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INTRODUCTION.

AN opinion different from that time-honoured one,
usually entertained hitherto regarding the original
intention, and use or uses of those ancient erections,
so common in our land, and known by such fa-
miliar names or designations as “ Stone Circles,”
“Druidical Circles,” and “ Standing Stones,” has
of late gained ground to so large an extent, that it
may perhaps be looked upon as the opinion of the
day in Archaological Circles, It has been most
ably discussed and advocated at their meetings, as
well as announced to the world through those in-
valuable works which have issued through the
press from authors, writing either in their private
capacities, and from their personal and private, yet
varied and most ample, sources of information ; or,
in addition to these, in their public capacities as
office-bearers, with all the united wisdom, sanction,
and impress of those learned Clubs, Societies, or
Associations to which they have the honour to
belong, and to which they are in return and in an
equal degree an honour. The old opinion which
still drags out a faint existence—being almost ex-
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tinguished by this last, and of all, the most crushing
onslaught of Dr. Stuart—has always been, that these
erections were Temples for Druidical religious wor-
ship, although they were also subsidiarily or occa-
sionally employed for other purposes, such as
Forums for Courts of Law being held, and important
public and national business being transacted ;
the Druids, the official functionaries within them,
conjoining within their own persons the offices
both of ministers of religion, and administrators of
“law and government: and that the spaces of
ground within and around these erections, from
their vicinity to them, and consequent convenience,
and assumed superior sanctity, were taken advant-
age of, and often converted into burial places where
the ashes of the sacrifices, rational and irrational,
and the cremated and uncremated relics of multi-
tudes of Druids and other votaries were deposited.
The new opinion is that there is an entire lack
of evidence, in fact, not a tittle of evidence, to prove
that these erections ever were Temples, designated
Temples, constructed for Temples, employed as
Temples, or described as Temples. In this new
opinion, so far as I know, nearly all the great
Archzologists of the present day are agreed. They
may differ as to what were the intentions or various
uses of these erections. Some of them may think
that they were, and are, mere monuments of the
dead, and others that this point is not fully sub-
stantiated. But upon this other point they are
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agreed, that they discard the old popular opinion
as a baseless fabric, unsupported by ancient tes-
timony, or trustworthy tradition.

This is, in fact, the newest phase of matters. An
intermediate opinion, which was prevalent about a
half-century ago, and which attributed them to the
marauding Northmen of the Viking period, who
worshipped Woden, although it was supported by
so great names as Drs. Macculloch and Hibbert,
Barry and Sir Walter Scott, had but an ephemeral
existence, and has been long since completely ex-
ploded. It has simply to be referred to as a relic
of the past, and as an evidence of changes which
are constantly taking place. And if I am correct
in my view, the newest opinion will not be so long-
lived.

The great advocate and exponent of the new opin-
ion is my most respected and talented old university
class-fellow, John Stuart, Esq., Advocate, LL.D., of
Her Majesty’s General Register Office, Edinburgh ;
Secretary of the late Spalding Club, Aberdeen ; one
of the Secretaries of the Society of Antiquaries of
Scotland ; and author of “Sculptured Stones of
Scotland,” and other works.

That distinguished Archaologist, Daniel Wilson,
LL.D, Professor of History and English Litera-
ture in University College, Toronto, author of
“ Prehistoric Man,” “ Prehistoric Annals of Scot-
land,” &c,, is imbued to a certain cxtent with the
same views as Dr. Stuart. He allows that he does
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not think that Dr. Stuart is fully borne out by
the proofs which he has produced, that the prim-
ary purpose of these Scottish Circles was for sepul-
ture : yet, on the other hand, he avows that the
specific idea implied in the popular name of Druids’
Temples may be considered as finally abandoned.
And if Dr. Wilson does this in his “ Second Edi-
tion of Prehistoric Annals of Scotland” in 1863,
when he had only Dr. Stuart’s first volume of
“ Sculptured Stones of Scotland " before him, which
was printed for the Spalding Club in 1856, and
admits that, in consequence of new information
arising from new investigations, he has in this his
truly interesting and elaborate second edition,
printed in 1863, entirely rewritten fully one-third
of the work, how much more closely would he not
have coalesced with him until he had perhaps done
it altogether, had he seen the mass of valuable an-
tiquarian lore which Dr. Stuart has compiled in his
second volume of “Sculptured Stones of Scot-
land,” printed in 1867. Dr. Wilson, in the com-
mencement of his Preface to the second edition of
“ Prehistoric Annals of Scotland,” thus speaks :(—
“ During the interval that has elapsed since the
first edition of this work appeared, the relations
which it aimed at determining between Archaology
and kindred sciences, have been matured to an ex-
tent then very partially apprehended. The progress
of antiquarian investigations, and the value they
have acquired in recent years in relation to other
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studies, render the changes demanded in a second
edition unusually extensive. I have accordingly
availed myself of the opportunity to remodel the
whole. Fully a third of it has been entirely re-
written ; and the remaining portions have under-
gone so minute a revision as to render it in many
respects a new work. One object aimed at when
this book first appeared was to rescue archaologi-
cal research from that limited range to which a too
-exclusive devotion to classical studies had given
rise ; and especially in relation to Scotland, to prove
how greatly more comprehensive and important are
its native antiquities, than all the traces of intruded
arts. In some respects the aim has been so effect-
ually accomplished, that it has become no longer
necessary to retain arguments constructed with a
view to the refutation of learned or popular sys-
tems, involving Roman, Danish, or other foreign
sources of native art; or to combat Phcenician,
Druidical, or other theories, invented to substanti-
ate equally baseless systems of pseudo-historical
fable.” Again, Vol. 1., p. 149, he says: “The
convenient terms of Druidical Temples and Altars
long supplied a ready resource in the absence of
all knowledge of the origin or use of the Megalithic
Circle and Cromlech. But the latter has at length
been restored to its true character as a sepulchral
monument, by the very simple process of substi-
tuting investigation for theory ; and guided by indi-
cations recovered in the course of similar research,
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some intelligent observers have been tempted to
ascribe a sepulchral origin to the stone circle also.
In some cases, as in the smaller circle at Stennis,
surrounding a ruined Cromlech, and in others which
are still accompanied by traces of the enclosed
barrow or cairn, the inference is well founded ;
but as a theory of general application, it is unsus-
tained either by evidence or probability. Mr. John
Stuart appends to his descriptions of the Sculptured
Stones of Scotland, a valuable summary of the re-
sults of investigations made within the areas of
Scottish circles, and disclosing abundant proofs of
their selection, at some period, as places of sepul-
ture. The inference, however, that this was their
primary purpose is very imperfectly sustained by
such evidence. No central cist or catacomb, asin
the encircled Tumulus or buried Cromlech, shows
the subordination of the Megalithic Group to some
royal mausoleum or cemetery of the tribe. A people
in the condition indicated by the primitive arts
and sepulchral rites of early British graves, would
naturally select such spots for interment. They
accord with the principle of selection even of civil-
ised man, under circumstances where he is com-
pelled to choose a comrade’s. grave remote from
the sacred soil in which he might rest with kindred
earth; and the practice of barbarian tribes, such
as the Red Indians of America, amply illustrates
the same tendency. They constantly inter their
dead in the ancient mounds, or alongside of any
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standing stone, or prominent land mark ; and thus
appropriate memorials which originally bore no
sepulchral significance. The cists and urns, there-
fore, found within the Megalithic Circles, may rather
be assumed to mark a stage subsequent to that of
their erection, and the practice of the rites to which
they were set apart. But the specific idea implied
in the popular name of Druids’ Temples may be
considered as finally abandoned, along with much
else on which that convenient term was supposed to
confer somesignificance. Afterthedevotionof many
learned volumes to the attempted elucidation of
Druidism, the subject has lost little of its original
obscurity; and we followa safer, if it be a less definite
guide,intracing the peculiar characterof theso-called
Druidical monuments, to feelings which appear to
have exercised so general an influence on the human
race. The idea of the origin of these megalithic
structures from some common source seems to have
suggested itself to many minds. Colonel Howard
Vyse, when describing the great hypcethral court,
surrounded with colossal figures, which stands be-
fore the rock Temple of Gerf Hossein, the ancient
Tutzis, remarks: ‘ The massive architraves placed
upon the top of these figures reminded me, like
those at Sabooa, of Stonehenge; and it is not im-
probable that, together with religious traditions,
the art of building temples may have even reached
that place from Egypt.””

John Stuart, Esq, LL.D, in a paper of his read
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at the International Congress of Prehistoric Archzo- ~
logy, held in connection with the British Associa-
tion at Norwich in 1868, says: “The numerous
excavations in stone circles and other groups of
stone pillars already made, show an all but universal
occurrence of sepulchral deposits; and I think we
are entitled to infer that stone circles were monu-
ments of the dead, both from this circumstance and
relative facts previously referred to. They may have
had additional purposes, but if so, we are entirely
ignorant of them. The greater size and import-
ance of some stone circles afford no ground for
presuming that they were different in character
from the smaller circles any more than we can infer
that a smaller cairn or barrow had a different pur-
pose from a large one.” In a second paper the
author described the peculiarities of some cists dis-
covered at Broomend, near Inverurie, in Aberdeen-
shire, and of cists at Bishopmill, near Elgin, and in
Edderton, in Ross-shire. In these cists were found
skeletons, urns, and fragments of urns, burnt bones,
and pieces of flint. The author wished to direct
attention “to the cases where great quantities of
charcoal, and pits filled with burnt matter, had
been found in connection with groups of cists, con-
taining unburnt bodies ; so the fact that on some
occasions, in large isolated urns, the fragments of
bones had been found to be partly human, and
partly those of sheep and other animals; so the
very numerous instances of incinerated bones
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throughout Scotland occurring in stone circles,
isolated cists, groups of urns, implying a long period
of the usage in various forms of monuments.”

But his great work upon the point is that truly
splendid production, “ Sculptured Stones of Scot-
land,” in two volumes, in the second of which he
devotes the second chapter of the Appendix to
“Stone Circles” His object there is to prove
that there is no evidence whatever in the world that
these stone circles ever were Druidical Temples, or
anything else than sepulchral monuments.

My old friend is, I think, in great error. The
task which I undertake is to prove him so, and I
entertain the firm conviction that I shall completely
succeed. And although I were to fail, which I
shall not, I shall nevertheless so much damage his
position, that henceforward the burden of proof,
the legal onus probandt, will fall upon him to prove
me wrong and himself right.

I feel that I shall be under the necessity of giv-
ing at length a larger portion of quotations from
what he says upon “ Stone Circles ” than otherwise
I should desire—although there is not one uninter-
esting nor uninstructive—lest I be accused of the
offence of garbling his proofs or views. And it is
possible, that after all, this accusation may be
brought against me, but I hope that it will be
found that I am not deserving of it.

I shall analyse his proofs, step by step, as I go
along under his nine divisions, which I shall follow.
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These nine divisions of Dr. Stuart’s are thus ex-
pressed by him in his Preface to the second volume,

p. 36 of “The Sculptured Stones of Scotland.”



“Stone Civcles.

——

1. “In this chapterI have,” says Dr. Stuart, “given
an account of several excavations recently made in
monuments of this class, the general result being
the discovery of traces of sepulchral deposits. The
use of groups of pillars for monuments in different
countries is then traced, and the question is con-
sidered, whether there be any reason for drawing
distinctions between small circles admitted to be
sepulchres, and those of larger size, like Stone-
henge and Stennis.

2. “The various terms applied by early writers to
Stonehenge are collected, and the recent employ-
ment of the word ¢ Druidical,’ as descriptive of its
use, is shown. The system of the Druids of Gaul,
as detailed by Casar and other classical writers, is
then described, in which there are no indications of
stone circles being used by them as temples ; while
it is attempted to be shown from a consideration of
the circumstances which led to the ‘consecration’ of
meeting places among other Celtic races, that the
‘locus consecratus’ of the Gaulish Druids, at which
they held anannual meeting, wasnotacircleof stones.
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3. “ It has been suggested by some that the Stone
Circles of Scandinavia were originally places of
worship. This point is investigated in a valuable
and exhaustive letter addressed to me by Dr. Dasent,
and decided in the negative.

4. “ Thedescriptionsof heathen temples occurring
in the works of several early writers are collected,
and the conclusion drawn, that they were of an en-
tirely different character and construction from
pillars of stone.

5. “The superstitions of the Druids of Ireland and
Scotland, so far as they can now be gleaned, are
collected, and an opinion is expressed that these
Druids or Magi, as they are termed by the Irish
writers, are rather to be regarded as magicians and
soothsayers, than as members of a systematic fra-
ternity, like that in Gaul, described by Casar.

6. “ A summary isgiven of heathen practices de-
nounced in imperial capitularies and early ecclesi-
astical canons, none of which are connected with
stone circles ; while at the same time many of these
superstitions bear evidence of their primitiye origin.

7. “The prevailing paganism seems to hiave com-
bined a worship of the sun, moon, watgers, trees,
and stones, with a system of magic and dlivination.
Among these customs a veneration of pi];la,r—stones

(

fi
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is one, and we find injunctions against the paying
of vows at pillar-stones, where they are distinguished
from the fanes, wells, and trees, where similar prac-
tices took place. We find also that bacchanalian
meetings were held round pillar-stones, but the
references to such monuments imply, in all cases,
that they were single pillars, and that they were
regarded as 7dols, but not as temples.

8. “The worship of the sun and moon, with a
veneration of fountains, trees, and pillar-stones, as
possessing magical virtues, prevailed among the
Celtic tribes of Ireland. It is probable that similar
superstitions were common to the Celtic people of
Scotland, and vestiges of some of them can be
traced among the northern Picts at the time of St.
Columba’s Mission to them in the sixth century.

9. “ The occasional use of Stone Circles as places
for holding courts in the middle ages, having been
supposed by some late writers to throw light on
their original design, this point is considered, and
it is shown that in those times courts were held not
only at standing stones, but at cairns, hillocks,
bridges, fords, trees, earth-fast stones, and other
well-known objects, without any other motive or
design than the suitability of such objects as tryst-
ing places.”
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DRUIDISM EXHUMED.

STONE CIRCLES.

DivisiOoN L-SEcTION I
RECENT EXCAVATIONS.

BN this chapter, I have,” Dr. Stuart says,
: “given an account of several excava-
tions recently made in monuments of
this class, the general result being the discovery
of traces of sepulchral deposits.”

Dr. Stuart commences his comprehensive and
learned chapter on “ Stone Circles,” in his work
entitled “ Sculptured Stones of Scotland,” volume
second, page 22nd, thus :—

“In the first volume of ¢ The Sculptured Stones
of Scotland,’ I recorded the result of various syste-
matic excavations of ‘standing stones,’ both single

and in groups. These went to establish that, in
1
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almost every case, the stone circles, which have for
a time received the unfortunate name of ‘ Druidical
temples,’ were really places of sepulture.”

“Fresh facts have been established by recent
excavations in other circles which strengthen the
evidence of their sepulchral use.”

“Dr. Petrie,” he says, p. 23, “describes a very
remarkable collection of stone circles, cairns, &c.,
at Carrowmore, about two miles from the town of
Sligo. They are of the class popularly called
‘ Druidical temples,’ and have, in every instance,
one or more cromlechs or kistvaens within them.
Dr. Petrie concludes that the circles are wholly of
sepulchral origin, and -were erected as monuments
to men of various degrees of rank slain in a battle
the great central cairn being the sepulchre of the
chief, and the great enclosure, outside the group,
the burial place of the inferior class. He adds that
such monuments are found on all the battle-fields
in Itish history, and concludes with an opinion
that, as monuments of this class are found, not
only in most countries of Europe, but also in the
East, their investigation will form an important
accessory to the history of the Indo-European race,
and probably destroy the popular theories of their
having been temples and altars of the Druids.

“This sagacious conclusion,” says Dr. Stuart, p.
24, “of one of the most profound antiquaries of
Ireland, is, so far as I am aware, one of the first
attempts to deduce, from the remains found in them,



Recent Excavations. 3

the real character-of the atome circles, and to over-
throw the comparatively modern popular delusion
which assumes them to have been ‘ Druid temples.’

“On the whole,” says Dr. Stuart, p. 25, “ these
facts regarding stone circles entitle us to infer that
they were erected, as they certainly were used, for
sepulchral purposes.”

Dr. Stuart here'admits at the outset that sepulch-
ral remains have not been found at all the stone
circles, although found in Ireland, at Carrowmore,
which, from Carragh, with itsgen., carraigh, fem., a
rock, a pillar, an evect stone oy monument, and mora,
the nom. pl .of mdr, great, is Carraighea-mdra, mean-
ing, The great monuments, or great evect stones. This
is an important admission made by Dr. Stuart. It
may imply one of three things, It may imply that
the sepulchral remains had been in those cases
removed, or that they had. decayed, or that they
had never been there. The examiners certainly
would have noticed, whether the ground had been
disturbed. If it had been undisturbed, some
remains of an organized, unctuous, or burned
nature ought to have been found, if they had ever
‘been there. We cannot think that they would
have all decayed. If there had been no trace of
animal matter, there would have been at least the
stone cists or urns remaining. But as none of these
were found, we are restricted to the belief that they
had never been there at all, and, therefore, that these
circles had never been sepulchral, nor erected as
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monuments to mark the last resting-places and
remains of the illustrious dead.

But, passing away from this class of circles, let
us now go to that regarding which he has “recorded
the result of various excavations, and which go to
establish,” as he thinks, “that these stone circles
were really places of sepulture.” To this extent
has he made out this point, that he has found
sepulchral remains in a number of them. ButI
do not know, that this was ever denied. It is
incontrovertible, that remains have been found in
many of them. And it would not have much, if at
all, affected the case, although they had been
found in all of them. ButI demur entirely to the
next statement which he makes, where, furnishing
us with the results of a number of circle investiga-
tions, he says, “ On the whole, these facts regarding
stone circles entitle us to infer that they were
erected, as they certainly were used, for sepulchral
purposes.” I hold, with Dr. Wilson, as in the
extract from him formerly given by me, that Dr.
Stuart has failed in this point. A central cist or
urn is not universally, nor perhaps generally, found.
The cists and urns are found, as he allows in p. 22,
in all parts of the circles. And I would desiderate
to know how wear, mear is, and what the word
“near” means in the estimation of Dr. Stuart?
For, in speaking, in p. 22, of Sir James Matheson,
and the stone circle at Callernish, in the Lewis, he
says, “ On digging near the base of a great pillar in
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the centre of the circle, two rude stone chambers
were found, approached by a narrow passage of the
same character as those found in chambered cairns.
In these chambers were found fragments of inciner-
ated human bones, imbedded in an unctuous sub-
stance apparently composed of peaty and animal
matter.” But, on turning to a minute description
and drawing of this circle and its chambers, which,
I have every reason to believe, are correct, by Dr.
Wilson, in his “ Prehistoric Annals of Scotland,” 2d
Ed, vol.L,chap. V., p.168, I find that these chambers,
and especially the great one, were as near to the
circumference as to the centre—as near to several
of the stones of the circumference on the east side,
as they were to the central stone. Therefore, no
argument can be based upon it, and from it no
such deduction drawn as Dr. Stuart attempts.

But, even although Dr. Stuart were better sup-
ported by instances which he could produce in his
favour, than he is, yet is he bound to act with great
caution in following out Dr. Petrie’s recommenda-
tion for investigation, of which he speaks so highly,
when he says, “ This sagacious conclusion of one
of the most profound antiquaries of Ireland is, so
far as I am aware, one of the first attempts to de-
duce from the remains found in them the real cha-
racter of the stone circles, and to overthrow the
comparatively modern popular delusion, which
assumes them to have been ‘Druid temples.’” The
discovery of remains in them simply proves that
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the dead were buried -in them ; but it does not
prove that they were erected for this purpose, and
were not used for any other purpose. Let us go
to Westminster Abbey, Holyrood Abbey, and
many other ruined Abbeys, Cathedrals, amdsRgrish
Churches in the land, we find the floors coved
with tomb stones, and the walls with memorial o
the dead, as well perhaps as the yards arowd
We would be in error to say, and never with ou
present knowledge would we say, that these edific
had been built primarily for such monumental gp
poses, although advantage has been taken of [
erection, and they are, or have been made to
such purposes. But the primary intention of
erection was to celebrate divine worship,
secondary use was made of them for the bus
. the dead. If we had not history or inscrij
which the ancients had not, we would know
of the primary intention of these edifices
from the ashes of the dead found in them, og ¥
them. We are in a similar condition with
to these stone circles. The discovery of 1

therefore, do we deny the soundness of Dr.
reasoning, when he says regarding these
and their positions, p. 25: “On the whofWo"
facts regarding stone circles entitle us to infuafei |
they were erected, as they certainly were
sepulchral purposes.” 15, &
As I do not allow, that these facts r "n‘gﬁ

|
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stone circles entitle us to infer that they were
erected, although some of them were certainly used,
for sepulchral purposes, so I make no distinction,
as, he afterwards says, some writers do, between the
i greater and smaller circles ; but I look upon them
all, as of the same description, whatever that be.
And I shall proceed further to inquire now, whether
mmy friend Dr. Stuart has produced any sufficient
facts or arguments “to overthrow” what he calls,
“ the comparatively modern popular delusion which
assumes them to have been ‘Druid temples.’”
Permit me, with all deference to say, after having
examined and weighed his facts and arguments,
t they entitle us to draw no such inference. And
{ either he or we do it, we are guilty of doing what
e accuses Mr., Stukely of doing, namely, of
jumping. to a conclusion.” They merely entitle
'$ to say, that some of these circles, but not all,
inly, were used for sepulchral purposes. But
v object of the erection of any one of them is left
. mtouched ; and has to be proved or disproved
::wcom other sources. In this, the First Section of
'h:is'First Division, the learned doctor has com-
etely failed both in his proof and logic. And in

::ths Second Section, to which he goes next, he
du:lcceeds no better, for he grounds his conclusion
%&".ere upon the foregoing false deduction.

(
Dapar;
Soumeg
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DivisioN I..SEcTION IIL

THE USE OF GROUPS.

7 1 use of groups of pillars for monuments
¥ ;l:‘ in different countries is traced” by Dr.
— Stuart, “and the question is considered
whether there be any reason for drawing distinctions
between small circles admitted to be sepulchres,
and those of larger size like Stonehenge and
Stennis.”

“ Some writers,” he says, p. 25, “ while they admit
that the smaller stone circles may have been
sepulchres, are not disposed to believe that the
larger and more complicated structures like Stone-
henge and Avebury in England, or Stennis and
Classernish in Scotland, could have been designed
for such a purpose.

“But, if there be no reason, except the great size
and importance of these circles, for supposing them
to have been of a different character, the objection
does not appear of much weight.

“In Egypt, there were myriads of interments in
little chambers built in the sand; while the great
‘pyramids were reserved for the monarchs of Mem-
phis, but both were the depositories of the dead.
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“The royal mausoleum of our own day differs
more in character from the humble headstone, and
the great mounds at Kertch from a common grave,
than does Stonehenge from the circle at Crichie,
although all have a common design.

“In the like manner, if we must recognise the
smaller stone circles to be ancient sepulchres, I
think it is reasonable that we should regard the
larger examples as of the same kind, but of greater
importance. Such structures as Stonehenge and
Stennis may have resulted from some great national
effort to commemorate mighty chiefs.”

We agree with Dr. Stuart that Stonehenge does
not differ more from the circle at Crichie than the
royal mausoleum of our own day differs from the
humble headstone ; and we are of opinion that what
is sufficient proof for the one ought to be sufficient

- proof for the other; and we do not think that any
writers would be consistent with themselves who
would admit, as being sufficient, a certain kind and
degree of proof for the smaller circles, but reject
the same kind and same degree for the larger.

When Dr. Stuart says here, “Some writers,
while they admit that the smaller stone circles may
have been sepulchres, are not disposed to believe
that the larger could have been designed for such
a purpose,” he employs language which is far from
being sufficiently exact. What sort of syllogism
does he employ? Does he mean to say that these
writers admit the w/ole or only some of the smaller



10 Druidism Exhumed.

stone circles to have been sepulchres? Or does he
mean to say, that they admit the whole (or only
some) of these smaller to have been used as sepul-
chres, but are not disposed to believe that the
larger could have been designed, that is, erected, for
such a purpose? Or that they admit that the
whole (or only some) of the smaller circles were,
or may have been, designed for sepulchres, but are
not disposed to believe that the larger could have
been so designed? Inaccurate language may lead
to inaccurate logic, and mislead, not only the reader,
but Dr. Stuart himself, neither of which, I know,
Dr. Stuart would wish to see done. Is his mean-
ing, then, that these writers admit the w/hole, or
only some, of the smaller stone circles to have been
sepulchres? There is no evidence whatever that
the whole of these smaller stone circles ever were
sepulchres, that is, used as sepulchres, and none
that any one of them was ever designed as a
sepulchre. It is only where we find cists, urns,
human remains, and similar things, that we know
that any of them were used as sepulchres; and
these have not been found in all of the smaller.
The proof, therefore, extends only to those circles;,
in which the relics have been found. And, as the
discovery of these in any one of the smaller is
sufficient to prove that that particular one has been
used as a sepulchre, it is equally sufficient for one
of any size, from the small one at Crichie to the
larger at Stennis and Stonehenge, which'are equal
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in size, being each one hundred feet in diameter,
and embracing an area each of one fifth of an acre;
and the larger still at Brogar of Stennis, being, like
the largest at Stanton Drew, three hundred and
forty-two feet in diameter, and embracing each an
area of two acres; and the largest at Avebury,
being thirteen hundred feet in diameter, and em-
bracing an area of thirty acres, and containing two
smaller circles within it,_ each two hundred and
seventy feet in diameter, and embracing an area
each of an acre and a quarter. And, as there is no
evidence that any one of the circles, small or great,
was ever primarily designed or erected for a sepulch-
ral purpose, so a person, who believes that a circle
had been #sed as a sepulchre, does not necessarily
believe that it was erected for that purpose. There-
forg, it is a most inconsequential statement, or
complaint, which is made by him respecting some
writers, that they admit that the smaller circles, or
many of them, may have been wsed, after their
erection, as sepulchres, but that they do not admit
that there is proof that the larger were infended or
erected for such purposes; for they do not admit
that the smaller were. Or, if any of these writers
do without sufficient proof admit in their simplicity
that the smaller circles, or any of them, were
erected to be sepulchres, it is well that they can be
checked, or recalled to their senses, when they
reflect upon the bearing of the same kind of proof|,
when it affects the greater circles. They may be
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inconsistent in so doing, in admitting the one and
rejecting the other, but they are not deserving of
having it laid to their charge, as a fault, that they
display the small trace of wisdom of refusing to
believe, as to the greater circles, that of which they
have no proof. Their fault is, if they really do it,
in believing any thing regarding the smaller, for
which they have received no proof. Now, as I
hold that there has been no sufficient evidence
produced by Dr. Stuart or others to show that
these circles, small or great, were erected for sepulch-
ral purposes, I must confess, that what he says
upon this point, in summing up, is very appropriate.
¢ It is worthy of observation,” says he, “ that in all
countries it has been reserved for later times to
invent uses for early monuments whose history is
lost, and that writers seem to become more familiar
with their original design the farther they are
separated from the time of their erection.”
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DrvisioN IL.—SEcTION 1.
TERMS APPLIED TO STONEHENGE.

to Stonehenge are collected” by Dr.
Stuart, “and the recent employment of
the word “Druidical,” as descriptive of its use, is
shown.”

He produces the following as the principal part
of his collection.

“The earliest reference to Stonehenge,” Dr,
Stuart says, p. 25, “is in the work attributed to
Nennius, who, after recording the particulars of
the murder of 460 British nobles at a conference
between King Vortigern and Hengist, in the latter
part of the fifth century, at or near the spot on
which Stonehenge is situated, attributes its erection
to the surviving Britons as a monument of the
slain.”

This is perhaps the most improbable account
which could have been furnished or conceived re-
garding the origin of this structure. The Britons
under Vortigern are represented in history as having
been after this bloody occurrence completely over-
come in battle, depressed in spirits, and enfeebled
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in power, so that they were never able to hold up
their heads again. Now, it is not likely that they
had any surplus strength or leisure remaining to
expend on such a sepulchral ornament or monu-
ment, when they were at the last gasp nearly of
national existence, and when they had more need
to wield the battle-axe, sword, and spear, than the
spade, mattock, and hammer; and to protect the
liberty and life of the living, which they were
unable to do, than to emblazon in such hewn work,
—the product, most likely, nay, most assuredly, of
a prolonged season of peace—the heroism of the
slain, and the treachery of the enemy, Hengist
and his cruel Saxons, or Jutes. More likely it is,
from the knowledge which we possess of the cus-
toms of the Britons, that the conference, about the
very existence of which, however, some have ex-
pressed a doubt, was called by King Vortigern to
take place at the Circle of Stonehenge, because the
circle was already in existence there, and a circle
at that time, as well as since, of great renown. And
we are the wmore called upon to exercise our own
judgment, make searching investigations, and speak
out regarding any thing depending upon the testi-
mony of this reputed Nennius, Abbot of Bangor,
said by some to have lived about the beginning of
the seventh:century, and by others two centuries
later, in the ninth century, because there is a doubt
resting upon both the authenticity and the genuine-
ness of the work which goes by his name, if not
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upon the man altogether. Dr. Wilson, in his
“Prehistoric Annals,” vol. I, p. 35, alluding to
“the celebrated Arthur’s Oon, the supposed Zem-
plum Termini of which so much has been written,”
he says, “to so little purpose,” continues thus : “ The
earliest writer who notices this remarkable archi-
tectural relic is Nennius, Abbot of Bangor, as is
believed, in the early years of the seventh century.
His own era, however, is matter of dispute, and his
account sufficiently confused and contradictory.”
Again, a writer of eminence, in the Quarterly
Review for July, 1860, places Nennius in the ninth
century. Dr. Stuart is aware of all this, and he
candidly speaks of the book simply as “ the work
attributed to Nennius” We know that monkish
impositions as to fables and authorships were then
too common. And while this work © attributed to
Nennius,” which probably is spurious, gets a fitting
companion, as Dr. Stuart shows, in the work of
“ Geoffrey of Monmouth, who wrote in the twelfth
century, and gives a similar account of its origin
with some additions,” Henry, however, of Hunt-
ingdon, a contemporary of Geofirey, gives no ear to
the story of the reported Nennius, of which he must
have known. “ Henry of Huntingdon,” Dr. Stuart
says, “ writing in the same century,” that is, in the
twelfth century, “ calls Stonehenge one.of the four
wonders of England, describing it as formed of
stones ‘mire magnitudinis, in modum portarum
elevats, ita ut port@ portis superposite videantur, nec
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polest aliquis excogitare qua arte tanti lapides adeo in
altum elevati sunt, vel quare ibi constructi sunt.”
He here says that Stonehenge is formed of stones
“of wonderful magnitude, elevated into the form of
gateways, so that they look like gateways placed
over gateways, nor can any one excogitate by what
art so large stones have been elevated to so great a
height, or why they were at all constructed there.”
Henry here gives plainly no countenance to the
assumed Nennian theory. He confesses he knows
nothing of their origin or design. He is, therefore,
one writer whom Dr. Stuart must approve for the
frankness with which he confesses his ignorance of
their intention, and to whom Dr. Stuart’s remarks
do not apply, that some writers seem to become
more familiar with the original design of early
monuments whose history is lost, the farther they
are separated from the time of their erection. For
Henry, living long after the last supposed era of
the supposed Nennius, confesses his ignorance of
what this reputed Nennius reputedly says that he
knew. And yet, Dr. Stuart has not copied Henry’s
example nor walked in his ways, when, with all the
scanty evidence which he has produced in his
“ Sculptured Stones,” he ventures to point out the
original design, and say that Stonehenge, as well
as the other stone circles, had a sepulchral origin.

Of this account of Stonehenge given by Henry
of Huntingdon, and the ignorance which he expres-
ses of its original design, Dr. Stuart says, p. 28,
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¥ This is very like the idea which suggested the
name of the monument to the Saxons, without any
theory of its meaning—¢ Stanehenges.’

“ It was reserved " says Dr. Stuart in p. 25, “for
John Aubrey, writing soon after the Restoration, to
suggest that Stonehenge and Abury were temples
of the Druids. He did not indeed pretend that he
had cleared up this point, yet he adds—“I can
affirm that I have brought it from an utter dark-
ness to a thin mist, and have gonne farther than any
one before me.”

“ He was followed,” Dr. Stuart continues, p. 26,
“by the Reverend William Stukely, who, writing
about 1740, described the full meaning both of
Stonehenge and Abury. The title of his work on
the former indicates his theory—* Stonehenge, a
temple restored to the British Druids.” ~ Of Abury
he says that, ‘ the whole figure represented a snake
transmitted through a circle ; this is an hieroglyphic
or symbol of highest note and antiquity.””

“ The expressions applied in our early records to
stones in circular groups, or standing singly, imply
no knowledge of their use, but are merely descrip-
tive of their appearance. They are “simply stantes
lapides.”

“In cases where tradition has attached some
‘history to the monuments, the stones have received
names indicative of their supposed use, such as the
Cat Stane, the Wad Stane, the Hare Stane, the
Conveth Stone and the like.

2
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“Since the time of Stukely the stone circles
formerly known in our early records as “standing-
stones "—and with some occasional hints in later
writers that they had been used as heathen places
of worship—have come to be known as ‘ Druidical
circles or temples,’ with gradual additions and
details of their supposed meaning.”

“ It has been observed that neither the Saxons,
who gave the name of Stonehenge to the g'reat
circle on Salisbury Plain, nor the Norwegians,
who called the site of Stennis the Stanes-nes,
were aware of any character by which to call these
structures, except their appearance, as #ke Stanes, or
the Hanging Stanes”

I have little doubt, that many, who read this, will
agree with Dr. Stuart in thinking, that he has here
made out a good prima facie case in behalf of the
modernness of the idea, which would make Stone-
henge, Avebury, Callernish, Stennis, Crichie, and
other groups of standing stones, ¢ Druidical circles
or temples.” I demur most respectfully, however,
to this, and to many of the statements upon which
he founds it.

It was not reserved for John Aubrey, as he
avows, to be the first to suggest, in the time of
Charles the Second, in the latter part of the seven-
teenth century, that Stonehenge and Abury were
temples of the Druids. John may have been the
first to write a treatise upon the subject, but there
is no doubt, as I shall show, that, untold ages
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before John's time, they were called and regarded
as “Druidical circles or temples,” “Circles of
Druidical Sorcery,”

And the Reverend William Stukely, in 1740,
mentioned nothing but the truth when he entitled
his book, “ Stonehenge, a temple restored to the
British Druids.”

My proof of this will first be Etymological ; and
it will proceed from an older Albionic language, and
an older Albionic race of inhabitants than those
referred to by Dr. Stuart when he says, “ The
expressions applied in our early records to stones
in circular groups, or standing singly, imply no
knowledge of their use, but are merely descriptive
of their appearance. They are simply “ stantes
lapides.” In cases where tradition has attached
some history to the monuments, the stones have
received names indicative of their supposed use,
such as the Cat Stane, the Wad Stane, the Hare
Stane, the Conveth Stone, and the like.”

Had Dr. Stuart known that such epithets as
stantes lapides, standing stones, stannen stanes, and
stanes, were Latin and Saxon translations of the
more ancient Albionic vernacular, by which here we
mean Celtic, or, to be more exact, Gaelic, words or
names; and then, had he pursued his inquiries in
the Celtic, or, Gaelic direction, he would have
received agreeable information, of which he has
been hitherto destitute,

Lapides and Stanes are the equivalents or trans-
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lations in different languages of the Celtic or Gaelic
word Clackan. But what is Clackan? According
to the context, it may be either the plural of a
primitive noun, or a distinct derivative and Collec-
tive noun. As a plural, it is the plural of the
feminine substantive noun, the nominative singular
of which is Clacr, a stone, genitive Cloicke, of a stone
and nominative plural Clackan, stones or stanes, the
name or description by which they are known in
many places throughout the land, as “ Stanes” in
the parishes of Cruden, Dyce, &c., where also it is
noticeable that, along with the Scots word * Stanes,”
the original Gaelic words for Circle applicable to
them still exist, continuing to give names to the
places on which they stand, as The Stanes of
Afforsk, in Cruden : Achadk, sounded Awuck, The
field; Cor or Cro of the Circle, Aisc, genitive of
Asec, an Adder or Druid ; and (9, a Circle, duirn,
genitive of dun, a hill, the whole being Auck cor-
aisc, contracted into A fforsk. The field of the Circle
of the Druid, and Cré-diin, The Circle of the Hill,
And as to Dye, the Farm “ Rath,” a Circle, still
perpetuates the old Gaelic name ; and Dyce com-
pounded of Duibke, Black, and geis, genitive of geas,
sorcery, or Druidical sorcery, meaning black sorcery,
the origin of the word &lack-art, continuing to be
applied to modern conjuring, the whole forming
the sentence Clackan Ratha Duibke geis, The .fa'ane.s-
of the Circle of Druidical Sorcery.

But the same plural word, Clackan, stones, be-
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comes, from Clack, also a derivative and collective
masculine substantive noun, having the nominative
singular Clackan, genitive singular Clackain, and
nominative plural Clackan, the singular Clachan
meaning “a village or hamlet in which a parish
church is situate ; a church or Churchyard, burying
ground, said to have been Druidical places of
worship, composed of a circle of stones raised on
end ; hence the name.” So spake the Gaelic Lexi-
cographers Drs. Macleod and Dewar. From the
foregoing, it is seen that the word Clackan primarily
means stones, stones in general, or of any kind;
then, secondarily and naturally, a stone erection of
any kind, then an erection for religious worship,
and then it was extended by metonomy to embrace
the adjacent area containing the last resting-places
of the dead and the habitations of the living. The
village or hamlet, to deserve properly the name
Clachan, required to be possessed of a religious
edifice. This is known to have been the case in
the Highlands from time immemorial, ages before
Stukely and Aubrey flourished, and in places to
which their fame and influence have never yet
reached ; and where the vernacular is, or was lately,
exclusively the Gaelic. I wonder that Dr. Stuart
did not turn his acute mind to these sources of
information. Some of these villages have never
had Christian religious edifices, but only old stone
circles. From these circles the Clachans derived
their name. It was not from the stones of which
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the dwelling houses were composed that they
derived their name. For rarely, at a comparatively
late or recent period, and perhaps never at an early
period, did a village or clachan contain a single
stone in a dwelling house, the houses being gener-
ally either holes excavated out of the earth, or huts
composed of such simple materials as a few turfs
and twigs.

The fact then that the new races and Saxon-
speaking immigrants and Celtic or Scottish kings,
some of whom had been educated in England, when
giving out the new-fangled, and by many of the
people and chieftains hated, documents, styled Char-
ters, called these erections by the foreign names of
“ stantes lapides,” or “ stannen stanes,” forms no con-
clusive argument that they were entirely ignorant
of the original purposes of them ; but it might ap-
pear to some to be a collateral argument, to show
that these charter-givers were very anxious to
extinguish many of the traces of old nationality,
and the spirit and self-dependence of the Celtic
Chieftains and the native clans. But it amply serves
my purpose to know that they employed 6ld names
of places and things, or their translations into Latin
or Saxon ; and that we are bound to look for the
real meaning of these names to a period long prior
to that of these innovators. And then, when we
go back to the Gaelic or Celtic language, we find
the meaning there. And we find it transmitted
through even the meanest, poorest, and most illiter-
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ate of the Gaelic-speaking population to the pre-
sent day, who know, and through their eminent
Lexicographers, who can satisfactorily explain, that
clachan means both stones and a Druidical temple or
church, an erection, in short, dedicated to religious
worship.

The learned Doctor makes a candid admission,
when he says, “In cases where tradition has at-
tached some history to the monuments, the stones
have received names indicative of their supposed
use, the Cat Stane, the Wad Stane, the Hare
Stane, the Conveth Stone, and the like.” It is a
pity, however, that he did not go to the proper
quarter, where he might have succeeded in getting
the real meanings, not only of their supposed, but
of their real, uses. He does not, it is true, go the
length of some other inquirers, by advancing the
proposition that some of these stones had been
named after the wild animals, the names of which
they seem to bear, and which may have over-run
the country in barbarous hunting-times; but he is
wrong with the whole of them, in what he says,
excepting one, where he is right, but where he ac-
knowledges that he has to thank tradition. The
quotation, to which I desire to draw attention, is
in another part of his same celebrated work, in his
chapter on “ Early Pillars and Crosses,” p. 44.

“ Isolated pillars,” he says, “occur in various
parts of Scotland with names indicative of early,
though, probably in most cases, secondary, use.
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Thus, on the boundary of the parishes of Fyvieand
Rayne, in Aberdeenshire, is a pillar called the
¢ Tow Stane,’ at which it is believed a tax or im-
post was levied in early times. The monument,
described as ‘Towcross ultra arcum occidentalem
de Edinburgh,’ marked the site of a similar exaction.
A pillar on the lands to which the monument has
given the name of Lecht-Alpine, in the parish of
Inch, on the shore of Loch Ryan, in Galloway,
stands on the side of the old road leading from
Ayrshire into Wigtonshire, and near the boundary
of the counties, The popular belief is, that this
pillar was of old used as a stone, where a tax was
exacted on all goods eoming into Wigtonshire ; and
the tradition bas so far preserved the memory of
the fact, that by the charter of William the Lion
creating the burgh of Ayr, ¢ Lachtalpin’ is one of
the places where ¢tolneium et alie consuetudines
que burgo debentur, dentur et recipiantur.’

“ A stone stood till lately on the lands of Cloch-
can, in the parish of Old Deer, in Aberdeenshire.
It seems likely that the lands derived their name
from this monument, at which the ‘can’ of the
district, one of the early payments from land which
is mentioned so frequently in our early charters,
may have been collected.

“1 recollect a remarkable pillar which stood till
lately on a hill in the parish of Inverkeithny, in
Banffshire, and was known as the ‘ConvethStone;’
it may have derived its name from being the place
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of payment of the ‘ conveth,’ another due which is
found in the same early records with that of ‘can.
The former name of the parish was Conveth, and
the thanage of Conveth is mentioned in early times.

“One of the sculptured stones at Rhynie is
known in the country as the Cro or Crow Stane,
and may have had some connection with the settle-
ment of the . “Cro” or compensation for crimes
committed in the district.

“ One of the boundaries of the lands of Melgow,
settled at a perambulation of the Justiciary of Fife,
held at Largo Law in 1306 ran ‘ ad lapidem qui vo-
catur le craw-stane.’

“ The lands of Crawstone, in the barony and
parish of Abercorn, probably took their name from
another ¢ crawstane.’

“ One of the boundaries of Knoklargauch, be-
tween the Earl of Fife and the Abbot of Dunferm-
line, was a stone ¢ qui vocatur Wadestane,’ probably
a stone of covenant or pledge., Of a like nature
was the Hirdmane Stane, in Orkney, on which
‘John of Erwyne and Will. Bernardson swor
before owre Lorde the Erle of Orkney and the gen-
tiless of the countre.’

“ THE CAT STANE at Kirkliston, the lapis catti at
Slipperfield, in Peebles-shire, the large cairns called
‘Cat Stanes,’ at Comiston, now demolished, are of
a class, which is traditionally believed to mark the
sites of ancient conflict.

“Pillars to which the name of leckerstones are
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applied, are found in various parts of Scotland.
Near the town of Abernethy, on the road to Inver-
nethy, are two leckerstones. Two leckerstanes for-
merly stood near the church of Lindores. On the
moor in Aberdeenshire, where the well-fought battle
of Harlaw took place in 1411, is a tall pillar called
the Liggar Stane. The term is applied to a cairn
in an early note of the boundaries of the lands of
Kirkness, one of which is described as running
‘ad unum acervum lapidum qui dicitur in wlgari
lykirstane.’ '

“These lands were given to the Culdees of Lech-
leven by Macbeth and Gruoch his queen ; and it is
interesting to find the queen’s memory preserved in
the march, which is said to run ‘a quodam fonte
qui dicitur in wlgari GROWOKYs WELL."”

Now as to the foregoing; the “Tow Stane”
between Fyvie and Rayne, and the other beyond
the west bow of Edinburgh, have originally nothing
to do with any tax. “Tow Stane” is a corruption
in Scots, or rather between Gaelic and Scots of the
compound Gaelic word which still exists in full in
the parish of Slains, as the name of the Farm, on
which the Stone stood, Clocktow, Clock, The Stone,
dhubk, black; The Black Stone, connected with the
Black-art of Druidical Sorcery, Clock-dhubk.

The Stone and Farmhouse of Clochtow were with-
in half a mile of Slaines Castle, within the Parish of
Slaines or Slains, the original and proper Slaines
Castle before it was reduced and destroyed in 1594
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by the Royal troops and fleet in what was known
as the rebellion of the three Earls, viz., Huntly,
Errol, and Angus, against James VI, when Strath-
bogie, Slaines, Culsalmond, and Craig and Bagaes,
in Angus, were razed, and the Earls deprived of
their honours and estates. The Countess of Errol,
upon her husband’s flight, retired and was allowed
to live in the farmhouse of Clochtow, a sufficiently
mean abode, and continued there sometime after
1597, when the honours and estates were restored
to the three earls by the Scots Parliament. And
the Countess, all her remaining days, preferred to
her noble title of Countess of Errol the plain desig-
nation of “Guidwife of Clochtow,” because this
designation had never been taken by the crown
from her, and she had been known by it during the
period of her husband’s exile, when he was a
wanderer abroad, and only plain “ Francis Hay.”

The “ Leckt-Alpine” in Galloway, existed before
William the Lion’s charter, and before such things
as tolls and other customs were exigible in Scotland
by Saxon innovators. It is Leackd, the Tombstone,
Alpanach, lofty, Leachd-Alpanach, The lofty Tomb-
stone.

“ Clockean,” in Old Deer, is not a mongrel word,
half Gaelic and half Scots, but is wholly Gaelic.
It has nothing to do with the modern Scots tax
called can, which included, and still includes, poultry,
peats, and other dues and bondages by tenants to
landlords or superiors. But it is the natural con-
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traction Clock-can of Clock-caomhain, Cloch, the stone;
Caombhain, genitive sing. of Caomhan, mas. an Arch-
druid : The stone of the Archdruid. These are numer-
ous throughout Scotland.

The “Conveth Stone” had for untold early ages
nothing to do with the payment of the tax of that
name found early in Saxon charters, and perhaps
never had. Conveth is a compound Gaelic word
formed like the preceding word from Caomhain, or
Caomh, An Archdruid, with some letters elided or
changed for euphony, as in Caomhain—creag, con-
tracted into Concraig, The Archdruid's Craig, in the
parish of Skene, near the place called Auchenclech ;
Auchencleck coming from Achanna, one of the nom.
pl. of Ackadk, or Ack, mas. A field, or area, and
clack, gen. pl. of clack, gen. sing. of it cloicke, fem.
a stone, Achanna—clack, The areas of stones ; the re-
mains of two circles of which are still standing. And
“veth,” the latter part of Convetk is bath, or bas, in
composition aspirated into &kath, or bkas, and
sounded watk or vas, @ grave, or death, which often
appears as The Bass of Urie at Inverurie, an arti-
ficial mound, at the base of which the river Urie
sweeps,againas The BassRock,and theparish Tarves
from Tor,a kill, Tor-bhas, The kill of graves. Con-
veth, then, is by apposition Caomhan-bhath, The
Archdruid’s grave, being a memorial stone pointing
out where the body lay.

The Cro or Crowstane of Rhynie, and the Cra
and Crawstanes of the other places, have no con-
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nection with the black rook tribe, nor with the
compensation called the ¢ro, or the value placed
upon a man’s life by Scots Acts of Parliament.
But it is the Gaelic word ¢#o or cra, a circle. And
then by adding /za, the gen. pl. of lia, fem. a stone,
we have Cralia, The Circle of Stones, The Stone
Circle, or Circle Stones, converted in Slains into
Craley,andamong the Pentlands, Beannta, nom. pl.
of Beinn, femn. a hill, and liana,gen. of lian,mas.a plain
or meadow, Beannta-liana, The hills of the plain or
meadow, into Crawley, whose pleasant waters, cool,
refresh and delight the soul of many a thirsty Edin-
burgh citizen.

The Wadestane of Knoklargauch, or The steep
knoll, was not “probably a stone of covenant or
pledge,” nor of a wedding or Scots wadding; but
the, Wade is just the former word, which appearsin
Conveth. It is Batk, or Vath, signifying slaughter,
or a grave, pointing out the locality of some death
or grave.

The Cat Stane, at Kirkliston, the lapis Catti at
Slipperfield, and the cairns called Cat Stanes at
Comiston, or Caomh-geas-teine, The Archdruid’s
sorcery fire, have no connection with the killing of
any cats, or any creatures of the feline race; but
they are just, in the Gaelic, battle stones, or cairns
pointing out where the cath was fought, from cath,
with its gen. catha, mas. a battle. '

The Harestone has nothing to do with pointing
out the form, or seat, of the game, or the place

~
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where the animal brought forth and suckled its
young, or usually lived, or started or died. But it

has to do with a class of beings, the belief in whom
was not eradicated, when Druidism was abolished,
but which, although somewhat modified according
to altered circumstances, continued to be cherished
during all the forms of Christianity, the Culdaic,
Popish and Protestant, and the vestiges of which
are still traceable. It has to do with the Fairy or
Elfin Race, that obliging, humorous, kindly, some-
times tricky and mischievous, diminutive, aerial
class of beings, who sometimes assumed the human
form, according to the Mythology of Christian
times, but who were household demigods, familiar
spirits, inhabiting palaces in the bowels of the
earth, being themselves the spirits of C¢, mas. The
earth, and who attached themselves often to par-
ticular families, and individuals for their good,
according to the Mythology of Druidism. The
hybrid word Harestone or Harestane appears
in a more pure and correct form in the word Hare-
law or Harlaw, or Harlia, at Currie, and in. the
battle field in Aberdeenshire of that name, where
Donald of the Isles fought against the Aberdonians
and others under the Earl of Mar in 1411, and in
Harlech, in Merioneth in England, and in Scotland.
The word lia in Harlia signifies a stone. But what
of Hare or Har? In Gaelic, the word Gedrr, gen.
gedrra, or aspirated ghedrr, gen. ghedrra, fem. sig-
nifiesa Hare. And, unless we had authority for

-
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believing the contrary, we might say, and be war-
ranted in saying, that Harlaw or Harlia was Gearr-
lia, or Ghedrr-lia, the Harestone. But from the
Etymology given by Gaelic Lexicographers of a
kindred word, corroborated by evidence found
within the ancient Kirk Session Records of the
Parish of Slains, then written Slaynes,as well as from
othersources within that parish, we find that Hare, or
Har in Harlia, is not Gearr,or aspirated Glearr,
which means and sounds Hare ; but thatitis Gazr
or Gar, aspirated GAair or Ghar, gen Ghaire, mas. A
murmur, shouting noise, or sound of many voices,
whether of men or other creatures ; which is one of
the simple words, according to these scholars, which
compose the compound word Garlaock, gen. Gar-
laoick, mas. An Elf, or fairy, a dwarf, a starving
child, a screaming infant, a litile villain, or rogue.
The other simple word in the compound word Gar-
laock; being Laock, gen. Laoich, mas. A /ero,
champion or warrior. Garlaock would carry the
meaning of a noisy, vociferous, musical, little cham-
pion. By direct parity of etymology, Harlaw, or
Harlia, is Gar-lia, or Ghar-lia; The stone where
sounds and voices were emitted or heard, humming,
laughing, and music, both vocal and instrumental.
These demigods were supposed to manifest them-
selves often to mortals. And mortals occasionally
came upon them unawares, and heard the sounds
of their music and dancing, and saw themselves,
.near rising knolls, or lonely places. Some people
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entered, or were decoyed within their precincts into
the recesses of the earth, and eat and lived with
them for years.

There were at least three places within the Parish
of Slains celebrated for them and dedicated to them.
Two of them are mentioned in the Kirk Session
Register of Slains, but the third is not, Thereason
of this omission, however, is obvious. The two, at
Mill of Brogan and Woodend of Belschamphie, are
mentioned, in order that they might be cultivated,
because they lay uncultivated in the midst of cul-
tivated ground. The third also was well known;
forit lay near the Church and Manse—within eight
hundred yards N.N.E. of them. But it lay in a
small hollow between some slight elevations, and all
the surrounding ground among the slight knolls
" or elevations was uncultivated, because supposed
in those times to be unworkable and unpro-
ductive. It would have been looked upon,
therefore, as absurd for the Kirk Session to have
minuted and issued any commands concerning its
cultivation. It continued, therefore, uncultivated
till modern times, till a number of years of the
present century had passed. But at last the spirit
of improvement caused it to submit with all the
contiguous steeps. It continued also to be employed
for generations for magical superstitious purposes,
after the other Elfin places had been destroyed
desecrated, or cultivated by authority. I knew the
woman, Mary Findlay, who died a few years ago at
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a great age, who was the last person laid down in
infancy at the Cairn, because she was supposed to
be an Elfin Changeling. For the superstition was,
that these Elfs often slipped into houses, and
snatched away from child-bed mothers, asleep, or,
if awake, generally unknowingly to them, unbap-
tized children, and took them to their subterranean
abodes, leaving their own unthriving bantlings in
their place, to suck the human foster mother's
milk. And this “dwining” of theirs was a proof
- that they were changelings. They, therefore, were
often carried back by the relatives of the human
child, put down at the cairn after sunset, and left
there all night, the relatives watching at a distance.
Therewas also a peace-offering presented at thesame
time with some incantations. This peace-oftering
or oblation consisted of the produce of the ground
and domestic animals, such as bread, butter, cheese,
milk, eggs, and the flesh of a fowl. And if these
demigods or elfs partook of them during the night,
that is, if, by the early grey dawn of the next
morning, they had disappeared, and were not to be
found, prowling vermin never being taken into the
calculation, as having gobbled or nibbled them up,
this was an evidence that the Elfs had been pro-
pitiated, and prevailed upon to restore the human
children, and take back their own sickly change-
lings. And it was a prescribed and uniformly
observed r_ule, that, whatever that little race of
demigods did, they were always to be spoken

3
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smoothly to, and smoothly of, even although their
presence might not have been anticipated, because
they were frequently believed to be present in an
invisible state, and to avenge themselves afterwards,
if they heard themselves slighted; so that they were
always spoken of by the inhabitants as *“ The men
of peace;” “The good neighbours;” “The good
people;” “The good men,” or, from their diminu-
tive stature, “ The guid manies.” And the conse-
quence of so acting was, that some of these guid
maniesattached themselves to particular persons and
families, and made everything belonging to them to
prosper, the cows to give more milk, the milk more
cream, the cream more butter, the lower animals
and human species, as well as the ground itself, on
which they depended, to be more prolific. - While
the opposite happened to those, against whom they
took up an umbrage. For the possessions of these
were transferred by them to the others, the milk and
the butter of one family going into the house and
churn of another. There was a kind of worship
paid unto these demigods, which is alluded to in
the Old Statistical Account of Scotland, such as
under Logierait Parish, and by Pennant in his Tour
of Scotland. At Beltane, for instance, the people
surrounded a small piece of ground with a ditch.
Upon this ground they kindled a fire. Upon this
fire they prepared a mess of milk, butter, eggs, and
meal. At it they baked bannocks, each of which
had nine tops, knobs, or protuberances. Then
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they poured out a little of the prepared mess, as a
libation, and broke off the tops from the bannock,
throwing them over their left shoulders, dedicating
each of them a top to each of their own familiar
spirits, saying, “ This I give to thee ; preserve thou
my horses. This I give to thee ; preserve thou my
sheep.” And they dedicated some to the unpro-
pitious and malignant spirits, and some to the car-
nivorous animals, that they had reason to dread,
saying, as follows :—“ This I give to thee, O Fox |
Spare thou my lambs. This I give to thee, O
Hooded Crow | This to thee, O Eagle !” &c.

The Cairn in Slains, at which Mary Findlay»
when an infant, was placed, was called “ The Lykar
Cairn.” This word Lykar is the same, which ap-
pears on the battle field of Harlaw, and in other
places, and is variously called Lykar, Liggar,
Leckgar, and applied to stones and cairns. ZLykar
or Leacgar is compounded of Leac, or Leackd, fem.
“A flat stone,” or a “tombstone,” often on a de-
clivity, and Gair, or Gar,a Sound. Leac-gir-carn,
“The sounding tombstone cairn,” or the tomb-
stone at the cairn, where sounds were heard. And
as there were more than one Zeac-gair, or Leacgdr,
or Leckerstone at Abernethy, and more than one
at Lindores, and more than one at Harlaw, alias
Ghdr-lia, so in Slains there were more than one,
Besides Leac-gdir-cdrn, there was Gdr-leackd, spelt
sometimes, Garlel, or Garlec, in Slains, which is the
same as Harleck, in Merionethshire, England, which
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all mean the same, namely, “The stone, or tomb-
stone of sound or noise,” the stone or tombstone,
where sounds of voices, music, and of other descrip-
tions, were heard, where on many an evening were
musical strains, both vocal and instrumental, gay
and serious, laughter, shouting, crying, bustling
hum, and conversations of assemblages of these
elfin demigods heard. Besides these, there was the
third place in Slains at Woodend of Belschamphie.
And allthe three were consecrated to the Elfin King,
or to his subordinate spirits, and the two last were
called, as some of their names, *The goodmanes
land and the guidmans fauld;” and perhaps
the whole were so. It is indeed likely that
they were so. Then, as this was distinctly
idolatry, the land there was said afterwards in
Christian times to be dedicated to Satan, which
had been dedicated to The Goodmane, because
Christians regarded Satan as the author of idolatry,
“of all false religion, and of everything opposed to
the worship and glory of the true God. Good-
mane then changed its meaning, became a mis~
nomer, and came to signify something like the
Master or Ruler of this world.

Lykar Cairn lay eight hundred yards N.N.E. of
the Parish Church in the south angle formed by
the Castle Road, where it diverges from the Turn-
the-neuk Road, in a small valley surrounded by
natural eminences or knolls, the most striking of
which, and to the base of which it was nearest, is
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Mabidsemaaighe, which means “ The knoll of the
very great caldron.” It comes from Maidse, fem.
“ A knoll, lump, or hillock ”: and »a, a comparative,
with a superlative meaning, of mor, greaz, and
aighe, a genitive of aghkann, fem. a caldron. This
will turn out, as we shall find, to have the same
meaning as Bennachie, and it will contribute to
make a most interesting disclosure of the Druidical
religious system. We shall therefore reserve the
further consideration of this till we come to consider
under a distinct branch, and in a subsequent part,
the Utensil or Structure called “ The Caldron,” so
much celebrated in Welsh Mythology, but of which
no notice has been taken in Scotland, although we
might, upon the smallest reflection, have anticipated
that what prevailed, or existed in the one place, did
so originally in the other.

Near Maidsemaaighe lies the field called *“ The
Bath,” from Bazz with its gen, Baitk, “a death, or
grave, or graves,” where many flint and stone articles
have been found, some of which are in the writer's
possession.

The cairn at the foot of the N.W. side of Maidse-
mi-aighe, consisted of rough field stones thrown
promiscuously by the blinded votaries into a heap,
amounting to two hundred cartloads or tons. They
were driven away in the year 1826 to assist in form-
ing the new contiguous Turn-the-neuk Road. And
they formed it for a hundred lineal yards. They
are to be distinguished still by their colours
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and kinds from the quarried gneiss sort at both ends
of them. The workman, who was authoritatively
employed to superintend the demolition of the
Cairn, and the utilization of the materials for the
Road, informs me that the neighbours and parish-
ioners foreboded evils innumerable to befall him
for his sacrilegious conduct. In the Cairn, among
the stones, there were many rags and pieces of old
clothes found, within which the eatable oblations
had been rolled. But there was no centre stone
or cist found, as had been by him in some other
ancient structures within the parish, such as at the
Kippets, or Kippet hills.

As there was in the seventeenth century a num-
ber of superstitions prevalent in Scotland, as well
as in England, which had come into being in Popish
times, as well as a number which had had an exist-
ence ‘before Popish times, belonging to the earlier
system of religion, the Druidical, and which had
been tolerated, connived at, or at least not extir-
pated, the General Assembly of the Church of
Scotland resolved to take action against them. As
the most of these superstitions, they said, proceeded
from ignorance, they resolved that the most strenu-
ous efforts should be made throughout Scotland
for bringing education to the doors of all, even of
the poorest, by the erection and extension of Pa-
rochial Schools, and by urging that Bibles should be
possessed in every family, and the inmates taught to
read them. But besides this, they appointed a Com-
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mission. TheGeneral Assembly of 1649 approvingof
a recommendation of the Assembly 1647, appointed
a large Commission of their own number, Along
with the Ministers appointed, there were Sir Archi-
bald Johnston of Warristoun, “Clerk Register;’
Mr. Thomas Nicolson, “ His Majesty’s Advocate ;’
Mr. Alexander Pierson, one of the ordinary “ Lords
of Session;” Sir Lewis Stewart, Mr. Alexander
Colvill, and Mr. James Robertson, “ Justice De-
putes;” Messrs. Rodger Mowet, John Gilmoir, and
John Nisbet, “ Lawyers;” with Doctors Sibbald,
Cunninghame, and Purves, ¢ Physicians.” And
they did “ ordain the said brethren to make report
of the result of their consultations and conferences
from time to time, as they make any considerable
progress, to the Commission for public affairs. And
the said Commission shall make report to the next
General Assembly.” Among other matters, to which
they directed their attention, were the Druidical
customs observed at the fires of Beltane, Mid-
summer, Halloweven, and Yuil. All these customs
and fires were ordered to be abolished. They suc-
ceeded outwardly among the old, although the
youth of the country still enjoy in many places
some of these same customs and fires, although they
have forgotten the object of their institution, and
of course the superstition itself. They directed
their attention to the Remains of Druidical Super-
stition and Sorcery practised at the old places of
worship, dedicated not only to the greater, bu}/'fo
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the lesser gods, the familiar spirits, the household
divinities, or demigods of the ancients, who, as was
supposed, could be consulted, and could grant
charming powers to their votaries, at those pieces
of ground which the Druids had consecrated to
them, and which had continued for thousands of
years untilled. These were ordered to be cultivated
under severe church censures and civil penalties,
church and state then acting hand in hand in the
matter. As one of the results of this Commission,
we find some most important minutes in the Kirk
Session Register Book of Slains, stating that inqui-
sition was made by the Minister and Elders of
Slains,—as must have been done by other Ministers
and Sessions,—into old Druidical superstitious
practices and places within the parish. And from
that inquisition, we learn that within Slains there
were different pieces of land dedicated to the demi-
gods of the Druids, those imps who became the
little elfin tricky semidemons of the Christians ; and
that these places were called after those fancied
creatures by words both of Lowland Scots and
Highland Gaelic, as the Guidmanes jfauld, and
Garlet, or Garleachd, connected with Garlaock, An
Elf. Garlia or Harlia, as we have seen, means the
same, and Liagdr is the same word with the
syllables transposed. And we have shown, from
the case of Mary Findlay, that the Slains Lia-gar,

, by transposition, Gar-lia, or Gir-leackd, or Gar-
let\yas connected with Gar-laock, An Elf, or Fairy,
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being according to successive religions, first a demi-
god, and next a demi-devil, or demon. We shall
now give the important extracts.

In the Kirk Session Register Book of the Parish
of Slains, we find the following Minutes engrossed—

“21 October, 1649.

The sd day the Minister and Elderis being con-
veinit in Sessione, and after Invocatione on the
name of God, (inter alia) :

The sd day Alexr. Hay of Earnhill was electit,
nominat, and chosen Magistrat for the Sessione for
exacting and taking up of penalteis, and for giving
ordonces to my Lord his officer to pound Diso-
bedientis. The sd Alexr. being bailive to the Erl
of Erroll. :

Sessione 18th Nov., 1649.

The sd day the Minister and Elderis being Con-
veinit in Sessione, and efter Invocatione on the
name of God, (inter alia):

The sd day the Minister askit at ye Elderis for
delationes and desyrit them to try if yer was aney
halloue fyres set on be aney of the parochiners
upon a halloue evine.

The sd day the Minister requyrit of the elderis if
they knew aney peices of land within the paroche
that was calit the goodmanes land or fauld, or dedi-
catit to Satane or lattine ly unlabourit. They sd
yr was ane peice land in Brogane calit the Garlet
or guidmans fauld, within Andrew Robes tak that
was not labourit this manie yeires for quhat respect
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they knew not. The Minister desyrit them to try
grfr it lay unlabourit.
“ 25 Nov., 1649.

The sd day the Minister and Elderis being con-
veinit in Sessione, and efter Invocatione of the
name of God ; (inter alia),

The sd day the Minister maid Intimation out of
pulpet yat everie Mr of ane familie that could read
or had bairnes or servandis yat culd read, sould by
and have ane bybill, and have it in yeir houses.

The sd day the Minister did intimat out of ye
pulpet yat if any mane within the paroche knew
aney peice of land or parcell of grownd within the
paroche that was calit the goodmanes land or the
goodmanes fauld and lattine ly unlabourit yat they
would delat it to ye Sessione that the auneris yrof
micht be sudit before ye sessione.

Intimat that Yuil be not keepit, but they yok yr
oxin and horse and imploy yr servantis in yeir ser-
vice that dayis alsweell as in aney uyer work
day.

Intimat that yr be no Midsumer nor Halloue
fyres under the paine of the haveris of them to be
condinglie punishit.

The sd day James Wilkeine, Elder, delatit to ye
Sessione that Thomas Patersone, tenent in Bes-
camphie, told him that yr was ane peice of land in
his tak calit the goodmanes land and fauld, quhilk
was not labourit this maney yeires. The sd Thomas
Patersone to be sudit to ye nixt Sessione.
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“ 2 December, 1649.

Mr Gilbert Andersone, Minister of Crudane,
taught heir. (No Session).

“Session 9 December, 1649.

The sd day the Minister and Elderis being con-
veinit in Sessione, and efter Invocatione on the
name of God, (inter alia).

Thomas Patersone to be sudit pro 2.

“ Session 16 December, 1649.

The sd day the Minister and Elderis being con-
veinit in Sessione, and efter Invocatione on the
name of God, (inter alia).

Thomas Patersone to be sudit to ye next Lordis
day.

“ 23 December, 1649.

The sd day the Minister and Elderis being con-
veinit in Sessione, and efter Invocatione on the
name of God. Thomas Patersone, being sumoned
and calit, compeirit not; ordanit to be sudit pro-
tertio.

“ Sessione the 30 December, 1649.

The sd day the Minister and Elderis being con-
veinit in Sessione, and efter Invocatione on the
name of God, compeirit Thomas Patersone and
confessit that yr was a peice land in his rowme
(“ possession of land ”) calit the goodmanes fauld,
quhilk was this long time unlabourit. He is or-
danit to labour it, and promist to do so efter wit-
sonday qn it was for faching (“ fallowing ).

The sd day the Minister did inquyr of the Elderis
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that knew of aney that supersticiouslie keipit Yool-
day. They did all report that it was not keipit,
that they did not yoke yr pleuches (but they) yokt
their work horse.”

Having thus shown here how strenuously and
determinedly the Kirk Session persevered until
they attained, or thought that they would succeed
in attaining, their end, and having also shown what
a Harestone is not, as well as what it i.s; that it
has no connection with the animal known among
us by that name, but that it has connectionwith
Harlaw, or Gar-lia, Harlech, or Gar-leac, and Garlet,
or Gar-leackd, with Lykar, or Lia-gar, and Leac-gar
the stones and places frequented by the household
and field deities of the ancient Druids and the
fairies of their successors, and where their merry
sounds were often heard; let us now proceed to
consider what the learned doctor says respecting
the other stones, and investigate whether he is
right or wrong in what he says as to them. The
next stone to which he refers is the “ Boar-stone.”
But having spent so much time upon the Hare, we
shall not require to spend much upon the Boar,
because the proof and line of reasoning are similar.
The key which unlocks the one mystery unlocks
also the other.

The “ Boar-stone ” appears in many parts of the
country. And of course the fiercest, and largest,
and last, of that old Scottish race of wild animals
was always destroyed there. But that word is just

N
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compounded of the former word Bo, or Ba, Bas, or
Bath, Grave or graves, and ar, “ a battlefield.” And
in Boroley or Boarley in the parish of Ellon, the
whole of the compound Gaelic word appears, ap-
pending the word Zza, “ stone,” Boar/ia, “ The stone
or stones marking the graves of the battlefield.”
And the “Wo'of-stone,” or “Wolfstone,” is nothing
but the Gaelic word Uaig#, “a grave or tomb,” the
letters g or ¢k passing into the sound of the letter
f, as they are in the way of doing in many Gaelic
words, such as Auchleuchries, very commonly pro-
nounced by old people Affleuchries or Affleufries,
compounded of Auwuck, “The field,” Zia, “of the
stones,” uaigh, “of the graves,” greis, “ of the war-
riors,”) Auwch-lia-uaigh-greis, “The field or area
formed by the stones near the graves of the war-
riors or champions.” And Auwchcoraisc pronounced
and spelt Afforsk ; Aucaadk, or Auck, “ The field, or
area,” cor, “of the circle,” aisc “ of the adder,” an
epithet applied to a Druid, the whole being * The
area formed by the adder’s, or Druid’s, circle.” And
it is a well-known and recorded fact that in 1831,
when the farmer was removing the remaining
stones of the circle of Afforsk in the parish of
Cruden, he came upon a whole colony of lizards,
lacerta vulgaris, living in holes at the bases of the
stones, at a time when lizards were unknown in
that part of the country; it being left to a vivid
imagination to conjecture that these were of the
stock which had flourished there under Druidical
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patronage, when the Druids conjured with the
adder’s amulet, or egg, or stone, near “ The Adder’s
stone andcircle,” Zia-aisc,and A ucheoraise, Leask and
Afforsk, places well known in Slains and Cruden ;
and when the Druids received one of their distin-
guishing epithets, expressive of their extraordinary
wisdom and sagacity, from the lizard, adder, or
reptile tribe, which from the first of time has been
proverbial for its cunning.

It is now seen that we have successfully ac-
counted etymologically for the names of those
stones from the ancient Gaelic language, which was
the court language and national language spoken
in the country, and the names of which nearly all
the ancient places within it still bear, notwithstand-
ing of the influxes of new peoples with new lan-
guages and new ideas. Itis also seen that we have
dissipated the myths which have so long surrounded
those stones, and found that they are not related
to any Saxon cats, hares, crows, wolves, boars, pigs,
cans, poultry, peats, or bondages and taxes, which
are a modern invention. This we have done with-
out admitting any hybrid derivation, although we
have been occasionally assisted in our labours by
getting for a part of the whole compound word, a
translation either without or with the correspond-
ing portion, or primitive word, of the original, as
Cra-stane, for Cra-lia, or Cra-ley, “ A stone circle,”
Cra-ley stane, “ The stone circle stane.”

We find also a similar pleonastic practice exist-
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ing about the names of many of the hills. We
have The Hill of Benmore, Beinn-mhir, which itself
signifies “ The Great Hill,” the pleonasm being The
Hill of the Great Hill. And we have the Gram-
pian Hills, Greannack-beanna, which words them-
selves signify “ The Rough or Frowning Hills,” the
reduplication of the English to the Gaelic making
the whole “ The Hills of the Frowning Hills, or
The Frowning Hills Hills.”

We say The Hill of Lochnagar. Here the origi-
nal Gaelic Beinn seems wanting, and we think that
we require the Scots word when speaking of the
hill. But the name of the hill originally had been
in Gaelic, Gharbh-beinn from Garbk, “ rough and
rugged,” and deinn, a “hill,” where the 5% and &
would naturally be quiescent, and the word Giarbk-
beinn be contracted into Garein, “The rugged hill ;”
and the Loch of it, Lock-na-gairbke-bheinne, con-
tracted into ZLock-na-garein, “The Loch of the
rugged hill ;” and by the Lowlanders the hill would
be called “ The Hill of Loch-na-garein.”

From the foregoing observations upon the stones
it will be observed that the name of each stone in
Gaelic carries its own brief history, showing very
often its sepulchral character, pointing out at times
where the deceased fell or was buried, sometimes,
that it was in the battle strife or field; and at
other times it points out the very rank of the per-
son memorialized, telling whether he was Druid or
Archdruid.



48 Druidism Exhumed.

I may mention in passing that as I am writing
in a Teutonic language, and for a Teutonic, as well
as a Celtic, ear and eye, I choose often not to fol-
low in the inflexions of words all the modem,
softening, aspirating, and quiescent letters and
syllables, which are liable to confound the Teutonic
eye. And I have endeavoured to catch the sounds
of the Celtic places, names, and words, in the Low-
lands, as accurately as I could from the pronuncia-
tion of the present Teutonic-speaking race, who
are allowed to have changed it surprisingly little.

Another class of stones, however, show by their
Gaelic names that they were erected for different
purposes, not sepulchral, but secular and religious.

We have 4/, “ a stone,” and mbdid, the genitive of
mod, “A court of justice or meeting;” Almoid,
“ The stone of meeting or of the court of justice.”
Like Awckmaud in Slains, “ The field or area of
meeting, or of the court, of justice,” so A/moid is
changed into A/maud. The Scots-speaking popu-
lation, not knowing the meaning of A/, but think-
ing that it refers to age or priority of existence,
spell it Aulmaud, Auldmaud, and, Anglicising it
still more, they call it “Old Maud.” The of-
ficials of a railway, as they required a station upon
a farm or property of that name, not to be outdone,
and to show their regard for literature and their
knowledge of it, as they fancied, instead of calling
it “ Maud,” which would have been a shorter name,
and a shorter cry for the railway servants when they

A
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required to intimate the station to the passengers
in the stopping train, and which would in every way
have answered better, dubbed the station “ New
Maud”

Then we have A/, “ A stone,” meill, the genitive
of meall, “a mound” and droma, the genitive of
druim, “the ridge of a hill ;” AFmeill-droma, “ The
stone of the mound on the ridge of the hill,” changed
into Almeldrum, or “ Aul Meldrum,” and the plural
Alta-meill-droma, changed into A% or “Auld
Meldrum,” and latterly, for the sake of politeness,
into Old Meldrum, even although there is no New
Meldrum, A4/lta-meill-droma, meaning “ The stones
of the hillock on the ridge.”

We have also Al, or Auld, or Old Rayne, where
there is not a New. The y of Rayne is the old #,
as in ye for thee The word Rayne was originally
pronounced Rathne; and Rathan, the plural of
Rath, “a Circle,” Al Rathan, “ The Stone of the
Circles,” and Alta Rathan, “ The Stones of the
Circles.”

We have also Al, Aul, Auld, or Old Aberdeen.
But we have something more, which it is very in-
teresting to know, to say regarding it. We do so
the more readily, because it was the place long
honoured by being the residence of that worthy
Commissary, after whom the Spalding Club was
designated. That Episcopal City has been from
the earliest times known not only as Aul Aber-
deen, but likewise and more generally as the

4
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Aulton, and again as the Aulton of Aberdeen.
This has puzzled all antiquarians; and historians
have never been able to assign any satisfactory
reason for it. For it is well known that all writers
are agreed that the Commercial Town of Aberdeen
was erected into a Royal Burgh about the end of
the ninth century, perhaps about 893, although the
original charter is lost, and thus existed long before
the other place or village was erected into a Burgh
of Barony by David the First in 1124, and before
the See was translated from Mortlach to the Aulton
of Aberdeen by him in 1137. The Royal Burgh
of Aberdeen is never called New Aberdeen in its
own records, nor by the community in general, or
at a distance. But the Episcopal City is called
Aul Aberdeen in its own records. Historians and
the community also call it so. Some writers say
that it may have been after some of the sackings
and burnings of the Royal Burgh by the English,
as in 1336, by Edward the Third, when it was re-
built from its ruins and ashes, that it may have
been regarded as a New Aberdeen, compared
to what was formerly the newer Aberdeen. But
this would never account for the Episcopal City
being officially called by a new name, viz.,, A/
Aberdeen. We believe, however, that it was not
called by a new name. There is no evidence that
it was. It was “ Al Aberdeen,” or the “ Alteine
Aberdeen,” from its beginning. Now let us see
how this happened, and what was the meaning of
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Al Aberdeen, or Alteine Aberdeen. To the Gaelic
words /iz and a/, both signifying a “stone,” there
was often affixed the word Zeine, “ fire,” as lia-teine,
and al-teine, each signifying “ The Stone or Stones
of fire,” at which the Druid constantly kept his
sacred fires burning, and of which he was at certain
stated times in the year in the way of disposing to
devout worshippers, when the people had all to ex-
tinguish their own fires, and, paying certain dues
by the last of October, to receive on the Eve of
Hallowmas, their first day of November, a new sup-
ply from him. But, failing to pay the prescribed
dues, they were proscribed by him from all religious
worship, and from all intercourse with the com-
munity, or the other members of their own family ;
the heavy Druidical curse being pronounced against
them. The LZLia-teine, or “ Stone of fire,” is often
corrupted, as it is in the parish of Belhelvie into
Leyten or Leyton. So also Al-teine is corrupted
sometimes into Alten, Altens, and Hilton.

Then for Aberdeen. Abar, an old Gaelic word,
with its gen. abair, mas. signifying “a place of con-
fluence of streams;’ duibke, the gen. sing. of dubk,
black, and aibkne, gen. of abkuinn, or abkainn, or
aimhne, gen. of aimhainn, both of them fem. “a
river,” the latter the origin of the Latin word amnis,
“a river.” In all these words, and in such words
as these, the letters &% and m/% are not seunded.
Abar-duibke-aibhine, then are pronounced Abar-du-
in, “ Aberdeen,” meaning “ The mouth of the black
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river,” which is the Dee. D#Aubk-abhainn is con-
tracted into Du-in or Deen, “ The black river.”
Confirmatorily of this, we find that these same
words appear in Gaelic to have been in the way of
being contracted in a slightly different form by the
native Gaels; and this contracted form it was which
was adopted by the Romans and Ptolemy. This
contracted form from D#kubk-abkainn was Du-bha
and changed by these foreigners into Dewa, their
ancient mode of spelling. Deva is again contracted
into Dee. All these then, Deva, Dee, and Deen, are
the same, meaning “The Black River.” There
is the utmost consistency in this etymology, which
is not to be found in any of the others. My late
intimate and esteemed friend, to whom, however, I
never mentioned this derivation, the late Very Rev.
Principal Daniel Dewar, D.D., of Marischal College
and University, Aberdeen, conjoined author of Drs.
M‘Leod and Dewar’s Gaelic Dictionary, held the
opinionthat Aberdeen camefrom 4 bar-da-aibhnean,
“The mouth of the two rivers,” referring to the
Don as well as to the Dee. But, first, the sound is
not so natural; secondly, the construction and
sense are not so good ; and thirdly, there is no pro-
priety in inserting the word fwo after moutk, be-
cause, when rivers meet, forming an Abar, two are
the usual number together. And it is only, if there
were more or many more, that people would think
of inserting the particular or large number. There
“is an old tradition that the Don and the Dee con-
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joined their waters at the foot of the Broadhill be-
fore pouring their united stream into the sea. But
this does not affect the case. It supplies no good
reason why the numeral should be applied and
limited to the Dee, and not include the Don.
Whether the Dee had ever had a mouth farther
north than the present, and nearer the Broadhill, or
not, it must have always had a mouth where its
present embouchure is. This is proved by the
name given to a once celebrated rock or stone
there, called the Pocra or Pocna Stone or Rock.
Pocna is a Gaelic word, spelled at other times
Bockna, fem. “ The mouth of a river,” “a strait,”
“a narrow sea.” This then was the ancient name
of the river mouth here. And it was so ancient
that the word in Gaelic is now obsolete. The
mouth here then must have existed at a most
ancient date, whether the river had had ever any
more or any other mouths. And although through
age the mouth had lost its original name of Bockna
or Bocna, Pochna, or Pocna, Pochra or Pocra, all
varieties of the same original obsolete Gaelic word,
and had acquired the new name of 4éar, which in
its turn has become an obsolete word in the lan-
guage, being succeeded by [nbkir, although dbar
continued to be applied here, having once been so;
yet the knowledge of the first name has been pre-
served, through the Stone or Rock, and then the
Jetty, having been consecutively called after it.
This then fixes the exact locality of the ancient



54 Druidism Exhumed,

mouth of the Dee. And how ancient it is let ima-
gination fancy, when we know that it has been
consecutively called by two names, which in their
turn have become consecutively obsolete in a lan-
guage, viz., the Gaelic, which, in the district where
once it was universally vernacular, is now com-
pletely obsolete, and has been succeeded by the
Scottish, another language which is fast hastening
to the same fatal termination. “ Sic transit gloria
mundi” Yet how solemnly pleasant it at the same
time is to regain, as in this case of the outlet of the
Dee we do, topographical knowledge upon a point
referring backwards to the state of the country
three thousand years ago! Here we see the primi-
tive and primeval tabletof nomenclature outrivalling
every tablet, even that of incised or sculptured
stone, in recording an ancient interesting and im-
portant fact.

“Don" comes from Domhain, © Deep,” the letters
mk being as usual silent, and Doimine, fem. indec.
means “ profundity,” or “a deep pot.” The deep
pot or pool, from which it receives its name, is at
the Old Bridge of Don, called the “ Brig of Bal-
gownie,” and spanned by that single arched brig so
much renowned and doomed in ancient propheti-
cal rhyme, and so much celebrated and feared by
Byron—

¢ Brig o’ Bagownie ! wight’s thy wa ;
Wi’ a wife’s ae son, and a mare’s ae foal,
Doun shalt thou fa".”
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“ Balgownie” comes from Baile, “a Town,” and
Cuinge, fem. indec. a * narrow strait or passage.”
Baile-cuinge, “The town of the strait;’ through
which strait the Don runs at the bridge. In some
other ‘places from Cumhann, gen. cumhainn, mas.
“a strait,” Baile-cumhainn means “ The town of the
strait,” and is pronounced Balgowan.

Where then, we ask, stood the Alteine, formerly
spoken of, belonging to Aberdeen, “ The stone of
fire,” which contributed a portion in forming the
compound name of the Episcopal City? It stood
where it stands still, giving a name to the con-
tiguous Episcopal lands. As the A/eine or aspir-
ated “ Hilten Stone,” it gives name to the Hilten
or Hilton Estate, and stands in a park a little
north-east of Hilton House, and within a mile west
of the Cathedral, upon what had been always
Church lands, and never Royal Burgh lands, al-
though surrounded by them. This truly magnifi-
cent column is of granite, and of a rhombus form,
resembling a carpenter’s mortise-tool with the cut-
ting edge uppermost, three of the faces or sides
being a yard broad, the fourth being a yard and
five inches, and from the base of the lowest side to
the top, ten feet high. This stone had been con-
nected for religious purposes with two circles con-
tiguous to each other, five hundred yards distant,
and south-east from it, and two hundred yards
southward of the Hilton principal gateway and
lodge upon the old highway leading north from
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Aberdeen to Inverury, and fifty yards west from
that highway. These circles were each about
thirty yards in diameter, consisting each of about
eighteen stones of granite when entire, each stone
being about five feet high. The circle next the
highway, or north-eastern one, was within my re-
collection entire; but the whole of it was removed
about the year 1830, in order that the materials
might be broken down and built into the contiguous
farm steading where some of them, or their large
fragments, are still visible from the highway, in the
foundations of the buildings on the side of the
highway. Two of the stones of the south-west
circle still stand in their original position.

While there is much to be regretted, which can
never be repaired nor remedied, of the destroying
work of these Vandals, let us regard with the most
affectionate veneration the three relics still stand-
ing in situ, but especially that most noble and
magnificent “ Patronymic Stone” of “ Alteine Aber-
deen,” which is always passed closely by when the
magistrates and burgesses of Aberdeen periodically
ride their Hilton Burgh Marches, and the com-
munity daily employ as a public road, the ancient
thoroughfare which the author vindicated.

In confirmation of the correctness of the Etymo-
logy of the compound word A/l-zeine 1 have to
mention that there are a peculiarity and a signifi-
cancy in the compound word Alteine when applied
to Aberdeen, which are restricted exclusively to the
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Gaelic compound word 4/-feine; and that, when ap-
plied to Aberdeen, 4/-teine is not pronounced the
same as the separate Scots words, Aul Toun and
Auld Toun, or the English Old Town; nor is it
synonymous with them. Conjoining the compound
Gaelic word A/-zeine to Aberdeen, we say “ Altein-e
Aberdeen,” but we do never say “ Altein-e Edin-
burgh,” or even Aulton o' Edinburgh, but Auld
Town o’ Edinburgh, or Old Town of Edinburgh.
The two words, Auld and Town, are never here con-
densed into one abbreviated compound word, so as
to form Altein or Aulton. But wherever the Gaelic
word Alteine refers to the Stone of Fire,as at Auch-
arnie, Auch or Ackadh, “ The Field,” Charnaich, the
gen, sing. aspirated of Carnack, “ A Priest,” who
presides at Cairns or a Druid, Auckcharnaick, “ The
Druidical Field,” and as at Ardendraught, “ The
Druidical Height,” Alteine Auck-charnaick,The Stone
of Fire on the Druidical Field,” and Alteine Ardan
Draoidheachd, “ The Stone of Fire on the Height
of Druidism,” or where 4/teine becomes Alteines, as
it does often in these and many other cases, from
Al-teine-geis, “ The Stone of Sorcery Fire,” Alteine
or Alteines in Gaelic can never be rendered Aulton
nor Auld Toon in Scots. The Alteine itself of
Ardendraught, although no longer existing, was,
according to authenticated accounts, a very remark-
able rock, It lay a few hundred yards west of the
present farm house and steading of the farm of
“ Alteines Ardendraught” on the rising ground. It
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consisted of a large cubic granitic mass protruded
from the native molten rock below, weighing
hundreds of tons. The greater portion of the
Parish Church of Cruden, in the end of the last
century, was built out of it. Inspeaking or writing
of the farm, people usually abbreviate the name
into “ Alteines” or into “ Alteine,” as is usually
done with Old Aberdeen, calling both of the places
simply Alteine or Aulton: and confusion has some-
times been the result. A striking instance of this
confusion occurred a score of years ago in a civil
case regarding heirship, tried at a Circuit Court
before a Justiciary Judge and Jury in Aberdeen,
at which I was a spectator. The point was to find
the nearest of kin. On the part of the pursuers,
there was produced a letter, on which they founded
as a proof of their consanguinity, and in which they
were borne out by oral testimony. And the letter,
if genuine and authentic, was conclusive. The
letter, assumed to be written to the claimant or
claimant’s progenitor, by the intestate deceased,
when in early life he was setting out to make his
fortune in the world, after having embarked in a
ship from Aberdeen. The deceased in it gave an
account to his near relative of his sailing from the
port, then of his shipwreck next day, north of
Aberdeen, in a bay and upon sands called the
Aulton. He also stated that, after the shipwreck,
when he landed on the beach, he went up to the
Aulton and slept and resided there, and after two
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days he started on his way to Aberdeen, which it
took him a part of two days to reach. Here it
was supposed were a manifest absurdity, and clear
internal evidence of a concocted lying story from
beginning to end, written by some one. For if the
deceased, a young, strong, healthy, lad, could walk
a mile between the beach and the Aulton, without
remark as to time after the shipwreck, and before
sleeping and resting, surely he could not have re-
quired more time to perform a like journey as to
distance between the Aulton of Aberdeen and the
Royal Burgh Town of Aberdeen itself, which also
are no more than a mile asunder. Besides it was
proved to the court that there had been no wrecks
that year below the Aulton of Aberdeen, corres-
ponding to the representation. But an aged re-
spectable farmer, not far distant from the Bay of
Cruden, whom I a little afterwards encountered,
upon reading the jury accounts in the newspapers,
exclaimed, “ They are all wrong, they are all mis-
taken, judge, jury, and lawyers. They are misled
by the same name Aulton being given to more
places than one. The letter spake nothing but the
truth. It wason the sandsin the bay below Aulton
o Ardendraught, five and twenty miles from
Aberdeen, and from the bay below the Aulton o'
Aberdeen, that the shipwreck took place; and I
remember well about it.”
Leaving these points in the meantime, I may re-
mark that there are some other most important
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Druidical remains connected with them. But the
consideration of these we shall defer at present, for
various reasons. We shall, however, in the end,
and in a distinct branch, bring them forward.

The word Zeine, which appears in Altein-e Aber-
deen, appears in such words as Dumbarfen, where
in ignorance it is also converted into fown. Dun
“ The mount or fortress,” dair,” the genitive of &ar,
“the top,” or rather its compound darra, “a court
of justice,” Zeine “of fire” Dun-bair-teine, “ The
mount with the top of fire,” or rather Dun-barva-
teine, “The mount of fire, having the court of jus-
tice.”

Liston, the name of a parish and estates near
Edinburgh, is -derived similarly to Leyton and
Alton. Liston does not come, however, like Ley-
ton from Zia-teine, “ A Stone of Fire,” but from
Ltas-teine, mas., “ A Fire-brand,” because the fire-
brands were lighted there, which were given or sold
by the Druids annually to the people. But, when
Liston is employed to mean the name of a place,
it requires such a word as 4/, “ A Stone,” to be
prefixed, as in Al-teine, “ The Stone of Fire.”
Therefore, we have AlLlas-teine, “ The Stone of
Firebrands,” contracted into 4/-Ziaston, and cor-
rupted by ignorant affectation into Old Liston.

"The Stone of the Firebrands, 