chrifte. Donald O'Neal, in the

fourteenth, placed the arrival of the fons of Mile-

fius, who were never heard of before, about 2200

years before Chrift ! Beda, who wrote in 731,

mentions Odin ; but, tho intimate with many of
the moft learned men of Ireland, had never heard

a fyllable of the Milefian tales, but puts Ireland

as the patria, or firft habiration of the Scots. Let

any one read the Northern {agas, and he will find

manly judgement, and fine imagination, while the

Irith tales are quite deftitute of thefe quali-

ties. The Scandinaviins we know had letters,

and yet their antiquaries build not on this: the

Irith we know had none, till converted by Patrick,

. and yet their writers are forced, as one abfurdity

1ocludes another, to build their fairy manfion upon

the ufe of letters, among a people marked by the

Greck and Roman wiirers as utterly favage. Bi-

thop Nicolfon’s parallel only fhews the infallibility

of the axiom, that fancy. will find refernblances any

where; while to difcriminate is the peculiar pro-

vince of judgement. Others have (E:id that there

are fables in early Greek and Roman hiltory, and -
why not allow the l:ith to pafs as fuch ? With all

my heart; but obferve at the fame time that the

Greek and Roman fables vary a little from the

Irith ; the former being produced by great and
able writers, and ‘defervedly admired for many

. Edda, apud Torf. Ser. Reg. Dan. Mallet has adopted this
. puerile opinion. - It is doubtful if Snorro wrote that preface,
for in his hiftory he dates Odin under the Roman Emperors.

Yor. 11, A8 _centuries ;



16 DALRIADS. PartlV,

centuries; the latter the weak effufions of filly fen-
nachies, and. only fit for the flimes. The argu-
ment is modeft- and Celtic ; but there 1s, as is
generally believed, a difference in fable; fome
flight fhade of diffonance between the hiftory of
Tom Jones, and that of Tom Thumb. There
are alfo degrees in nonfenfe; fome nonfenfe is
rifible ; other nonfenfe, as the old Inifh hiftory, is
merely of the foporific defcription. As hiftory
or as fiGtion, it is ecually abfurd. Allegory is the
laft apology for norfenfe!; but even John Bunyan
could not allegorize Milefian hittory. Late lrifh
writers fay, that Fenius Farfa was a name for the
Phenicians ; Simon Brec for Sampfon, who broke
the heads of the Philiftines, &c. There is one in-
famy yet greater than telling a falfehood, and that
Js, to make an apology for that faifehood. The
more plaufible the apology 1s, it is the more {can-
dalous. So much the better, fo much the worfe.
For to impofe on fociety is one crime ; but to co-
lour that impofition afrefh, and drefs falfehood in
the holy robes of truth, is a far greaterc:itme. No
modification, or apology of any kind, ca: be ac-
cepted. ‘The poiat is utterly to give up thefe abo-
minable fables; and ull this be doné, the Irith an-
tiquaries will have them all to themfelves, without
one rival. For how can the literati of Europe
converfe with thofe who give evident figns of de-
lufion, of a delufion unknown to any other nation?
Before proceeding to confider the real and
%enu'me origins of Irifh hiftory, it becomes necef-
ary to notice the claim, which fome Irith anti-
quaries pretend their country has to the ufe of letters

! Late writers.have attempted to compare Irith names and
hitory with thofe of Egypt, Arnenii, Oraheite, &c. but,
not to fpeak of their grofs mifquotations and mifreprefenta-
tions, the fame frantic fancy might find refemblance in an
objects whatever. In the mental, as in the natural night, all
objeéls are confounded. To fhew the Chinele hiftory the fame
with the Dutch, in names and events, would only require
one quality in any writer, a difordered imagination, ,

2 : before

4

[ ~SUS———
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before Chriftianity was planted there. Keatin
tells that Fenius Farfa great grandfon of Ja-
phet, and anceftor of the Milefians, fet up a
fchool of learning in the plains of Senaar, about
one hundred and fifty years after the deluge;
. and invented Hebrew, Greek, Latin, and Inh,
chara@ters. Thefe earlieft Inth charatters were
the Beth-luis-nion and Ogum, according to Toland,
who gravely relates this puerile fiction as matrer of
fa&, Charles the Second faid of lfaac Voffius,
that he believed every thing but the fcripture ;
and this charatter is juftly applicable to Toland,
whofe incredulity muft have been the fruit of vain
glory, and not of ftrength of mind.  For there
1s nothing in fcripture fo abfurd as this: and he
who believed this thould have boggled at nothing.
The mind of Toland muft, like that of Ifaac Vof-
fius, have been very ill poifed; and inftead of
calling fuch men philofophers, it cin onlv be faid
that they were fools, who believed, or difbelieved,
as the whim led them. For found reafon knows
no prejudices ; but weighs every thing in the fame
fcales. The Irith hiftory alfo bears, that king
Tigermna, and after him Eocha Ollam-fodla,
about 800 years before Chrift, gave greatr en-
couragement to learning, ordered annals to be di-
gefted, &c. By fuch grofs falfehoods, aflerted at
random, would thefe Irith antiquifts perfuade the
literati of Europe to believe impoffibilities! Who
can confute fuch nonfenfe ? and who will liften to
the confutation ?

The old ~charaéters, which the Irifh_pretend
to, are the Beth-luis-nion, the different kinds of
Ogum, Bebeloth, &c. The Beth-luis-nion is the
common Saxon, or lower Roman alphabet,
changed in the order of letters, by the whim of
the fennachies. The different kinds of Ogum are
merely forts of fhort-handswriting, ufed in the
middle ages. The Bebéloth is another contracted
mode of writing, well known to the learned by the,
name of Note Longobardice. The Helfing Runes,

You. II, B 4 confifting
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confifting of conic marks, varioufly difpofed, have
alfo, i believe, been found in Ireland, fo long
poflefled in part by the Danes ; and have, as ufual,
been regarded as letters older than chriftianity,
while they were ufed in Denmark in the Twelfth
century. It is in vain to ftrive, not only with
folly, but with utter ignorance. If thofe Irifh
antiquifts will ftudy the antiquities of Europe, and
compare them with their own, they may acquire
fobriety. As it is, when an Uther, or a Ware,
anifes in Ireland, they regard thofe matters as mere
dreams ; and pafs at once to the ime when chuf-
tianity and letters firft appeared in Ireland. The
caufe of folly is only fupported by ignorance;
and no writer cares to anfwer what all know to be
puerile. The conteft between thofe Irith writers,
and the literati of all Europe, is the moft rfible
in the world. The former fay, their country was
- highly civilized, had letters and academies, as the
Greeks and Romans.- The latter fay, the Greeks
we know, and the Romans we know, but who are
ye ? Thofe Greeks and Romans pronounce you
not only barbarous, but utterly favage. Where
are your authorities againft this? In the name of
fcience, of argument, of common fenfe, where are
the flighteft marks of ancient civilization among
you? Where are ruins of cities? Where infcriptions?
Where ancient coins ? Where is the leaft trace of
ancient art or {cience in your whole iland? The old
inhabitants of your country, the Wild hifh, the
trae Milefian breed, untainted with Gothic blood,
we know to be utter favages at this day. Cana -
nation, orce civilized, ever become favage ? Im-
poffible ! Such a nation may be loft in effeminacy,
. as the modern Italians and Greeks ;. but will ever
bears marks of the excefs, not the want of civili-
zation.
Father Innes has at great length examined, and
. completely confuted, the Irith claim to letters, be-
fore St. Patrick introduced them, along with chrif-
tianity,
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tianity, about the year 440. ‘That the Irith had
letters {o early, and many writers foon after, is .
furely enough ; and more than feveral m—
tions of Europe can pretend to. The s,
Scandinavians, Polanders, Ruffians, have by no
means fuch early claim; but ftand later by near
four centuries. 1n the name of heaven, what would
thofe Celtic gentry have? But, like the dog in
the fable, by grafping at the fhadow, they lofe
the fubftance; and the fictions of early Irith hifs
tory bring contempt upon the whole.” From fuch
friends and affertors, may heaven defend my
country ! We are told of many abftra& terms in
the old Irith language, as a proof that thcogeople
were civilized. Yet no fuch terms are produced;
and, if they were, how old are they ? The ufe of
Latin abftradt terms is quite modern. In the old
- German, Anglo-belgic, &c. the abftraét terms are
peculiar to the fpeech, as godbede for deity, &c.
There is not one Irith manufcript extant, older
than the Eleventh century, long afger metaphyfics,
and other nonfenfical learning, had been fuccefs«
fully ftudied there. What wonder then at abftra&
terms? The Irith antiquifts, as i have found from
experienoe, are fo ignorant, as not so know a MS.
of the Fourteenth century ; but will repeatedly
call fuch a one of the Third, Fourth, or Fifth, as
they pleafe to baptife it. They do not know what
is known to all ; yet pretend to know what is un-
known to all. Vague references to MSS. of vague
antiquity form the main chicane of Irith authors ;
who are fo ftupid, as not to difcern thae ¢his: is
never all:;ved in fuch queiﬁions, l‘but thatif a MS, |
be quoted, it’s age, place where kept,
andqcolumn, are always accurately ma.rkgd bl;aﬁ)e’e
antiquaries of all other countries, and the words
themfelves always produced, with a literal tranfla-
tion. But the Irifh MSS. are athamed of the light ;
and it is do wonder that they fhun it. Of Ice-
landic MSS. we have above Five Hundred nowin

B2 priat.
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other urgent reafons. I once inclined to think
that they did originate from Spain; chiefly be-
caufe Tacitus thonught the Silures, who were in
that part of Britain oppofite to Ireland, a Spanith
colony : and becaufe he mentians that the ports of
Ireland were, in his time, more frequented than
thofe of Britain. Other reafons alfo concurred,
For it might reafonably be fuppafed, that, as the
Celts held Germany and Gaul, fo they alfo pof-
fefled Spain, before the lberi came over from
Africa and expelled them. That the Irith were
pot Iberi, is certain from their {peech, which is
Celtic, not Iberian, or Cantabric. If they came
from Spain, they muft therefore have been Celts
from Spain. And it was highly plaufible to fup-
pofe that the Iberi drove the ‘Celts out of Spain,
on the Eaft, over the Pyrenees ; but that, on the
weft, the Celts were confined between the Ibery
and the fea, and had no recourfe but to efcape by
fea : and that, as all the coaft of Gaul and Britain
was filled with their Celtic brethren, they would
naturglly pafs to the neareft uainhabited land,
which was gr_eland, Fa&s alfo feemed to corrobo-
rate this theory. We find may Celtic natians in
the North of Spain, as defcribed by ancient writers.
The Veranes, a people of prefent Bifcay, were
Celts, as Strabo tells, /6. IIL. p. 245. In Afturia
there were al{o Celts, as Pliny informs us, /. I1I,
“¢ap. 3. Bugabove all, and what was moft to the
purpofe, in Gallicia, that very point of Spain
which fronts Ireland, and to which it was natural
-tp {uppofe that the Celts would be driven, the an-
cients altually place Celts. Cape Finifterre was
- called Promontorium Celticums, not Ibericum, by
the ancients; and- Pliny defcribing the nations
around it, or in Gallicia, puts Celtici cognomine
Nerig, and Celtici cognomine Prefamarci, lib, IV,
c. 20. Straba alfo, 4&. IIl. p. 230, tells, that.
- the region around this promontory was inhabited
- by Celts. And there is every reafon to believe
5 . that
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that the Galleci, who are here placed by Pliny, and
other ancients, and who gave name to prefent
Gallicia, were Gauls, and bore the Gallic name
accordingly. Inthis fcheme of Irifh erigins i much
exulted ; as it would give me no fmall pleafure to
fupport the Irith antiquaries, in their favorite
Spanith origin. o
But unhappily all ¢his theory was forced to yield
1o ancient falts. In the differtation annexed, it is
fhewn that the Celrici and Celtiberi of Spain were
not Celts proper; but German Gauls, who, as
new pofleflors of Gaul, the ancient domain of
the Celts, acquired the name of Celts, as the
Englith in Brirain are termed Britons, in America,
Americans. Yet the Celtiberi were on the Eaft,
and the Celtici on the South of Spain; fo that
thefe northern Celts of Spain might bave been re-
mains of the old Celts. But the authority of Strabo
is direct on the other fide, and admits of no anfwer,
or palliative. For he thews that both the Verones
and the Celts of Gallicia were of the fame race
with the Celtici and Celtiberi, thatis, German
-‘Gauls ; and that, far from being old Poﬂ'eﬁ'ors of
the country, they had only gained their territories
in the fame jate expedition with the Celtiberi and
Celtici. Ofthe Verones, he fays, 4ib. 1IL p. 245:
Oumovgs & ex sy T mpog eeputay pipwy T KeAtionpgs
BHPONEZE, Kavmaloog opoper 7oig Kovignorg, news
eror Tov KeATixou grohov yeyoorzg. ¢ Inhabit to the.
parts north of the Celtiberi, the VERoNES, neigh-
bours of the Cantabrian Conifci, and they alfo were
of the Celtic expedition.” And /. I1L. p. 230,
fpeaking of the Promontorium Celticum, which.
was alfo called Nerium, he fays: vgraray & anou-
e Afmcpox e Ty anpay, 1 xohezas Neoir, o xeu
THG Ecmepiov WAwporg waxt 5 Coghioy Wepaes €13 TEpIOL
2ovgt 8 vty KEATIKOI, ovyyeves wwv ems Tw Avo
 Furtheft dwell the Artabri, at the promontory,
which is called Nerion, and which is the bound of
the northern, and of the weftern fide of Spain.
. ' - Bg4 The
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The Celtici inhabit around it, of the fame race
with thofeonthe river Ana.” Thofe on the Ana
were the Celtici, peculiarly fo called; and wha
are fhewn to have been Gothic, or German Gauls,
in the annexed Differtation. Whether they were
Celts or Goths is indeed nothing to the purpofe ;
for it is clear that thefe northern Celts of Spain
were all of one expedition with the Celtici and
Celtiberi; -who had lately paft from Gaul into
Spain, as appears from Lucan, Silius Italicus,
Diodorus Siculus, Strabo, Appian. So that they
were not ancient inhabitants of the country, but
late immigrators from Gaul, who had conquered
poffeffions for them{elves fromthe Iberi. What time
this expedition happened is uncertain ; but from the
ftrong memory of it, in all the above authors, it
was certainly late; and the learned and accurate
Schoepflin® only fays, that it muft have hap-
pened before the Second Punic War, as Livy,
XXII. 21. and Silius Italicus II1. 350. mention
the Celtiberi as engaged in that war which broke
out 216 years before Chrift. It is.fhewn in the
Differtation, that the Celts proper, or old favages
of Gaul, were fo_far from fending colonies inta
other countrigs, that they could not defend their
own §: and in particular the Iberi gained all Aqui-
tania from them ; fo that their conquering Iberian
pofefions would have been a phznomenon indeed.
That the Gauls, or Celts, fo called, of Gallia
Bracata were Gothic, or German Gauls; and that
as they lay on the North of Spain, while the other
Gauls were ata diftance, there 1s no room to doubt
that they were the Celts, fo called, who feized
- various pofeffions in Spain. This further appears

from the names of their towns in Spain, of which
. many begin, or end, with 4rig the German berg,

or town, {a ufual at this day. Strabo, lib. VII.
and Steph. de Urb. fay that bria, or briga, fignifies

K Vindiciz Celticz,
. a town,
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"atown® This it does in ng Celtic diale&t ; but.
in the Gothic it retains that meaning. Amo
the Celts of the North of Spain we find Flaviobriga,
(now Bilboa) or Flaviutberg ; and Flavium Bri-
gantium, (Ferrol). But not to reft the argument
even upon this truth, it cannot at any rate be ever
imagined that the few Celts who migrated from

" ‘Gaul into the porth of Spain, at a late period,
could be thofe Celts who peopled Ireland. Ware,

and other cool Irith antiquaries, who argue that

the Irith came from Spain, always gonclude them

Iberi, the real ancient inhabitants of Spain; and

that the name Ibernia {prung from the Iberi. But

this opinion is wholly untenable, becaufe the Irith
language, the Gaclic, is as remote from the Ibe-
rian, or Cantabric, as poffible; and is well known
tobe a grand Celtic diale@. The ancients are
totally filent concerning any Celtic aborigines in

Spain; and uniformly regard the Iberi as the moft

ancient inhabitants : fo that it is. certain that the

old Irith, as Celts proper, could not pafs from

Spain, a country never inhabited by Celts proper,

but muft have paffed from Gaul, a nearer country,

and known to have been originally wholly poffeft
by Celts proper. ’

So much for the origin of the Wild Irith, or
true Gaelic Irifh, efteemed by their antiquaries
the genuine Milefian breed. The prevalence of
their language is a clear proof that they were al-
ways by far the moft numerous people in Ireland,
as they formed the real ancient population of the
country, and fuch colonies as fettled among them
were regarded as aliens. The date of this earlieft
population of Ireland it is impoflible to afcertain ;
and it may have been a thoufand or two thoufand
years Before our @ra. It is indeed a matter of
fupreme indifference at what time the favages of a
continent peopled a neighbouring iland.

b Tt was a Thracian term. Nical. Damafcen. Hift. in
Valefii Exc, p. 495. .
But
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But tho it be thus certain that the Gaelic Irith,
the Irith peculiarly fo called, or Wild Irith, were
Gael, or Celts of Gaul, it remains to enquire if
any Iberian colonies fettled among them. For tho
the prevalence of the Gaelic tongue fhews that the
Celts formed the grand population of the country ;
yet Iberian colonies might arrive, and their own
Apeech be loft, as ufual, in that of the more numer-
ous inhabitants. The whole idea of the popula-
tion of Ireland from Spain feems to have arifen
from the proximity of the names Jberni and lberi :
and the abfurd etymologies of Ifidorus, and other
writers of the middle ages, furely led the way to
all the dreaming connettion between Ibernia and
Iberia, between Ireland and Spain.  To thofe who
know how often great events {pring from little
caufes, it will not appear wonderful that the prox-
imity of the words Ibernia and lberia has converted
the ancient hiftory of Ireland into a mafs of folly
never mentioned but with laughter. 'What foolith
ideas did not the Iberi of Afia, and thofe of Spain,
lead even fenfible ancients into! Strabo, and
others, thought the former {prung from the later =
" Pliny and others, on the contrary, thought that
the Iberi of Spain proceeded from thofe in Afia.
Etymology, and approximation of names, one would
imagine, were two rocksof -Syrens in the ocean of
literature, that deprived even fenfible writers of
common underftanding. For is any matter fo fim-
ple, fo univerfally known, as that identic names
will happen from mere falls.of letters, and from the
.ﬂcateﬁ variety of caufes? Did Pendennis in Afia
inor bear the{ame origin as Pendénnis in Corn-
wall ? Cannot a hundred inftances be given of
identic names, in languages that have no relation’? .
+ And in the fame languages, is not' the fame word
often ufed in various meanings; and the fame .
name given to nations of quite diftinét origins,
becaule it implies fome common quality ? I aflent
to Pelloutier that the name fZeri is from the
‘ Gothic,
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Gothic, Uber, beyonds but think that the Goths
of Afia gave it to their-own brethren Beyond the
mountains, that run between them and the Iberi
of Afia; and thofe of Gallia Bracata alfo gave
the very fame name to “c}uitc -a different people
Beyond the Pyreneces. We term the Scotith high-
landers, Mountaineers, and.the Swifs Moun-
caincers ; and if, in the fimplicity of ancient times,
Mountaineers had become a national term, it might
have been argued that the Swifs and Highlanders
. were of one name and origin. No writer of the
fmalleft pretenfion to common rationality ever
ought to ?ound any thing on etymology or identity
of diftant names; and too ftrong deteftation can-
not be expreft againft this childith frenzy, which -
has tainted and utterly fpoilt innumerable works
of this century, and corrupted them into maf-
fes of learned madnefs, the difgrace, mortifica-
tion, and contempt of human reafon.

The Roman names of lreland, Hibernia, Ferne,
Ierne, are now thought to have fprung from the
Cumraig, or old Britith Zverdon, or Weftern Ile;
tho perhaps from the Gothic Uber-Ey, or lber-Ey,
¢ the further iland,” in refpet to Britain. The
indigenal name Erin has the fame meaning; but
the Romans received the name from the Britons.
Theold etymology of lbersi from Iberi is accord-
ingly now abandoned on all hands. But it deferves
notice, that there was a tribe called peculiarly
Iverni, in the fouth of Ireland, as appears from
the Palatine MS. which contains the genuine text -
of Prolemy, far more free from corruptions than
any other. The common editions bear Uterni ;
but that Jversi is the genuine reading is clear
from the Palatine MS. and from Richard of Ciren-
cefter. It may therefore be argued, that as the
Gallic, and other merchants, would naturally touch
at the Snuth of Ireland, and enquire the name of
the firft people they traded with, the name of this

tribe
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tribe might cometo be.given to the iland. This
derivation is indeed as probable as any other ; and
"in a mattem{o uncertain, every one may follow his
own mind. Of what extra thefe Iverni were, it
s difficult to fay. Their town was fvernis, or, as
we would fay, Invernefs, upon the river lernus,
now Kenmare. To the Eaft of them were the
Vodii : to the North-weft, the Luceni and Velabri.
Rver, or Inver, is not'unfrequent in Scandinavian
and German names of places; but as no fuch
people as Jverni can be found in Britain, Gaul, or
.Spain, it is impoflible to determine the origin of.
.the Iverni. To the Luceni and Velabri, on the
Wett of them, fimilar names are found on the North
of Spain : the Luteni, or Lucenfes, of Lucus, now
Lugo in Gallicia, (Plin. III. 3.) and the Pelienfes,’
.of Bifcay (ib.) The Auteri of Ireland approxi-
.mate to the Autrigones of Bifcay (it.) The Gangani
of Ireland, Camden and Ware derive from the
Concani in Spain®. There were alfo Caucenfes in
prefent Leon of Spain, as there were Cauci 1n Ire-
land ; but the Caucenfes were but the inhabitants of
Cauca, a{mall inland town; fo that they are as
much out of the queftion, as the Caucores of Pon-
tus. Ptolemy mentions feven towns in Ireland;
two Rbegias, Rhaiba, Laberus, Macolicum, Du.
num, Jvernis. Of all which names i can find no
trace in ancient Spain. He alfo gives fifteen
rivers ; Logia, Argita, Vidua, Ravius, Libnius,
Aufoba, Senus, Dur, lernus, Daurona, Bargus, Mo-

1 The reader will in vain look into ‘geographers for Con-

cani in Spain, or any where elfe. Camden’s authorities are:

Et qui, Maﬂ'agctam monftrans feritate parentem,
Cornupedis fera fatiaris Concane vena. , Sil, Lral.

and Horace:
Et lztum equin;)_ fanguine Concanum,

The firft authority fhews them Gothe, as were the other emi-
" grators from Gaul into Spain.

donus,
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donus, Oboca, Buvinda, Vindarius ; and three iles,
Odrus, Limnus, and Ricira. Of thefe names 1.
only find a river Durus in Spain; and there was
alfo a Duriusin Devonthire, and Dyrigs in Italy;
as there was a Deva, or Dee, in Afturia. There
was a river Bargus that fell into the Hebrus. (Pliny
IV.-11). Of all the names therefore given us by
Prolemy, the Luceni, Velabri, and Auteri, alone
approximate to the Spanith names, Lucenfes, Ve~
lienfes, and Autrigomes. But there were alfo Leucé
and Lewnaci ; Velo-caffi; and Atrebates; names as
fimilar in Belgic Gaul. Autricum vwas a-city of the
Carnuntes. Velavia, or De Veluwe, is the ancient
name of a large part of Guelderland.  And the pro-
bability is much in favour of the Belgic names,
for three reafons. 1. That we find the Menapit-
and Cauci, two nations of the Belgic coaft, in Ire:
land ;- fo that it is certain that fome Belgic nations
went there} and probable that others followed ;
whereéas there is no Iberian nation to be pofitively
traced in Ireland. 2. That the Belgic coaft is as
near to Ireland, as the Spanifh; and the pafiage is
moreover a mere coafting voyage, always in view of
land. 3. That we know from Cafar, and otheran-
cients, that the Belg peopled great part of Britain,
fo that it is alfo probable that fome went to Ireland,
the next thore; whereas we find no trace of Iberi
in Britain ; Tacitus, who hints an opinion that the °
Silures were Iberi, in the fame fentence retralin
that opinion. And the Belgic nations of Britain
are marked by Ptolemy, and others, while nat
one trace of a fingle Iberian nation can be found,
no Cantabri, Aftures, &c. Nor can any Cantabric,
or Iberian words be found in the Irith language ;
while it abounds with Gothic terms.” For the (%c-
cimen of Lloyd only fhews the diffimilarity of the
very words he chufes ; and he might have eafily
“found more Englith words, or German words,
with greater refemblance ef the Caatabric,. than

the
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.the Irifh, if his whims had turned that wayk,
The Japanefe, as has lately been fhewn, bears
more refemblance to the Irith, than the Cantabric
does ; and if one feeks refemblance of fingle words,
in this way, one is fure to find them ; for it would:
be a miracle indeed, if out of 60,000 words, all-pro-
duced by the fame organs, there were not 100
alike, in any two languages whatever!. It will
therefore, upon the whole, not be accounted rath,
to fay, that there is not the flighteft proof to be
found that any colonies ever came from Spain to
Ireland : but that, as fuch events always leave
traces behind them, and none fuch are to be found
in ancient writers, nor in the language of the peo-
ple, there is firm reafon to infér the contrary.

On the continent, an antiquary is a man, who
examines ancient matters upon ancient authorities,

¥ Lloyd has, in his total i nce of the Gothic, miftaken
rlain Gothic words for Irith and Cantabric. Sce Lloyd’s
it compared with the German, by- Eccard, in his Origises
Gormanice.
! Thus the Tartaric, Chinefe, Japanefe, Pheenician, Afiatic,
&c. &c. have been parallcled with the Irith. The Dutch
with the Malayan, Hebrew, &c. The Welch with the
Huron. The Englith with the Peruvian. The Greek with
- the Chinefe. And the reafon of fimilar words in all languages
is certainly very profound, to wit, that all mankind have the
fame paffions, and organs of fpeech. When, in the Differtation
annexed, Language is put as a grand proof of the origin of
nations, it is meant, not that 100 words may be the fame, but
that 10,000 words, or more, are the fame; and that the
idioms, or foul, and grammar, or body, of the language are
the fame. A hundred comparifons of languages would be
fpared, if a complete comparifon of all languages were pub-
lithed, thewing in particular the difference between accidental
refemblances, thofe thades, which we call diale&ts, as the
Englifh is of the German, the German of the Gothic; the
Curlandic of the Polith, the Polith of the Slavonic, &c. But
~it requires ‘great learning and experience even to conceive
thofe radical differences, tho vaft, which difcrimira:e Grand
Languages from each other, as the Gothic from: the Slavonic,
and the Tartaric: and to diftinguith thofe differences from
thofe of mere diale®. As to panlleling a few fimilar words,
. from langaages radically different, the moft ignorant may do
it bz.meam of di@ionaries; and it is remarkable, that the
moft ignorant writers are the mog apt to fall into this,
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and folid reafoning. In Britain an antiquary is a
vifionary, who details fuperficial dreams to the
ublic, upon no ancient authority at all, and upon -
the moft filly and irrational ratiocination. . Hence
what no foreign antiquary, what no man of found
learning, would cven imagine, has been ferioufly
advanced among us lately ; to wit, that the Phee-
nicians fettled colonies in the fouth of Britain, and
in Ireland ! That traces of the Phcenician lan-
guage may be found in that of thg Wild Irith !
Serioufly this is too bad ! this is puthing learned
folly to an extreme degree! Do refledt, fweet -
gentlerman dublers, that the Pheenicians were a -
people equal to the Greeks and Romans in every
art, and refinement. That the traces of their
. colonies in Africa, in Spain, are fixt, and deci-
five ; and throw light all around them. That, if
they had held even the {malleft fettlement in Bri-
tain, or Ireland, fo ftriking a circumftance, fo dif-
tinguithed a mark of their extended power and na-
vigation, could never have efcaped all the ancient
writers. It is well known that the Pheenicians
traded to Britain and Ireland, from their Spanith
- colonies, perhaps a thoufand years before our wra.
Strabo tells us, they imported to Britain earthen
veflels, falt, iron and copper goods; and exported
ikins, but above all tin; and Diodorus Siculus
informs us that it was the people of Cape Belerium
(Cornwall) that digged the tin. From Ireland
they could only export fkins ; certainly a branch
of commerce that no nation ever thought of fettling
for, when the fupply depended on the hunting,
&c. of all the inhabitants of the country. Had
the Pheenicians fettled in any part of Britain or
Ireland, their ufual fplendor would have attended
- them. A few Phaenician coins may perhaps be
found in Britain and Ireland, a circumftance na-
turally to be expected from their trading there ; .
but, had there been any fettlements, there would
have been ruins, and numerous coins ftruck ;.‘t tlhe '
ettle-
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fettlement, as at all thofe ii Spain. But not to
_wafte time in anfwering the dreams of folly, the

total filence of all the ancients on this head is 4
" complete negation. The proximity of the Gaelic
to the Phcenician is no greater than that of the
Gaelic t6 the Japanefe, or to the Shilhic, or to
tlie Mdlayan, as we now know from fpecimens of
all. Itis perfectly underftood by every man of the
leaft reading, that any' two given languages will
afford fuch f{pecimens. A learnéd' Gérman has
thewn, that all tongues whatever have fuch refem-
blances. It is the grammar, and form, and whole
mafs of a language ; nota fimilarity of a few words,
that is the criterion. The Irifh being’a language
- quite in the dark, no wonder that it appears '
bear, a tyget, 4-calf, a lion, a man, a ghoft, or
what you pleafe, in the midnight around it. " Let
us await with patience till other antiquaries with
new whims find Japanefe, African, Malayan, Tar-
tarian colonies in Ireland ; and then the cool reader
will anfwer them all at once, with the fingle word

Having now, it is hoped, pait the moraffes of
folly, letus proceed on folid ground. The reader
has feen thae the firft population of Ireland was,
_ in every probability, from Gaul. The Wild Irith,
confefledly the original inhabitants, call themfelves
Gael, and their fpeech Gaelic. Céfar iriforms us,
that Kelts was the indigenal name; Gauls, a nxme
given by the Romans. It is therefore apparant
.that the primitive Irifh called themfelves Kelts,
- and their {peech Keltic: and i am told there are
woeds in Ireland, called Coiz Keltich, or Keltic
Woods, atthisday. The origin of names is quite
uncertain, and efpecially in the Celtic langunage,
which is fo lax, vague, and indefinite : buta quef-
tion arifes, how the wild Irith droped the indigenat -
name Kelts, and afflumed the Roman appellation,
Gael, or Gauls? On many occafions, as is well
known, nations and focieties exchange the name
: : they
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they give themfelvés, for a general foreign tetri,
tho even of reproach, Thus fprang the narhes
of Arabs, Quakets, Hugonots, &c. Indeed this
is neceffarily the cafe; for it is needlefs to retaiti
4 name only known to 4 particular nation, or fo-
ciety, while all its neighbours céncur in_glv-
ing it another; and it is forced, in every intér-
courfe with it’s neighbours, to adopt the genetal
term. There ié a confufion of words in the Celtic
language; naturally arifing from the confufed and
mifty ideas; well known to be peculiar to the peo-
ple. Thus the moft oppofite terms almoft coa-
lefce : Ear is the Eaft, Iar is thée Weft: Galis a
foreigner, Gaél, anative. The confufich arifing
from this proximity may eafily be guet. Galli,
or foreigners, muft have been the name originally
given by the Celts to the Germans, who poured
into their country. .Gaél feems the word which the
Greeks, who in their mufical language pervertéd
all foreign pames fadly, altered to Kerro. Thé
Celric (;% is indeed {o fharply pronounced, that it
approaches to K. Gaél and Kelt may therefdre be
the fame word, differently pronounced; while the
Roman Gallus may be Gal, a fortigner. If this .
be granted, the queftion is an{wéred. But if Kele,
aCually fo pronounced, was the old ihdigénal
term, and Gael be Gallus, the Roman appellation ;
the name muft have been affumed from the Ro-
mans in Britain. To the fotmér opinion i rather
incline ;- for the Irith language was much foftened
by the bards, as all their antiquaries agree: and -
‘Ghaélt may have been the old name foftenéd by
Greek and Roman pronunciation to Kelt, and by
the progrefs of the Irfh language to Gaél.

"The firlt colonies that fsllowed thé Gauls to Ire-
land, feem t6 havé been from Britain. Lloyd
tells us the general traditionn among the Wéich,
that the Cumiri expélled the Guidhil ftém Britain -
into Ireland, a tradition cotfirmed by feveral of
the oldeft ndrhes of rivers, mountains, &c.” ip

VoL II. = C England



England and Wales being Gdelic, not Cumvraig.
The Celts of Gaul may be infallibly concludcg,
from proximity, to have been the firft tenants of
Britain. The Cumri, of German Celts, feem
to have arrived at a much later period : and in all
probability in confequence of the Gothic progrefs.
from the eaft. The Cumri, or Northern Celts,
were far fuperior to the Gallic Celts in prowefs ;
as is clear from their conqueft of Gaul in the time
of Marius ; not to fpeak of the conftant fuperior
hardinefs of northern nations. The Guidhil, or
Gael, fled before them ; and Ireland received them.
Population was then very thin; but perhaps as
many Gaél proceeded on this occafion to Ireland, .
as had formerly paffed from Gaul. They were
one identic people with the firft colonies, who, no
doubt, with open arms received fuch a reinforce-
ment of brethren. This event clofed the original
population of Ireland: and the Wild Irithare
thus partly from Gaul, partly from Britain.

The Alien Colonies now claim attention. It is -
~ highly probable that, when the Belgz, or Goths,

firlt came to Britain, about 3oo years before our
@ra, a great number of the Cumri were driven to
Ireland. Richard of Cirenceiter fays, under the
year of the world 3650, that is, by his calculation,
.about 350 years before our ra, Circa bec tempors
in Hyberniam commigrarunt ejelti a Belgis Brittones,
.ibique fedes pofuerumt, ex illo tempore Scotti appellati.
In the later point he is certainly miftaken, for the
name Scotti was a far later appellative; and was

iven to the Scythe of Ireland. But that many
éumri\ or Brittones, pafled about that time into
Ireland, there is every reafon to believe. '

So much for the Celtic, or favage, colonization
of Ireland. 'We now come to the colonies of rude
Goths, thep & barbarous peaple, but always ad-
vancing in’ fociety, while the Celts remained as
they were.. -A barbarous people is indeed as much
fuperior to a favage one,. asa civilized toba bar-

: arous.
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barous. ‘Savage nations were the Ayper of the

. Greeks, the Feri of the Romans ; while the name

of BapBagor, ad Barbari, they fometimes gave to
nations as polithed as themfelves. Of favages
there can be no hiftory ; while that of barbarians
is often preferved ; and is mioft intetefting, as it
marks the hiftory of man, the progrefs of fociety.
As the hiftory of North America, is the hiftory, not
- of the favage natives, but of the Englith there; fo -
the hiftory of Europe is that of the Gothsin
Europe ; that of Ireland is that of the Goths in
Ireland. 5 ’ :

That the Goths had arrived at thé extremity of
Germany, and penetrated into Gaul, about 500
years before our ®ra, is fthewn in the annexed
Differtation. That the Belgz, a part of thefé
Goths, had paft to Britain, and peopled all the
fouth and eaft of ptefent England, is clear from
Cefar, who came to Britain 54 years before the
Chriftian epoch. From' the full ftate of that popu-
lation, and other incidents mentioned by Cafar, -
it feems certain that not lefs than two, or three,
centuries could poflibly effe& it; and it may there-
fore be fafely argued, that the Belgz had begun
to colonize Britain, at leaft 300 years before
Chrift’s birth. Thatr they had pafl to Ireland
much about the fame time may be thus fhewn.
From Ptolemy’s defeription of Ireland, written
about 140 years after Chrift, it is clear that the
Menapii, a people of the coaft of Belgic, Gaul,
held at that time large poffeffions in the fouth of
Ireland ; as did the Cauci, a people of Germany,
originally on the coaft north of the Rhine. Now
it {eems certain that . thefe nations could not have
paft to Ireland eicher in.Roman times, of even in
times of which the memory was recent, when
Cafar came to Britainc. Fot: Ceefar, Diadorus
Siculus, Strabo, Mela, Pliny, Tacitus, who all
defcribe Ireland, Gaul; -Germany,* could never
have been filent. abbuc chi¥-event, #while they

M Ce i T " miputely
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minutely detail the origins of any nations that they
could difcover. Commerce rendered Ireland well
known to the Romans of Prolemy’s time, as is
- clear from his geography of it, which is veryaccu-
rate for the age. Tacitus indeed: obferves that,
in histime, the ports of Ireland were more vifited
by mer¢hants, than thofe of Britain : the caufe of
which feems to me to have been, that the commer-
cial articlgs of Britain were now confumed by the
home-trade of the Romans, attually living in Bri-
tain, fo that merchants applied to Ireland for the
fkins, &c. The imports muft alfo have been
much leflfened ; becaufe the Roman manufa&turers.
fupplied the natives with copper and iron, earthen
ware, &c: while the confumption of thofe articles
in Ireland,. where there were no Roman manufac-
turers, muft have remained in full force. By this

" trade with Ireland that country, in Ptolemy’s time,
was as much. known to the Romans, as Japan, or
any. country traded to by Europeans, is to us.
Had the Menapii and Cauci pa& from Germany
and Belgic Gaul to Ireland, in Roman times, it
feems impoffible that this event could efcape fo
many writers. Pliny in particular, that curious
inveftizator, had ferved in Germany, and written
Twenty Books on the German Wars, before he
began his Natural Hiftory, yet had not heard of’
this colorization. Ceafar, who defcribes Ireland,
Gaul, and Germany, knew nothing ef it, tho
from his work it be plain that he was verft in the
* traditional hiftory of the Gauls and Germans. 1 be-
_ Jieveiit will therefore be granted that this coloni-
zation -muft have been much more ancient than
.Czfax’s time ; and, that if we aljow.it to have hap-
pened two or three-centuries before that time, we
ghall be as near the truth -as poffible in a cafe of
this kind. The Belgz, and the Cauci their peigh-
bours, feeing the fuccefs of their brethren in Bri-
.tain, woud patupally be inftjgated to fipilar ex-
curfions. . The patlageto Ixeﬁzgl was lopger, but
. ' : ‘ the
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"he acquifition eafier, as the Cumri or Northern
Celts of Britain were the victors of thofe very
Gael, or Southern Celts, who held Britain. The

Gorths had in Britain to encounter the viors : in,

Ireland the vanquithed. As this was the cafe,
perhaps the Gothic fertlement in Ireland even
preceded that in Britain; for fuch affairs do not
proceed on a fanciful mechanifm. But as no cer-
" tainty can ever be acquired on either fide in thi
quettion, it feems moft proper, with the allow.
ance ufually made in fuch cafes, to date both events
about one and the.fame time, 300 ‘years before
our ®ra,

That the Menapii and Cauci were not the only

Belgic or German nations, that then pafled to Ire-

land, there is every reafon to infer. In Britain
- there were Belg® .proper, and many tribes of
Belgz with various names, not found on the con-
tinent. In Ireland the Eblani, on the north of the
Cauci proper, feem a Caucic tribe. The Lucen
feem to have been of the Lexaci, who lay next to
the Menapii in Belgic Gaul; Lexac and Luc being
fimilar, and en only the German plural. The Ax-
teri may have been Atrebates ; alfo a people near
the Menapil, in their origmal feats. The Vela-bri
may have been of the Vel-caffi on the fhere of
Belgic Gaul, the laft fylables being wvaried epi-
thets. Thepodii apparently bear a German name™:
and the Ferni from their fituation and name feene

10 have been Belge. Mr. O‘Conor allows that-

hardly one of Ptolemy’s names admits of a
Celtic derivation ; and the probable inference is,
that the chief nations were not of Celtic origin.
The greater part of Ireland was certainly fubdued
by the Belgz ;, and rude towns gnd forts erected by
them to maintain the conqueft. The Celts, having

m Podo-goriacum was a town of the Nesvii, lrin. Aug. Tabe
Peut.  Bedrbrigs of the Treveri. The Teuto-Bedigei were
part of the Galatz, who were Germaans, .

Cs - nmow
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ﬁow no furthet ,refgge, ¢ould not fly from the con- .

queror; but remained the numerous population
of the ile; and their language of courfe in time
revailed. But the power of the Belge even
rith hiftory and tradition imply. For Bol figni-
fies to this day a pobleman, and alfo a man of
fcience ; and there are many old fortified hills ftill
alled Dun Bolg, or forts of the Belgw,

As the Belge entered on the South of Ireland,
the Celts would natural]ly crowd to the North,
About twa hupdred years before Chrift, a vaft
number of Cumri retired thither from .prefent
Scotland ypan the entrance of the Piks into that
" gountry, as before thewn. It appéars from Pto-

*  lemy, that three Britith tribes had alfo fettlements
in Ireland, namely, the Ceriondi or Coritani and
Brigantes, in the South ; and the Veluntii in the
North. Thefe tribes feem to have been naturally
dire@ed in their choice by their Gothic and

"Celtic origin. The Coritani and Brigantes, Go-~-

thic neighbours in Britdjn, fettled on the South of
Ireland. The Veluntii Celts of Cumberland fet-
tled on the North, among their Celtic' brethren.
- Richard dates this migration fifty-two years after
Chrift : and fays, thefe nations retired to Ireland
- from the Roman arms; which feems very probable.
He. adds the Cangi, as a fourth tribe ; as he takes
* the Gangani of Ptolemy to be Cangani ; but of this
let every one think as he fees proper. The fame
writer tells us that the Menapii and Cauct were in-«
fallibly mationgs Teutonice ariginis, ¢ nations of Teu-
_tonic origin,’ that the time. of their arrival was not
_known, but probably, as he gueffes, a little before
Cafar’s time. The reader has above feep argu-
~ ments for a date yet a little earlier,
~ Thus were the Bélgz and German Goths eftab-
lilbed in the fouth of Ireland. A maft curious
;and important queftion now arifes, namely, if
any Scandinavian Goths {cized on.the north of
o ' Ireland
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Ireland in early times? This is a hinge upon
- which the whole hiftory of Ireland turns.

That fabulous progeny the Tuath de Danan are
here out of all queftion. If they paffed from pre-
fent Scotland, as all the Irith accounts bear, they
were clearly Damnii, a Cumraig people, that fled
before the Piks. If they were Danes, they muft
be thofe who, in the eighth century, for the firft
time, appeared in Ireland. I incline, after more
labour and inveftigation than any pait of Irifh ori-
gins has coft me, to give this grand queftion the
negative; or to think that no Scandinavians ap-
peared in Ireland before the eighth century, upon
the following grounds. ‘

What feems totally to negative the queftion
at firft is, that there is no mention of the Scan-
dinavians, of any Danes or Norwegians in Ireland,

before the eighth century, in Tighernat, the annals -

of Ulfter, or other authentic documents of real
Irifh hiftory. In Cumineus, Adomnan, writers of
the feventh century, not a trace of Scandinavian
invafion can be found. The prophecies of Co-
lumba could hardly pafs fuch an evil, had he
forefeen what had never happened. Gildas, Nen-
nius, Beda, are alfo quite filent. Sir James Ware
therefore rightly fays, that, in 7935, primum, for
the First time, the Northern nations infefted Ire-
land, as the Irifh annals bear. It may be thought
that as the Piks came from Norway to the He-
budes ; and entered upon their conqueft of pre-
fent Scotland on that fide about 300 years before
‘Chrift; their Gothic brethren of Norway and
Denmark might naturally be imagined to have
made other incurfions that way. But hiftory does
not bear fuch analogical reafoning; and human
affairs proceed not upon mechanical, or upon the-
“oretic, pringiples. fact the effe® was in this
“inftance deftrp&ive of the caufe. .For the Pikifh
and Danifh colonies were fo large, that they ma

well be inferred to have exhauffed the Scandina.

Cs viga
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vian population fo much as to leave no occafion
for emigration, for a long time. " This was the
cafe with the Angli, Saxons, &c. in ancient
times the Lydians, as Herodotus ftates, formed
an emigration of one half of the nation; but no
more Lydians went to Hetruria afterward.” The
Danes were themfelyes but a late Scandinavian
éolony; and their population muft have been a long
time only fufficient for their own territory. The .
Vite and Angli feem the firft colony they fent out ;
and that ‘oply ‘in ‘the fifth and fixth centuries.
They arg th;refore out’ of the queftion. The
Scandinavians were exhaufted by the Pikifh and
Danifh colonies. The former they might alfo, in
thefe dark ages, regard as pofleft of all the iles on
the welt, and bave of courfe no temptation to
invade their own countrymen. Certain it is, that
no trace can be found of Danes, or Norwegians,
invading Scotland, 1ill the ninth century. Nor a
fingle trace in a)l the Irifh apnals of any northern
pations, by any name whatever, aflailing Ireland
till 795.  About 230 years after Chrift, as ap-
pears from the Pikifh chronicle, a large colony
of Piks fettled in 'the north of Ireland ; apd they
are remarkablg to g late period in Irifh annals, &c.
py the name of Cruthneans, the Irith term for
the Piks. " They had "theéir own kings, and are a
marked people, till the ninth century. Had any
Scandinayians béen in that tra®, there is reafon
to queftion if the Piks ‘could have cffected a fet-
tlement.” It 15" indeed no’ wonder that the Scan-
dinavian. figas and hiftories, filent about the Piks,
Vitze and ‘Angli, fhquld be filent about this ; and
if any faga fhould’ {peak of invafions of Ireland
or Scotland, priorto the eighth century, no cre-
dit can be paid to thofe pieces written many cen-
turies after, and in which early chronplogy is ‘quite
confoupded.” ‘Copcerning Ptolemy’s names of na-
tions in the north of Ireland, Darnii (or Damnii.
as Richard from older and better MSS. reads), Ve-
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picnii, Robogdii, Nagnati, Erdini, i have confulted
3 learned Northern antiquary, .who informs me
thar they are pot Scandinavian names. Had the
Scandinayians made any invafions on Ireland,
they would alfo, as in later times, have attacked -
the weftern fhores of Britain ; while there is not
a hint of this to be found in Roman writers, who
only mention the Scots of Ireland us invading the
weltern fhore, and Saxons the eaft. It may fluc-
tuate in the minds of fome, that as the Piks, 300
years before Chrift, came from Scandinavia to the
ebudes, and thence conquered and peopled pre-
fent Scotland ; fo it feems probable that other in-
vaders would follow that traét to the north of Ire-
land, long before the year 795 after Chrift. But
the fatt 1s, that this fame large colony of Piks
would be, of neceflity, the very caufe of prevent-
ing fimilar invafions in that cqurfe, till the me-
mory of it had expired. For Caledonia, and the
porth of Ireland, were filled with Piks, or, in
other words, with Scandinavians, which no doubt
the Scandinavians perfettly knew from the inter-
courfe of fingle fhips, or trading veflels. So that
they would never think of attacking their country-
men, till length of time had extinguifhed all fuch
confiderations. In future times they did not at-
tack Iceland, lately colonized, but Scotland,
whofe connexion was loft. It may be (aid that
England prefents an exception to this remark, the
Angli having only arrived in 547, and being at-
tacked by the Danes in the beginning of the
ninth century. But the Angli, tho of Scandina-
vian origin, as the Danes, were quite a diftin&t
nition, not only frgm the ancient Danes, but
from the Iutes, their northern neighbours. The
Tutes had their own kings ; and fo had the Angli ;
as appears from Suhm’s hiftory of Denmark, and
other works. So late as 830, Regnar Lodbrog,
king of Denmark, was occupied in conquering
ghe Iutés, The Angli were ftill more remote 1f;om
en-
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Denmark than the Iutes. The Danes, in attack-
ing the Angli of Britain, warred againft a people
~ always diftin&t from themfelves : while the Scan-
dinavians and Piks were divifions of the fame
identic people. Befides the cafes are, in another
view, not parallel : for the Angli were only the
conquerors who fettled among the inhabitants of
Northumbria, and were foon loft among the in~
habitants, The Piks, on the contrary, were the
people of Caledonia. The Piks formed a great
colony ; and doubtlefs, as the Hlandic, brought
wives and family with them, or fent for them
when the ground was fecured. Like the Lydians
of Hetryma, they may have been a vaft difcon-
. tented party, or indeed like many modern colo-
nies, ‘On the firt arrival of the Goths in Scandi-
navis, as they had enemies to fubdue, they muft
have proceeded in armies, and have formed large
ftates under one government, as ‘appears from 1a-
citus in his account of the Suiones or Danes, and
Sitones or Swedes ; all the former of whom obeyed
one king, the later one queen. Of courfe, in thefe
early times, the emigrating parties muft have
been very large, 'and in proportion to the ftates.
-But in time, when the danger of the grund Ge-
neric foe, as the Fins for inftance, was abated,
the warlike {pirit of the Goths broke out often
among themfelves, and {plit them into numerous
petty kingdoms.and ftates ; as we know was the
cafe in Norway till the ninth century, and in
Denmark and Sweden, tho not quite fo long. In
Britain the P'iks were kept together, from conftant
danger of the Cumri, their.fouthern neighbours ;
fo we learn of no divifions among them, fave con-
tentions for the crown. But in Scandinavia the
Fins being driven beyond the Bothnic gulf, and the
Vends inhabiting anly the fouth of the Baltic, the
Goths were fecure from Generic foes, and often

imsmerfed in domeftic wars, and f{plit into con- .

tending ftates. .Thofe domeftick wars weakened
. ’ them.
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them much, till feven or eight centuries after Chrift,
when monarchs of fuperior talents fubdued the
reft, and formed again into one powerful ftate,
what fecurity from foreign foes had divided, foon
after the Generic foe was fubdued. Attention to
all thefe circumftances becomes neceflary to form
a proper judgment upen this queftion. The rea-
der muft refle on the three grand ftages of Scan-
dinavian government : 1. Great ftates, united un-
der one fupreme pawer, againft a Generic foe.
a. Thofe ftates fplit into fmall ones by diffens
tion from fecurity, and from want of a common foe.
3. Great fiates formed by the fmall ones bein
fubdued by one monarch, as the heptarchies 3‘
England. The middle ftage of fmall ftates is the
moﬁ- unfuitable for emigration ; becaufe the po-
pulation is confumed by domeftic war. In the
firft and third ftages alone the Scandinavian co-
Jonies omigrated. Confidering the Piks therefore
. 4n this Jight, during the firft , or till about 2
century after Chrift, the memory of this grand
weftern golony was: quite recent ; and the Scandi-
pavians could no more dream of fending out
freth colonies, or of invading that quarter, than
we of {ending colonies to North America, or the
. Spaniards o the South, already in their own oc-
‘cupation. During the fecond ftage, till feven or
pight centuries after our @ra, domeftic war en-
gaged all attention, and deftroyed population, fo
that no colonies nor invaders could be fent. Dur-
ing the third fage freth invafions naturally arofe.
. From all thefe reafons it feems clear that before
the year 795 the Scandinavians never invaded Ire-
land. Indéed, he who afferts that they did muft do
‘it upon his own authority ; as the negative teftimony
of all the ancients, Roman, and Britith, and Irith, is
moft cogent againft him. Such being the ftate of
the queftion, the Scandinavians are to be regarded,
#s having no part ig Irith origins. .
7 ‘ : The
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The ancient hiftory of Treland is therefore the
hiftory of the Belgic-and German Goths in Ireland.
And the reader having thus feen the detnil of Irith

- origins, it remains to confider the name of Scots.

Many etymologies have been given of the word
Scot. All the more ancient writers concur in re-
prefenting it as the fame with Scyth, or Scythian ;
an opinion which prevailed till the prefent century,
Of the late Dr. Macpherfon fuppofes Scuit, or
Scot to fignify a fmall bedy of men ; Mr. Whita,
ker, wanderers, or refugees. Others more plaufibly
derive it from Coit, a wood; or from Schut, a
boat, or fmall veflel, as Ireland abounded with
woods, and the Scots attacked Britain iny fuch vef-
fels. Others from Sextten, to fhoot, .

An opinion which, on ignorant reprefentation,
feems erroneous, will often, when fupported on
due grounds, afflume quite another appearance.
The firft etymon of Scot, as the fame with Scyid,
or Scythian, feemed to me moft ridiculous; as
the Scots of Ireland, as foon as known in hiftory,
fpoke the Celtic tongue. But on the flighteft reflec- -
tion this was found no argument ; for the Franks,

« or French, tho ftill {o called, do nat fpeak Francic;

but the corrupted Romgn of Gaul, where they
fettled. . The Normans of France ig twa centuries

after fettling, {poke not Norman, but Romance

alfo. 'The Angli fpoke not Danifh, after fixing’
here, butthe Belgic of England. All thefe na-
tions, with many others, retained their name,

 tho they changed theirlanguage. Infhort, a fmall

nation, fettling in any country, may retaip it’s
name, may give it to all the country; yet will
ever lofe it’s {peech in that of the population of
the country. Such are human affairs'§ .and hence

"grofs impropriety rifes: for the French language is

niot the French, but the Roman ; the Englith not
Englith, but Belgic; the Irith-Scotifh, not Scy-
thic, but Celtic, . ,

o o It
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‘It is thewn, in the annexed Differtation, that
Scyrrz was the grand generic name of the furtheft
Germans on the weft. And that Scor is fynony-
mous with ScyTH, and was the name originally,
and generically, borne by the Belgz and Germans,
who conquered Ireland, will appear from the fol-
lowing arguments. 1. All the Irifh accounts bear,
that the Scots landed in the fouth of Ireland, and
from thence fubdued the old inhabitants; a de-
{cription only applicable to - the Belge and Ger-
maos. 2. The Scots infefted Britain from the
eaftern fhore of Ireland ; which, we know from

Prolemy, was held by the Germans and Belga.
- 3. The Celts of Gaul and of Britain were eafily
{ubdued by the Romans; and gave them no fur-
ther difturbance. The Scots of Ireland were ever
making incurfions into the Roman provinces; a
conduét not -at all according with the Celtic cha-
racter. 4. King Alfred, in his tranflation of
Beda, and an Anglo-Belgic poem on the Danifh
wars in the Cotton Library ®, with other writers
of that time, ufe Scytifc for Scotith familiarly ; fo
that Scyt and Scot were {ynonymous : and the only
Scythe implied muft be the Belga and Germans ;:
for the Piks of the north of Ireland, are out of the
queftion, not fettling there till about A. D. 210, .
long after the Scotilh monarchy was eftablithed
in Ireland ; and being poffefled of but one corner.
5. By all the'Irifh accounts the Scots were the
people who came laft to Ireland on the fouth,
before Chriftianity ; and vanquithed the old in-
habitants : a defcription only applicable to tle
Belge and Germans., Late Irith writers diftin-
guith the Belge, or Fir-Bolg, from the Scots;,
but reprefent the later as leagued with the former
in vanquithing the “Tuath de¢ Dannan. The Fir
Bolg were a part of the Scots, asthe Angli were of
the Goths, who came to England. The mention

= Virellius, A. X,

3
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~ of a particular name argues not that name to be
of a different generic people. 6. The Irith writers
uniformly fay that the Scots were Scythians, and
fo Nennius tells us exprefily ; and the Belgz and
Germans were the only Scythians we find at the
time in Ireland ; fo that the Belgaz and Germans
muft have been the Scots. Diodorus Siculus re-
« peatedly names the very country from whence the
Cauci went, ¢ Scythia above Gaul;’ as fthewn in
the Differtation added. If we deny the Scots ta
have been Scythians, we muft reject all the, Irith
accounts, ancient and modern. But, if Scythians,
they could only come from the Scythic tersitories
in Germany and Gaul. For the Gothic colonies
in the north of Spain are out of the queftion, the
Gothic nations in Ireland identifying their Belgic
and German origin by their names, Menapii, Cauci,
-&c. Other arguments might be added °, but it
is believed that thefe may {uffice to fhew that the
Scots were thofe Scythz, namely the Belgz and -
Germans, who vanquifhed Ireland. The reafon
why Nennius, and other writers of the middle
ages, who expreflly tell us, that the Scots were
Scythe, yet reprefent them as coming from Spain,
was that ab{urd etymology of lbermia.from Leria.

But it is now granted on all hands that Hibernix
is a name arifing from the weffern fituation of this
fine iland ; and that Scotia is an appellation arifing
from the Scots fettling in it. So that this opinion
of the Scots having come from Spain, or Iberia,
{prung from a ridiculous etymology ; and is be-
peath all notice, being of a piece with the Brutus
of Geoffrey of Monmouth. The names of the
Scotith kings in Ireland are alfo Gothic, not Celtic.

© The reader may confult Indes, Vol. II. p. 517, fiqg.
g;oofs thae the Scots were quite a didin& geos lg f,rgr’n thfo:

ild Irith ; and conquerors of the tater. - St. Patrick in his
Epiftles evinces this. The Scot/, whom he generally marks
as Reguli and Nobiles, he uniformly diftinguithes from the
Hyberionse and Hyberrigene, texms for the commonaley.

Such

/




. Cuar.i. . ) " O igins. ‘47

Such is Leogaire the firft Chriftian king, for who
is ignorant that Leogaire is alfo the name of a
“Francic king; and is a German name, Leof-gard
‘a keeper of love,” as Leopold, Leonard, &c.?
Some of the names of Scotith or Irith kings are
no doubt-Celtic epithets, given them by their peo .
ple ; but others are mere Gothic names. Such are
Conary, or Conrad, Hugh, Hugony; Nialis quite a
Gothic name, familiar in Runic monuments, and
Icelandic fagas. The Celtic language changes al-
nloft all words to it’s own form; .and even in the
Irith bible the names are forced to be changed and.
accommodated to that odd {peech. Thus Alexan-
der can only be put Aiifdair ; Adam is Adbamb ;
Andrew is Aindra ; Bartbholomew is Partholan
Dapnielis Donuil; Davidis Dabbi; Gideon, Gide-eon ;
Fames, Semis; Fobn, Eoin; Peter, Phedair; Sa-
muel, Sombairle : &c. &c. &c. Such being the
cafe, the ftrange perverfion of Gothic names in the
Celtic language is eafily accounted for. My pre-
fent fubje& forbids my entering 4t full length into
this point; but from perufal of the Annals of Ul-
fteri am fully convinced that the names of not on-
ly the Irifh monarchs, but of moft of the provin-
cial kinglets, are Gothic. )

“* But long beéfore Chriftianity was fettled in Ire-
land, perhaps indeed before the birth of Chrift,
the Scots, or Scythz, who' conquered Ireland,
had loft their fpeech in that of the greater number
of the Celts, the common peopls, as ufually hap-
pens.  From England dnd Scotland the Celts had
crouded to the weft, and vaft numbers had paft to
Ireland. The mountainous north and weft of Eng-
land, the friths of Scotland, had formed barriers
between the Goths and Celts. But in ‘Ireland,
the grand and laft receptacle of the Celts, and
whither almoft their whole remains finally flowed,
jt is no wonder that the Gothic conquerors, the
Scots, loft their fpeech in that of the population,

VOL ol ¥ C8 . D In
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In Britain, the Celts who remained were much’
improved by Roman intercourfe; and the fupe-
riority of the Welch to the Irith Celts appears in
the laws of Howel Dha, 1n their hiftoric fables,
in the {uperior accuracy ef their language, and
in the pame they gave, and give, the Irith-
Celts, Guydhbil, or Wild Men. Originally indeed the
Northern Celts, or Cumri, were fuperior to the
Southern, or Gael, in ftrength of mind and body ;
asthe conquefls of the former over the later prove.
‘The Wild Irith are at this day known to be fome of
the verieft favages in the globe : and have remained
inthe fame want of civilization, as defcribed by the
Greek and Roman authors, dand by thofe of the
middle ages. The chief families in Ireland, and
the induftrious and civilized part of the people,
are all of Gothic defcent, as Scots, Danes, Norwe-
gians, and laterly Enclith and modern. Scots.
What intereft they can have thzrefore in fupport-

- ing the Celiic vifions, which, far from honauring,

really difgrace their country, it were difficult to
fay; did not we fee national prejudice, another
name for national delufion, often fwallow up
every fpark of difcernment. The Englifh, till the
prefent century, were fighting for the Welch anti-
quities, as doing honour to their nation ; and the
€cors are following the fame tract to this day.
The bards, and fennachies, authors of all this
perdition to the: hiftory of Great Britain and lre-

land, were ftrollers of the genuine Celtic breed.
So much for the origin of the Scots?; and i
be leave to fubjoin a hint or two concerning the
. ‘ carly

" » The origin of the Scots, above given, is confirmed by
Ware, who fhews that Sgrhe and Scorti were but difterent
names for the fame people ; and both are called Scutten by the
Germans,  Ware quotes Diceto, who fays, ¢ E regione qua-
dam que dicitur Scythia dicitur Scita, Sciticus, Scot_us,. Sco-
tia :* .and Walfingham, who has thé fame idea. = Reineccius,
an his Hitorta Julia, fays the ancient name of Scythians is

#hil retained by the Scots.  Nay the Welch, as Camden ob-
: - : ferves,
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early Irith hiftory, which is that of the Scots, or
Goths in Ireland. That they fubdued Ireland
with united arms, and divided it as ufual amor.g
their chief$ and {cldiers, is apparent from all Irith
writers ancient and modera; and inferable from
others, as Orofius, Beda, &c. who reprefent Ire-
land as fully poflett by the Scots. I he nature of
the acquifition would, in all likelihood, reader
the feveral divifions monarchic; and one monarch
or other would be acknowleged fuperior ; as, we
learn from Cefar, was the cafe among the ftates
of Gaul. In other countries, vanquithed by the
Goths, the Celts totally retired apart, as did the
Welch when the Saxons came here; and the vic-
tors fometitnes formed monarchies, fometimes re-
publics ; being all freemen, and having no cor-
quered fubjefts to keep under. But in Ireland,
that grand refuge of Celtic population, the ftates
could not be republican, as three quarters of the
fubjects could Form no part of the government ;
fo that it muft in all appearance have remained
military, that is monarchic. In this all the Irith
accounts agree ; and in 432, when Patrick went
to Ireland, we find Leogaire Rev Hibern'e, king
of Ireland by eminence.  The idea afferted by
Maitland, and fome others, that Leogaire was the
firlt king of this fupreme title, is childifh and in-
vidious. We might as juitly rejet all the Danith,
Swedifh, and Norwegian annals, prior to Chrif-

ferves, call both Scythizns and Scots 2 feor. The old Chros
nicon Rhythmicum (lones, App.) fays,

Dicitur a Getia Geticus, feiv Sothia Gothi g
Dicitur a Scithia Scithicus, fic Scwtia Scoti.

Eccard, in his Origines Germanicz, has curious remarks
confirming the Gerinan origin of the Inth Goths, fuch as
¢ Reftant in Fritiorum et Hibernorum lingua que arcte conve-
niunt, atque.in reliquis dialeftis vix reperivntur.” The
Cauci were in Frifia.  An author of the Xlth century, Innes,
p. 191, fays the Scoti were firtt called Chorici ; query, if tac
Cherufei of Germany ¢ . '
Vou. IL. .. D ti;lpit)"s
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tianity’s being eftablithed in thofe countries. How
far back the kings of Ireland can be named with
certainty, becomes not me to fay, who have not
feen the original documents. This is therefore
fubmitted to the antiquaries of that kingdom.
Mr. O‘Conor ¢ dates the commencement of the
-genuine lift at the eftablithment of the palace of
fupreme royalty, at Emania in Ulfter, feven gene-
rations, or about 210 years, before our @ra. The
Pagan period of Irith hiftory feems to fall into
two divifions ; The Osscurk, from the arrival

. the Scots, till the reign of Tuathal the Acceptable,
about 137 ycars after Chrift : and The Dawxixg,
from the reign of Tuathal, till Patrick’s arrival in
432, after which all is clear. Mr. O’Conor * re-
marks that Tuathal’s reign forms a new and cer-
tain epoch in the progrefs of Irith hiftory. Fo-
reigners may imagine that it is granting too much-
to ‘the Irifh to allow them lifts of kings more an-
cient than of any other country in modern Europe :
but the fingularly compat and remote fitvation
of that iland, and it’s freedom from Roman con-
queft, and from the concuffions of the fall of the
Roman empire, may infer this allawance not too
much. Butall contended for, is the lift of kings,
fo eafily preferved by the repetition of bards at
high folemnities; and {fome grand events of hiftory.
- For to expe a certain detail, and regular order,
in the pagan hiftory of Ireland, were extravagant.
The Irith antiquifts will, on the other hand, ex-
claim againft this rejeCtion of fo many fables,
which they call, and perhaps, if the human mind
can be fo debafed, really think hiftory. Mr.
O’Conor fays that the period from Tuathal to
Leogaire is the moft ufeful and important of the
wholc heathen hiftory of Ireland. In which he
is certainly right : and the traditions and bardith
rhymes, with the carly attention of the Irith, after

1 Differtations. r Ibid.
‘ converfion,
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converfion, to fuch learning as was then in vogue,
promiife confiderably veracity to this laft pagan pe-
riod. Sir James Ware was confefledly ignorant of the
Irith language; fo that his rejection of all the pagan
hiftory of Ireland was at beft rafh. - Bur indeed the
Irith writers, like the dog in the fable, lofe the
fubftance, by grafping at the fhadow : and their
falfehoods are fo wild, that it is no wonder they
naufeate the public againft the whole. The claim
of letters in Ireland, preceding Chriftianity, is
alone fufficient to caufe the rejection of the whole
early hiftory of that country, by all the literati of
Europe: and he who afferts fuch a glaring falfe-
hood is the bittereft enemy of his country, and in
his delufion difgraces, when he means to honour.
But it is the duty of a cool enquirer after truth not
to allow the vifions of fuch writers to burt any
caufe, which they either attack, or defend.

Secrion . Progrefs of the Old Scots, or Dalriads,
Jrom Irelund to Nortb Britain.

I'T is with- infinite concern, that toward the.

clofe of the Eighteenth century, i am forced to
contend againit modern errors in Scotith antiqui-
tizs, that would have difgraced the Thirteenth,
Superficiality is the parent of error: and in anti-
quities, a fubjed requiring the utmoft labour, anhd
moft profound and exuberant reading, it is no

" wonder that the fruit of fuperficiality is monftrous.

Claflical learning, as it is called, that is, a little
dabbling in Greek and Roman claffics, has’in all
ages formed the fum toral of Scotifh antiquarian
literature. In the prefent elpecially, even our lit-
tle learning has gradually leflened ; and philofipby,
or really reafoning ignorance, {upplies it’s place. If
philofophy have not extinguifhed common fenfe a-
mong us, we muft know that human hiftory pro-
ceeds upon no theoretic principles, but upon facts
eternally contradi@live of all theory ; and that thefe

Vor. 1L . D2 . falts
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fa&s can only be found in ancient authorities. To
judge of antiquities upon a flight acquaintance
with the claffics, and with philofophic theory, is
fo abfurd, that to mention fuch an idea is to ex-
cite laughter. - Yet it 2 is lamentable truth, that

fuch is the plan of examining Scotifh origins,

among all our writers of this century, fave Innes.
The authors of the middle ages, the genuine foun-

. tains of information, are not even known by name

-~

to our puerile antiquaries. The gold of truth,
which is hid deép in the foil, they look for upon
the furface of claflic reading, ard in the open day

of philofophy. Antiquities, the fevereft of all ftus

"dies.in learned countries, are in mine the amufe- .

ment, as they call it, of men who are abfolute ftran>
gers td the feverity of literary difcuffion. Puerile
errors have begot puerile prejudices; and, in the
frenzy of thofe prejudices againft a refpeCtable na-
tien, the Irifh, it is rifible to fee our antiquifts for-.

get that, even judging by thofe prejudices, it is

more difgraceful to the Scots to have been the fa-
thers of the Irifh, than the contrary. For is it more
diﬁlonourablc to have a foolith father, or a foolith

fon?

It is needlefs to enter into any difcuffion of that
abfurd queft'on, Whether the old Scots proceeded
from Ireland to North Bricain, or from North Bri-
tain to Ireland? That progrefs is detailed in the
two following chapters. All'that can be faid to
our_Scotith antiquifts is, Read: and read as on

- any other fubject, without prejudice. A few hints

" sorig

thall however be given, after premifing that the
gin of the prEsEnT Scots, or people fo called
after the Eleventh century, is not here difcufled,
but referved for after-confideration. It is that of
the old Scots in Britain, otherwife_ealled Dalriads,
.which is here examined. - The origin of the opi-
nion ; that the old Scots proceeded to Ireland from
North Britain; may well be fuppofed Celtic, that
is in the nverie ratio of reafon, and is accordingly
c : to
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to be firlt found in Lloyd’s Archzologia, printed
in 1707, tho only in general terms concerning the
progrefs of the Guydhil, or Gaél, from Britain to
Ireland.- Dr. Mackenzie, in the preface to his
Scotith Writers, publifhed in 1708, greedily pur-
fued this fcent ; and, like a young hound, yelped .
much, but'caught no prey. Gordon followed in
a moft impudent and lying fetion of his Jtinerarium
Septentrionale, London 1726, folio. Yet Innes,
whofe book was publithed in 1729, feems to have
looked on this new opinion as beneath notice ;
for he fays nothing of it. This favourite plant
of ignorance ftill thrived, and afflumed frefh
vigour, in Maitland’s Hiftory of Scotland, 1757;
and in Goodal’s Introduétion to Fordun, t(759.
And laftly the two Macpherfons have dunged it
.afrefhi, in recent publications. In vain did Robert-
fon and Hume teftify againft it. A new plan of
inveftigating antiquities .was introduced for Scot-.
land exclufively. Other countries reft ancient facts
totally upon ancient authorities ; but for Scotland
.all authorities were to be cut down. The word of
command was, ““ Putout the eandles that we may
fee the clearer!”
It was my defign to have laid before the reader
a aumerical abftrat of all the arguments advanced
by Maitand, Goodal, and the Macpherfons,
againft the Irith extract of the old Scots of Britain ;
and to give an{wers in like order. But, after care-
ful and repeated perufal of thofe doughty cham-
pions, i was forced to relinquith the defign, left the
reader fhould imagine thag i was {porting at his ex-
pence ; and fighting with thades of utter ignorance
and folly, of my own creation, in order that my
great wifdom thould gppear confpicuous in the
-vi&ory. Another grand reafon was that i really .
could not find one argument ufed by thefe writers,
. that would bear a repetition. To any man who,
with Democritus, delights in laughing at th:
madnefs of manking, there cannot be a greater
D3 feaft
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feaft than the perufal of the Scotifh and Irith con-
teft on their origins. Much cunning upon one
fide, much weaknefs on the other, while that fu-
preme goddefs Ignorance fits umpire, and deals
out her equal favours in the largeft proportion to
both parties. On the Irith fide nothing can be
charged, but a thameful credulity and obduracy in
ancient fable. But our Scotifh antiquifts, ignorant
themfeives, and writing in a country remarkable
for ignorance of antiquities, are like other rogues,-
emboldened by darknefs; and venture on tricks,
that the mofl unprincipled man of learning would,
in a learned country, tremble at, as if the pillory
ftood before him.  This cenfure may bé thought
fevere ; but Truth whifpers me, that it is not fuffi-
ciently fevere for the occafion.

Thefe four Scotifh champions of falfehood have
had the honour to introduce quite a new ftyle of
compofition. The only arguments they ufe are
of two kinds : 1. Railing againft all ancient autho-
rities, which, by a madnefs unknown in any other
countty, they think they can confute! 2. Affertions
totally falfe, and ‘impudent. Far from being
Jearned, they have not even thofe ideas which
lead to learning; and thus their arguments, far
from being accurate, are up{cientific, nay irrational,
and fuch as never were ufed before in any literary
queftion whatever.  Their heat is fo extreme as to
excite utter difguft ; and to merit beipg reprefled
by all the indignation of infulted fcience. The
Offian Macpherfon in particular ufes a moft extra-
vagant ftyle. He fays he has faally decided the
queftion, a queftiqn of ancient facts and circym-
ftances, from his dabling in modern Gaelic, while
there i5 not one MS. in Gaelic upon the matter !
-A boy at {chool would know that a man may be
able to {pegk, nay read, Englith; and yet not de-
cide upon Englifh origins. But fuch are Celtic
undel‘({andings ! The ftyle of the later writer is

-indeed peculiarly Celtic, hyperbolic, and b%m‘-
T - baitic,
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baftic. Genius in Offian was well ; but in a quef- .
tion of this kind it is frenzy. The only powers
of mind to be exerted are learning, clear and cool
comprehenfion, veracity, gand -penetratién. But
Mr. Macpherfon pretends to build a houfe with a
fword : and he has only wounded himfelf. A book
like his is indeed fufficient to decide a queftion;
for if ignorance and falfehood be on one fide, it
follows that learning and truth will be on the
other. ' :

Thefe ftrange writers have betrayed me into a
fyle pexhaps unworthy of my purpofe, but which
.they deferve:  Good manners are not to be fhewn
to all; elfe what difference between the worthy
and unworthy part of fociety ? Indignation belongs
to virtue, and to fcience allo. Asad how anfwer
writers who childifhly take the Hibernia of the an-
cients for Scotland ; the Jerne of ‘Greek and Ro-
“man writers for Stratherne ; the Mona of Cafar,
for ZAmona, in the frith of Forth; Tethyca vallis®
for Menteith, &c. &c. &c. ? May that power,
from whom the holy right of rcafon fprings, pre-
vent mine from being debafed fo far! Not content.
with affertions abfolutely falfe, fuch as that the
Highlanders call their country Caeldoch, that the
Irith call their language Gaelich Eirinach, &e, &c.
&c. they refer moit fallely to authoritics, which
when examined, confute them ; nay totally per-
vert, interpolate, and mangle thofe authorities
which they quote. What name fhall we apply to
fuch prattices, happily quite unknown in other
countries ? Indeed 1 am apt to think that, in fome:
coynrigs, the antiquaries form an exception to the -

* Gildas, whofe work is a ftrange poetical rant, or'rather
grofc run mad, ufes wallis for the fea, as Claydian

Nec multo fpatii diftantibus xquore vallis. Js Ruf 11, 172,
wles a fea of fpace for land. Thetica wallis is the vallty of:
Thetis goddefs of the fea, So fireh, ¢ a plain,” is now applied to'
fea. SN

Dy ) national
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nat on:1 charaGter. My countrymen are defervedly
notzd for probity ; "their antiquaries are juft the
rev:rfe.  Their facrifice of all truth, to what they
call the honour of Scotland, is proverbial. Deluded
m:n! Can any honour _fprin% from falfehood ?
The people of England are folid and fenfible ;
their antiquaries generally moft vifionary. The
French are gay and frivolous; their antiquaries
grave and folid. Let us then leave thelana caprina
“of confuting thefe writers to oblivion, that filent
confuter of fuch attempts. Mr. Macpherfon has
been happily Confuted by Mr. Whiwaker, who
has fet nonfenfe againft nonfenfe. For Offian,
and Richard of Cirencefter, are the authors upon
whorh Mr. Whitaker confutes the father of Offian.
. Offian and La Morte Arthur, which lat Mr. W.
ranks againft Gildas and Beda, 2nd gives 4 long
hiflory of king Arthur from it, were juft fit to
produce that nonfenfe which would counterpoize
any other nonfenfe. So that Mr. M. and Mr. W.
are perfetly matched in judgement and fkill ; and
we arc much obliged to Mr. W._ for proving to us
that Mr. M’s theory coukl not ftand- againft non-
fenfe itfelf.

Rifu folvantur tabule, tu miffus abibis.

Not to wafte timme in a formal refutation of fuch
writers as Maitland, (Goodal, and the Macpherfons,
1t is fufficient to obferve that all this work is a
filent confutation of them ; for by eftablifthing the
truth all errors fa.1 before it.

One point deferves confideration. Mr. Macpher-
fon has moft ingenuoufly and ingenioufly obferved,
that on the firft mention of the Scots by Ammianus
Marcellinus, at the year 360, we find them in
Britain ; and ergo the Scots were fertled in Britain
before they werz in Ireland. By the fame rule as
Ammianus, at the year 369, mentions the Saxons
in Britain, they were alfo fettled in Britain, But
the fact is, that Ammianus, in both places, is fpeak-
ing of the natiens that iavaded the Roman pro-

~
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vinces in Britain. This is afpecimen of the argu- -
ments of thofe Scotith antiquifts; and the relt are
of the fame ftamp ; fo that the reader may judge
whether they deferve dnfwer, or only langhter.
Mr. M. is however forced to yield to- that glaring
and invincible truth, fupported by all antiquity,
that the name of Scotia was long borne by Ireland,
before given to Scotland. The truth is, as after
fully (hewn in this work, that, from the Fourth
Ceatury to the Eleventh, - the names Scotia and
Scoti belonged folely to Ireland, and the Irith.
In the reign of Malcom 1. or take at 3 medium
the middle of this reign, and fay about the year
1020, the nate Scolia was firft applied to North
Britain ; but from its firft appearance to that time,
it belonged to Ireland alone. No foreigner has
been mifled by the pitiful prejudices and falfehoods
of our Scotifh dablers. Cellarius, Eccard, Schoep-
flin, D’Anville, the learnéd editors of the. Hifto-
riens -de France, Suhm, &c. &c. &c. have all
agreed in this point. But of this: afterward. If
therefore priority of name argues priority of pof-
{effion, the Scots muft have come trom:Ireland to
Scotland. But this inference is not beyond con- -
troverfy. For the people may have gone from
Scotland to Ireland, fome will fay; and the name
of Scois have been” there given them, yct after-
ward, by fomne ftrange contingence, have reverted
to the parent country. That fuch a contingence
is quite unknown to any other hiftory, would not
be a fufficient an{wer, for analogy, tho ufeful in -
fuch cafes, is nat abfolute proof. If any writer
were to attempt to prove that Greece, far from
being the patent country of Magna Gracia, was
attually peopled from it, in what way is heto be
confuted ? The probability is indeed equal on both
fides (to {peak for once as a Scetifh antiquift),
end the grand mark, that of identic language,
may be applied either way. It is certain therefore
that the only information we can have an this, or.

any
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any other fubje@t of ancieat hiftory, is that des
rived from ancient authorities; and in this pe-
culiar and grear inftance, from the Tradition. -
of the people themfclves. Now all writers,
Englith, Scotifh, and Irith, from Beda down to
this fuperficialc cptury, agree in this pont, that the
Ancient Scots of Narth Britain were a colony from
Treland. And in al} ages the Scotifh highlanders
have affented : apd the lowlanders, from Barbour
m 1375, to this moment, call the highlanders
Irithry, and their langpage Irith, Erith, -or Erfe,
This clear inference 1s fplly confirmed by all the
ancien accounts of the progrefs of the old Scots in
Pritain, now about to be detailed ; and is {o firmly
rooted in the whole ancient hiftory of Britain and
Treland, that nothing but igrorance joined with
frenzy could amtempt to fhake . Indeéd igno-
rance, the deepeft ignorance, was -neceflary to.
fuch an attempt; for profound ignorance judges
of others by itfelf ; and thinks that dark and dubi- -
ous to all, which is dark and dubious to itfelf
alone, while others fee it in the brightelt day.
An ignorant man will talk of opinion in the mathe-
matics, becaufe he can form no idea how certain
they are. Opinion is the fafe harbour of ignorance ;
and - a Dbenighted mind flies to it as a covert
from utter fhame. He who would call'it matter of .
opinion, whether the Greeks procecded from
Tagna Gracia, or tq it, would be regarded as a
mere ignorant ; and the progrefs of the old Scoty
trom Ireland, is far more clear, and refts upon
more numerous graunds than the former.  Before
i had jn the Jeaft examined this fubje®, i faw it
in the dark, and thought it doubtful ; nay really
believed, from general theory, that the Irith
Scots had paft from Scotland. When i had exa-
mined it, 1 faw that i had been totally wrong ;
and that the contrary was from ancient writers,
and innumerable other lefler lights and cir-
cumftances, only acquirable in a thorough examt,
pation, as clear as day. Let thofe who doubt
' therefore
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therefore only read, and examine, with a mere
defire of knowing the truth, and fatisfying their -
own minds; and no arguments need be ufed,
The proofs are (o numerous, clear, and confiftent,
that they afford a perfe&t blaze of truth ;- as many

fmall lights will, at night, makea chambex as
bright as noon.

CHAPTER
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o CHAPTER IL

The firft Colony of OId Scofs in North Britain, under
Riada, about the Year 258 ; being the DALREU-
DINI, or ATTACOTTI,

OME Englith and Irith antiquaries, as Uther,
Bithop Lloyd, Stillingfleet, O‘Flaherty, &c.
have, in their great zeal againft the antiquity of
- the Scots in North-Britain, paft this colony in ob-
" livion ; and reprefented the fecond golony in the
year 03, as the firft fetlement. The cogent
. authority of Beda they negleted, or railed againtt.
That refpectable writer, in his firft chapter, gives
us the origin of the Britons, Piks, and Scots, in Bri-
tain. In his fecond chaprer he proceeds to the wars
of Julius Cefar in Britain. Had Beda therefore
followed ftri¢t chronology, the Scots, by his ac-
count, muft have been fegtled in Britain before Cze-
far’stime. Burt the Scots he introduces herg, from
their after connexion with the Piks, and that he
may proceed to a continuous acgount of the Ro-
man affairs in Britain. In like manner, under
. the year 449, he gives us the origin of the lutes,
Saxons, and Angli, in England ; tho the Iutes
alone arrived in that year, apd there were no
Saxons here till 477, nor Angli tijl 547. So,
kib. 1. c. 3. he placgs Vefpafian after Claudius,

and then pafies to Nero: and I. 20. he puts St.-

Germanus, who lived about 420, long after the
battle of Badon, 520, Nennius, a writer of the
next century, ‘with a ftill greater,nqgle& of order,
{ays, ¢b, 2. that in Britain at firft dwelled Scots,
S S ‘ Picti,
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Pisti, atque Saxones, et Britones. Yet, ch. 3, 4,
he gives us the Britith origins ; cA. 5, the Pikifh ;|
and cb. 6, he fays, Novifime autem venerunt Scots
a partibus Hifpanie ad Hiberniam. But Beda, by
giving us the name of the leader of this firft colo-
ny, enables us to fix the date. - '
The words of Beda are, Procedente autem tem-.
pore, Britannia, poft Britones et Piflos, tertiam Scot-'
* sorum nationem in Piflorum parie recepit. Qui, duce
Reuda, de Hibernia egrefi vel amicitia, vel ferro, fibi-
met inter eos fedes, quas baflenus habent, vindica-
runt. A quo widelicet duce ufque hodie Dalreudini
vocantur ; nam lingua eorum dal partem fignificat..
¢ In procefs of time Britain, after the Britons and
Piks, received a third nation, that of the Scots, in
the part belonging to the Piks. Who emigrating
from Ireland, under their leader Reuda, either by
friendfhip or arms vindicated to themfelves thofe
feats among them, which they to this time hold.
From which leader they are called Dalreudini to
this day; for in their language da/ fignifies a
art‘*o’ ’ - h
P This very prefervation of the name of the leades
by Beda argues a late fettlement; and accord-
ingly we find that it took place about the year
258. For the REupa of Beda is.the REanA of
king Alfred’s tranflation; and the Riapa of the
ancient Irith writers. ' '
But concerning this Riada, and his colony, the
modern Irith authors were long mute. Stanthurff,
and others, who, at the end of the fixteenth cen-.
tury, firft fuperficially tr Irith antiguiries,
had fgen few or none of the old Irith MSS. then
in private and unknown hands, till Sir James
Ware colletted them.- Uther, who publithed his

* Dal, or Dzl, is a part in the Gothic, not im the Celiic,
in which Dal fignifies a tride (Kennedy, p. ro6), and is quita
common in Irith hiftory. An eafy metonymy. But the Scots
of Ireland, it is likely, retained more of their own Gothic
words, in their firft meanings, in Beda’setime, than after.

- Anti-
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Antiquitates Eccl. Brit. in 1639, was a bitter enemy
of the Scotith fables ; and in his zeal denied that
the Scots were fettled in Britain till 503. Keat-
ing, who wrote about the fame time, from the
fime motive, followed thé fame courfe. Ware®
did not underftand Irifh; and his book is fo brief
that it is not to be wondered that he fays nothing
of the origin of the Scots in Britain. O¢Flaherty
even contradics himfelf, as Mr. O*Conor fhews 2,
from his zeal againft the antiquity of the Scots in
Britain, and his wifh to appropriate to the Irith
Scots all the attions againft the Romans; fo that he-

denies all fertlement of the Scots in Britain till g03." -

. And, in his ¢ Vindication of Ogygia againft Sir G.
Mackenzie,” he infifls that the Dalreudini were only
fettled in the north-eaft corner of Ireland,’ till a
part pafled in 503 to Scotland. Still later Irifh
writers have, it is believed, in their prejudice
againft Scotith antiqnity, followed the fame

tralt ; but from the greater candour of othets the -

truth has appeared in this century. :
* Kennedy, whofe book ® was publithed at Paris
1405, and tho brief, is the moft accurate known .
on Irith hiftory, as he generally quotes MS. page,
and column, firft laid open the fa&, that a colony
_of Scots, under Riada, fettled in Pikland. He
tells us, p. 104, “ Our books of antiquity, giving
an. account at large of the children and race of
Conar Mac Mogalama king of Ireland, mention
that he had three fons, (%arbre Mufc, Carbre
Bafkin, and Carbre Biada : and that the firft was
by another name Angus ; the fecond Olfill ; and
the third Eocha.,” And p. 107, “ Our writers
unanimoufly tell us that Carbre Riada was the
founder of the Scotith fovereignty in Britain ; but
they make him only a captain, as venerable Beda
does, or conduttor, who ingratiated himfelf fo
2 Ogygia vindicated. . N
* Genealogical Differtation on the family of Stuart, 8vo.
© pp. 349 ; . ; .
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far with the Pits, by his and his childrens af-
fiftance, and good fervice againt the Britons ; that
they confented that they and their followers fhould
continue among them.” In both thefe paflages:
he gives no authorities, tho he commoénly pro-
duces them. 7This moft foolith and deteftable
practice prevails to this day in Irith writers alone«.

Mr. OConor, in his Differtation on the Hif-
sory of Scetland, at the end of his Differtations
on the Irith hiftory, Dublin, 1966, 8vo. is the
next, and laft, Irith writer whom i fhall -quote
upon this point. He there tells us, that in the
time of Cormac O¢‘Cuin, as O‘Flaherty himfelf
ackrowleges Ogyg. part III: c. 69, an eftablith-
ment of the Scots was made in North Britain.
That ic was in favour of Carbre Riada, a prince
of the Degads ¢ of Munfter, coufin of Cormac
O¢Cuin, and fon of Conary I[. who died-in 220.
That Riada and his immediate pofterity ruled
that colony, as well as another which he had fer-
tled in prefent Antrim, and both colonies were
from him called Dalriada. That the Piks atlength
forced the whole colony in Britain to rake flighe
into Ireland, under their leader Eochad Munrevar,
and they fettled in the Iriflh Dalriada. But nei-
ther he, nor his fon Erc, could obtain a re-eftab-
lithment in Nerth Britain. Nor was it effe@ed
till the beginning of the fixth . century, when
L oarn, fon of Erc, again fixed the Scots there.
It appears from this, that the retrear of this firft

¢ Toland, in his Nazarenus, ed. 2. Léndon, 1718, 8vo,
has fome remarks on the controver{y between the irifh and
Scotifh antignarics. He allows Uflier to be in the wrosg,

and placcs Riada and the firit colony in the third ceatucy.
¢ Kennedy, p. 69. fays, this family was firit in Ultier:
but about 6o years before Chrift they were forced to more
into Muniter, under Degad; whence they were cal'ed Deg.uds
of Munfter. This Degad, he adds, is the Deachagch, in ¢he
old Scouifh gencalogies {Deaga, fec Tnaes, p. 23, table.) It
aced not be obferved that all this is graris dies.
' colcny
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colony happened two generations before 503, of
about 440. : S '

Mr. O‘Conor has, on different occafions, re-
peated this information. In his publication of
O‘Flaherty’s Vindication of Ogygia, Dublin, 1775,
8vo. he gives feveral notes concerning this fettle~
ment, but particularly a long one, p. 163. He
there fhews .that O‘Flaherty is contraditting his
own words in the Ogygia, where, fpeaking of

'Cormac O¢Cuin, he fays, imperium in Albania
exegit. That the greater part of Antrim, and a
neighbouring part of North Britain, were given to
Carbre Riada. That fome Irith fenachies con-
firm Beda’s teftimony. That the Irifh and Britith.
Dalriada were governed by the fame family. That
the fons of Erc, in the eighth generation from
“Carbre Riada, re-eftablithed this colony, which
had fuffered much. That when Conary II. was
murdered in 220, his three fons. were minors.
That Carbre Riada, one of them, diftinguithe
himfelf at the battle of Kinfebrat, A. D. 237.
That on Cormac’s fucceffion to the Irith throne
in 254, Carbre Riada was fent againft the Cruth-
nil, who had rebelled in Ulfter. " That in 258
the war was carried into Albany, and the Sceots
fettled there. . And fays that George 111. defcends
{.rom Conary thro Riada, and the Scotith Albanic
ine. . :

In the late Colleiianea de Rebus Hibernicis there
are alfo fome letters of Mr. O‘Conor, throwing
light on this fubject. He tells us in one number®,
¢ Foreign alliances were renewed, and in particu-
lar with the Cruthenians (Piks) of North Britain,
among whom our Carbry Riada, the fon of Co-
nary- 1L found an eftablifhment for his colony of
Scots, the firft that migrated from Ireland to North
Britain” And in Number XII. p. 500," he fays,
¢ About the year 256 Cormac O*Cuin, the moft

¢ Number X ' :
- ~ celebrated
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celebrated of our Irith monarchs, had his authority
renounced by the Ultonians, the conftant enemies
of his family. After defeating thofe rebels in fe-
veral engagements,, their remains fled for fhelter
into the ifles and continent of North Britain.
Supplied with an excellent militia, difciplined un-
der the famous Fin Mac Cumbhall, his commander
in chief, and his fon-in-law, Cormac fol-
lowed his rebellious fubjets into the places of
their retreat. The terror of his power brought
matters to a {peedy iffue. By confent, or force,
he obtainéd from the Piks a {{ttlement in Kintire
and Argyle for his father’s nephew Carbry Riada,
above-mentioned. .Through that colonization un-
der his kinfman he left no foreign afylum open for
his Ultonian enemies, whofe power in Ullter he
alfo curtailed, by ftripping them of the territory
now called- the county of Antrim, with fome con-
tiguous diftricts, well marked by Uther. That
territory, as well as the other in North Britain,
had the name of Dalriada, from Carbry Riada,
their firft vaffal {fovereign under the Irith monarch,
who vefted him with authority £’

' All

f Wyane, in his hiftory of Ireland, London, 1773, 3 vols,
8vo. narrates the fettlement of the Dalr'als in Pikland in
thefe terms. ¢ Amonﬁ the fons of Olliol Olum, there was
one known by the diftinguithed name of Achy Ruada, or
Riada, who was permitted by Olliol to raif: a fufficient body
of forces to eftablifh himfelf in the province of Uliter. Fer-
gus, then king of that territory, being of the family, fa-
voured him, and his followers, who were of the race of De-
gad : and, by the affitance Achy Riada procured, he foon .
fettled himfelf in Uliter, notwithftanding all the oppofition
of the Trians. And from this circumflance the acquifition
they made took the name of Dalriada, or the portion of
Riada. But as Achy was one of thofe that having much,
fhill grafp at more, otferving a country over-againft his dif-
" tri&k, which a peared eafy of accefs, he embarked with his
followers ; and, either by force or treaty, much more likely
by the latter, he obtyined a fettlement there alfo for his
tribe from the Britith Picts. And that trat of land was af-
terwards, for many ages, denominated the Albanian Lal-

Vou. 1. ) ) , . riada,

’
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All this is given, as ufual, without one authos
rity or reference! The circumftances of Mr.,
‘O’Conor’s tale are alfo difcordant. Firft he fays
the fettlement was owing to force ; then he im-
putes it to treaty ; then to force again. Dr. Ken-
nedy’s account, tho brief, feems much more ac-
‘curate; and he imputes the fettlement to the per-
miffion of the Piks. Common fenfe argues this
to have been the cafe, for that a handful ef
men, to whom fortreflcs were unknown, fhould
force a fettlement among fo fierce and numerous
a people as the Piks, is impoffible. And even by
Mr. O‘Conor’s account, when the Piks afterward
quarreled with them, they torally expelled the
colony. MTr. O‘Conor’s ftory about the rebellion
of the Cruthini, or Piks in Ulfter, feems mere
romance ; and we have no room to believe that
thefe Cruthini acknowleged the Irith fovereignty,
or, in other words, that they could rebel. “Thofe

Cruthini had only fettled in Ulfter about the year =~

220; and, far from being conquered or expelled
on this occafion, we find them under their awn
monarchs till the eighth or ninth century. They
were certainly not in Antrim, but in prefent Lon-
donderry and Donegal. For the Irith Dalreudini
pofleflec Antrim, by Mr. O‘Conor’s own account ;
and at the fame time he allows that the Cruthind
were in the north of Ireland ; and from Tighernac
and the annals of Ulfter, &c. it is certain that the
Cruthini were in a diftin& region of Ireland from
the Dalreudini.  That the Cruthini were not on
the north-eaft of Ireland, but the north-weft, alfo
appears from Mr. O‘Conor’s own information, that

riada, a name given to the inhabitants of Argyle, who were
defcended from this Irith colony.”” Wynne errs grofsly in
meking Riada fon of Ollicl Olum, for he was fon of Co-
nary 11, king of Ireland, as all the above accounts bear.
And this is confirmed by an old piece, publithed by Innes,

p- 772. ** Fergus filius kric ipie fuit primus, qui de fe-
mine Chonare,” &c.

. ‘ ’ ~ he
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he faund in the old book of Glendalogh that the’
Cruthini were in Ulfter and Connaught, which laft
province is on the weft. There is but one people
of Cruthini in Ireland, to be found in Adomnan,
Tighernac, the annals of Ulfter, and other
authentic documents ; and thofe Cruthini .were in
part of Ulfter, and part of €Connaught by Mr.
- O¢Conor’s own relation, that is, on the north-weft
of Ireland. The people on the north-caft of Ire-
land, among whom Riada planted his Dalreudini,
were the Damnii or Darnii of Ptolemy, a Cum-
raig people, that had paft from Scotland upon
the arrival of the Piks. The Dalreudini, or tribe
of Riada, were certainly led by him from Mun-
fter, his own province ; and muft have been Scytbe
or Scotti, who had fubdued the fouth, eaft, and
weft of Ireland, but had not extended into the
north, till Riada planted his colony. From the
genuine writings of St. Patrick it is clear, as
Innes remarks, that all the people of Ireland were
not termed Scotti, but that the Scots were the fu-
perior and conquering people, while the common
{ubjett race were termed merely Hiberni, or Irith.
That the Dalreudini were Scots proper is certain
from their being led from the South of Ireland,
the chief region of the Scots ; and from their be-
ing termed Scots peculiarly by Adomnan, Beda,
and other ancients. This account of the matter -
is fo confonant to probability, that it would al-
moft fupport itfelf, independent of all the ancient
authorities, which are united in its favour. In-
. deed 1 have always found that the higheft proba-
bility and verifimilitude ever attend the ancient
authorities, when duly examined and collated.

It may be thought that Kennedy and O‘Conor,
writers of this century, are but poor fupports of
Beda’s authority. But it muft be refleted, that
concerning the origin of the Dalreudini of Ireland,
all the Irith writers, Keating, Uther, U¢Flaherty,
&c. &c. &c. are concordant, and fay the name
. Ez2 - {prung
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fprung from Carbry Riada. Beda, a fuperior
authority to all the Irifh annals put together, in-
forms us, that this very Riada led alfo the firft co-
lony of Scots.to North Britain. So that the
‘point ftands clear, independently. of the lights
‘which Kennedy and O‘Conor throw uponit. This
'Carbry, or, as others call him, Eocha Riada, ap-
pears in the old genealogy of the Scotifh kings,
-repeated at the coronation of Alexander III. and
preferved by Diceto, Fordun, and many others.
In that genealogy he is termed Eodach Riede, and
is placed twelve generations before. Fergus fon of
Erc. Kennedy inférms us, that, tho the Scotith
accounts thus put fourtéen generations from
‘Riada to Fergus (including both), yet the Irith
and efpecially the book of Lecan, give but ele-
ven; that is, nine generations between the two,
which, at thirty years to a generation, make 270
years. Mr. O‘Conor fays but eight, or 240
~years, which is furely the truth. Kennedy men-
tions an Irith MS. which has but fix: and fays,
that falfe names creep into fuch genealogies,
from miftaking nicknames for proper names, and
from putting names of predeceflors as names of
fathers ; and fcruples not, upon this occafion, to
thew difcordances in fcripture etymologies. It is
- moft firange that O¢Flaherty, in his genealogy of
- Janies II. gives only three generations between
Riada and Erc! But that gentleman' feems to
- have paid little attention to fafts or authorities,
when his point was to abridge the antiquities of
- the Britifh Scots, and to appropriate to the Irith
~ all the a&ions of the Scots againft the Romans. -
Which laft purpofe required no fuch aid, as it is
“certain that the Irith Scots are thofe of Roman
~ hiftory ; and the Britith Scots were only known
" wnder another name, of which prefently. But
-OFlaherty deferves reproof for ufing falfifications,
" tho to ferve the caufe of truth : Non tali auxilio.
It is matter "of regret, that the acute and accu.

rate
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rate Innes, who alfo thews the firft colony of Irith
Scots in Britain to have-fettled in the third cen-
tury, as here ftated, has not.examined the gene-
rations between Riada and Erc; for tho the lords
of Dalriada were not kings till 503, and it is not
certain whether they dwelled in the Irith Dalri-
.ada, or the Pikith & ftill they are the immediate
anceftors of the Dalriadic or Old Scotifh line. I .
fhall here put down this genealogy according to
the ancient Scotith account, and the Irith, as
given by Kennedy. :

The Scotith is,

1. Eochad Riede.

2. Fiachrach Tathmail.

3. Eocha Andoth.

4. Akirkir.

5+ Findach.

6. Cruichlinch. .

7. Semcormac. ‘ -

8. Fetb;lm}z; Romach. :
. Angufa Butim.

x<9>. Fefbuejl'me; Aflingret.

11. Angpfa Fir.

12. Eocha Munremor.

13. Erc.

14. Fergus.

* The Irifh follows:

1. Eocha Riada.

2. Kinta. '

3~ Fedlim Lave-dboidh-cuige (hand that burns
. aprovince,)

t In the time of Aidan, the Irifh Dalriada was divided
from the Britifh, and reverted to the kings of Ireland. Krs-
sedy; Vita Via Columbe apud Colgan, . .

) Ej 4. Fiachra
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4+ Fiachra Taithmail,
5. Fergus Ulladb.
6. Angus Fear.
" 5. Eocha Munremor.
8. Erc.
9. Fergus,

Thus the Irith inferts two names, between
Eocha Riada and Fiachra, not .found in the
Scotifh ; and likewife a Fergus Ulladh not in the
Scotith. And the Scotifh has eight names not
in the Irith. The four laft names are alone con-
cordant. So much for Irifh genealogies! It is
remarkable that Angus Fir was cotemporary with
St. Patrick, and that after him the genealogy
feems accurate. Before Patrick’s time only the
names of the kings of Ireland, and great events,
can be received, '

Moft writers on Britith antiquities have been

puzzled to divine who the Arracorr: were; |
and none has hitherto fettled this point. 1am |
fully convinced that dszacotti was neither more

nor lefs than the name given by the northern pro-

vincial Britains, who were Cumraig, to the Dal-
reudini. From the Di&ionarium Kymbraicum of
Davis it appears that 4¢ is ad; Attal is retinere,
detinere, &c. So that there is reafon ta conclude,
that the narne Attacotti means fimply Hitber Scots,
or Scots remaining in Britain. The §'is quite a fervile
letter, fometimes fuperfluous, fometimes omitted,
euphoniz caufa, as all, the leaft verft in the ftruc-
ture of languages, know. But this opinion receives
full confirmation from other reafons. Ammianus

~ Marcellinus firft mentions the Attacotti at the
" year 364. Pifti, Saxonefque, et Scotti, et Atia-
s‘costiy Britannos grumnis wvexavere contimuis, And
. then at the year 368, Pifti in duas gentes divif,
Dicaledones et Veéturiones ; itidemque Attacotti, belli-
cofa bominum natio 5 et Scotti ; per diver/a vagantes

that

7/
4

multa populabantur. And from St. Jerome we learn |
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that the Attacotti were a nation of Britain. Thus
quite a new nation appears in Britain at this pe-
riod. But how came it to efcape the Roman
-writers for a whole century, from 258 till 3642
The wonder would, it is prefumed, have been
eater, had this new colony appeared in Roman '
Eriﬁmy fooner. Horfley well obferves, that from
the expedition of Severus 211, till Caraufius 290,
nothing concerning Britain can be found. And
from 29o till 364, what have we? Only a hint-
or.two of panegyrifts, dealing wholly in generals.
The firt books of Ammianus are moft unfortu-
nately loft; fo that from 258 tll 364 we have
really no writer, from whom fuch information
could be in the leaft expected, either hiftorian or
geographer. Ammianus, at the year 368, tells -
us he had given a defcription.ofy Britain, when
defcribing the actions.of Conftans there, about |
the year 342, fo fhall add no more. Then he
proceeds. to the fentence above quoted. It is
therefore to be inferred, that as he fays nothing
at 368 of the Attacotti being quite a new nation,
he had defcribed them at 342 : and in all proba -
bility told us, as we are ftill fully enabled to dif-
cover, that they were a colony of the Scots who
had come from Ireland, and fettled on the north
of the Glota, or Clyde. But the knowlege we
have that the colony calling themfelves Dalreu-
dini came to Britain about 258 ; and the mention
of the Attacotti, a new nation in North Britain,
only a century afterward, will of itfelf convince

us that Attacotti was neither more nor lefs than - -

the name given. by the provincial Britons to the
Dalreudini. :
Richard of Cirencefter, 2 monk of the four-
teenth century, who is often palpably erroneous,
isa writer to be cautioufly ufed. To Ptolemy’s
map of North Britain, Richard has added the
Attacotti, and Damnii Albani, nations unknown
to Prolemy ; but is certainly right in their pefi-
. . Eg4 tion.
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tion. He places the Attacotti on the north of the
Frith of Clyde; and the Damnii Albani juft
above them., And thefe two nations form the
ohly addition he makes to Ptolemy’s map. Now

Beda places the Dalreudini, on their firft arrival,

exactly in that very region.. "Ef autem finus ma-
ris permaximus, qui antiquitus gentem Britonum a
Pistis fecernebat : qui ab occidente in terras longo
Jpatio erumpit 5 ubi eft civitas Britonum munitiffima
ufque hodie, que wvocatur Alcluith. Ad cujus vide-
licet finus partem feptentrionalem Scottiy quos diximus,
adven.entes, fibi locum patrie fecerunt. This is
furely a ftrong confirmation that the Dalreudini
and Attacotti were one and the fame nation. The
Damnii Albani of Richard were, it is likely, fome
of the Damnii of Antrim, conquered by Riada,
whom he had tranfplanted here along with his co-
lony of Dalreudini. Albani is a well-known term
for North B:itifb in the Irifh tongue. '
. The Attacotti make a diftinguifhed figure in
the Notitia Imperii, a work of the fifth century,
where numerous bodies of them appear in the hiff
of the Roman army. One body was in Illyricum,
their entign a kind of mullet : another at Rome,
their badge a circle : the Artacotts Honoriani were
in ltaly. In'the fame work are named bodies of
Parthians, SarmatepArabs, Franks, Saxons, &c,
T hofe foreign foldiers had, in all likelihood, be-
longed to vanquithed armies; and been fpared
from carnage on condition of bearing arms. in
thofe of Rome. Some, it is likely, were merely
foreign levies and auxiliaries. Ta which clafs
thofe Attacotti belong, it is difficult to fay. Cer-
tain it is, that Theodofius, in 368, repelled the Piks,
Scots, and Attacotti, from the Roman provinces
in Biitain; rebuilt the wall of Antoninus be-
tween Forth and Clyde; and founded the pro-
vince of Valentia. The Attacotti, finding no
employment for their arms, might be tempted to
enter into the Roman armies ; for it was the Ro-

: man
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man policy in later ages to levy as many foreign
troops as poffible, and to oppofe barbarians to"
barbarians. Perhaps the Attacotti were fubdued
and forced to furnith levies. Perhaps thefe bo-
dies were prifoners of war . ‘ :
The time when the Artacottic colony arrived
in Pikland, was certainly that in which flourifhed
the celebrated Fion Mac Cumhal (pronounce Fin
Mac Cuwal) as all the [rith hiftorians agree : and
therefore a few words fhall be added concerning
that hero, who has had fo fingular ‘a fate in our
time. 1n Scotland he is alfo called Finga/; and
is mentioneéd under that name by Barbour in 1375 =
but this name is unknown to the Irith. That
Fingal was the -fame perfon with the Irith Fin -
Mac Cuwal, is clear from the identic pame of
the father Cuwal, the fon Oifin, the grandfon
Ofkir ; and from the -old Scotith poets, who
fometimes call this perfonage Fingal, {ometimes
Fin Mac Coul. 'The names of his companions
Gaul, fon of Morni, &c. alfo coincide both in
Irith and Highland tradition ; fo that the identity
of Fin Mac Cuwal and Fingal is demonftrative.

b Some imagine that the prefent Hjghland drefs reprefents
the Roman military habit. The philibeg was always quite
unknown among the Welch and Irifh : but i know no Ro-
man name for it. Among the Romans it was a mere orna-
ment, or fringe, to the mail; ~and they wore dracce, or
breeches, under it. From old illuminated MS3. it appears
to have been a drefs of the people among the Saxons, who
could not afford breeches. See Strutt’s Antiquities. [ be-
lieve it alfo occurs on Trajan’s pillar, as the drefs of the
common Daci, while the chi-fs have bracce. Its antiquity
among the Highlanders is very queftionable ; and fome fup-
pofe it not older than Mary’s rei_n. Gildas,reprefents both
Yiks and Scots of his time as quite naked, with only a piece
of cloth tied about their middie. Giraldus Cambrenfis
mentions troufers as the Irith drefs, A. D. 1180. Froiflard,
tho amazed at the fauvages Eczfos, as he calls them, takes
no notice of this ftriking peculiarity. Plaids are ufed by the
Wild Clans of Barbary : Shaw’s Travels. Tartan is p.rhaps a
late invention : and it is believed paffed from the Lowlands
to the Highlands. The Highland drefs is not ancient, but
fingular, and adapted to thair favage life,

But

”



74 DALRIADS. Part IV,

But how the Scots alone came to term him Fin-
gal, is not {o eafily fhewn. In the old Irith wri-
ters, as Tighernac, the Annals-of Ulfter, &c.
- Fingal, or White Strangers, is a name uniformly
given to the Danes, and is not ufed till their ap-
pearance in 795; as Duf Gal, or Dugal, Black
Strangers, is the peculiar name of the Norwegians.
Mr. Thorkelin, a learned native of Iceland, in-
forms me that the old drefs of the Norwegians,
and efpecially of the pirates and mariners, was
black ; as the Icelandic is at this day, and has
always been. But the Danes feem to. have been
called Fingal, from the whitenefs of their com-
plexions, while the Celts are of black complexion.
‘The name Fingal, given to Fion, feems therefore
an impropriety, ang a confufion (as tradition is
{fynonymous with confufion) of the fame of the
Fingals or Danes in Ireland, with that of Fin,
the hero. The whole Irifh and Highland poems
and traditions, concerning this perfonage, form
indeed one mafs of confufion and abfurdity.

The period when Fin flourithed has, like other
traditional matters, fuffered the grofleft anachro-
nifms. Later Irith MSS. and traditions, and
poems, both of Ir¢land and the Highlands,. re-
prefent his' fon Oifin or Offian, as he is new
«chriftened, as cotemporary with St. Patrick,
A. D. 440, holding dialogues with that Saint,
writing poems to him, &c. But the real epoch
of Fin preceded Saint Patrick near two centuries,
as is clear from Irith hiftory. He flourithed un-
der Cormac. O‘Cuin, who afcended the Irith
throne in 254, as Mageogaghdn 1627, Keating,
O'Flaherty, Mac Curtin, O‘Halloran, O¢Corior,
Warner, Wynne, and other writers, who mention
Fin, fhew from the Irith annals. Colonel Val-
lancey tells us, that at the memorable battle of
Gabhra, A. D. 296, between Moghchorb king
of Munfter, and Cairbre, fon of Cormac, king of
Tara, moft of the ftanding army that had lately

' been
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been commanded by Fion Mac Cumbhal, and its re
nowned heroes called Fiana Eirionn, or Phenians,
were flain, after vaft carnage of the enemy.
O¢Flaherty informs, that Fin died in 284; and
under the year 291, fays Prelium Gauranum prope
Temoriam. ¢ In praki efbu Carbreus, et Ofgarus Fin-
nii ex Offino mepos, manus conferunt i, &c.. That Fin
and Oifin do not belong to Saint Patrick’s.time,
is indeed clear from Tighernac, the Annals of -
Ulfter, and other authentic documents. Jocelin,
n his life of Saint Patrick, written in the twelfth.
century, places Finman Mac Con, a giant, above
a hundred years before Patrick. As to the ana-
chronifms which have crept in, they are common
m all traditions. Fin and Patrick were the two
moft famous men of ancient Ireland ; and they
are thus brought together.  Still greater anachro-
nifms appear in the Northern Sagas, concerning’
Starkader, the Fin or Arthur of Scandinavia.
Torfzus, in his Norwegian hiftory, has a differ-
tation De Starkadis ; and makes many out of one,
whom-Saxo reprefents as living three centuries.
Nay Torfeus fays there is no age from Chrift’s
birth, to the eighth century, free from {ynchro-
nifins of Starkader ! Torfeus, in the fame work,
vol. I. p. 296, is forced to ftrive againft the grofs
anachroni{fm of a man, whom he puts in the fifth
century, marrying Ragnar Lodbrog’s daughter,
who lived in the ninth ! But fuch is tradition !
Suhm, in his Abftra& of Danith Hiftory, makes
two Starkaders, one in the fifth, the other in the
eighth century ; both of them great warriors and
great poets. This refembles the three Odins,

" 1In the Britith Mufeum, Cat Ayfc. 4817, is a fine MS. of
‘Mageoghagan’s Hiftory of Ireland, written in 1627, where,
at the year 26y, he fays, ¢ Fynne Mac Coyle, the great hun-
ter, and defender of Ireland, beheaded.” IHe gives a long
fabulous account of him ; and obferves that ¢ Ofgar Mac
Qffyn, Fynn Magc Coyle’s grandchild, was a valourous and
hardy man.’ , :

and
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and is a mere apology for the anachronifm of tra-
dition. The mention of Starkader leads me to
hint the great fimilarity between ‘him and the
_Irith Fin and Oifin; whence it is reafonable to
infer that the Danes and Norwegians in Ireland
‘and Scotland, grafted many of the fables about
Starkader on the ftory of Fin, Oifin, &c. Starka-
der, like Offian, is not only an Achilles, but a
Homer ; not only a hero, but a great poet. As
Fin and Oifin are-equally cel¢brated in Ireland,
and the Highlands ; fo Starkader, both in Den-
mark and Sweden. Starkader was famous for
affifting the opprefied, fo Fin ; ideas evidently of
- the times of chivalry. As Macpherfon makes his
Offian an hiftorian of grave note; fo Saxo repre-
fents Starkader. Oifin celebrates his own actions,
fo Starkader ¥,

Almoft every nation has had a champion of
this fort: ~the Perfians, Ruftan; the Greeks,
Hercules; the Scandinavians, Starkader; the

Welch, Arthur; the Irith, Fin; the French,
~ Charlemagne, &c. Of thefe the Welch Arthur
is now known to be a nonexiftence, being only
a Cumraig epithet Ard ur, ¢ The Great Man,’ .
for Aurelius Ambrofius, their Roman ‘leader
againft the Saxons. And of the Irith Fin the
.lefs that is faid in hiftory the better; and the
Irith antiquaries act judicioufly in this refpec.
He feems however to have been a man of great.
talents for the age, and of celebrity in arms. His
formation of a.regular ftanding army trained to

war, in which all the Irith accounts agree, feems

X Starkader annofus paeta erat, et carmina ejus vetuftiffima
cenfentur eorum quz jam homines memoria tenent. FPerel.
Goth. e Rolf. Hif.  Ramus, in his Nori Regnum, p, 36, gives
two fragments of Starkader’s poetry, in which he fays, ¢ I was
oung when dreadful fires defiroyed my father and other

rave men,’ &c. a paflage fimilar to one in Offian. A peem
of Starkader on frugality may be found in Olaus Magnus,
V. 3. another on his battles, V. 7. The reader is referred

to Olaus for a long and curious account of this hero. ‘
to

7
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to have been a rude imitation of the Roman le-
ions in Britain. The idea, tho fimple enough,
Exews prudence; for fuch a force alone could
have copt with the Romans, had they invaded
Ireland. But this machine, which furprized a
rude age, and feems the bafis of all Fin’s fame,
like fome other great fchemes, -only lived in its
author, and expired foon after him ., ‘
" Of the pretended poems of Offian, the fon of"
this Fin, it is almoft beneath the purpofe of this
work to fpeak. That fo filly a delufion fhould
impofe even on fome literati, both of England
and Scotland, is only a proof how little hiftorical
antiquities are ftudied in Britain : for in any other
country only laughter could have followed. As
to us of Scotland, foreigners feem, on this occa-
fion, juftly to queftion whether we be yet favages
or not. For that the moft civilized and benevo-
lent manners thould belong to favage fociety, as
reprefented in Offian, is not fo abfurd as that
fuch a delufion could impofe on any, in a country
advanced beyond a favage ftate. National preju-
dice is alfo a fpecies of madnefs, and confumes
all reafoning and common fenfe ; fo that people,
.rather acute on other points, will on this betray
a credulity beneath childhood, and an obduracy
beyond the pitch of confirmed frenzy, Certain it
is, that, had thefe poems of Offian been publifhed
-by an JIrithman, all Scotland, from the Mull of
Galloway to the: Orkneys, would have been' in
one peal of laughter at fo enormous a bx/l. -
Yet it muft be confeffed, that thefe poems
form a litgrary phanomenon, the moft fingular
that has ever appeared, or will, in all probability,

) ! Buchanan, in his account of the family of Buchanan,
. Edin. 1723, 4to. gives an account of the Feans, or militia of
Fin, and peaks of ¢ rude rhimes,’ on the ations of Fin Mac

- Coel, their general, as retained by the Irifh, and Scotifh
Highlanders, This gentleman was well verfed in the Gaeliz
language. . .

ever
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-ever appear, in the world of literature, Their

general manner is fuch, that it is no wonder they
impofe. When very young, and immerft in
Greek and Roman reading, 1 had a firm opinion
of the falfehood of Offian’s poems; becaufe it
appeared, at firft glance, that their prefervation
was an impoffible fition. This was before i had
redd them ; but, upon perufal, my fentiments to-
tally changed. The intrinfic ftyle and ‘manner,
and imagery of the poems, with the tranflator’s
plaufible notes, and the teftimonies given by Dr.
Blair, a man of the moft excellent moral charac-
ter, made me a complete convert; and from the
age of fixteen till twenty, their veracity appeared

to me pofitive; any objections to it the mere ef-
fet of envy, or of national prejudice. But be-

ginning at laft to ftudy the antiquities of modern
nations, and of my own country in particular, i

foon awakened from fo grofs a delufion ; and was

apt to conclude them the mere fabrications of the
tranflator, from the total ignorance even of the
greateft features of our:hiftory, and manners, that
runs through the whole. I am convinced, there-
fore, from my own experience, that as foon as

* hiftorical antiquities, the moft manly and import-

ant of all literary purfuits, begin to be in the leaft

ftudied in Britain, the poems of Offian will be -

regarded in their true light of mere romance.
But that they are totally the fabrications of the

tranflator, would be a rafh conclufion; and tho i

was led to think fo once, in my abhorrence of be-
ing made a dupe, yet, upon full confideration of
this point, i am convinced that one half;, or per-
haps. more, of thefe poems is really traditional,
For the poem of Fingal is mentioned as preferved
by tradition in the Highlands, long before the
tranflation appeared. And Dr. Blair produces
about an hundred refpeGtable witnefles to the tra-
dition of other. poems, and paffages. But this
very tradition will, to any imparual mind, pre-

: fent
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fent a clear proof that the original parts are of a
late age. And it appears to me, that fome poet,
or poets, of fuperlative genius, flourithed in the
Highlands of Scotland, in the Fourteenth or Fif-
treenth century=; to whom we are indebted for
the traditional parts. For that they are not more
ancient is clear from their being preferved by
tradition ® ; and from the total confufion of all
hiftory that pervades them. The tales of Fia,
and his heroes, were always famous among the
Itith, and their defcendents the Scotith High-
landers ; as thofe of Arthur among the Welch.
Had a poet of fuperlative genius arifen in Wales,
at a late period, we might have feen as fime
poetry, with a fimilar ignorance, and perverfion
of all hiftory. Arthur would nodoubt have fought:
in France, Ireland, ‘&c. and have been always
vi@or. Had.fuch a poet arifen in Bretagne, Wales,
the real region of Arthur, would have been re-
prefented as the fcene of his conquefts, as is the
cafe with Offian. The French /is often place
Arthur’s court in Bretagne. »
But it is faid, that Offian bears intrinfic marks
of truth. 1. Becaufe Offian always appears as
the poet. 2. Becaufe there is no mention of Chrif-
tianity. 3. Becaufe the manners are of genuine
hue. The firft of thefe arguments is nonfenfe.
The fecond foolith. The third utterly falfe. Had

m The learned Murray, in the Nooi Commentarii Societatis
Gottingenfis, Gotting. 1771, 4to. laughs at Fingal and Te-
‘mora; and thinks them produtions of the XIith or XIIIth
century, under an ancient name, as Klopftock gave his Bar- -
ditus. And he fhews, tom. IIL. 1773, p. 128, that there was
o Lochlin known in Scotland or Ireland till the 8th century,
fo that Offian muft be a forgery. ‘

» Were they more ancient, far from being preferved by
tradition, the very language would be unknown to the vul-
gar mouth. Evans, in his Speciment of Welch Poetry, p. ii.
- obferves, with great fimplicity, ¢¢ The language of the

Seotifh oldeft poets, it feems, is itill perfely intelligible,’

which is by no means our.cafe.” No; nor the cafe of any
other nation ! '

2 ' ',OiEn
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Oifin, fon of Fin, and father of Ofkir, compofed
any poetry, this circumftance could never have
efcaped the whole Irith antiquaries. Any one'the
leaft verft in the Gothic, or other poetry of the
. middle ages, muft know that nothing was fo
ufual as to compofe -poetry. in the name of an
eminent perfon. Lodbrog’s death-fong is one in-
ftance of an hundred. Ariofto quotes Turpin as
his author ; and Cervantes has his Arabic autho-
rity. Even in England, fo late as the end of the
fixteenth century, The Mirror of Magiftrates is
.wholly of this kind. This was a mere trick of
.the poet for greater effet ; and to command re-
-verence. As Homer, and other poets, put their
-poetry into the mouth of a mufe; fo thefe bards
-ufed one or more eminent perfons, by way of a
mufe. A poor Highland ftroler, however great
..his genius, would never have commanded Kalf fo
much attgntion, to his own poetry, as he muft
have done by imputing it all to the celebrated
:Oifin, the fon of Fin. Literary forgery is by no
means confined to enlightened periods; but is,
on the contrary, the proper fruit of a dark pe-
‘riod, and of an ignorant country; for. in other
periods and countries the light is too ftrong.
The night is the feafon of deception. In the
dark ages there was a falfe Herodotus, Phalaris,
Aifop, &c. &c. &c. who all vanithed when the
light of literature arofe. The forgeries of monks,
poets, &c. in the middle ages, may be reckoned
by thoufands. But in the prefent cafe, as the
tranflator has confefledly altered his copies at his
pleafure, there is room to believe that moft of the
- paflages concerning Oifin, and his harp, are of
. his own interpolation, in order to appropriate the
. pieces to his title, The Works of Offiane.” If this

° Smith obferves, in his Gaclic Anﬁquities, that < Since
the order of the bards has ceafed, almott all the ancienf Gae-
Jic poems are afcribed to Offian.” Let me add, and all with

equal juitice.
. tranflatog
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tranflator would leave his Celtic hyperboles for a
moment, and defcend from the ftilts of his extra-
" vagant impudence, merely to inform the republic
of letters, in which the leaft are his equals, few
not his fuperiors, what is traditional, what interpo-
lated in-thefe pieces, it would be better for him.
As it is, the manifeft intention he fhews to de-
ceive, and his ignorant and impudent affertions,
will totally ftifle all return from the public to his
labours, and render his pofthumous fame lefs than
nothing, o =
That there is no mention of Chriftianity in thefe
poems, is a foolith argument. By this argument
few modern poets would belong to a Chriftian
period. Poetry has a machinery of its own in
-all countties. I have feen Icelandic poetry, writ-
ten laft year, in which the whole mythology of
the Edda was kept up ; as it is indeed always fol-,
lowed, fave in hymns alone, by the Icelandic -
fkalds. Befides, the Norwegians, who ftized the
Hebudes and weft of Scotland, in the ninth cen-
tury, were not Chriftians ; and their Celtic fub-
jects had no religion at all, but became utterly
ignorant. But this queftion is alfo in the hands
of the tranflator, who has altered the poems, put
out Saint Patrick, and put in Caracalla. As the
pieces are confefledly altered, how reafon with ac-
curacy upon. fuch a fabrication ? Suffice it to fay,
that granting there is no mention of Chriftianity
in thefe poems, any argument drawn from this
would be as foolifh, as to infer that the produc-
tions of the Northern fkalds, were all written be®
fore Chriftianity.
As to the manners in this Offian, they are falfe
ta excefs, as are the whole hiftory, geography,
and chrenalogy?. To dwell at length upon this,

‘ j : would

? Lord Kames, in his Sketches of the Hiflory of Man,
vol. I. has a long argument to prove the authenticity of Of=
fian. He, Dr. Blair, and one or two more really infhioys

Vor. Il. E men,
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would be foreign to my purpofe. Fin, an Irith
general, is metamorphofed into a king of Scot-
lIand ; as Arthur, from a Roman general, became,
in Welch tradition, king of Britain. To fee Mr.
. Macpherfon, who betrays fuch irrational preju-
dices againft the Irith, furbifhing upthe refufe
of their fables, and infifting upon making one of
their generals king of Scotland, is one of the moft
" rifible profpe&s in the fcene of human madnefs.

men, as Mr. Gray in. England, do honour to that fide of the
ueftion. But i beg leave to atk my reader, if he would take
the advice of thefe gentlemen in any medical cafe ? And are
not they juft as much phg'ﬁcians, as they are antiquaries ?
With want of knowlege of the Gaelic, it is as ridrculous to
charge the antagonifis of Offian, as his defenders.” The later
confefledly-have no fkill in the Gaelic; but argue upon ar-
guments of foolith ingenuity. The queftion 1s indeed of
mere learning in antiquities, and freedom of mind. Lord
“Kames argues, that the manners of Offian belong to the
hunting flate, the earlieft of fociety ; and that no late poet
of the XVtu century could have forged fich manners.
What forgery of manners? Were not the highlands in a
bunring ftate of fociety even in the XVIth century ? The
litticor no mention of cattle, in Offian, only thews the author’s
ignorance ; for Dio tells us, that the Caledonians drove cattle
and fheep in the way of the army of Severus, in order to
drav parties into ambufcades. But how argue upon picces
all altered by a modern tranflator ? Could any critic, 1n any
"age, reafon accurately upon fuch a work from intrinfic
proofs ? ‘I'he noted mythology of Offian is in fact Norwegian.
Odin in his magic, ft. 20, mentions the fhades of the dead
flying over the trees : Runa Cap. apud Haavamal Refenii, s
it not a plain fact, that not even a fhort poem ever was pre-
ferved by tradition for more than three centuries, not a bal-
lad ? how then preferve long and numerous pieces for four-
geen centuries 2, !s it not a plain fact that the language of .

every country becomes cbfolete thro time, even to the -
learned ? how then can Gaelic of the third century be pre-
ferved.in.the popular mouth # Is it not a plain fa&, that Scot-
land has no privileges from heaven above other countries ;
and that he muit be the dupe of his prejudices who can
"4uppote that the nature of human affairs is altered in Scot-
Jand alone? Lord Kames.obferves, ¢ Ons may venture boldly
to athrm, that fuch a poem as Fingal, or Temora, never
was compofed in any other part .of the. world, under fuch
difadvantageous circumtances.” Hear the philofopher! Is
‘Scotland in the world, or not? : - '
But

\
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But ignorante is a ftrange affair ! The very name
of Lochlin was unknown in Ireland, or the High-
lands, till the ninth century, when the iavafions
of the Scandinavians began. The name means
pirates ; and Mr: M. puts it as a name of Scandi-
navia. The name Fingal was never given to Fin
by the Irith, or Highlanders. It was-only applied
to him by the Lowland Scots; and perhaps means
Fin the Gaél, or Fin the Irithman, by eminence.
The aéions of Cuchullin, who lived in the firft
century, are blended, in truly Celti¢c confufion,
with thofe of Fin in the'third, and of the Fingal
and Lochlin in the ninth and tenth. Moylena,
in the King’s County, is placed in Ulfter: asis
Temora, which is in Meath. The laft error de-
ftroys a whole poem, that of Temora, in Eight
Books ; whichiam convinced Is wholly Mr, Mac-
pherfon’s own, fave parts of the firlt book, which
he at firft publithed feparately. The car of Cuchul-
lin has been regarded as a matk of ancient man-
ners. But the Norwegians ufed cars in the ninth
century at the fiege of Paris ; and they are believed
to have been ufed by them in Ireland, as in
Scandinavia, down to the eleventh century. That
they were ufed by the Crutheni or Piks in Ire- -
land in the fixth century, we know from Adom-
nan. But, from the old tales, an Highland poet
of the fifteenth century might eafily have de-
fcribed a car ; as modern poets defcribe gonfanons,
mail, and other ancient, but well known, features
of war. Arguments, as to the age of poetry, from
fuch defcriptions, are beneath puerility. The
want of eofftume in thefe poems is grofs. The
manners of chivalry, gallantry to the women,
and relieving the opprefled, fill every page of
Offian : and Fin, like king Arthur, is a perfe®
~ knight errant, feven centuries before knight-er-
raotry was invented. To knight-errantry belong
alfo the balls and towers, while, in Offian’s time,
there were only palac:_s buile with wattles, and

) F a2 all
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all on one floor in Ireland.  The masl alfo, or
Jteel habergeon, perpetually: mentioned in Offian,
thews the ignorance of thofe who fight for his.an-
tiquity ; for Herodian. exprefsly tell§ us that the
people of Caledonia were no mail, and hardly
cloaths. Mail of complete fteel in Caledonia !
Agri infomnia. Brafs alone was ufed among the
barbaric nations to a late period ; and only for
{words. Nay the fhields in Offian are not of lea-
ther, but of be/l-metal : elfe how could each of
feven boffes yield a different found, as a fignal ?
Why fhould i be condemned to follow fuch
fickly idiotifm ? How comes Offian to omit boars
and wolves, fo frequent in Scotland, down to the
fifteenth century, in all hisimagery ? In the battle

- .of Lora we find an arrow of gold; and a fimple

chief offers an hundred fteeds, an hundred maids,
an hundred hawks ! The ftandard of Fingal was
called the fun-beam, becaufe ftudded with ftones
and gold! The only barbaric enfigns were the
heads of beafts. In Carthon a thoufand lights
from the ftranger’s land are placed in the hall of
Selma, which the learned tranflator thinks may
be wax-candles from the Roman Province! The
ftars on the fhield of Cathmor, Temora, b. ViI.
to what a flrange underftanding muft they have
occurred! The fingle fhip invented by Lumon,
with which he effets a fettlement in lIreland !.
Suffice it to fay, ‘that, confidering Offian as -
a hiftoric poet, no arguments need be ufed
againft him. They who look upon him in that
view, muft. be too ignorant to underftand argu-
ment. How ridiculous would it be to ufe argu-
ments againft Geofrey of Monmouth, or the
‘Pfalter of Cafhel ! This Offian, however, as the
frenzy of the tranflator has pufhed him into this’
odd point of view, may be {afely regarded as the
laft effort of Celticifm, to injure the hiftory of
Britain. Geofrey and the Pfalter Cafhel, the
Welch and Irith fables, are loft in oblivion. The

High-
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Highland Celts alone remained ; and forthe firfl
time thrufting their nofes into the world of ietters,
they have, from the darknefs of their own minds,
judged of an enlightened age. For how can an
ignorant and abfurd mind conceive the light and
accuracy of {cience ; or have any idea of the dan-
ger of infulting it? Alas! zhey know no bet:er.
To their mifty underftandings tradition’s fillieft
tales, and the dreams of the darkeft night of ig-
norance, altered at pleafure by the prejudiced
imaginations of modern writers, ftrangers to all
principles of common fcience or common literary
integrity, affume the facred thape of biffory ! In-
ftead of arguing againft fuch infatuation, pecu-
liar o a fecond-fighted' people of difordered
fenfes, wa can only exprefs the deepeft regret at
fuch a profpe@t of mental mifery, at fuch cala-
mitous depravation of the name of man. :
So much for Offian as a hiftoric post. " As-a
romantic poet, or a mere poet, it is doubtfal
whether his faults or merits are greateft ; for both
are extreme. The faults of a total confufion of
hiftory, chronology, and geography, dre radical,
and run thro the whole. The verifimilitude,
fo neceflary to pleafe the mind, is quite wantings.
The poems ought alfo to have been dedicated to
Death ; * for there is a death in almoft every page,
eternally the fame. A vein of modern fentimental
poetry, and late fiction, alfo very frequently
peeps out from the cobweb covering. Half would
have been more than the whole. Eternal epi-
fodes, eternal ladies in mail, where no mail was
known, ficken one at every turn. The machi-

9 A late French critic fays, , ¢ On voit dans les anciens

tes Ecoffois qu’ Offian prenoit fa harpe, et chantoit fur

e champ le triomphe, ou la mort glorieufe, d’un guerrier :

aufli, malgré Part du traduéteur, je n'ai pu lire fans degout

les ouvrages de cet improvifateur barbare. Ceft le galama-
thias d’un energumene : je n’y vois rien de vrai ; et
Rien ne plait que le vrai, le vrai feul e aimanle.”

The want not only of truth, but of verifimilitude, indeed

cternally difgufts in every page of Offian.
F

3 " nery,
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nery, imagery, and phrafeology, are queflionlefs
- fine ; and fome paffages fuperlative. The phra-
feology is indeed. often perfettly feriptural, be-
caufe the tranflator was at firft Reverend. In the

third edition the parallel paffages of feripture are
marked in the notes. To prophecy concerning

the future reputation of thefe poems of Offian

would puzazle the moft acute and enlightened

critic. On the ope hand the pieces, with great

defe@s, have alfo great -and original merit. On

the other there is a total confufion of all hif-

-tory, chronglogy, and geography, and coffume ;

a radical and ruinous defe@, unknown -in any

-poetry that has hitherto found continual applaufe,

and indeed affording a difguft fufficient to obli--
“terate all pleafure, in perufing fo ignorant and in-

fane a mafs of fitian, How far this defedt,

joined with the impofture which pervades the

tranflation, and which the public will foon -recoil

from with contempt and abhorrence, may cruth

and obliviate what merit, however high, - the

poems may poffefs, muft be left to the judgment

. of pofterity, , .

CHAP-
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CHAPTER Ik

The fecond arrival of the Ancient Scots in Britain,
- and firf eftablifbment of the Dalriadic Kingdom in
503

"I YHE Dalreudini, or Attacotti, were, as has
been hinted in the former chapter, repelled

to ireland in the middle of the fifth century, or

- about 200 years after their arrival. This event,
*preferved in Irith hiftory, alfo appears from the
Scotith accounts of Fordun, Major, Boyce, Bu-
chanan, &c. who all allow that the Scots were
driven to Ireland; and, after a retreat of about
fifty years, were reftored by Fergus, fon of Erc.
Gildas alfo ftrongly implies this: fo that this in-
cident may be regarded as fixt, and univerfally
allowed. But its precife epoch, and circumftances,
deferve confideration. )

" Gildas, after mentioning the letters of the Bri-
tons ta Aétius, conful for the third time, that is
in 446, tells us, that the Britons, inftigated by
defpair, obtained a victory over the marauding
Piks and Scots. That the Piks then remained
quiet for a feafon ; but the Irith returned home,

not lang after to return, revertuntur ergo impu-

dentes graffatores Hiberni domum, poff nom multum

temporis reverfuri. Then he mentions the plague, -

which in 446 pervaded Europe; and the arrival
of the Iutes in Kent, 449. Thus the date affigned

by Gildas is 446. But as his authority only afs -

fords a ftrong implication, it remains tq confirm
it by the Irifh and- Scotith accounts. '
Fgq The

de ——
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The Irith account, as above ftated, bears that
- it was in the time of their leader Eochad Munre-
var, father of Erc, father of Loarn and Fergus,
who, in 593, re-eftablithed the Old Scots, that
their retreat took place. That is, two genera-
tions before 503, or about 60 years, which brings
us to 440 But as in fuch cafes the generations
cannot afford the precife number, the Irith ac-
count confirms the date given by-Gildas of 446.-
As to the Scotith account, it is fo perverted by
the forgeries of Fordun, who places the expulfion
of the Scots in 360, and their re-eftablifhment by
Erc’s fons in 4¢3, that all that can be argued
from it, is the duration of the expulfion, which:
by this calculation is 43 years. He alfo quotes
fome old verfes, which give this number. Of
later Scotifh hiftorians fome enlarge this number,
fome diminith it. But fufficient traces remain in
our old writers to fhew the tradition of the ex-
pulfion ; and that it lafted forty, or fifty, or more
ears. A
! The epoch of this re-eftablifhment is fo marked
and clear, that no part of ancient hiffory can well
be more certain. The period when Erc and his
fons flourithed, nay the year of the progrefs of
the later to Pikland, and foundation of the Dal-
. " riadic kingdom, will, to any one the leaft verfed
in Irith hiftory, or our own old chronigles, illuf-
- trated by Innes, be as openly evinced as any date
of Greek or Roman hiftory. Nor is this circum-’
ftance to be wondered at, when the importance
and latenefs of the event are confidered. Mait-
land, and fome other weak and ignorant writers,
- perfift, in fpite of all truth, learning, and com-
anon fenfe, to fix the reign of Fergus, fon of Erc,
at 403. for two reafons : 1. Becaufe the Roman
tranfaCtions againft the Piks and Scots, ceafe
about this- time ; and this date affords, therefore,
a convenient chain of hiftory, 2. Becaufe this date
makes the Scotith kingdom more. ancient than
© 4 ' thofe
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thofe, of Spain, Framee, England, nay Irehand,
which Maitland begins at Leogaire, - the firft
Chriftisn king. Thus the date 403 is very con-
venient ; .and what is truth to a Scotifh antiquift,
who in'the darknefs of ignorance cannat even:
form an idea what the light of {cience is? Yet,
A.D. 303, 203, or 403 years before Chrift if
you will, would be as proper a date for Erc’s
fons, and the eftablithment of the Dalriadic king-
dom, ss 403. What would we fay of a writer
who, to ferve a foolith hypathefis, thould antedate
the reign of any prince in Greek or Roman hif-
tory, a full century ? The cafe is as abfurd here;
for, after the Chriftian period of Irith hiftory,
the events are as clear and pofitive, being fo lates
as thofe of any ancient hiftory. whatever.

Erc, the fon of Eochad Munrevar, is well
known in Irith hiftory, and flourifhed toward the
end of the fifth century. Hedied in 474. Uther
has long ago told us, what fo many Irifh writers
have fince repeated, that Tighernac, one of the

moft folid of the Irith annalifts, and who wrote ,

about 1080, fays, that Fergus, fon of Erc, with
the race Dalriada, held a part of Britain, and,died
there. This event he puts in the firft year of the
pontificate of Symmachus, or 498 The author
of the fynchronifms, alfo quoted by Uther, puts
this event twenty years after the battle of Ocha,
where Ailil Molt, king of Ireland, fell A. D.
483, that is, in §73.

Two queftions arife upon this fubjet. 1. Whe-
ther the date 498, ‘given by Tighernac, or 503
put by the author of the fynchronifins, (hould be
preferred ? 2. If Loarn, or Fergus his younger bro-
ther, was the firft king of Dalriada?

* Tighernac’s chronology is often wrong by five years, as
the reader hds feen in the' former part; and will fee in the
courie of (his work.

The

-
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The firft queftion is of {mall impertance in an-
event of this nature, the difference being only five
years. The author of the fynchronifms 1s, by Mr.
O¢Conor, called Flan of Bute, and placed in the -
tenth century. The learned Uther calls him non
‘novitius autor, ¢ no late autlor.” ‘The queftion
therefore lies between him and Tighernac. The
author of the fynchronifms, by fuch extrals as
are given of his work, appears a writer of confi-
derable Jearning and accuracy, who ftudioufly en--
deavoured to fettle the chronology of his country,
by fynchronifms of Roman ¢mperors, &c. And
the date 503, given by him, is confirmed, as
Innes thews, by the number of years afligned in
the old Scotith chronicles to the kings from Fer-
gus to the death of Aidan, which by all accounts
was in 605 : namely, Fergus 3, Dongard 5, Con-
gal 24, Gabran 22, Conal 14, Aidan 34, making
Juft 102 years; which, fubtradted from 603, leave
the date of the commencement of the Dalriadic
kingdom, 503. This certainly turns the fcale in
favour of the fynchronifms, Mageoghagan,
Uther, O‘Flaherty, Kennedy, Innes, O‘Conor,
-all affent to this date of 503, As to the date 498,
fuppofed to be put by Tighernac, it feems doubt-
ful if fo meant by the author; or if he, in other
words, marks precifely the firft year of Symma-
chus. For his dates are fometimes wrong by four
or five years ; and Uther, who, in his dntigustates
Eccl. Brit. fays that Tighernac mentions the firft
Symmachus, in another place fays, that he only
puts this event, fub initium pontificatus Symmacks,
Symmachus fat from 498 till 514, or fixteen years ;
and the year 503 would be toward the %inning
of his pontificate. If ftriltly interpreted, Tigher-
nac would place the death of Fergus in the {fame
year with his colony; for the words, et ibi mortuus
¢/ft, would in regular annals imply this. Bug as it
is well known, that this was not the cafe, it may
well be argued that Tigherna¢ puts the date of

this
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this event not to the precife firft year of Symma.
«<hus, but toward the beginning of his pontificate’;
and 503 is toward the beginning of it, as it {afted
from 3498 till 514. S -

Let us now confider the fecond queftion, or that
concerning Loarn. In the Scotifh accounts of
Palriadic kings Fergus begins the feries; and
.Loarn is paft in oblivion, but in the Irith Loarh
ranks as the firft king. Innes, who was afraid of”
offending his bigotted countrymen, and who pal-
.pably trembles when afferting plain truth and au-
thority againft ignorant prejudice and falfehood,
-pafles Loarn in utter filence ; as he has paft the
evidence for the retreat of the Scots from Al-
bany to Ireland, in the fifth century. Strange
that he fhould affront us fo far as to think that

~queftions of plain matter of fa&, and mere ma-
thematical pleafure, in other countries, thould in
- Scotith antiquities, exclufively, be regarded as
facred to bigotry and frenzy ! To him who looks
on fuch queftions with a due eye, they are points
of mere curiofity ; and of no more concern or pre-
- Judice than if they related to the hiftory of Egypt,
. Macedon, China, or Peru. Neverthelefs let us
beware of that common error of flying from one
prejudice to another; .and examine fairly whether
Loatn or Fergus was really firft king of Dal-
riada.” -

The filence of the old Scotith lifts upon this
point is not to be wondered at, for they are to-
tally erroneous and defe&ive in other refpefts, as
ﬂ;rﬁ prefently be thewn, when we come to the
chapter of Dalriadic kings. Thofe petty princes
were little regarded, even in their own domain:

“ their future fabulous fortunes were unknown. The
Pikith monarchs were the kings of Scotland ; and
. as fuch attratted all notice. 'The petty {overeigns
of Argyle and Loarn were of fuch fmall account,
that the only wonder is that any tolerable lift of
them is preferved at all. We have however no qulll}‘l:
. ! 1
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Jift of any provincial kings in Ircland : -an ad-
vantage which their detached fituation afforded.
Burt the Scotith lifts are, after all, right, that Fer-

s was firft king of aLL Dalriada ; for Loarn was
only king of a part, while Fergus held the other,
and, fucceeding his brother, firft ruled the whole.

The Irith accounts bear, that Loarn, Angus,
and Fergus, three fons of Erc, led the Scots back -
to Britain in go3. That Loarn was the firft king
and was fucceceded by Fergus. What became of
Angus we are pot told. It would feem that,
cither from incapacity, or preference of private
lJife, he afpired not to any fhare of the power of
his brothers. But tho Loarn be left out of the
regal lift, in the Scotith accaunts ; yet necither he,
nor Angus, are unknown in them. Fordun,
lib. III. cap. 1. fays, that Fergus, fon of Erc,
came to Scotland, cum.dyobus fratribus Loarn et
Tenegus, ¢ with his two brothers Loarn and Tene-
gus,” which laft word is a not uncommon corrup-
tion of Angus with Fordun. The regifter of the
priory of St. Andrew’s, written about 1250, alfo
fays of Kenneth, fon of Alpin, fepultusin Yona in-
Jula, ubi tres filii Erc, fulicet Fergus, Loarm, et
Encgus, fepult: fuerant 5 * he was buried in Hyona,
where the three fons of Erc, namely, Fergus,
Loarp, and Enegus, were buried.” And the Gae-
lic poem, of Malcom the Third’s time, puts Loarn
as the firft king. I/nd(ced we learn from Jocelin, a
writer of the twelfth century, and who compiled
his life of St. Patrick from more ancient authors,
that Fergus was the younge/2 fon of Erc; fo that
the arrangement ought infallibly to be Loarn,
Angus, and Fergus.

As to the Infh accounts, it is now perfeétly
known, from the works of O‘Flaherty, Kcnnedy,
O¢Conor, &c. that they put Loarn as firft king

_of Dalriada : and the Gaelic poem of Malcom the
Third’s time, and fuppofed to be written by the
cqurt-bard, as it is the moft ancient monument of

- Dalriadic
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Dalriadic hiftory remaining, deferves the greateft
credit -in this as in other points. The Highland
Scots are allowed by their own late writers to have
been an illiterate people. ‘The celebrated monafe
tery of Hyona was fupplied from Ireland, which
it always regarded as it’s own parent country :
and, being detached from Dalriada, had no effe&
on the charatter of the Highlanders. Ireland
was, on the contrary, much noted for fuch learn-
ing as was then in vogue.. So that it is from the
Irilh writers that we muft expe&t genuine memo-
rials of the Dalriadic kingdom; and the proxi-
mity-and identity of the Old Britifh and Irifh Scots,
and conftant intercourfe between them, lend thefe
memorials every degree of authenticity and cre-
dit. * In any other hiftory fuch teftimonials wouid
bear no doubt; and it would be a mark of deplo-
rable prejudice to weigh' the hiftory of Scotland
in any other fcales than thofe vfed in that of
any .other country whatever. The early hiftory

‘of all barbaric ftates can only be gathered from

writers of neighbouring nations ; and the future
authors of thefe barbaric countries have uniformly
affented to thefe foreign accounts: nor has any
one ever attempted, {ave in Scotland alone, to
overturn foreign authorities by no authority at
all.  Setting afide Greek and Roman authorities,
where would be all the ancient hiftory of Europe,
Afia, and Africa ? The teftimony of Irifh writers
1s not equal to that of Greek and Roman; but is
certainly more than fufficient for the early hiftory
of Dalnada, a petty Irith colony:

But in the prefent cafe it fo happens, that there is
no occafion for difpute ; for the Irith and Scotith
accounts are moft eafily reconciled. Late Irith
authors doubtlefs err in fuppofing Loarn firft soLs
king of Dalriada. He and Fergus were, in
every appearance, joined kings, or rulers, of fepa-
rate parts; the former of Lorn, which, as ufual
with Irifh countries, retains his name; the later

of
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of Argyle. Loarn of the northern part of Dalriada;
Fergus of the fouthern. Upon the death of Loarn,
without heirs male?, Fergus acceded to his fhare ;
and was thus in fa& firft king of Dalriada. This
plain account, which reconciles all autherities,
recommends itfelf by it’s fimplicity. The reafon
why Loarn is omitted in the Scotith lifts, and ge-
nealogifts, thus appears at once. From Tigher-
nach 1t is clear that Fergus led a great part of the
Dalriads to Britain, and that ancient writer does
not even mention Loarn. Hence it appears that
Fergus was a chief leader of this colony; and it
is not probable that he would have yielded to the
fole fovereignty of his brother, who had done no
more in the matter than himfelf. Thus even the

- Irifh authorities concur to eftablith this account.
Loarn and Fergus were both advanced in life,
when they proceeded to Britain.

» Perhaps Loarn left.fons, tho not come to maturity ; and’
Fergus feized the occafion of fixing the kingdom in his own
family. The defcendants of Loarn fometimes held the Dal-

riadic fceptre, as fhewn chap. V.,

CHAPTER



CHAPTER 1v.

Extent of the Kingdom of Dalriada.

HE Dalreudini, or Attacotti, as above thewn,
were feated on the north-weft fide of the
Frich of Clyde, or in the fouth of prefent Argyle-
thire. From the figure which they make in hif-
tory, and in the Notitia, it is clear that they muft
have been confiderably numerous. At the {malleft
computation not lefs than ten thoufand effetive
men could infer the notice they attraét’; and fup-
pofing one man from each family, and each fa-
mily to be of four perfons, their population
would thus amount to 40,000, or 50,000. Nor
can more be granted from our knowlege of the
territory they held; and from their being only
denominated a Dal or Tribe, under one %cadet,
Reuda, and his fucceflors.

But on their return under Loarn and Fergus, -
in 503, their pumber feems to have doubled that
account. The former leader had the north part
of prefent Argylefhire, now called Lorn from his
name. The Epidii are the only Caledonian, Pikith,
or Gothic, people placed in all this tra& by Pto-
‘lemy ; and they were in Cantire, and the ile of
Epidion, or Jura and Ila. The ile of Mull’ was
alfo rerained by the Piks; for in 565 Hyona,
which is on the fouth of Mull, was given by the
Pikith monarch to Columba. The name Cantire
is Gothic, but may have been given by the Nor-
wegians, on their feizing the Hebudes about the
year 8oo. 'When this tract was ceded to the Dal-
riads, fuch of the Epidii as chufed to remain, it

- . may
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may be inferred, had that privilege ; but were
foon loft in the new language of the colony.

Certain it is, from all the ancient teftimonies,
that the kingdom of Dalriada, in the whole period
of it’s duration, or from 503 till 843, did not ex-
ceed the limits of prefent Argylefhire. This fmall.
territory is mountainous and barren; and it was
no great gift to yield it to a colony of Scots, the
old allies of the Piks. The ile of Mull, which
fronts it’s northern corner, and is flat, fertile and
populous, the Piks retained; and it was alone
worth all the reft. In treating of the extent of
the Pikifh dominions, the limits of Dalriada have
been mentioned, and need not be here repeated.
An ancient writer fays, Fergus ruled the tra&t
from Drum Albin to the Irith fea, and Hebudes.
Drum Albin is the higheft part of Braidalbin, on
the eaft of Argylethire; and it is clear from
Adomnan, that it was the eaftern boundary of
Dalriada, or the Old Scotith kingdom in Britain.
The Frith of Clyde is well known to have been
the Touthern; and the Irifh fea the weftern. The
porthern boundary is not fo pofitive. Innes has
not fufficiently illuftrated this point. Winton
confiders old Argyle, as the whole of the Dalria-
dic kingdom ®; for, Ipeaking of Kenneth, the
fabled conqueror of the Piks, Ee fays,

Out of ARGYLE he brocht the Scottis,
And put-thame’ quhair that the Pychtis
Had befoir thamy maid duelling ;
And thair gart tham be, and he thair king.
Book VI ch. 106.

But it appears that Loch Linny was the northern
boundary of Dalriada. For Mull remained to the

¥ So our old clirenicles, publifhed by Innes,
Primus in Ergadia Fergus rexit tribus annis.

and of Kenneth, ¢ Hic mira calliditate_duxit Scotos de Ar-
gadia in terram Pictorumy’ )
Piks
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Piks *; and it is not to be conceived that it was
detached from their other dominions, but on
the contrary muft have adjoined to them. So -
that Morven, and the reft of that part of prefent
Argylethire, which lies north of Loch Linny,
“was in every appearance pofleft by the Piks:" as
was the reft of the north of Scottand. The name
Loch-Aber given to the north-eaft part of Argyle
implies, i am told, Zhbe Lake of Strangers; and
{feems té mark a limit; but on this nothing can |
be founded b It is to be regreted that thofe an-

cient pteces which mark Drum Alban, and the
Irith fea, as the caftern and weftern bounds of
Albany, did not alfo affix the northern bound ;
for as to the fouthern it is perfe@ly known to
have been the Frith of Clyde. But to any one
who cafts an eye upon the map of Scotland, Loch
Linny will appear the only grand boundary
which could be affigned on the north of the Dal-
yiadic territory; and it is conneted with other
jakes which interfe& the country to Invernefs.
This was the limit of Vefpafiana; and is now
marked with a chain of forts, William, Auguf-
xus, and George. Beyond this, on the north-

» Walafrid Strabo, who wrote in the ninth century, pu'n
Hyona as on the confines of the Piks: *

[nfala Piorwmn quasdam monftratur in oris,
Fludivago fufpenta falo, cognominis Eo.

This paffage is in his life of St. Blaithmac, who was flain in
Hyona by the Norwegians : apid Camis, Le&. Ant. tom., vi,
The kngdom of Dalriada certaitily never extended over the
Hebudes : as onr old chroaicles alone might evince, for t
mark it &s reaching from Drum Aiban, or Brun-Alban, (Bres,
pedtus, eollis, Old Germ. Gr: @gwr, Wachter.) on the eaft ;
afque ad mare Hibarnias, 8 ad Inch-Gall on the weft. Tt no more
Jpeluded Iech-Gall, or the Hebudes, than it did the Irith
fea: it reached ad, notfupra. ‘
b In the German language Haber is corn : in Scandinavian
, avene, Haber-aun, the Saxon name of a place in'Bed
fordfhire, means Oarkends. Archzol. VIII. 377. The Piks
were aa a&riculmra'l people; the Dalriads ngt ; fo perhaps
this may afford an argument, -ttg a trifling orfe.
I g

Vou. II. weft



8 DALRIADS.  PirtIV,

weft of Scotland, there are.only fmall creeks and

* "crowded hills, which afford ne grand natural
boundary. The old defcription of Scotland, fup-
pofed to be by Giraldus Cambrenfis ; and Win-
ton, with other ancient accounts, unanimoufly
mark Argyle as the Dalriadic kingdom. The -
Piks certainly held Hyona; and of courfe Mull
and the adjacent northern coaft. For all thefe
reafons it feems certain that Loch Linny was the
grand and natural boundary of Dalriada on the
north. '

The charter of the earldom of Moray, publifthed
by Home, Lord Kaims, in his Effays on Britifh
Antiquities, and in Shaw’s Moray, throws fome
light on the old limits of Argyle. This greas
earldem or province of Moray included prefent
Flginthire, Nairn-thire and Invernefs-thire: ex-
tending on the, north in the words of the Charter
per mareﬂufque ad marchias.boreales Ergadie que off
comitis de Ros: Glenelg, or that part of Invernefs-
fhire which borders on Rofs on'the Wett, being in-
cluded in Moray. Thus it would feem that in
the fourteenth century Argyle extended even to
Rofs-fhire.  Yet in Gordon of Straloch’s maps

- Argyle is reftriGted to the fouth of Lorn, and of
Loch Aw. From the Defiriptio Albarie, pub-
lithed by Innes, it alfo appears that in the 12th
century Argathelia was regarded as a large pro-
vince. But this impropriety arofe aftet the Nor-
wegians fettled in the north and weft of Scot-
land in. the ninth century; and it is clear from
Tighernee, and other early writers, that Lorn

- was a diftin&t province from Argyle: and the
later was on the fouth of it, as Gordon of Stra-
loch’s maps rightly bear. From the Deferiptio
Abanie it appears that Argathelia was all the
country held bf{ the Gatheli, Gael, or Irith; and
‘thus feems different from the Argal of Tigher-
nac. Byt both being tranflated Argyle, confufion
arofe, - There is however no proof that the Gael

R . extended
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extended up to Rofs-fhire, before the Norwegians
feized on the Hebudes; fo that the limits of Dal-
riada © have nothing to do with thofe of Arga-
thelia.

< This name of Dalriada continued to the time of Kenneth
fon of Alpin at leaft, as appears from the old chronicle,
Iones, App. No. {il. p. 783, which, fpeaking of  that king,
Tays, ¢ lite vero, biennio antequam veniret Pictaviam, Date
%1z T2 regnum fufcepit.”

Ga CHAPTER
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CHAPTER V.
Catalsgu¥ of the Dalriadic Kings.

thi¢ genuine old lifts of the kings in North
ritain, as preferved in Scotifh manufcripts, has
given us no chronologic remarks on the dates of
their refpective reigns. The Piki(h feries be has
arranged ; but has left the Dalriadic, not feems
ing even to fufpet the difficulties attending it,
or perhaps afraid of offending weak brethren by
fhewing it’s inaccuracy. The Dalriadic feries, as
digefted by O¢Flaherty, with fome care and fide-
lity, from the oldeft monument on the fubje&,
the poem afcribed to Malcom the Third’s bard,
and fupported by the Annals of Ulfter, Tighernac,
and others of the moft veracious Izith tcﬁ?monies,»
Innes has paft in totak filence. Yet the Scotith

JT is furpfizing that Innes, who has publifhéd

lifts, compared with that of O¢Flaherty, are moft

inaccurate, and liable to f