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PREFACE TO THE THIRD EDITION.

I~ the autumn of last year my father was gratified at
hearing from his publishers, that another edition of this
book was required to meet the demands of the public.
This information reached him at a time when he could
not possibly devote that attention to its careful revi-
sion which he considered necessary. Consequently, he
requested me to undertake this duty for him.

It has been a pleasant labour for me to supervise
these pages, as they have been passing through the
press. Not only has it revived my knowledge of the
religion of ancient Britain; but it has also re-awakened
the pleasurable recollections and the interest which I
felt twenty-one years ago when I read the proofs of the
first edition. I have renewed my acquaintance with the
sages, patriots, and heroes of ““the days of old,” who
have brought back to my mind scenes totally unlike
those of the present day. Generation after generation

"have passed in review before meé on-the great highway

of time, among some of whom the light of Christianity
shone brightly, whilst amopg-others §f them it has waned
until it has well-nigh vanished; o* has been compara-
tively eclipsed by thick-gathering errors. My convictions
of the true and right have been strengthened, and my
faith has been confirmed ; as I have again traced the
influence of those baneful and pernicious doctrines
which have impeded, and of those vital truths which
have promoted, the Gospel life of our land.
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This edition has received the benefit of some important
information, which has been the result of my father’s
recent investigations into Phenician navigation and
commerce, and which he has published in a small
volume, entitled ¢ The Cassiterides.” With this excep-
tion, I have confined my attention mainly to verbal
corrections. I have not scrupled to omit, or to add, a
few words where I have thought perspicuity required it;
and, whenever I have had any doubt about the exact
meaning intended by my father, I have consulted him :
all the alterations I have made have received his consent
and approval. I have prefixed to the text a compendious
analytical summary of the contents of each chapter, and
have considerably enlarged the Index, which, I trust,
will increase the usefulness of this volume.

Great as is the intcrval of time which separates us
from the Ancient British and Anglo-Saxon Churches,
the fallacies and mischievous absurdities which retarded
their progress are not yet extinct. These cardinal evils
are even now rife and rampant around us. It is, therefore,
hoped that the lessons of this history will do somewhat
to correct the fatal delusions of that church which is so
Catholic as to be the willing heir both of Judaism and
Paganism. Vain philosophy and anile traditions are
fetters upon the Gospel. Every adjunct to the simpli-
city and purity of its truths crushes its vitality, clogs its
strength, and hampers its action. For these tangible
and fearful evils with which pure Christianity is still
assailed, Providence, by its past government, directs us
to practical remedies.

THE EDITOR.

R¢DBROOK, CAMBORNE,
March 27th, 1865.




PREFACE TO THE FIRST EDITION.

WarLe the author of the following pages has had for
many years a strong bias for the study of history, and a
great partiality for antiquarian researches, he has at the
same time been deeply impressed with the paramount
importance of scriptural truth. This disposition led
him to turn his attention to the religious condition of
ancient Britain, and now induces him to present to the
public the result of his labours. Many of the works
which have come under his notice contain much im-
portant information; but he has not found any single
volume which, in Lis judgment, was calculated to afford
a just and complete view of the religion of our country
in ancient times.

Numerous writers on this subject have been satisfied
with a very brief and meagre notice of important
events; while others, in detailing the peculiarities of
the different religious systems which have successively
prevailed, have evinced an almost entire disregard of
the great principles of Divine truth, or have spoken of
religion as entirely identified with the political and
external condition of the church as a corporate body.
When correct views have been entertained on this
point, they have mostly been buried in large and
expensive works. A small volume, therefore, affording,
within a convenient compass, and at a reasonable price,
a connected religious history of Britain in the early
ages, was thought a desideratum, especially at a time
when many professors of Christianity manifest a strong
disposition to fall back upon the authority of the
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ancient times for the countenance and support of many
opinions and practices not taught in the Holy
Scriptures.

It must, therefore, be considered important to inves-
tigate in a candid and Christian spirit the introduction
of Christianity into this country, its progress, and its
decline into superstition. The author does not suppose
that the present effort will fully meet the case; but
amidst numerous other avocations he has done what he
could. He has particularly felt the inconvenience of the
great distance at which he is placed from all large and
valuable public libraries.'

It has been the writer’s earnest endeavour to treat
the whole subject in a decidedly religious temper of
mind. One of his most valued friends, to whom the
manuscript was submitted, suggested that this course
was likely, in certain quarters, to make the work
unpopular. It may be so; although the author is
unwilling to believe that this cause will operate dis-
advantageously to any very considerable extent. He
has, however, mede his choice, and is prepared for the
result. But though he has endeavoured to maintain
throughout the work a distinct recognition of scriptural
Christianity in its pure and vital character, he has the
fullest confidence in declaring that the views which it
exhibits are not sectarian. His design has been to
assert scriptural truth, and not to give pain or offence
to any serious mind. He has attempted correctly to
delineate the early history of our own country, and
especially of its religion; and not to exaggerate or
extenuate, for the gratification and confirmation of
party prejudices.

It only remains to add, that although, in the prose- -
cution of his object, the author has freely availed him-
self of the labours of preceding writers, he has, to the
best of his knowledge, avoided relying on any but those
of acknowledged authority. The volume is now sub-
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mitted to the public, with some anxiety, yet with an
earnest hope that it may be found capable of communi-
cating to many readers some additional information
on the religious condition of our own country in the
early stages of its history.
TrevU, CAMBORNE,
March 26th, 1844.

THE author, while engaged in various pursuits, was
agreeably surprised by a demand for a second edition of
this volume. He has endeavoured to respond to this
call, in a manner which he trusts will be appreciated
by the public. The whole subject has been carefully
revised ; some important additions have been made ;
and he hopes the whole is rendered more deserving of
the kindness with which the first edition was received.

Trevu, CAMBORNE,
July 30th, 1846.
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THE HISTORY

or THE

RELIGION OF ANCIENT BRITAIN.

CHAPTER 1.

THE ANCIENT BRITONS.

To obtain a clear knowledge and a correct estimate of the
religion of the ancient Britons is very difficult. It will greatly
facilitate our apprehension of this subject if we first become
acquainted with the chief events which contributed to mould
their national character. Their origin and early political
state are closely interwoven with legends and traditions.
Notwithstanding that all the old documents which refer to these
circumstances have been patiently studied by many learned
and eminent scholars, who have supplied us with numerous
volumes as the result of their researches, the facts of these
records still remain shrouded in great obscurity. The inves-
tigation of ancient history, like the prospect of an extensive
landscape, always exhibits extremely remote objects, which
are really perceived, but which cannot be correctly defined.
Mystery hangs over what is afar off in time as well as in
space. Standing upon the summit of a lofty hill, and look-
ing at a wide range of scenery, we clearly discern its near
and contiguous features, and can easily judge of their several
forms, qualities, and relations; as the objects fall into the
background, they become more and more confused in appear-
ance, and, although all of them are sufficiently visible to
evidence their existence and locality, yet they are so vagueiy

B



2 CHAPTER 1.

observed that it is impossible strictly to mark their outlines ;
while, stretching onward to the horizon, hill and dale,.field
and forest, lose their distinctive aspect and colour in a misty,
atmospheric haze, and are so seen that we cannot exactly
tell what they are. So it is in history. We can survey the
progress of nations, and can, confident of success, pursue our
examination back as far as the light of full and accurate
annals will illuminate the past ages; but there is a distance
beyond which this light fails, and gradually fades away into
the dim glimmer of myth and fable, which baffles the
most critical, experienced, and penetrating vision. Absolute
certainty cannot be expected concerning these remote eras:
we must rest satisfied with a greater or lesser degree of
probability.

This uncertainty respecting the origin of nations has occa-
sioned some students to turn in disgust from all such inquiries,
and to pronounce them unworthy of notice. Baut there are
many and strong reasons to justify a different conclusion.
In addition to others, it may fairly be urged, that no ancient
nation with which we are acquainted presents us with any
definite point at which authentic history ceases to teach, and
beyond which there is no guide but tradition. The case we
have before us is of this kind. If we take the invasion of
Britain by the Romans, under Julius Ceesar, as a period from
which we have an authentic history of this island, it will
soon be found that, subsequently to that event, much un-
certainty hangs over many important particulars ; while it is
equally clear, that, although we possess some correct informa-
tion respecting the inhabitants of this country at that date,
the further backward we recede, the more does this uncer-
tainty increase, until we reach a time when it entirely prevails.
It will, however, be evident, that some attention must be
given to the history and character of the early inhabitants of
Britain, before we can form a correct idea of the Roman
invasion.

Such then precisely is the case with respect to the subject
under consideration. Whatever point of time is selected
for the commencement of our inquiry into the religion of
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this country, inconvenience will always result from our igno-
rance of the people in preceding periods ; unless we refer, as
far back as our slender means of information will allow, to
the earliest of its inhabitants, and, gradually descending the
stream of time, enlarge our observation, and perfect our know-
ledge in the clearer light of authentic annals.

Julius Ceesar informs us, that, when he landed in this
country, there were at least two different races of people
living on the icland. * The ioland parts of Britain,” he says,
“are inhabited by those whom fame reports to have been
natives of the soil. The sea-coast is peopled with Belgians,
These last, passing over from different parts, and settling in
the country, still retain the names of the different states
from which they are descended.” * This information,
coming to us from a person who possessed ample means of
knowledge, is worthy of great attention. We also find,
that in earlier times the Greeks had some knowledge of the
island ; and it is believed that they carried on a considerable
trade with its inbabitants, This commercial intercourse is.
fixed by various authors at a period extending from B.c.
500 to B.c. 200. At a time yet more remote, the Pheni-
cian inhabitants of Tyre, we are informed, visited the western
parts of Britain, and purchased of the inhabitants tin, and
other productions of the soil. The commencement of this
traffic is supposed to have been in a year ranging between
B.C. 1200 and B.c. 600. With the exception of the differ-
ence of opinion as to the point of time, these events are
considered to be well authenticated. . Within the period
allotted for Phenician intercourse, an ancient account states
that Britain was visited by the immediate descendants of the
Trojan heroes, who, having united together after the fall of
that city, came to this country and settled. Yet those narra-
tives do not profess to account for the origin of the firat
inhabitants of the island. But we have some remains pre-
served amongst the descendants of that people of whom
Ceesar speaks as “ natives of the so0il,” which pretend to
afford this information, stating a variety of particulars re-
‘ * De Bello Gallico, lib, v., cap. 12.

B2



4 CHAPTER I.

specting the chief and his followers who first occupied the
country.

These allusions to the first inhabitants of Britain are found
in the Welsh language. They profess to be the substance of
traditions handed down from the $imes of the Druids, and
have been preserved amongst the descendants of the ancient
Britons in the form of Triads,*—a mode of composition by
which three events, that appear to have some analogy to each
other, are arranged together. The following are selected, as
bearing immediately on the subject under consideration :—

*“IV. There are three pillars of the nation of the Isle of
Britain. The first was Hu the Mighty, who brought the

* We are aware that some writers altogether reject the authority of those
Welsh remains. Their anthenticity has, however, been investigated by
several eminent scholars, among whom we notice the following :—

Sharon Turner says: “ The historical Triads have been obviously put
together at very different periods. Some appear to be very ancient. Some
allude to circumstances about the first population and early history of the
island, of which every other memorial has perished. The Triads were men-
tioned by Camden with respect. Mr. Vaughan, the antiguary ot Hergest,
refers them to the seventh century. Some may be records ot more ancient
traditions, and some may be of more recent date. 1 think them the most
curious, on the whole, of all the Welsh remains.”—* Vindication,” p. 587.

Llwyd states, that there are two Mss. of these historical Triads ; one in the
Red Book of Hergest, imperfectly written on parchment in the fourteenth
century. 1t consists of two chapters.

The Rev. Edward Davies observes: “We find among the oldest Welsh
uss. many historical notices upon the model of the Druidical Triads, and
purporting to be the remains of Druidical ages. Their contents furnish, in
my opinion, strong evidence of their authenticity. I cannot account for
them at all upon other grounds. Many collectious of these Triads are
preserved at this day, in old copies upon vellem.”—Davies’s * Celtic
Researches,” p. 162.

The editors of the Welsh Archeology say: ““ The Triads may be con-
sidered amongst the most valuable and curious productions preserved in the
Welsh language; and they contain a great number of memorials of the
remarkable events which took place among the ancient Britons. Unfortu-
nately, however, they are entirely deficient with respect to dates; and, con-
sidered singly, they are not well adapted to preserve the connexion of history.
Y:t a collection of Triads combined together, as these are, condense more
in‘ormation into a small compass than is to be accomplished, perhaps, by any
other method ; and, consequently, such a mode of composition is superior to
all others for the formation of a system of tradition.”
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vation of the Kymry first to the Isle of Britain; and they
came from the summer country, which is called Defrobani ; ”*
(that is, where Constantinople now stands;*) ¢ and they
came over the Hazy Sea to the Isle of Britain, and to Armo-
rica, where they settled. The second was Prydain, the son
of Aedd the Great, who first organized a social state and
sovereignty in Britain ; for, before that time, there was no
justice but what was done by favour, nor any law except that
of superior force. The third was Dyvwall Moelmud ; for he
first made arrangements respecting the laws, maxims, cus-
toms, and privileges of the country and tribe. And on
account of these reasons they were called the three pillars of
the nation of the Kymry.

V. There were three social tribes of the Isle of Britain.
The first was the tribe of the Kymry, who came to the Isle
of Britain with Hu the Mighty, because he would not possess
a country and land by fighting and pursuit, but by justice
and tranquillity. The second was the tribe of Lloegrians,
who came from Gascony; and they were descended from
the primitive tribe of the Kymry. The third were the
Brython,} who came from Armorica, and who were descended
from the primitive tribe of the Kymry. These were called
the three peaceful tribes, because they came by mutual con-
sent and tranquillity ; and these tribes were descended from
the primitive tribe of the Kymry, and they had all three the
same language and speech.

V1. There were three refuge-seeking tribes that came to

* “The words included within crotchets do not belong to the original
Triad, but are the comment of some antiquarian of the twelfth century,
when, it is very probable, many documents, no longer extant, containing a
fuller account, justified the insertion of that clause, for better understanding
the Triad.”—JaMEs’s “ Patriarchal Religion of Britain,” p. 14. 8vo.
London, 1836. The Rev. Thomas Wood observes, that Defrobani is rendered
““ more correctly Dyfynbanz, or Dyfyn-albans, that is, the deep vales or
glens of Albania, a country between the Euxine and Caspian Seas.”—* Parish
Church,” p. 4.

+ “The ancient name of the Loire was Liger. Did the Lloeg'rwys give
their name to that river, or did they take their name from the river ? *

1 “ Brython, a term implying, ¢ Persons of warlike habits.’ ’—PROBERT’S
* Ancient Laws of Cambria,” p. 875. London, 1823.
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the Isle of Britain ; and they eame under the peace and per-
mission of the tribe of the Kymry, without arms and without
opposition. The first was the tribe of the Caledonians in
the north. - The second was the Irish tribe, who dwell in the
Highlands of Scotland. The third were the people of Gale-
din, who, when their country was drowned, came in naked
vessels to the Isle of Wight, where they had land granted
them by the tribe of the Kymry. They had no privilege of
claim in the Isle of Britain, but they had land and protec-
‘tion aesigned to them under certain limitations ; and it was
stipulated that they.should not possess the rank of native
" Kymry, until the ninth of their lineal descendants.”

If we could implicitly rely on this information, it would
afford a clear and satisfactory account of the original occupa-
tion of this island. But these Triads, although entitled to
great attention, are not history. They can only be regarded
as traditions delivered (perhaps orally) at a very early age,
afterwards committed to writing by the Bards, and thus
preserved to our day. In the lapse of ages, errors and cor-
ruptions may have crept into these compositions ; additions
may have been made to them; and it is certain that many
Triads, formerly known, have perished. Yet, even in their
imperfect state, they give us much intelligence respecting the
aborigines of Britain ; and it is worthy of remark, that, were
they suppressed, we should be utterly destitute of light on
this interesting subject.

As it is not our intention to enter into a lengthened
examination of these ancient remains, we will add two or
three other Triads for the purpose of showing, that they
bear internal evidence of great antiquity; and then collect
what appears to be the amount of information which we
possess respecting the firat inhabitants of our country.

“XIII, There were three awful events in the Isle of
Britain. The first was the bursting of the Lake of Floods,
and the rushing of an inundation over all the lands, until
all persons were destroyed, except Dwyvan and Dwyvack,
who escaped in an open vessel ; and from them the Isle of
Britain was re-peopled,” &c.
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“XCVIL. The three primary and extraordinary works of
the Isle of Britain : The ship of Nwydd Nav Neivion, which
brought in it a male and female of all living things, when
the Lake of Floods burst forth; the large horned oxen of
Hu the Mighty, thet drew the crocodile from the lake of the
land, so that the lake did not burst forth any more ; and the
stone of Gwyddon Ganhebon, upon which all the arts and
sciences in the world are engraven.”

“XCIL. The three inventors of song and record of the
Kymry nation : Gwyddon Ganhebon, who was the first in
the world that composed vocal song; Hu the Mighty, who
first applied vocal song to strengthen memory and record ;
and Tydain, the father of poetic genius, who first conferred
art on poetic song, and made it the medium of record.
From what was done by these three men, originated Bards
and Bardism ; and the privilege and institutes of these things
were organized by the three primary Bards, Plennydd,
Alawn, and Gwron.”

The thirteenth Triad, just quoted, evidently refers to the
general deluge ; and the circumstance, that this awful event
is supposed to have taken place in Britain, serves to prove the
extreme antiquity of the tradition ; while the account given
of the building of the ship, the entire destruction of all the
creatures who were not admitted into it, the preservation
of a male and female of all living things ; the allusion, even
at that time, to a stone being saved which had the arts and
sciences engraven on it, and the celebration of the author of
this knowledge, as living prior to the hero of Britain, Hu
the Mighty :—all this bears such striking similarity to the tra-
ditions preserved among the most ancient nations in the east-
ern part of the world, that we cannot conceive the possibility
of its having been invented in any period of the dark ages :
it therefore strengthens our confidence in the general teach-
ing of the Triads.

Another point of importance is, that the person who is
celebrated as having first led his tribe into Britain, which
was before- that time uninhabited, is also said to have been
the patriarch who was preserved at the deluge. This pre-
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cisely accords with the traditions of the most important
primitive nations. Thus we find the Phenicians tracing
their ancestry upwards to the first man ; the Persians iden-
tifying their Mahabad both with Adam and Noah ; the Chal-
deans recording ten generations of kings before the Deluge ;
the Indians connecting the origin of their nation with the
original pair; and the Egyptians extending their kingdom
into antediluvian times. Now it will be immediately seen,
that such traditions, wherever they exist, always go to prove
that the nation holding them was peopled by a branch of
Noah’s family sooun after the dispersion from Shinar; or that
the first inhabitants of such countries, however long they
might have wandered on their way, had never obtained a set-
tled location in any other country.

If, for instance, Hu Gadarn and his company had been a
part of the surplas population of Gaul or Germany, whose
ancestors had -lived for ages in either of those places, and
who had journeyed thence into Britain; how could the
leader in such an enterprise have been associated with the
patriarch of the ark? How could their newly-acquired
home have been regarded as the principal scene of the
deluge? Would not all their recollections and traditions
refer to the parent country from whence they had so recently
come? But in a case like that of Egypt, when Misraim, the
grandson of Ham, as the patriarch of his tribe, leaves Shinar,
and journeys with them to their destined territory, nothing
appears more reasonable than that the posterity of such per-
sons should, in process of time, associate all their knowledge
of the history of the first ages with the character and person
of their first leader and sovereign, by whom they stood
directly related to the primitive family.* Such would also

* The several particulars in which the Triads exhibit the prominent cir-
cumstances connected with the patriarch of the ark, and thus identify Hu
the Mighty with Noah, are shown by Mr. Davies in the following form :—

“1. He lived in the time of the flood ; aud,

‘2. With his oxen, he performed some achievements which prevented &
repetition of that calamity.—Triad xc.

8. He first collected together, or carried, the primitive race; and,

“4. Formed them into communities or families,—Triad lvii.



THE EARLIEST SETTLERS IN BRITAIN. 9

be the case, when several generations intervened between the
second father of the world and the leader of a colony, pro-
vided his followers acquired no settled residence before they
reached their ultimate destination.

As far, therefore, as we can depend upon those British
traditions, they would lead us to believe, that the first set-
tlers here were a branch of the family of Japheth, who, after
journeying across the continent of Europe, finally settled in
this island. This conjecture is of great antiquity. Theo-
philus, who was bishop of Antioch in the year 160, says,
that ‘“ Asiatic emigrants arrived in Britain soon after the
dispersion from Babel.”

Vain would it be to speculate on the exact time when this
colonization was effected. The early history of Earope
affords abundant evidence that it was traversed in very remote
times by nomadic hordes, who journeyed from place to place,
supporting themselves by pasturage and hunting, occasion-
ally staying in one locality long enough to obtaip a harvest
from the soil cf sowe fertile district, which would then be
abandoned, and another journey commeunced. In this career,
different families would break off in succession from the
parent stock, and take up their settled residence in the
several countries through which they passed.

In this manner, there is reason to believe, the great family
of the Kymry, Kymbri, or Kymerians, as they have been

5. He first gave traditional laws for the regulation and government of
society.—Triad xeii.

“6. He was eminently distinguished for his regard to justice, equity, and
peace.—Triad v.

“7. He conducted the several families of the first race to their respective
settlements in the various regions.—Triad iv.

‘8. But he had instructed this race in the art of husbandry, previous to
their separation.—Triad lvi.

“All the primitive natious give an account somewhat similar of the
destruction of the old world by water, and of the preservation of a single
family in a boat or ark. Yet all of them make the boat to rest npon some
mountain, or on the bank of some river or lake, in their own territories,
where some distinguished personages amongst their own ancestors are put
toland. A Aistory thus circumstanced could not have been borrowed from
strangers; the nations must have derived it in a direct line from their
common parents.”—** Celtic Researches,” pp. 164, 165.

B
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variously called, journeyed from the Thracian Bosphorus.
Having roamed over Europe, and arrived at the coast washed
by the German Ocean, one of their tribes, desirous of taking
up a settled abode, and indisposed to be subject to those
aggressions which numerous and powerful bodies were likely
to make on small and peaceable settlements, crossed the sea,
and took up their residence in this island. As we have
already observed, the precise date of these events cannot
now be ascertained. We know that the Kymri were in
Europe in the time of Homer; but it is not known whether
he alludes to the principal body, or to a tribe who remained
bebind them in the eastern part of Europe.

We are aware that the Triads may appear a flimsy found-
ation for any opinions on this subject. But it should be
remembered, that our knowledge of the early history even of
Greece and Rome rests on accounts which are so involved in
fable, that it has heen found utterly impossible to separste
the matters of fact from the creations of fancy; and yet a
perusal of these is a necessary introduction to an intimate
acquaintance with the origin of those celebrated nations.
Whatever opinion therefore may be formed of the Welsh
records, it may be safely asserted, that the general scope of
their teaching is consistent with itself, and harmonizes with
the early traditions of almost every other ancient people.

It is beyond our province to follow the speculations in
which the learned have indulged respecting the particular
branch of the family of Japheth, from whom our ancestors
descended : it will be sufficient to have shown their probable
origin, and to add, that, according to the authorities which
we have cited, the original colony was followed by two
others. These were all members of the great Kymry family.
Afterwards, we are told, three other parties came; and, by
the consent of the original proprietors of the island, had
portions of land assigned to them, under certain limitations.
The terms which the Triads state are remarkable for their
wisdom and simplicity : It was stipulated, that they should
not possess the rank of native Kymry till the ninth of their
lineal descendants.”” Thus they had a conatant motive to
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good order and obedience to the laws,—a motive which
acquired increasing influence with each succeeding genera-
tion, until they merged into the great body of the nation.

The following reasoning and facts have been given, for the
purpose of showing that the ancient Britons were descended
from Ashkenaz, the son of Gomer, the son of Japheth :—

“ Herodotus, who has been justly termed the Father of
History, because one of the oldest and best historians uncon-
nected with the Bible, and who flourished about 450 =.c.,
has given some account of all the nations that were then
known. He eays, that the most remote inhabitants of the
west of Europe were the Kynetse. His words are these:
‘ Commencing with the Celtee, who, except the Kynetee, are
the most remote inhabitants in the west of Europe.’” The
Celtee were the ancient Gauls who inbabited the country
that skirted the German Ocean, now called France, the
Netherlands, &c. Beyond these, to the west, were no
countries except Britain and Ireland. Consequently, the
Kynetee,* whom Herodotus places to the west of the Celte,
must have been the inhabitants of the British Isles. The
name was anciently acknowledged by the aboriginal Britons.

¢ Aneurin, a British bard of the sixth century, in the .
conclusion of his Gododin, distributes the aborigines of the
British Isles into three distinct tribes or colonies, according
to the order in which they had arrived ; namely, the Cynt,
(pronounced Kynt,) a Gwyddie, a Phydin : © the Kynt, the
Irish, and the North Britons ;* making the Kynt, or Kynetse
of Herodotus, the first tribe that landed in Britain. Ash-
Kenaz and Kynt, or Kynetee, are likewise names so clearly
identified, ae to show that the latter were originally sprung
from the former.

“ Furthermore, Ashkenaz being the eldest son of Gomer,
who was the eldest son of Japheth, who was the eldest son of

* It is worthy of observation, that the part of Britain nearest the con.
tinent, and within sight of Gaul, which is now called Kent, always bore a
similar designation, one that is very analogous to the Kynete of Herodotus,
and the Cynt of the ancient Britons. Hence the Latins called it C‘antmn.
and the Saxons Kanti-wara-syke, or, “ Kentish-men’s country.”
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Noah, his descendants called themselves Cymry, (pronounced
Kymry,) which means, in plain English, ¢the first race.’
Hence the Greek writers, adopting their own term, called
them Kimmerioi, and the Latins, Cyméri; and Cymry is the
name by which the aborigines of Britain have uniformly
distinguished themselves, from the remotest antiquity up to
the present moment. And their own langusge, which they
have retained through all revolutions, they have invariably
called Cymriieg, which means  the language of the aborigines,’
or ¢ the language of the first race.”” *

The latter opinion appears to afford a much more proba-
ble origin of the term Kymry than that which refers to
primogeniture.

If we have been thus far right in our conjectures, the first
population of Britain must, in their character and circam-
stances, have borne some analogy to those patriarchal tribes
which in early times traversed Western Asia, and of whom
we may form an idea from the account which the holy
Scriptures give of Abraham and his descendants. They
would, therefore, be characterized by great simplicity of
manners, while they, nevertheless, possessed extensive infor-
mation. With this knowledge, however, we can easily con-
ceive the co-existence of great ignorance of the bandicraft
arts, and of the other productive causes of the comforts and
conveniences of civilized life. Their long journeying and
unsettled state of life, must have been very unfavourable to
the cultivation of the manual arts. The want of implements
and of materials would be severely felt; and therefore, on
settling in Britain, they would have to bend all their energies
to the production of the bare necessaries of life.

Having no more ample information of their progress or
condition, we now direct our attention to the fact of Pheni-
cian intercourse, and the circumstances connected with the
trade which it produced.

The Phenicians were the inhabitants of Tyre and Sidon,
and a small landed district in the vicinity of these cities on
the eastern coast of the Mediterranean Sea. Because of

* Jauxs’s “ Patriarchal Religion of Britain,” p. 18.
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their limited territory and their peculiar genius, their princi-
pal occupations were navigation and commerce ; and such was
their success in these pursuits that their riches and power
appear to have equalled those of most of the great uations
of autiquity. As their annals have perished, we have no
means of ascertaining the precise period at which their
prosperous career commenced. Tyre is said by Hales to
have been built B.c. 2267.* It was founded by a colony
from Sidon. This parent city, named after the eldest son
of Canaan, arose in an age so remote that no existing record
or tradition refers to it. Joshua, A.M. 1602, called it the
¢ great Sidon.” (Joshua xi. 8; xix. 28.) In the days of
Homer, the commercial and manufacturing skill of this
people had become widely celebrated. He speaks of their
embroidered female dresses, and silver cups curiously wrought;
and says, that the Sidonians * were skilled in many arts.”t
The prophet Ezekiel, B.c. 595, gives a particular description
of the riches and extent of Tyrian commerce; and clearly -
exhibits such an extended intercourse with foreign nations,
as could only have arisen from a long-continued course of
commercial enterprise. (Ezek. xxvii., xxviii.) And, as a
further proof that the Phenicians had, about this time,
attained their utmost skill in navigation, Herodotus informs
us,} that, just before this period, (B.c. 600,) Pharaoh Necho,
king of Egypt, sent a Phenician fleet to circumnavigate
Africa. He says, “The Phenicians embarked in the Ery-
threan (Red) Sea, sailed into the Southern Ocean, and, when
autumn was come, went ashore on that part of the coast of
Africa which they had reached, and sowed corn. Having
waited till the harvest, and having obtained supplies of
provisions, they again put to sea. After thus navigating for
two years, in the third they arrived at the Pillars of Hercules,”
(the Straits of Gibraltar,) ‘“and returned safely to Egypt. -
They stated on their return, that they had sailed entirely

* HaLEs’s * Aualysis of Chronology,” vol. i., p. 444. Second Edition.
8vo. London, 1830.

+ Iliad. lib. vi., 289 ; xxiii,, 748 ; Odyss., xv., 116-118.

t Melpomene, cap. xlii.
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round Africa, and had the sun on their right hand. This
Jact appears to me incredible ; but it may not to another.
It was in this manner that Africa was known for the first
time.”

It will be seen, that the striking fact which the bistorian
could not believe attests the truth of the entire account.
Another important service is rendered by this extract: it
clearly shows that while the Phenicians were able to accom-
plish voyages which even now are considered of high import-
ance, the wisest of the Greeks were but children in geo-
graphical knowledge. Herodotus himself could not believe
that the sun would be seen on the right hand in peassing
round the southern point of Africa.

If this estimate of the proficiency of the Phenicians in
navigation appears improbable, it should be remembered that
the learned Fuller asserts, they were well acquainted with
the use of the magnet, the knowledge of which they endea-
voured by all possible means to conceal from others; and
that Homer, speaking of the skill and success with which
naval enterprises were conducted about the era of the Trojan
war, seems to intimate that certain mariners possessed some
mysterious power or occult knowledge, of which the world in
general was utterly ignorant :—

“ So shalt thou instant reach the realm assign’d,
Tn wondrous ships, self-moved, instinet with mind ;
No helm secures their course, o pilot guides;
Like ma, intelligent, they plough the tides,
Conscious of every coast and every bay,
That lies beneath the sun’s all-seeing ray :
Though clouds and darkness veil the’ encamber’d sky,
Fearless through darkness and through clouds they fly :
Though tempests rage, though rolls the swelling main,
The seas may roll, the tempests rage in vain.
Even the stern god that o’er the waves presides,
Safe as they pass, aud safe repass, the tides,
With fury burns; while, careless, they convey, .
Promiscuous, every guest to every bay.”

Odyss., lib. viii.

From these statements it will appear, that the great era of

Phenician navigation and commerce extended from B.c. 1600
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to B.c. 500. We have therefore to inquire in what portion
of this time they carried on a trade with Britain. Some
light may be cast on this question by considering, that the
articles which were exported from this island, and for which
it was celebrated in all antiquity, were tin and lead. Now,
if it be true, that those articles were obtained only from
Britain and Spain to supply Western Asia, as well as Greece
and Egypt, it will follow, that those places must have been
explored at a very early period. For Moses speaks of tin
and lead as being found among the spoils of the Midianites
B.C. 1450 ; and Homer also alludes to these metals. Yet
the opinion, that those metals were only procured from the
west of Europe, is countenanced by Pliny, who, having
referred to the use of tin during the Trojan war, states, that
it was found with lead in his day both in Portugal and
Galicia; but that the best kind was obtained in most
abundant quantities in Britain; aud adds, that the Indians,
having none of these metals, were content to barter pearls
and precious stones by way of exchange for them.* Hero-
dotus, also, who wrote five hundred years before Pliny,
states, that the tin used in Greece was procured from the
islands called the Cassiterides, with which, however, he
acknowledged that he was unacquainted. Yet, in the same
account he shows, that the Baltic had been explored for
commercial purposes; intending by the Eridanus, not the
Italian river of that name, as some have mistakenly sup-
posed, but the Rho-daune, which empties itself into the
Vistula, near Dantzic.t

But, not to rely on this circamstance, which, to say the
least, renders the early discovery of Britain by the Pheni-
cians probable, we are assured that the expedition of the
Phenician Hercules into the West was undertaken about
three hundred years before Jason sailed to Colchis, which was
at least a generation before the Trojan war. This was the
voyage ascribed to Melcarthue, who is said to have visited
the coasts of Africa, Spain, and even Britain, as far as

* PrINu Nat. Hist., lib. xxxiv., cap. 16, 17.
t+ Thalia, cap. cxv., with Larcher’s note in Beloe’s Translation.
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Thulé.* This account would place the discovery of Britain
about B.c. 1500. Yet, whatever doubts may rest on the
exact period when this voyage was performed, it is certain
that during its progress a settlement was effected at Gades
(Cadiz) in Spain, where afterward a splendid temple to the
- Tyrian Hercules was built.

The establishment of the Phenicians at Cadiz is an
unquestionable historical fact. Mr. Kenrick, who has most
elaborately investigated the subject, says, ¢ The first event in
the history of the Phenicians, to which a date can be
assigned, is the foundation of Gades, in the twelfth century
before Christ.” + But long before this, tin was known in
Greece and Western Asia. And as we can find no vestige of
information of this metal having been procured from the last,
the inevitable induction is, that Phenician commerce with
the West was carried on at a mach earlier time. It can
scarcely be supposed that an expedition of such magnitude as
that ascribed to Melcarthus could have been made into coun-
tries with which the Phenicians were entirely unacquainted,
It is probable, therefore, that occasional voyages had been
made into the Atlantic Ocean, and that sufficient information
of the resources of Western Europe had been procured to
lead to the expedition of which Diodorus speaks as one of the
labours of Hercules, but which certainly was the work of the
Phenician hero Melcarthus.}

Bat although Diodorus, misled by the name, and following
the fashion of his day of attributing every great work to-
Grecian enterprise, confounded the Tyrian navigator with
the son of Alcmena, the two persons were essentially differ-
ent in all the prominent features of their character. Unlike
the warlike hero ‘of this name, so conspicuous in the
Mythologies of Greece and Rome, the Tyrisn Hercules was
celebrated and adored for his exploits in navigation and
commerce. He was also called Melcarthus, or Melicertes,

* M. Huer's “History of the Commerce and Navigation of the
Ancients,” chap. x.

+ KEnBIck’s “ Phenicia,” p. 124.

1 See my * Cassiterides,” pp. 98-108.
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that is, ““ King of the City ;”” and is considered the most
ancient of those to whom important discoveries in the art of
navigation and commerce have been ascribed. His name of
Hercules is derived from the Phenician word Aarokel, which
signifies ““a merchant.”” He gained for himself a never-
dying reputation by the success of his maritime enterprises.

In order, however, to form any idea of the extent of these
in the Western Ocean, it is necessary that we follow the
principal points of this legend, as far as we can find them
supported by real historical evidence or existing facts, in
order to perceive the strong probability, not to say certainty,
of Britain having become known to the Phenicians at this
period, if not before.

The first point in Western Europe to which the Phenician
expedition appears to have been directed was Gades. Here
it was opposed by three princes, sons of the king, with three
armies; but they were defeated and slain by the superior
power of the invaders. Having vanquished all his foes, and
obtained possession of the island on which Gades was after-
ward built, with as much of the country about Tartessus as
he required, Melcarthus proceeded northward.

We next find him taking possession of Cape Artabri,
where. he is said to have made a settlement, and to have
established an important location on the site of the present
Corunna. This is attested by ample evidence. We have
only to cast our eye on the map of Europe to see the import-
ance of this position to any commercial power having posses-
sion of Cadiz, and wishing to prosecute mercantile operations
in the North of Europe. Here, we are assured by ancient
authors, that altars were erected in honour of the Phenician
Hercules ; and it is an undoubted fact that here he built a
¢ pharos,” or lighthouse, for the guidance of his commercial
marine in those seas, which was dedicated to Hercules. This
old tower, having fallen into decay, was repaired or rebailt
by the Romans, who consecrated it to Mars.: Its remains
atill exist, bearing a Latin inscription confirming the tradition
that it was originally built by the Phenicians, and dedicated
to Hercules. Malte-Brun conjectures that the modern name
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of this town is derived from a corruption of the name of this
pharos. These buildings were frequently called columna, from
their resemblance to a column, which he thinks has been
changed into Corunna.*

Having secured his conquests in Spain, Diodorus tells us
that the Phenician hero proceeded further north, through
Celtica, (Gaul,) putting *““an end to the usual impieties and
murdering of strangers,” and founding a city, which he called
Alesia, on account of the length of his expedition. This
town (the modern Arras) was built on a hill, in a very strong
position, about fifty miles from the coast, and nearly midway
between Boulogne and Dieppe. Concerning this place Dio-
dorus adds, * The Celtee at this day have a great esteem and
honour for this city, as being the chief and metropolis of all
Gaul ; and ever since the time of Hercules it has remained
free, and never been taken by any to our very days; till at
length Caius Ceesar took it by storm, and so it came into
the hands of the Romans.”” + Ceesar confirms the account
of Diodorus as to the capture of this city, by informing us that
it was the scene of the last stand made by Vercingetorix
against the Romans, and that here this Gallic chief fell with
Alesia into the power of the imperial conqueror.}

But what is still more remarkable, is the fact that at
Alesia also time-honoured reports confirm the statements of
Diodorus. We are assured * that, according to tradition,
Alesia was founded by Hercules; which would imply that
the place had been originally a Phenician stronghold, for the
purposes of inland traffic.”§ This tradition is supported by
the fact that this town was supposed to be the firat place
where the art of tinning articles of metal and plating with
silver was invented,—circumstances which appear to identify
it with Phenician arts and influence. The account proceeds to
state that, after he had founded Alesia, he fought with the
giants Albion and Bergion. |

* Marre-Brun's Geography, vol. viii., p. 72.

+ Dioporus SicuLus, lib. iv., cap. 1.

t De Bello Gallico, lib. vii., cap. 78-89.

§ Ibid., lib. xvii., cap. 79, note. Bohn’s Edition.
| Bryant’s Anal, An, Mythol., vol. ii., p. 841.
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We bave thus traced the prominent particulars of this
legend, and found them confirmed by ancient traditions and
existing facts, until the Phenician expedition must have
been brought within sight of the white cliffs of Britain. And
having done this, without attaching importance to the
legendary conflict of Hercules with the giant Albion, we pre-
sume that few people will, under all these circumstances,
believe that an expedition intended for commercial discovery
would omit to investigate the resources of such a country
as Britain. Indeed, that they did so, is proved by the
fact, that for ages afterwards they were the only whole-
sale merchants of tin,—an article which was only produced
in large quantities in this island, and which, Pliny asserts,
Melicertes first brought from the Cassiterides.* The wor-
ship of this hero by the British Druids as the Tyrian Her-
cules, which will be mentioned more particularly hereafter,
is strongly confirmatory of this opinion, and is attested not
only by other evidence, but also by the discovery at Col-
chester in Essex of an altar with an inscription in Greek
characters, which, when translated, reads as follows : * The
oblation of the high priest to the Tyrian Hercules.” +

Gades was the great entrepdt through which their traffic
was carried on. From this place a regular trad® with
Britain was maintained ; and a variety of articles, both of
export and import, were bought and sold. On this point,
the testimony of Strabo is very explicit. He says:  Anciently
the Phenicians alone engrossed this market, hiding the
navigation from all others. When the Romans followed the
course of a vessel, that they might discover the situation, the
jealous pilot wilfully stranded his ship, misleading to the
same destruction those who were tracing him. Escaping
from the shipwreck, he was indemnified for his losses out of
the public treasury.”

¢ As Herodotus intimates that the Cassiterides were, with
respect to Greece, in the farthest parts of Europe; as Aris.
totle talks of Keltic tin, and Strabo describes both these

* Nat. Hist., lib. vii., cap. 56.
1 Sz WiLLiax BeTHAN’S “ The Gael and the Cimbri,” p. 96,
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islands and Britain to be opposite to the Artabri, or Gallicia
in Spain, but northward, and places them in the British cli-
mate; as in another passage he states them to be productive
of tin, obviously connecting them at the same time with the
British Islands; and, in another part, as being in the open
"sea north from the port of the Artabri of Gallicia ; the most
learned, both at home and abroad, have believed the Cassi-
terides to have been some of the British Islands.” *

This opinion is rendered extremely probable by the fact,
that while the tin of Britain was highly celebrated in ancient
times, it is not pretended that there was any other island or
tin-producing country situated near the region designated
by Strabo.

For fixing upon Cornwall and the Scilly Isles as the Cas-
siterides of the ancients, there is not only ample authority
in the preceding facts, but the following passage from Dio-
dorus Siculus, by exhibiting this trade as it continued to the
time of the Romans, appears to be decisive. He says : ¢ They
that inhabit the British Promontory of Balerium, by reason
of their converse with merchants, are more civilized and
courteous to strangers than the rest are. These are the
people that make the tin, which, with a great deal of care
and labour, they dig out of the ground; and that being
rocky, the metal is mixed with some veins of earth, out of
which they melt the metal, and then refine it. Then they
beat it into four-square pieces like to a die, and carry it to a
British Isle near at hand, called Ictis; for, at low,tide, all
being dry between them and the island, they convey over in
carts abundance of tin in the mean time. Hence the mer-
chants transport to France the tin which they buy of the
inhabitants.” +

The Phenicians, having discovered this country, purchased
of the inhabitants tin, lead, iron, corn, cattle, and hides;

* SHaroN TurNER'S Anglo-Saxon History, vol. i., pp. 62, 53.

+ Dioporus Sicurus, lib. v., cap. 2. Some writers have supposed,
that, by the Ictis of Diodorus, the Isle of Wight is meant; but it is much
more probable that St. Michael’s Mount is intended, as it is in the imme-

diate vicinity of the tin veins, and in other respects answers to his descrip-
tion; which the Isle of Wight does not.
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and furnished them with salt, pottery, and vessels of brass.
Without pretending to strict accuracy in such an obscure
point, we shall perhaps best follow the indications which the
general scope of the subject presents, by placing the com-
mencement of this intercourse about =s.c. 1500, although it
is computed by Mr. Aylett Samnes to have begun two or
three centuries later.*

But, whenever this trade began, it must have exerted a
powerful and salutary influence upon the inhabitants of this
country, especially upon those of its western peninsula. A
constant commercial intercourse with the most polished
nation of Western Asia would introduce some measure of
refinement, and some degree of cultivation, into Britain.
The extent of these, and the varied and interesting manner
of their development, cannot now be ascertained. No
Tacitus was alive to record its progress; or if at Gades or
Tyre such memorials were made, they have long since sunk
into oblivion.

Passing on from this particular,t we notice the account
which speaks of the Trojan visit to Britain. This is derived
from a work by Geoflry of Monmouth, which is said to be a
Latin translation of an old English Chronicle. It states,
that a Trojan chief, named Brutus, who was the great-
grandson of the famed Zneas, having accidentally killed his
father as he was hunting in oue of the Italian forests, and
being, in consequence, obliged to leave that country, with-
drew to Greece, where he found the descendants of those
Trojans who had been transported thither after the sacking
of Troy, in a state of bondage. He put himself at their
head, and offered to conduct them to another country; for
which they sailed along the coast of Africa, until they arrived
at the Straits of Gibraltar. Thence they kept along the
coast of Spain, winding to the north and north-east, until
they reached Gaul, where they ajtempted to settle; but,

* SAMNES’S Brilannia Antiqua Illustrata. Fol. London, 1676.

+ This subject may be further pursued by reference to WHITAKER’S
“ Manchester,” snd “ History of the Britons;” TurNER’s “ History of
the Anglo-Saxons,” vol. i.; SAMNES’S Brifannia; JaMEs’s * Patriarchal
Religion,” &e.
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being forced to quit by the powerful opposition of the natives,
they sailed across to Britain, and landed at Totness in Devon-
shire. The legend proceeds to state, that, having vanquished
the original inhabitants, Brutus divided the country among
his followers, and that from him descended a line of kings
which continued unto the time of the Saxons. It will not
be necessary to dwell on this account. The question is not,
whether the pretended history of Geoffry is to be received or
rejected ; his composition is 80 obviously fabulous, that on it
no dependence can be placed. Baut it does become a subject
of inquiry, whether Geoffry invented this tale, or whether he
did not enlarge and dramatize some traditions which he
found floating down the stream of time. The latter con-
jecture appears to be the most probable. This will be seen
from the fact, that while Geoffry wrote in the twelfth century,
the outline of this same account is found in the writings of
Nennius, who lived in the ninth.*

It is a remarkable circumstance, that the notion of the
Trojan fugitives forming numerous settlements in various
parts of Europe has been taken up and recorded by many
ancient authors. ¢ Thus Tacitus mentions an opinion of
the Germans, that Ulysses was driven into the Northern
Ocean, and built there Asciburgium ; and that an altar dedi-
cated to Ulysees, with the name of Laértes his father, was
found there. A Trojan colony is stated to have founded
Trapano in Italy. Virgil intimates, that Antenor founded
Padua. Pliny stations Dardani in Mcesia, which he extends
from the Pontus to the Danube ; and Strabo enumerates the
Dardanidee among the Illyrians. But the tradition more
immediately connecting itself with the intimations of Nen-
nius, is that noticed by Ammianus Marcellinus, that some
Trojans, flying from the Greeks, and dispersed all around,
occupied regions in Gaul, then uninhabited.” +

Taliessin, a British Bard of the sixth century, frequently
mentions Troy, and seems to allude to the same tradition.

* Sk WiLruiax BeTHAM'S “The Gael and the Cymbri,” pp. 291- 814.

8vo. Dablin, 1834.
+ TurNER’s ““ History of the Anglo-Suxons,” vol. i., p. 64.
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And Pedro de Rosas, in his History of Toledo, makes the
following statement : ‘ After the Celts, and as it were at
the same time, came certain Greeks, bound for England and
Ireland, and landed at Corunuva.” Their chieftains, accord-
ing to Florian de Campo, and Don Rodrigo Ximenes, two
other Spanish writers, were ‘“Roman consuls,” the one
called Tolemon, the other Brutus,  while the colony itself
consisted . of Greeks.”” * This striking coincidence of the
Chronicles of Spain must materially add to the credibility of
the tradition on which Geoffry has bailt his story.

We have seen already, that the Greek writers had some
knowledge of Britain : it will be important for us to notice
the period and character of their intercourse with this island.

Here, however, our means of information are very limited ;
nor need we be surprised that Greek writers have not said
more of Britain, when we find that neither Herodotas,
Xenophon, nor any other ancient Greek writer, has even
mentioned Rome, although it lay so much nearer to their
own country, and was at that time rapidly rising into great-
ness.t

About 600 B.c. a colony of Greeks, expelled from Asia by
the Persians, railed to the coast of Gaul, and founded the
city of Marseilles. Here, devoting themselves to commercial
and maritime pursuits, they created a mart for the principal
trade of the West. It appears, therefore, very probable,
that this people would soon become acquainted with the
commerce carried on with Britain, and as readily estimate
its importance.

The excessive cantion with which the Phenicians kept the
knowledge of this trade from every other nation, has been
already noticed ; and this, perhaps, accounts for the obscu-
rity and inaccuracy of some of the ancient statements
respecting the British Islands, and also for the ignorance of
the Greeks on the subject. When, howerver, they had an
important settlement so near to the Straits of Hercules, and
precisely in the line of tramsit, they must necessarily have

* Jauges's “ Patriarchal Religion of Britain,” p. 22,
+ AnpErson’s “ History of Commerce,” vol. i., p. 61.
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obtained some knowledge of it. This is rendered more pro-
bable, because the Phocean Greeks, before they left Asia,
were expert in navigation, and had made voyages to the
Adriatic, and even to the coast of Spain.*

Soon after the building of Marseilles, a Greek colony, sent
from Samos, and destined for Egypt, was driven by violent
winds down the Mediterranean, and quite through the
Straits of Gibraltar, on the coasts beyond which they formed
settlements.t+ This prompted the inhabitants of Marseilles to
explore those seas. They accordingly sent Pytheas to make
discoveries in the Atlantic Ocean. He sailed from Marseilles,
after having made an observation to determine its latitude,
which enabled Eratosthenes and Hipparchus to calculate it
with a precision which modern astronomers have found
exact.] He coasted Spain, Portugal, and the British Channel ;
and passed along the eastern coast of Britain, till he reached
the island which he has called Thulé. He is supposed to
have gone to the sixty-eighth degree of latitude.§ From the
fragments of his narrative which remain, it is evident that
Britain was a principal object of his examination. This
voyage took place about B.c. 330. And we have evidence
that, soon after this period, the Greeks visited Britain, and
carried on a trade with its inhabitants. For Polybius, a’
Greek, who flourished about B.c. 146, promised to write an
account of the British Isles, and of the mode of preparing
tin ; & promise which Strabo says he performed, although
the work is now lost. From this time down to that of
Julius Ceesar, there can be no doubt that the Greeks con-
tinued to carry on a commercial intercourse with the western
portion of this island. Hence Diodorus, in a passage already
given, speaks at large of the tin-trade; and says that the
metal was carried from Cornwall to France, then across
that country to Marseilles and Narbonne, from whence it
was trans-shipped to the East.

* Heroporvs, lib. i., cap. 163-167.

+ BoRLASE’s ““ Antiquities of Cornwall,” p. 32. Fol. Loudon, 1769.

} Turner’s “ History of the Anglo-Saxons,” vol. i., p. 60.
§ Boriask’s “ Autiquities of Cornwall,” p. 33.
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In addition to this commercial intercourse, we have express
informmation from Ceesar, that the several states on the con-
tinent opposite to Britain had sent colonies to various parts
of the eastern coast of the island. These retained their
original designation, and were, as a people, quite distinct
from the aboriginal inhabitants, who, it would appear, had
retired before those intruders to the western parts of the
country.

The small amount of knowledge which we possess on this
subject is spread over fourteen centuries: it consequently
becomes a difficult task for us to form any distinct concep-
tion of the civil and political state of the Britons. It would
seem, that at first the aborigines of the country could not
have been what we should now call *barbarians or savages.”
On the contrary, from the obvious scope of the history of the
primitive families, there is every reason for believing that
they were possessed of considerable general information.
Their earliest traditions speak of the pre-existence of letfers,
arts, and sciences ; and all the notices of the arrangements of
their policy go to prove, that their original condition was nei-
ther ignorant nor uncivilized. Did they retain and improve
this condition, or afterward degenerate into barbarism? This
can only be answered by a reference to the various inflnences
to which they were exposed, and by a careful inquiry into
the best accounts we have of their state at the time of the
Roman invasion.

We have seen that, soon after the first occupation of the
island, its value was discovered by the Phenicians, who
carried on an extensive traffic for tin and other articles.
This trade appears to have naturally passed into the hands of
their successors, the Carthaginians. It was afterwards taken
up by the Greeks, and continued in their possession down
to the times of the Romans. We must here observe, that
almost all our information relative to this period comes from
Roman writers, who could not but have motives to disparage
the people whom they intended to enalave. Yet, from their
" accounts it appears, that in the time of Ceesar an active
commercial intercourse existed between this country and the

c
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continent. Csesar, we are told, was informed that the Gauls
had derived considerable assistance from the Britons. How
could this have been rendered by rude and uncivilized hordes ?
He, when in Gaul, collected together ¢ the merchants from
all parts,” to obtain information respecting Britain ; for he
says, “ Scarcely any but merchants resort to that island.”
Yet, although Ceesar could obtain no information from those
Gallic merchants, they having discrimination enough to
perceive that it was not their interest to farther his object,
the Britons were by them instantly acquainted with his
intentions. For, we are told that, ‘ the Britons being
informed of his designs by the merchants that resorted to
their island, ambassadors from many of their states came
to Ceesar, with an offer of hostages and submission.”* Does
all this extensive and continued commercial intercourse, this
prompt reception of information and ready decision in a great
political crisis, this sending of ambassadors to a foreign
sovereign, exhibit the ancient Britons as- *the painted
savages ”’ which they are sometimes represented to. have
been? On the contrary, we should reasonably expect, that
a people, maintaining regular commercial relations with the
most powerful and most polished nations of the world, would
not only retain their original position, but make gradual
advances in the arts and sciences, as well as in civil polity :
and the account of Ceesar, when fairly considered, proves
that they had not greatly degenerated.

There were circumstances, however, which had a tendency
to counteract the operation of the beneficial influences to
which we have referred. The island was divided into many
independent states, which, perhaps, deriving their original
limitation and distinctive character from the several families
which branched from the original stock, separately partook
of the character of clans. This state of society would
evidently be unfavourable to general amelioration, as it would
tend to isolate the people, and to engender animosity, and
even intestine war. .

Another circumstance which tended to prevent the intel-

* De Bello Gallico, lib. iv., cap. 18, 19.
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lectual improvement of the ancient Britons was, the estab-
lishment of the feudal system. ¢‘These feudal tenures seem
to have been derived from a very ancient and primitive origin,
and to bhave existed co-eval with the first plantation of the
island. The commandant, or sovereign, would take posses-
sion of the lands by the privilege of occupancy. He would
then grant them out to his principal officers; assigning to
each his particular portion, and obliging them to particular
returns for it. Inferior to these, and holding from them as
lords in fee, or immediately from the crown, was the great
body of the people. And these were divided into two classes.
The former were allowed to relinquish their lands or remain
on them, at their own discretion ; were privileged to buy
and sell; and charged with services the most honourable of
the menial kind, and all most assuredly determined. The
latter were reckoned absolutely the property of the lord,
disposable to any one at his will, and saleable as a part of
his estate. And these were bound to services the most
servile and indeterminate. These were the only two ranks
of British citizens,—the nobles and the villains. All below
the latter were slaves.” * This system, by obliging the
barons to render military service to the sovereign, and placing
an important class of citizens completely at their disposal,
offered almost insuperable obstacles to the progress of civili-
zation, especially in the interior of the country.

Another and yet more important consideration is, the kind
of intellectual custe which prevailed in the order of the
Druids. Their religious doctrine and inflaence will be here-
after discussed. We now notice the effect of this institution
on the general character and intellectual improvement of the
people. Ample data are furnished us on this point by Julius
Ceesar : his account, although primarily relating to Gaul,
will, as the Druid institutions were more perfect and power-
fal in this island, be equally applicable to Britain :—

““There are only two orders of men in any degree of
honour and esteem ; for the common people are little better

* Waitaker's “ History of Manchester,” vol. i, p. 850, &c. 8vo.
London, 1773.
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than slaves, attempt nothing of themselves, and bhave no
share in the public deliberations. 'The two orders of men
with whom, as we have said, all authority and distinctions
are lodged, are the nobles and Druids. The Druids preside
in matters of religion, have the care of public and private
sacrifices, and interpret the will of the gods. They have the
direction and education of youth, by whom they are held in
great honour. In almost all controversies, whether public
or private, the decision is left to them ; and if any crime is
committed, any murder perpetrated ; if any dispute arises
touching an inheritance, or the limits of adjoining estates;
in all such cases they are the supreme judges. They decree
rewards and punishments ; and if any one refuses to submit
to their sentence, whether magistrate or private man, they
interdict him the sacrifices. This is the greatest punish-
ment that can be inflicted among the Gauls; because such
as are under this prohibition neither can have recourse to
law for justice, nor are capable of any public office. The
Druids are all under one chicf, who possesses the supreme
authority in that body. Upon his death, if any one remark-
ably excels the rest, he succeeds; but if there are several
candidates of equal merit, the atfair is determined by a pla-
rality of suffrages. Once a year they assemble at a conse-
crated place. Hither such as have any suits depending
flock from all parts, and submit implicitly to their decrees.
Their institution is supposed to come originally from Britain,
from whence it passed into Gaul; and even at this day
such as are desirous of being perfect in it travel thither for
instruction. The Druids never go to war, are exempted
from taxes and military service, and enjoy all manner of
immunities. These mighty encouragements induce multi-
tudes of their own accord to follow that profession ; and
many are sent by their parents and relations. They are
taught to repeat a great number of verses by heart, and
often spend twenty years upon this institution; for it is
deemed unlawful to commit their atatutes to writing, though
in other matters, whether public or private, they use Greek
characters, They secem to me to follow this method for two
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reasons : To hide their mysteries from the knowledge of the
valgar, and to exercise the memory of their scholars, which
would be apt to lie neglected, had they letters to trust to,
as we find is often the case. It is one of their principal
maxims, that the soul never dies, but after death passes from
. one body to another; which, they think, contributes greatly
to exalt men’s courage, by disarming death of its terrors.
They teach, likewise, many things relating to the stars and
their motions, the magnitude of the world and our earth,
the nature of things, and the power and prerogatives of the
immortal gods.” *

From this passage we see, that where snch an institution
prevailed, it must have exercised a powerful control in pre-
venting a people from sinking into barbarism. At the same
time, its tendency seems to have been still stronger in retard-
ing general intellectual cultivation. A learned caste was
equally calculated to perpetuate knowledge, and to obstruct
its universal spread.

On account of the operation of these several influences on
a people circumstanced like the ancient Britons, we should
be disposed to judge that no general description would meet
their case. The Druids, while they taught a refined and
complicated theory of religion, instructed their pupils in
astronomy, philosophy, geometry, mechanics, rhetoric, and
other polite arts. We shall very briefly adduce a few proofs
on each of these several particulars.

1. Pomponius Mela confirms the account of Ceesar, with
regard to the first particular, astronomy. He says, ¢ They
profess to have great knowledge of the motions of the
heavens and the stars;’” and the fact that some of their
religious solemnities were monthly and some annual, appears
to confirm those statements. Pliny says, ¢ They began both
their months and years, not from the change, but from the
sixth day, of the moon.” (Lib. xvi., cap. 44.) Plutarch
states, that ¢ the inhabitants of an island > (which, from its
situation, can only refer to Britain) “ kept every thirtieth

* De Bello Gallico, lib. vi., cap. 18, 14,
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year a solemn festival in honour of Saturn, when his star
enters into the sign of Taurus.”

2. In respect of the second, philosophy, Diodorus Siculus
says, “They pay the highest honour to their divines and
philosophers, who are called Druids.” (Lib. v., cap. 31.)
Strabo declares, «“ The Druids add the study of moral phi-
losophy to that of physiology.” And Ammianus Marcelli-
nus states, that * the Druids were men of a still more sub-
lime and penetrating spirit, and acquired the highestrenown by
their speculations, which were at once subtile and profound.”

3. Of their geometry Ceesar says,  When any dispute
arises about their inheritances, or any controversies about
the limits of their fields, they are entirely referred to the
decision of the Druids.”” And in proof that this was not
done on mere abstract principles, *“both Ceesar and Mela
plainly intimate that the Druids were conversant in. the most
sublime speculations of geometry, in measuring the magni-
tude of the earth, and even of the world.”

4. Their works prove that they were skilled in mechanics.
We refer to only one instance,—the erection of those huge
cromlechs and tolméns found in Cornwall and other parts of
the West of England, respecting which an eminent auti-
quary asserts : * These, with all of like structure, may with
great probability, I think, though of such stupendous
weight, be asserted to be the works of art. It is also plain
" from their works at Stonehenge, and some of their other
monumeats, that the Druids had skill enough in the mecha-
nical powers to lift vast weights.” *

5. That they were acquainted with rhetoric and other
polite arts, is proved by the following testimonies : * Accord-
ing to Diodorus, the Britons paid great regard to their ex-
hortations, not only in the affairs of peace, but even of war.
They sometimes step in between two bhostile armies, who are
standing with their swords drawn, and their spears extended,
ready to engage ; and by their eloquence, as by an irresisti-
ble enchantment, they prevent an effusion of blood. So
great are the charms of eloquence and the power of wisdom !”’

* Dz. BorraAsE’s ““ Antiquities of Coruwall,” p.175. Fol. London, 1769,
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And, in confirmation of this statement, Tacitus (in Vitd
Agricole) says: * The British chieftains, before a battle, fly
from rank to rank, and address their men with animating
speeches, tending to inflame their courage, increase their
hopes, and dispel their fears.”

They must, therefore, be regarded as the depositaries of
great and extensive learning, especially if we take into con-
sideration the age in which they lived. The various kings,
with the chieftains and nobles, must also have had oppor-
tunities of instruction in the schools of the Druids; * while
the commercial and agricultural operations, which, as we
have seen, were widely extended and long continued, must
have led to the introduction of various arts, and prodaced
at least a respectable proportion of power and wealth.

Yet, this being admitted, there appears reason to believe
that the more numerous portion of the people were ignorant
and poor. Without the means of instruction, their intel-
lectual condition would rather deteriorate than improve ;
and from their almost entire dependence on the nobles, we
can scarcely suppose them to have had the means of procur-
ing more than the ordinary necessaries of life. Their con-
dition, therefore, was generally indigent ; while their obliga-
tion to assist their lord in all his petty wars was calculated
to add ferocity to the other features of their degradation.

All the information which we possess respecting the state
of the Britons at the period of the Roman invasion, con-
firms these opinions.

At this time, according to the statements both of Ceéesar
and of Diodorus, the country was fully inhabited. The
latter says, *The island is very populous;”” + and the
former, “The island is well peopled, full of houses built
after the manner of the Gauls, and abounds in cattle.” §

* These seminaries were generally in counexion with a temple. The
greatest of these, it is believed, was in the Isle of Auglesey, near the man-
sion of the Arch-Druid. Here is a place which is still ealled My/fyrion, or,
“the Place of Studies;” another, called Caer-Edris, ““ the City of Astro-
nomers;” and another, Cerrig-Bridyn, *the Astronomer’s Circle.”—

Hengy’s “ History of England,” book i., chap. 2.
+ Lib. v., cap. 2. } De Bello Gallico, hib, v., cap. 12.
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This language, it must be remembered, is employed by per-
sons well acquainted with the densely-populated countries
of Italy and Sicily, and is used by them without any
qualification. ’

It is equally clear, that at this date the British chiefs were
possessed of considerable wealth. Thus, Ceesar is said to
‘have acquired considerable booty in his two descents on the
island.” Prasutagus, the king of the Sceni, died possessed
of very great wealth. Aud to a few states in the South, and
within & few years after their first subjection, the philo-
sophical Seneca lent more than £480,000 in our money,
upon good security, and at exorbitant interest.*

The Britons were also acquainted with the useful arts.
The houses in which they dwelt, their chariots of war, as
well as a great variety of other works, prove this beyond the
possibility of doubt. We notice the latter: ¢ Their cars
were admired by the Romans, adopted by individuals for
their journeys, and introduced by the public into their races.
And we have a picture of one of them, sketched by a British
hand, and engraved on a British coin. There we see the
charioteer mounted on his carriage before us, a quiver of
arrows peeping over his left shoulder, and a spear protended
from his left hand, his feet resting upon the pole or foot-
board annexed to it, and his body leaning over the horses in
the act of accelerating their motion, And we bave the
description of another in Ossian, equally authentic, very
similar in one or two particulars, and more circumstantial,
It is the car of a British monarch, bending behind, drawn
by a pair of horses, and embossed with sparkling stones.
Its beam is of polished yew, its seat of the smoothest bone,
and the sides of it are replenished with spears.” + Persons
who could construct sach vehicles, build houses, and make
furniture, as well as all the various offensive and defensive
weapons of war, must have had no inconsiderable mechanical
knowledge and skill,

Perhaps, however, the best means to which we now harve

¢ Wmraker’s “ Manchester.” vol. ii., p. 18, t Ibid., p. 18,
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access for ascertaining the relative position that Britain
occupied in the scale of nations, is, by considering the mea-
sure of resistance it offered to the Roman arms, and the
manner in which that power estimated their successes over it.

What in this respect are the simple facts of the case?
Julius Ceesar, undoubtedly the first general and one of the
greatest men of his age, invaded Britain. He effected a
landing by the desperate energy of his soldiers, prompted
by the heroism of the standard-bearer of the tenth legion.
Yet, after staying a few days on the island, he judged it
prudent to quit it suddenly at midnight, assigning as the
reason—the approach of the autumnal equinox ; as if he
was ignorant of this, when he sailed from Gaul! On this
scene Dio Cassius observes: * He obtained from it nothing
either for himeelf or his country, but the glory of having
fought in it : and as he stated this very strongly, the people
of Rome wondered, and extolled him.” His next attempt
was made with a formidable army, conmsisting of thirty
thousand of the finest troops in the world, under the ablest
officers, and trained in the best poesible manner. Yet,
although the Britons were defeated in every regular engage-
ment, they evinced in their defensive warfare considerable
courage and skill ; their fortification of the Thames by stakes
remained for many centuries 2 monument of their knowledge
of mechanical power; and the result of this dangerous and
expensive invasion was, that Ceesar availed himself of the
first overture to make peace, and left the island without
building a single fort, or leaving in the country one cohort
of Roman troops.

Julius visited Britain no more. And although Augustus,
Tiberius, and Caligula had their attention repeatedly directed
to this country, and appreciated the importance of its conquest,
yet they all avoided the contest. Claudius renewed the war.
Aulue Plautius led an army into the island; and, after
several successful encounters, Claudius himself came over.
Having resided here sixteen days, during which the capital
of one of the petty kings was taken, he retired to Italy,
where a splendid triumph, with its usual appendages, cele-

ch
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brated his conquest of Britain. In this war Vespasian, the
fature emperor, greatly distinguished himself. He fought
thirty battles with the natives, took twenty towns, and was
on one occasion rescued from the most imminent danger by
the intrepidity of his son Titus. Yet, after all this, the
island was unconquered. The Britons still remained un-
daunted. Even the capture of Caractacus, which produced
so much exultation at Rome, did not deter his countrymen
from continuing their struggles. Ten years after this loss,
the Britons made a new effort to regain their independence
under the banners of a woman. But Boadicea failed of
success. Suetonius, the Roman governor, was a man equal
to the dangers of his position ; and, being invested with the
wealth, military power, and superior discipline of the Roman
legions, overcame all opposition.

But, after all this waste of treasure and of blood, Britain
was not vanquished. Nor would it have been, had not Rome
sent, in the person of Agricola, a philosopher as well as a
soldier ;. one who was capable of pointing out the advan-
tages which would result from the adoption of the superior
civilization of Rome, a8 well as of energetically wielding the
terrible power of her arms. It was this that made Britain
a Roman province. It is pleasing to contemplate the wisdom
of Agricola’s liberal mind. He assisted the Britons to build
temples, forums, and convenient habitations. He inspired
them with a love for education, and persuaded their chiefs to
study letters. The Roman dress, language, and literature,
spread among the natives. It is also remarkable, that,
almost immediately after Britain thus became a part of the
Roman empire, the Roman legions here began to support
their different commanders in their competitions for the
imperial purple, and very generally with success.

Now it is evident that if a people like the ancient Britons,
divided into numerous and rival states, could, for nearly a
century, resist the arm of Rome when in all her glory ; their
internal condition must, at least, have been one of tolerable
cultivation. They must have possessed much moral as well
as physical power.
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CHAPTER II1.
THE RELIGION OF THE BRITONS.

Wz proceed to consider the important subject, for the
illustration of which these preliminary inquiries have been
conducted, namely, THE RELIGION OF THE BRITONS.

From what has been already said, there exists a strong
probability that this religion underwent a considerable alter-
ation during the period which has been just reviewed. It
can scarcely be supposed, that the doctrines and principles
which were held by the first settlers would be preserved,
unalloyed and unaffected, through a period of twelve or
fourteen hundred years, during which the inhabitants of this
country had maintained considerable commercial intercourse
with the Phenicians, Carthaginians, Greeks, and Gaauls.
Such a supposition would be at variance with the entire
history of the ancient world. It is very probable that this
circumstance affords a key to the discrepancies which are
found in the several dccounts that are given us, by different
writers, of the religioun of the ancient Britons.

We will, therefore, in the first place, inquire into the
primitive religion of the aborigines of the country.

Had we been utterly destitute of information respecting
them, we might have reasonably supposed that the branch of
the primitive family which first occupied this island would
have brought with them the religion which had been known
in the world from the creation. This, being preserved in the
family of Noah, must have been carried, to a greater or lesser
extent, by the different tribes who left the plains of Shinar
at the period of the Dispersion, to the several localities they
were destined to inhabit.

The substance of this religion is summed up in the follow-
ing particulars: A clear and distinct knowledge of the One
true and living God, the Creator of the universe; and of



36 CHAPTER 1II.

man’s responsibility to Him in all things as his right-
ful Lord and moral Governor ; the history of man’s fall by
the temptation of the devil ; by which was established the
existence of fallen spirits, and man’s constant liability to
their assaults and temptations; the appointment of one day
in seven as a day of rest, to be kept holy, that is, to be
devoted to religious pursuits ; the divine institution of mar-
ringe ; a definite idea of good and evil, or what is meant by
* doing well, and not doing well,” and of the legitimate and
inevitable consequences of each ; a distinct apprehension of
the immortality of the soul, of & future state of existence,
and of the last judgment; and, withal, a believing expecta-
tion of the great Deliverer promised to man under the
distinguished name of  the Seed of the woman,” whose
work was at the same time defined to be ¢ bruising the
serpent’s head,” or destroying the power of Satan; and,
lastly, the offering of sacrifices at stated times, to represent
the demerit of sin, that men might be excited to repentance;
and to typify the death by which that promised Deliverer
should atone for sin, that men might constantly be reminded
of Him in whom they should trust for salvation, and exercise
faith.*

This religion, having by the appointment of God been
the means of salvation to many of the antediluvian patri-
archs, was preserved and taught by Noah; and no doubt
can be entertained, that, for several generations after the
Deluge, whilst the recollection of that tremendous judgment
was fresh and powerful on the minds of men, they adhered
to these truths, and carefully transmitted them to their
children.

As we cannot confound the families of Seth or Japheth,
whom God had blessed through the patriarch Noah, with
Ham and Canaan, who had not only sinned against Him
in their treatment of their parent, but whose descendants
rebelled against Him at Shinar ; we may reasonably conclude,
that when the confusion of tongues scattered these people
over the world, they carried with them the same traditions,

* JaMESs’s “ Patriarchal Religion,” p. 81,
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customs, laws, rituals, rites, and observances; and these
generally served as the foundation of their earliest history
and religion. Those nations which were insulated by situa-
tion or manners from the rest of mankind, retained remains
of this primitive knowledge for many ages, and afforded,
within the range of authentic history, clear evidence of the
scriptural account of the origin of mankind, and of their
dispersion from one common centre. To this may be traced
all those striking similarities in traditions, doctrines, and
rites, that have been discovered to exist in nations situated
at the greatest distance from each other, without the assist-
ance of those absurd theories which have been invented for
the purpose, and which put in requisition travelling philoso-
phers, or imaginary communication by other means, in
ancient times.

We might therefore expect that the religion of the first
inhabitants of Britain bore some resemblance to that pro-
fessed by the Hebrew patriarchs before the giving of the
law. An examination of the subject will show that this
resemblance is very evident, and in some particulars remark-
ably striking.*

One of the most important inquiries connected with the
religion of any people is concerning the ideas which they
have of the Deity, and the attributes with which they
believe Him to be invested. On this subject the doctrines of
the Druids, as far as they can be ascertained, are most
satisfactory. Amongst their names for the supreme God,
which they had in use before the introduction of Christianity,
were terms which have been literally translated, ¢ God,”

* “The primitive and true religion, conveyed from Shinar to all parts
of the habitable globe, assumed almost in every country a different name,
in consequence of the difference of language which every where prevailed.
Among the ancient Hindoos it was called ¢ Brachmanism,’ and its ministers
¢ Brachmans; > among the Chaldeans ®wisdom,” and its ministers ¢ Wise
Men ;’ among the Persians ¢ Magism,’ and its ministers ¢ Magi; > among
the Greeks  Priesthood,’ and its ministers ° Priests; > among the Gauls and
ancient Britons ¢ Druidism,” and its ministers ¢ Draids ;—all synonymous
terms, implying ‘wisdom and wise men,” ‘priesthood and priests.” ”—
James’s “ Patriarchal Religion,” p. 84.
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“ Distributor,” * Governor,” * the Mysterious One,”  the
Eternal,” ¢ He that pervadeth all things,” “ the Author of
existence,” ** the Ancient of Days.” These expressive appel-
lations sufficiently indicate their views of the moral character
and attributes of God. The opinion of the Druids as to the
nature of God is comprehensively explained by the following
bold and remarkable aphorism : “ NIp p1M oND DUW, NID
puw oND Dim.”” It defies translation so as to convey its
force and beauty ; but William Owen has furnished a version
sufficiently plain to convey the idea: *“God cannot be
matter ; what is not wmatter must be God.” * These were
the attributes of the God of the early Druids. They believed
that the Deity was the source of life, and the giver of good ;
they defined His duration as eternal;, and ascribed to Him
omnipotence as the measure of His power.+ And as they
found nothing, in the animal creation or in-man, which had
any. proportion or resemblance to God, they had neither
statues nor pictures to represent Him. From which we
infer, that they regarded God as a pure spirit, as disengaged
from matter as He was exalted above all resemblance to
created things.f Numerous Triads attest and illustrate this
branch of the subject :—

¢I. There are three primary Un1TIES, and more than one
of each cannot exist: one God, one Truth, and one point of
Liberty ; and this is where all opposites equally equiprepon-
derate.

““II. Three things of which God necessarily consists : the
greatest life, the greatest knowledge, and the greatest power ;
ard of what .is greatest there can be no more than one
of any thing.

«III. Three things it is impossible God should not be:
whatever perfect goodness should be; whatever perfect
goodness would desire to be ; and whatever perfect goodness
is able to perform.

«IV. Three things evince what God has done, and will

* Jaus’s “ Patriarchal Religion,” p. 46.

+ *“Identity of Religions called Druidical and Hebrew,” p. 6.
3} La Religion des Gaulois, vol. i, p. 62.
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do: infinite power, infinite wisdom, and infinite love ; for
there is nothing that these attributes want of power, of
knowledge, or of will to perform.

V. Three things it is impossible God should not per-
form : what is most beneficial, what is most wanted, and
what is most beautiful of all things.

VL. The three grand attributes of God : infinite pleni-
tude of life, infinitc knowledge, and infinite power.

“ VII. Three things that none but God can do: to endure
the eternities of the circle of infinity, to participate of every
state of existence without changing, and to reform and
renovate every thing without causing the loss of it.

¢« VIII. Three causes that have produced rational beings :
divine love possessed of perfect kunowledge, divine wisdom
knowing all possible means, and divine power possessed by
the joint will of divine love and divine wisdom.” *

The first inhabitants of Britain also believed in the im-
mortality of the soul. There is abundant evidence that the
Druids taught this doctrine; and Mela tells us, that this
was one of their secret doctrines which they permitted to be
published for political reasons: ¢ There is one thing which
they teach their disciples, which hath been made known to
the common people, in order to render them more brave and
fearless ; namely, that souls are immortal, and that there is
another life after the present.”” + They also appear to have
associated with this opinion some knowledge of future retri-
bution, as the following passages, taken from their remains,
serve to show :—* In this state of probation the eoul be-
comes possessed of such perfection of memory, that in
whatever condition man may afterwards exist, he will never
lose the recollection of whatever subsequently befalls him.
So that the reward or punishment is by this means extremely
heightened, by comparing the present with the former state,
and experiencing the necessary consequences of good or
evih,’’§ “In all antiquity, the ancient Britons were cele-

* Theological Triads.

+ Dg. HENgY’s “ History of Great Britain,” vol. i,, p. 112.

$ Jauzs’s “ Patriarchal Religion,” p. 52.
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brated for the knowledge of this doctrine. . For whilst other
nations fluctuated between hope and despair as to a future
state of being, the Britons maintained it with a firmness
that does them much honour. This was the great principle
of their religion, and was equally known and influential in
all the various grades of society.” *

This people also had correct views of moral good and
evil. Two or three Triads will be sufficient evidence on this
point : — .

““The three primary principles of wisdom :—Obedience to
the laws of God, concern for the welfare of mankind, and
suffering with fortitude all the accidents of life.”

* The three great laws of man’s actions :—What he forbids
in another, what he requires from another, and what he cares
not how it is done by another.”

“The three great ends of knowledge :—Duty, utility,
decorum.”

 Three things corrupt the world :—Pride, superflaity,
and indolence.”

“There are three things which God will not love him that
delights to look at :—Fighting, a monster, and the pomp of
pride.”

They also offered sacrifices, and observed particular days
for religious worship. Their sacrifices were carefully selected,
and they appear to have had clear views of their propitia-
tory character. Pliny, describing the gathering of the
mistletoe, observes: ¢ After .they have well and duly pre-
pared their festival cheer under the tree, they bring thither
two young bullocks, milk-white, such as never drew in yoke
at plough or wain, and whose heads were then, and not
before, bound by the horns ; which dong, the priest, arrayed
in a white vesture, climbeth up into the tree, and, with a
golden hook or bill, cutteth it off, and they beneath receive
it in a white cassock or coat of arms. Then they fall to
kill the beasts aforesaid for sacrifice, praying devoutly, that
it would please God to bless this gift of His to the good and

* BoRLASE’S “ Antiquities of Cornwall,” p. 101,
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- benefit of all those to whom He had vouchsafed to give it.”” *
These sacrifices were offered with very solemn rites, the
common people remaining at a distance, while the priests
approached with trembling awe the bloody victime, which
were sometimes carried round the omen fire.+

Their religious services were held at certain stated times.
That connected with the cutting of the sacred mistletoe,
mentioned above, was kept on the sixth day of the moon ;
and, as nearly as this would allow, an the tenth day of
March, which was their New-Year’s-Day.} The first day of
May was also a great annual festival. On this day, in later
times, adorations were offered to the sun, under the title of
¢ Belinus,” The Druids measured their time by lunar
months, calculating neither from the change nor from the
full, but from the sixth day of one moon to the same day of
the next; and the first day of this lunar month (the sixth
of ours) was a sacred day. They were also well acquainted
with the division of time into weeks.§ This circumstance
is not only affirmed by several writers of unquestionable
veracity, but is also attested by the language and customs of
the aborigines of Britain. Following the mode of compu-
tation adopted by Moses, in his account of the creation, the
ancient Britons called their week, as do their descendants at
this day in the Principality, wytA-nos, * eight-nights,” and
their fortnight, pythew-nos, * fifteen-nights.”” This is a
remarkable circumstance, and shows how closely the Britons
adhered to the customs that had been handed down to them
by Noah and his sous.||

There is no branch of this subject which presents itself in
a more interesting aspect than that which relates to the
sacred places of this people, and the peculiar manner of their
worship. They worshipped in the open air; it being a
maxim with them, that it was unlawful to build temples to

* PuiNn Nat. Hist., lib, xvi., cap. 44.

+ BorLasg’s “ Antiquities,” p. 124; Davies’s “ Mythology of British
Druids,” pp. 376-383.

{ Dr. Hengy’s “ History of Great Britain,” vol. i,, p. 116.

§ Ibid., p. 115. | Jaxes’s “ Patriarchal Religion,” p. b3.
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the gods, or to worship them within walls and under roofs.*
Their favourite place was a grove of oaks, or the shelter of a
majestic tree of this kind. Here they would erect stone
pillars in one or two circular rows; and in some of their
principal temples, as particularly that of Stonehenge, they
laid stones of prodigious weight on the tops of those per-
pendicular pillars, which formed a kind of circle aloft in
the air. Near to these temples they constructed their sacred
mounts, their cromlechs or stone tables for their sacrifices,
and every other necessary provision for their worship.
These sacred places were generally situated in the centre of
some thick wood or grove, watered by a consecrated river or
fountain, and surrounded by a ditch or mound, to prevent
the intrusion of improper persons.

Nothing can more clearly prove the extreme antiquity of
this worship than the above-mentioned particulars. It
appears evident, that in the earliest ages all the places of
worship had some reference to the Paradise from which the
first pair were driven, in consequence of their sin. Hence,
we find everywhere, in the description of the first sacred
places, some allusions to the scene of man’s temptation and
fall : a garden or grove, with one or two trees in the midst,
watered by a river, or different branches of a river, and
enclosed to prevent unhallowed intrusion.t This was
evidently the case with our ancestors. We will, however,
only glance at the remarkable similarity which the practices
of the Hebrew patriarchs bore to those of our forefathers.

It is well known that ** Abraham planted a grove in Beer-
sheba, and called there on the name of the Lord, the ever-
lasting God.”” (Gen. xxi. 33.) “The Lord God appeared to
Abraham by the oak of Moreh.”t The same practice con-
tinued : Jacob buried his dead beneath an oak ; (Gen. xxxv.
8;) and Joshua *“took a great stone, and set it up under an

* Tac 'vs, De Moribus Germanim, eap. xix.

+ BrYpGEs’s “ Testimony of Profane Antiquity,” passim.

1 “The word Y5 should be trauslated ¢oak,’ and not ‘ p'ain,’ as it is
in our version. See Gen. xii. 6.”— Identity of Religions called Druidical
and Hebrew,” p. 10. 8vo. London, 1829.
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oak that was by the sanctuary of the Lord.” (Joshua xxiv.
26.) These passages prove that the early Hebrews had
special reference to groves, and more particularly to oaks,
in the selection of their sacred places. They also raised
stone pillars for special purposes, in connexion with
them. See the entire account of Jacob’s conduct at
Bethel ; (Gen. xxviii. 18, 19 ;) and observe the similar
conduct of Moses : *“ And Moses rose up early in the morn-
ing, and builded an altar under the hill, and twelve pillars,
according to the twelve tribes of Israel.” (Exod. xxiv. 4.)
The mode in which these circular temples were erected,
may be fully gathered from other parts of the Pentateuch.
(Deut. xxvii. 2, &.) An altar of more than one stone,
probably of three, was erected, and round it other stones
were raised, which had never been touched by toole, except
such as were absolutely necessary for procuring them. See
this further exemplified at Gilgal. (Joshua iv. 3-9, 20.)
Here, also, twelve stones were set up, and an altar was built ;
and it was here that the people assembled to celebrate their
great festivals,*’

In a similar- way did our ancestors in Britain worship
at this very time.  Deriving their knowledge of diviue
things, and all their ideas of sacred places, from the same
source,—the great postdiluvian family, they set up pillars
of rough stone to mark out the places sacred to solemun
worship, and also to point out the resting-place of their
departed friends. This practice, having been abused to
idolatrous uses, was prohibited to the Jews by divine com-
mand. (Lev. xxvi. 1.) As all our information refers to later
periods of their history, we know but little of the manner
of worship which was customary among the primitive in-
habitants of this country ; except that it is very evident they
offered sacrifices, and accompanied the oblation with solemn
prayers.

These particulars will be sufficient to prove, that the first
inhabitants of our island brought with them the religion of
Noah and Abraham. They knew and worshipped the one

* ¢ Jdentity of Religions,” v. 17.
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living and true God, as He was revealed to the patriarchs.
And this was continued, subject to various alterations and
additions, through many ages. It would be very interesting
and instructive, to follow the history of these additions
and corruptions; but our means of information are too
scanty for the purpose, and compel us to confine our atten-
tion to some of the most prominent particulars.

The first remarkable feature in the religion of the Britons,
which appears to be an evident departure from the simple
patriarchal religion, is the appointment of the Druids as an
established priesthood.

In the earliest ages the head of the family offered sacri-
fice, and conducted the religious services of the household.
This appears to have been the case with the descendants of
Abraham, until the giving of the law. Yet in other nations
certain persons were selected and formally appointed to this
sacred office. The occasion of this, and the manner of its
institution, are subjects veiled in deep obscurity. We know
that there was a regular order of priests in Egypt before
the time of Joseph. The magi of Persia, and the priests of
Greece, were also in existence in very remote antiquity.
And probably this creation of a new order of priests took
place everywhere, as we have reason to believe it did among
the Romans., It is stated, that although there existed
among that people family priests, Romulus and Numa
appointed several others to conduct the public religious
services of the city of Rome, and of the smaller cities of the
empire.* From this account it may be surmised, that
when cities were built, and various tribes became merged in
one population, the old patriarchal custom of each father of
a family conducting the religious services was considered
inapplicable to the new circumstances of the community,
and priests were appointed to supply this public want.t

* Dronysius HavicARNasseNnsis, lib. ii., cap. 22; Livius, lib. i,
cap. 20.

t Notwithstanding the appointment of these pnblic priests, the heads of
families for a long time afterward acted as patriarchal priests. See a
striking instance of this in the case of Caius Fa.bins. (Livius, lib. v., cap.
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Such, in all probability, was the case in Britain. When
the aborigines had settled down in possession of the country,
it became necessary to make some other provision for the
maintenance of divine worship than that which was previously
in use ; and persons were appointed to take public charge of
the religious ordinances, and of everything pertaining thereto.
There are no means of ascertaining when this took place.
All knowledge respecting it is lost in the extreme antiquity
of the period. Those who have profoundly studied the
subject incline to the belief, that the Druids were celebrated
for their learning and antiquity at the time of Pythagoras,
who lived B.c. 600:* at the period of the Roman invasion
no light could be cast on their origin.

Before we proceed to consider the influence which the
Druids exercised on the national religion, it will be proper
to notice one remarkable circumstance in which they differed
from the priesthood of the most prominent nations on the
continent. In the ample information which we possess of
the religion of Greece and Rome, we hear nothing of any
class of priests or teachers, whose duty it was to give the
people information respecting the nature and principles of
religion. Of preaching there is not the slightest trace.
Religion with them was a thing handed down by tradition
from father to son, and consisted in the proper performance
of certain rites and ceremonies. It was respecting these
external forms of worship alone that the pontiffs were
obliged to give instruction to those who consulted them.+

Now this was certainly not the case with the British
Druids. They were the instructors of the people, as well
as their priests. They tanght, to some considerable extent,
the sciences and polite learning: nor was religious know-
ledge, properly so called, neglected. Ceesar assurcs us that
they taught their disciples many things about the nature and

46.) Yet the king, as the great father, for many ages continued to be the
principal priest.

* Borrase’s “ Auntiquities of Cornwall,” p. 78.

+ De. WiLLiam Smrta’s “ Dictionary of Greek and Roman Autiquities,”
8. V. Sacerdos. 8vo. London, 1842,
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perfections of God ; ¥ and it is equally true that they
instructed the people that the soul is immortal, and insisted
on the certainty of another life after the present. It is also
distinctly stated, that this latter doctrine was so clearly
taught and so generally known, that it affected the national
character, and made the people more brave and fearless.t
It is said that they embodied their maxims and precepts in
poetic triplets, and that these extended to twenty thousand
verses. In committing them to memory, and in obtaining
an understanding of their meaning, their disciples sometimes
spent twenty years.

It therefore appears very evident, that, notwithstanding
the Druids, for the promotion of their order and the
strengthening of their influence, might often lay claim to,
and exercise, unreasonable and arbitrary powers; and
although they might, and (as we shall soon show) certainly
did, associate various corruptions with their primitive faith ;
nevertheless, they maintained in Britain a religion which,
for its purity and influence on the public mind, was, there
is great reason to believe, unequalled in any part of the
Gentile world at the time of the Roman invasion. We
shall indeed be better prepared to remark on this point,
when we have considered the state of religion in Britain at
the close of the period which at present claims our attention ;
and we therefore proceed to notice, as far as our slender
information will enable us, the probable effects produced on
the religion of Britain by the commercial intercourse which
subsisted between this island and other countries. We shall
then conclude this part of the subject by giving some account
of the state of religion when Ceesar visited our shores.

It has been already shown, that the Phenicians carried
on an important trade with the south-western peninsula of
this country for a very considerable period. Hence it has
been surmised, that the religious institutions of Britain were
copied from this people. We certainly do not find such
results follow commercial intercourse at the present day.

* De Bello Gallico, Lib, vi., cap. 13.
+ Hexry’s “ History of Great Britain,” vol. i., p. 102.
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The Dutch and Portuguese bave traded with India, and our
own countrymen with China, for a long time, and to a great
extent ; yet little has been done to influence the faith of
these countries, or to imbue their inhabitants with our holy
religion ; and while it is freely admitted that the religions
of the early ages did not offer such obstacles to alteration
or addition as are now presented, it does still seem very
unlikely that an entire revolution should have been wrought
in the religious system of any people by such means,
although some partial alterations and additions might result
from them.

Among all the names of the Deity in use among the
eastern nations, we find none so common as that of Baal.
This term in the East was, like that of Jupiter in the West,
the general appellation of their gods. Yet the Deity was
worshipped under this name among the Druids. On the
eve of May-day, fires were lit on their altars and cairns, in
honour of Bel or Baal ; and in later times, when the Druids
had fallen from their primitive purity of manners, this term
became a title of Pheebus, Apollo, or the Sun. It is diffi-
cult to eay whether the Britons derived this name from the
Phenicians, or obtained it through their own ancestors from
the East. There can be no doubt that the term itself was
in early times applied to the true God ; * but having been
associated with idolatrous worship, it was forbidden to be
used in reference to Jehovah., It is probable, therefore,
that the Druids obtained some knowledge of the profane
application of this name from their Phenician visitors.
Hence we find the great festival of Bel or Baal celebrated
on the last day of April, and the fires which then flamed
on the altars called Bealtine, or the fires of Baal.”’+

Another Phenician deity was Hercules. He was not only
worshipped in Phenicia, but was also known and revered by
the Druids. As this will serve to show that the religion of
this remarkable people was at least in some measure affected

* See Hosea ii. 16,

4+ Mavurice’s “Indian An iquities,” vol. vi,, p. 24; *Identity of Reli-
gions,” p. 26 ; SIR WiLLiaM B THAM’S * The Gaeland the Cymbri,” p. 226.
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by their intercourse with the Phenicians, and as the entire
account is curious, we give it at length. Hercules or, as
he was called by the Druids, *“Ogmius was worshipped in
Gaul and Britain. The word Ogmius signifies ‘the power
of eloquence.” He was esteemed and worshipped by them
with great devotion, as the patron of orators and the god of
eloquence. They painted him as an old man, surrounded
by a great multitude of people with slender chains reaching
from his tongue to their ears. The people seemed to be
pleased with their captivity, and discovered no inclination to
break their chains. Lucian (from whom we have this
account) expressing his surprise at this picture, it was thus
explained to him by a Druid: ¢You will cease to be sur-
prised, when I tell you, that we make Hercules (whom we
call Ogmius) the god of eloquence, contrary to the Greeks,
who give that honour to Mercury, who is so far inferior to
him in strength. We represent him as an old man, whe
holds so many people fast by the tongue. Neither do we
think it any affront to Hercules to have his tongue bored,
" since, to tell you all in one word, it was that which made
him succeed in every thing, and it was by his eloquence that
he subdued the hearts of all.’”’* ¢ We are of opinion, that
Hercules accomplished all his achievements by speech : and,
having been a wise man, he conquered mostly by persua-
sion. We think his arrows were keen razors, easily shot,
and penetrating the souls of men ; whence you have among
you the expression of ¢ winged words.””’+ We have been
the more particular on this point, as it is important to show
the view in which the Druids regarded those personifications
which have been considered as their inferior deities. It is,
however, sufficiently apparent that their information respect-
ing Hercules was derived from Phenicia, and that this hero-
deity, as above stated, was known to the Druids. The altar
discovered at Colchester in Essex, already mentioned, is
decisive on this point.} .
* Dr. Henzy’s “ History of Great Britain,” vol. i., p. 278.

+ Sir W. BetHan’s “The Gael and the Cymbri,” p. 94.
t Sin WiLLiam BerHam’s “The Gael and the Cymbri,” p. 96;
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With respect to any influence which Grecian intercourse
might have exerted on the religion of the Britons, we pos-
gsess no information. There are no remaining monuments,
nor any other evidence on which reliance can be placed.
Much has indeed been said respecting the great number of
Greek words found in the language of the ancient Britons,
a long list of which has been given by Samnes and other
writers.* It has been supposed that even the term Druid
is derived from this language, 8p¥s, drus, in Greek signifying
““an oak.” But it will at once be evident that no depend-
ence can be placed on this, when it is known that deur in
the ancient British tongue has the same signification.+ But
although the prevalent use of Greek terms may afford evi-
dence of some connexion or intercourse having existed
between the two countries, it casts no light on the effect
which this produced on the religion of the Druids.

Before we proceed to sketch the state of religion in
England at the time of the Roman invasion, it will be
necessary to notice the fact so explicitly mentioned by Ceesar,
that at-this period the eastern coasts were peopled with
Belgee from the continent, who retained the manners and
even the names of the different parts of the country from
which they had emigrated. Although there were Druids in
Gaul, and in all probability among these settlers; yet, as
Ceesar explicitly intimates their great inferiority to the British
Druids, it will be very necessary to guard against apply-
ing any part of the character of one people to that of the
other.f It will, in addition, be important to remember,
that Ceesar, Diodorus Strabo, and others who write occa-

SAMNES’'S Britannia antiqua illustrata, pp. 141-143 ; FaBer’s “ Origin
of Pagan Idolatry,” &c., vol. ii, pp. 382-384. 4to. Query, Did the
Druids derive the practice of human sacrifices from the Phenicians? Sece
BoRLASE’s “ Antiquities,” p. 64.

* SAMNES'S Brit. antiq. sllust., pp. 85-87.

+ “Ancient Universal History,” vol. xvii,, 8vo., p. 44; BORLASE’S
*“ Antiquities,” p. 67,

} De Bello Gallico, 1ib, iv., cap. 13. * Their institution is supposed to
come originally from Britain, whence it passed into Gaul; and even at this
day such as are desirous of being perfect in it, travel thither for instruction.”
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sional notices of the religion of Britain, speak of the gods of
this people conformably to their own ideas: that is, when-
ever they observed in any of those deities an attribute or
symbol resembling some of their own divinities, they always
gave them the same names. When, therefore, we read in
their writings of the worship of Mercury, Apollo, Jupiter, or
others, it must not be taken for granted that the Druids
had adopted the entire mythology of these gods, as it had
been received in Greece and Rome; but simply, that in
their worship they referred to persons or descriptions of
deities, who were distinguished by attributes similar to those
of the gods of these nations.*

It has been a question much debated amongst antiquaries,
whether the Druids maintained that there was but one God,
or had fallen into the common error of other Gentile nations,
and worshipped a great number of deities. Origen has been
quoted as express evidence in favour of the former opinion ;
and the testimony of Ceesar and others has been cited to
support the latter. Tt is very probable that neither of these
assumptions can be fully maintained.

That the Druids in the earliest ages of their history had
clear and correct views of the divine unity, nature, and attri-
butes, has been already shown, and might be abundantly
confirmed. An eminent French author observes on this
point :  There are very strong reasons to believe that they
at first only recognised one Supreme Being, whom they
never dared to represent, and whom they called Hesus.” +
That they maintained these doctrines in all their perfect
purity, can scarcely be supposed : while it appears evident
that they had not, at least generally in Britain, sunk into

* Baniew’s “ Mythology,” vol. iii,, chap. 211. 8vo. London, 1739.
“ Hence we are told, that Lucian, in one of his Dialogues, makes Mercnry
say, that he knows not what course to take in inviting those gods to the
assembly of the others, because, being unacquainted with their language, he
could neither understand them, nor make them understand him ;> (i5:d. ;)
language which clearly shows that, notwithstanding they were often called
by the same names, the objects of Druid worship were totally dissimilar to
the gods of Greece and Rome,

t La Religion des Gaulois, tom. i., p. 62.
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the actual polytheism of Greece and Rome. As this is a
most important point, we shell endeavour to state our views
respecting it as clearly as possible. .

It appears that the Druids still retained a knowledge of
the divine unity, as a doctrine; but that, in the later
periods of their history, it did not make a prominent feature
in their public teaching. The Druids, as well as the Gym-
nosophists of India, the Magi of Persia, the Chaldeans of
Assyria, and all the other priests of antiquity, had two sets
of religious doctrines and opinions. The one of these systems
they communicated only to the initiated, who were admitted _
into their own order, and at their admission were solemnly
sworn to keep that system of doctrines a profound secret
from the rest of mankind.* Ceesar attributes their careful
avoidance of committing any part of their teaching to writing,
to this determination to preserve a part of their doctrines
from the knowledge of the vulgar.t It appears at least a
probable conjecture, that this prevalent practice originated in
all these countries from the operation of the same principles,
—the gradual corruption of the pure patriarchal faith, the
determined maintenance of a priestly caste in great honour
and authority, and the consequent policy of affecting the
minds of the ignorant by imposing appearances, rites, and
ceremonies. This supposition ‘affords a solution of those
facts which every where meet us in remote antiquity, and is
at the same time in precise accordance with what we have
seen of human nature, under similar circumstances, in modern
days.

As, therefore, the Brahmins of India were sworn to keep
secret the doctrine, ¢ that there is one God, the Creator of
heaven and earth ;”* } so the Druids, although they retained
a full knowledge and belief of this important tenet, may have
reserved the communication of it to the members of their own
order, and have countenanced in their public teaching, in con-
descension to the capacities of the vulgar, the opinion that the

* Dz. Heney’s “ History of Great Britain,” vol. i,, p. 99.

+ De Bello Gallico, lib. vi., cap. 18.

{ Dr. HEnBY's “ History of Great Britain,” vol. i,, p. 102,
D2
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several powers and attributes of Deity might be regarded as
80 many separate existences, and be reverenced as such. The
learned French author to whom we have already referred
makes the following remark : * They degenerated, they fell
from the nobleness of their former sentiments: they in-
sensibly lost those sublime views of Deity, and by degrees
adapted their opinion to the model of the Greeks and
Romans.” *

The Druids, in the earliest ages of their history, worshipped
the supreme God under the name of Hesus, a word expressive
of His attribute of omnipotence ; but they afterward applied
this appellation to the Divine Being, as the great Ruler of
events, and the Almighty Disposer of all earthly governments
and powers. In consequence, therefore, of the Deity having
been implored under this distinctive name to exert His
power for the defence of the suppliants, and to give success
to their cause, the common people came at length to regard
the Almighty Disposer of events as a separate Divinity ; and
the Romans thought that the Druids adored Him as the god
of war, and as similar to their Mars.

Nothing ¢an more clearly prove the accuracy of our opinion
on this point than a reference to a preceding page.t We
have seen that the Druids regarded Hercules as the patron
of eloquence, arts, and commerce ; yet Ceesar, guided by
those attributes, perhaps ignorant of the name by which
the possessor of them was designated, and influenced by the
Roman mythology, says, ¢ Mercury is the chief deity with
them. Of him they have many images; and they account
.him the inventor of all arts, their guide and conductor in
their journeys, and the patron of merchandise and gain.” 1
Here we clearly perceive, that he gives the name according
to the doctrines of his own religion, while in every other
particular his account strikingly corresponds with that of
Lucian, who had the opportunity of obtaining correct infor-
mation by personal conversation with a Druid.

* La Religion des Gaulois, p. 62, and liv. i., chap. vi., passim.

+ Page 47.
{ De Bello Gallico, Lib. vi., cap. 15.
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In the same manner Teutates, which,was at first a name
or attribute of deity, came to be regarded as the god of the
infernal world. The sun, moon, and stars, fountains, rivers,
rocks, and woods, are also said to have obtained a measure
of adoration. However doubtful this may be in respect of .
a few of these particulars, it seems certain that the sun was
regarded with something like divine honour, and that the
perpetual fires which were kept burning on their altars had
a direct reference to the appearance and influence of this
laminary.

We are well aware that accounts very different from this
have been given of the objects worshipped by the Druids;
but, guided as we are by the cautionary remarks with which
a consideration of this subject was commenced, it does not
appear to us that the Druids are clearly chargeable with that
gross idolatry which some writers have attempted to fasten
upon them.

These views are further sustained by the fact, that the
British Druids had no images among them ; although their
brethren on the continent, who were more immediately placed
under a larger amount of corrupting influence, had proceeded
even to this extent. It is true, that it has been said, they
regarded a cube as symbolical of truth; because, when
turned every way, it presented the same appearance. DBut
it was contrary to the principles of the Celtic religion to
represent any gods by the human figure: according to
ancient tradition, the Druids justly conceived, that the
divine power was to be worshipped, not seen.*

Yet, although ‘they had not progressed so far towards
idolatry as to represent the Deity by any exhibitions of -the
human figure, they evidently regarded the oak with very su-
perstitious veneration. The manner in which this was done
appears, however, to show that even when the Britons had
begun to attach ideas of personality to the divine attributes,
they did not fully relinquish the doctrine of the divine unity.
Hence, we are told, that * the manner in which the prin-

# Borrase’s “ Antiquities of Cornwall,” p. 109,
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cipal tree of the grove was consecrated, was as follows : The
Druids, with the general consent of the whole order, and all
the neighbourhood, pitched upon the most beautiful tree, cut
off all its side-branches, and then joined two of them to the
higher side of the trunk, so that they extended themselves on
either side like the arms of a man, making in the whole
the shape of the cross. Above the insertions of these
branches, and below, they inscribed in the bark of the tree
the word Thau, by which they meant ¢ God.” On the right
arm was inscribed Hesus, on the left Belenus, and on the
trank Tharamis. Under this tree they performed their
most sacred rites.””* Thus, while they were evidently
verging toward the adoption of sensible representations of
the Divine Being, we find three of the principal attributes
(or, as they have been called, ¢ deities’’) united together as
parts of one individual personality.

In a consideration of Druidical theology, it is also impor-
tant to observe that we have no evidence of their having sunk
into fatalism, as the greater part of even the most cultivated
Gentile nations had done at that period. On the contrary,
they seem to have fully believed, and clearly taught, the
doctrine of a Divine superintending Providence ; that the
various affairs of this world were known to God, and imme-
diately under His government. They therefore worshipped
Him as the sovereign Disposer of all things.t+ Uniting
these principles with the steadfast adherence of the Druids
to the doctrines of the immortality of the soul, and of the
certainty of a future state of existence, which have been
already considered, we shall be able to form some idea ot
their religious opinions. In speaking of a whole nation so
divided into sections, and surrounded by foreign settlers, as
were the ancient Britons, and withal concealed from us by
the veil of remote antiquity, it will always be impossible to
reconcile every statement, and to harmonize every record
and tradition. We think, however, it may be safely said,
that whatever views some of the Belge, or even Britons,

* Borrase’s “ Antiquities of Cornwall,” p. 108.

+ This is supported both by Taocitus and Pliny.
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might have entertained on minor points; however some of
them might have more rapidly incorporated foreign corrup-
tions with their ancient faith; there does appear sufficient
reason for believing that the doctrines above stated were
held and taught by the Druids ; and, if so, although they
might, and perhaps did, entertain a variety of mistaken and
superstitious notions ; yet these could not destroy the effect
of the great truths referred to, while they were held firm in
the public mind. These principles must have maintained,
in all who believed them, the moral and spiritual dignity
of human nature, and have saved them from brutal ignorance
and savage barbarism.

The worship of the Druids next claims our attention. We
are told, that the great ends which they had in view in the
performance of this duty, were these four :—To express their
admiration of the perfections of God, and gratitude for His
favours ; to obtain from Him such things as they wanted and
desired ; to appease His anger, and engage His love; and to
discover His designs and counsels with regard to fature
events. In consequence of this, their acts of religious wor-
ship were also of four kinds, and consisted of songs of praise
and thanksgiving, prayers and supplications, offerings and
sacrifices, and the various rites of augury and divination.*

The antiquity of poetry, and its early consecration to
divine worship, are well known. The use of sacred hymns
appears to have been as universal as it was ancient. Among
the first Britons it occupied a prominent position. Accus-
tomed, as they were, toreduce all their knowledge to verse, it
might be expected that some of their poetry would be adapted
to their worship, and be used on solemn occasions. Yet
none of these sacred songs have been preserved to our day.
Not having been committed to writing, and living only in the
memories of the Druids, they are lost.}

* Dz. Hexry's “ History of Great Britain,” p. 109.

+ Although we have none of the poetry which may have been msed in
their worship, there are many specimens of ancient Bardic verse in existence.

““The most aucient metre employed by the Druids is supposed to be that
which is now generally termed ‘ The Warrior’s Triplet:’ it is a stanza com-
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Another part of this worship consisted of prayers and
supplications. This is a very important consideration : for,
although it does not of itself prove any thing as to the
character and attributes of the Deity, to whom they were
addressed, yet the practice of prayer in public worship serves
to show, that all sense of dependence on God, and trust in
His mercy, were not buried beneath a mass of superstitious
ceremonies.

posed of three lines, each line consisting of seven syllables, and rhyming in
the last. In the first two lines the Druid described some objects that were
visible in nature, or actions that were well known to every one; and, in the
third, introduced some precepts of morality. The following is a translation
of & few of these verses :—

¢ Snow a robe o’er hamlets fliugs:
In the wood the raven sings.
Too much sleep no profit brings.

¢ See the forest white with snows !
Hark | the storm of winter blows.
Nature beyond learning goes.

¢ Fair the moon’s resplendent bow,
Shining o’er the mountain snow.
Peace the wicked never know.

¢*Mid the snow, green woodbines rise :
All are bound by nature’s ties.
Anger dwells not with the wise.’”

—JaMES’s “Patriarchal Religion,” p. 66.

As the following passage can scarcely refer to any island but Britain, it,
in all probability, (as far as the information of the writer extended,) describes
the worship of the Druids at Stonehenge : * Hecateeus and some other ancient
writers report, that there is an island about the bigness of Sicily, situated in
the ocean, opposite to the northern coast of Celtica, (Gaul,) inhabited by a
people called ‘ Hyperboreans,” because they are ‘beyend the north wind.’
The climate is exccllent, and the soil is fertile, yielding double crops. The
inhabitants are great worshippers of Apollo, (the sun,) to whom they sing
mauy, many hymns. To this god they have consecrated a large territory,
in the midst of which they have a magnificent round temple, replenished
with the richest offerings. Their very city is dedicated to him, and is full
of musicians and players on various instruments, who every day celebrate
his bencfits and perfections.”—Dioporus Sicurus, as quoted by Dr. HENRY,
in his * History of Great Britain,” vol. i., p. 110,
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These prayers were commonly presented by a priest, ap-
pointed for that purpose; who prayed, holding his hand
upon the head of the sacrificial victim before it was killed.
Pliny acquaints us with the substance of one of these prayers,
which were usually offered up by a Druid at one of their
most solemn sacrifices: ¢ Which done, they begin to offer
their sacrifices, and to pray to God to give a blessing with His
own gift to them that were honoured with it.” *

It is certain that sacrifices were instituted in the first ages
of the world ; they were even known in the primitive family,
and were practised throughout the patriarchal dispensation.
They were, indeed, a principal part of that economy, and
were evidently intended to answer these important purposes :
1. By the slaying of the victim, to exemplify the death which
had been denounced against man’s disobedience; 2. To ex-
hibit, by this means, an awful lesson of that death which
was the wages of sin; and, 3. To represent that death which
was to be undergone by the Saviour of the world.+ Hereby
were connected, in one view, the two cardinal events in the
history of man,—the raLy, and the RECOVERY; the death
denounced against sin, and the death appointed for that
Holy One, who was to lay down His life to deliver man from the
consequences of transgression, That these views were known
and recognised when animal pacrifices were first instituted,
there can be little doubt ; but it is beyond all question that
the practice of this rite was continued long after these correct
principles had been obliterated from the mind. It is there-
fore difficult, from the usage itself, to say what were the pre-
cise views entertained by the Druids respecting their sacrificial
offerings ; although we shall find some reasons for believing
that they had not quite lost sight of their original design.
‘We have abundant evidence that, on these occasions, oxen,
sheep, goats, and other animals, were offered. The priests
first prayed, then the victim was slain, having been ritually
devoted, the mola salsa, wine, and frankincense attending ;

* Puinu Nat. Hist., lib. xvi., cap. 44.

+ Dr. Macee On Atonement and Sacrifice, vol. i., p. 1. 8vo. London,
1816. .

D
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then followed the libation, and prayers succeeded, the blood
was poured out, and what was to be burnt was placed on the
fire-altar. Sacrifice was never performed without a Druid, who,
on these solemn occasions, always appeared dressed in white.
The victims were examined by the Druids with great care, to
see that they were the most perfect and beautiful of their
several kinds ; after which they were slain, as before stated.
Sometimes they were consumed entirely by fire upon the
altar ; but more commonly they were divided into three
parts, one of which was consumed upon the altar, another
fell to the share of the priest who officiated, and upon the
third the person who brought the sacrifice feasted with his
friends.*

It has been asserted, on the authority of Ceesar and others,
that human victims were frequently sacrificed on Druid altars,
This fearful charge has been generally admitted by British
antiquarians ; while a few have laboured to show, that the
passages which contain those allegations refer to the punish-
ment of convicted criminals. Into this controversy we
cannot enter : we must be satisfied with saying that, however
great the enormity of this practice may be to us,—and
nothing can make it seem greater than it really is,—yet we
find that it was practised in every part of the ancient world.
It is also indisputable, that those authorities on which we
are on other points obliged to depend, state, that human
victims were frequently immolated, and that, when criminals
were not procurable, innocent persons were sacrificed. The
consequence, then, appears plain, that, on certain occasions
of great and pressing moment, innocent individuals were
offered up on the altar. It has been said, with great con-
fidence, that ¢ the custom of sacrificing the ionocent was
never known in primitive Britain.,”” We believe this is true;
yet, after the Britons had been in contact and correspon-
dence with Phenicia, Carthage, Greece, Gaul, and Rome,—
all which nations had occasionally practised this inhuman
enormity,—the opinion that it was not afterwards introduced

* Dz. Hexrr's “ History of Great Britain,” vol. i,, p. 112,




HUMAN SACRIFICES. 59

among them does not appear to be tenable, in direct oppo-
sition to the testimony of Ceesar. Indeed, if the sons and
daughters of Achan were stoned with stones, and burned
with fire, (Joshua vii. 24, 25,) under the immediate com-
mand of Joshua, we need not be incredulous when we are
told that the Druids sometimes sacrificed innocent persons.
Besides, it is evident, that some of the acknowledged doc-
trines of the Druids had, in times of great national peril, a
tendency to lead to this barbarous conduct. For instance,
it is well known that they taught, that ¢ nothing but
the life of man could be accepted by the gods as a redemp-
tion for the life of man.” They also carried their belief of
the immortality of the soul to such an extent, that they are
said to have sometimes deferred the settlement of their ac-
counts, in the confidence that they could arrange them in a
future state of being.* Such notions could only exist among
those who were fully persuaded that they should after death
have perfect knowledge of the affairs of this life, and enter
upon a state of béing which would bear some analogy to the
present. Consequently, the value of life would decrease in
their estimation just in proportion to their conviction that
this would be the case. Thus, from a corruption of the
most important truth, the greatest practical evils might have
resulted. Yet, at the same time that we express this opinion as
to the probable occasional sacrifice of human life by the
Druids, we think it very evident that it has been most un-
reasonably magnified ; and this exaggeration has contributed
to place the ancient Britons far below the relative position in
_ civilization which they were entitled to occupy among the
contemporary nations of the world.+

* BorLASE'S “‘ Antiquities of Cornwall,” p. 97.

+ Much has been said respecting the horror which Ceesar and other
Romans felt at the immolation of human beings by the Druids. Let the
following single case from their own history show how reasonably this
feeling might have been excited in their own country. After Sejanus had
been put to death, we are told, that *the children of this unhappy man, s
boy and a girl, though too young to partake in his guilt, were included in
the same fate with their father. The girl, with much innocence, asked those
by whom she was seized, what she had done; assured them, with infantine
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Another feature of this religion, which deserves a brief
notice on account of its peculiarity, is the reverential respect
which was paid to the mistletoe. To this some partial refer-
ence has been already made. It was the mistletoe of the
oak to which the Druids attached so much importance. The
solemn rites connected with the gathering of this plant have
been already detailed from Pliny; but no sufficient reason
has been assigned for the feelings of reverence with which it
was regarded, nor can any thing be now offered beyond con-
jecture on this head. Some have supposed that one of the
reasons for this great veneration arose out of the striking
manner in which the mistletoe seemed to mark out the two dis-
tinguishing seasons of the year ; it being said, that its blossom
falls off within a few days of the summer solstice, and the )
berry within a few days of the winter solstice. Yet this of
itself would certainly not have raised it to so great respect as
that with which it was regarded. * For the Druids,” says
Pliny, ““hold nothing more sacred than the mistletoe, and
the tree on which it is produced, provided it be an oak.”
Every such tree they * think is sent from heaven, and is &
sign that God Himself has chosen it. This, however, is
very rarely found ; but, when discovered, it is treated with
great ceremony. They call it by a name which, in their
language, signifies ¢ the curer of all ills.””” On this subject
the author of a little work to which frequent reference has
been made, observes : ¢ The Israelites looked for a Redeemer,

simplicity, that she would never do it again; and begged that they would
not carry her to prison. It is subjoiued to this piteous detail, that, in com-
pliance with & vile superstition, which the consideration of innocence could
not restrain, she was ordered to be ravished previous to her execution;
because it was ominous of misfortune to inflict the punishment of death upon
a virgin. The bodies of these innocents were then dragged through the
streets, and cast into the river.” (FErGUSON’s “Roman Republic,” vol. v.,
p- 354.) Such was the unenviable character of the boasted religion and
civilization of Rome during the reign of the immediate successor of Augustus !
Nor is this a solitary iustance of the demoralizing tendency, and consequent
gross inhumanity, of its pagan morality. Many other baneful effects of
this system will be found in that able and convincing book, Dr. LELAND’S
‘ Advantage and Necessity of the Christiar Revelation, shown from the
State of Religion in the ancient Heathen World,” &e.
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who should come in future times: they typified His advent -
by the scape-goat, and a variety of emblems. The Druids
did the same: they looked for some one who was typified
under the emblem of the mistletoe. Virgil, speaking of this
plant, calls it ‘the golden branch,’ and says, that by its
efficacious powers alone man could return from the dreary
realms beneath, The Druids represented the Almighty by
the oak ; supposing that that tree exhibited in the liveliest
manner the God of vegetative nature ; eternal, omnipotent,
self-existing, defying the assaults of a past eternity, and
looking on the future as only equal to Himself in duration.
From Him came the Branch so much spoken of by ancient
prophets, the Curer of all our ills, who is indeed the Resur-
rection and the Life, without whose kind assistance we can-
not return from the gloomy territories of the grave.” *

On this quotation another writer observes: ¢ Without
pledging ourselves to the belief of every sentiment contained
in this passage, we beg to make one remark,—that as it was
a very general practice of the ancients to represent and
convey their ideas by means of symbols taken from nature,
especially by trees and plants, and their various parts ; that
as trees in the garden of Eden were divinely pointed out as
emblematical of the most awful ideas,—life and happiness,
death and misery; and that as the promised Saviour is
repeatedly characterized in the sacred writings by the sym-
bolical appellations of * Branch,” ‘Rod,” ‘Root of David,’
¢Tree of Life, ¢Plant of Renown;’ we see no reason what-
soever for denying to the British Druids the right and pro-
priety of making the mistletoe of the oak a symbol of the
promised Saviour, and calling it ‘the curer of all ills,” to
remind themselves and the people of the benefits which the
Saviour would confer on them.” + '

To these remarks we may add, that not only are these
views sanctioned by Scripture, but they appear to be sup-
ported by profane authors, and the general practice of the

* “Jdentity of Religions called Druidical and Hebrew,” p. 68.

+ JauEs’s “ Patriarchal Religion,” p. 87. These views are also sup-
ported by Mr. Brydges, in his * Testimony of profane History,” p. 95.
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Heathen nations. Homer, as well as Virgil, speaks of the
‘¢ golden rod or branch:” * and it is well known, that in
almost every Heathen system we can trace some reference to
a deliverer or restorer, who is shadowed forth by some figures
or emblems, which, however faint and glimmering the light
they imparted, did nevetheless tend to exhibit the Saviour as
¢ the Desire of all nations.” .

The augury and divination of the Druids now demand our
attention. It is evident from holy Scripture, that Jehovah
gave to the first family prophetic intimations of future events.
The same course was pursued in the case of Noah; he was
informed of the approaching Deluge; all its important cir-
cumstances were foretold to the pious patriarch; and after
this terrible event he was further made acquainted with
certain things which should occur, and others which should
not. All this must have powerfully impressed the human
mind with the important fact, that the Divine Being cer-
tainly foreknows future events, and, on certain special occa-
sions, for wise purposes, communicates a measure of this
knowledge to mankind. What further prophetic informa-
tion, if any, was communicated to the post-diluvian world,
from this time to that of the Dispersion, we are not informed ;
ana on this point it would be vain to speculate. Yet it is
certain that, in the earliest ages of every ancient nation, we
find the existence of prophecy distinctly recognised. There
appears to have been entertained a widely-spread opinion,
that God did sometimes foretell future events, and that this
was generally done through human instrumentality.

Hence the oracles, divination, and auguries of the Heathen
world. In what manner these were first instituted, cannot
now be ascertained ; their causes are buried in extreme anti-
quity. Nor can we go at length into the question of the
agency through which the information was conveyed to those
who used these several means of inquiry.

Bishop Sherlock contends that it is impious to disbelieve
the Heathen oracles, and deny them to have been given out

* BrYpaEs’s “ Testimony of profane History,” p. 68.
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by the devil ; while Dr. Middleton professes his entire dis-
belief in them, and thinks himself warraunted to pronounce
that they were all impostares, invented and supported en-
tirely by human craft, without any supernatural aid or inter-
position whatever.* On such an obscure subject the slightest
ray of light from divine revelation must be esteemed a great
advantage. We therefore call attention to the case of
Balaam. Dr. Adam Clarke + states that ¢ this person was
one of the Asiatic Moshelim, who were similar to the Poete
among the Latins and Greeks, and the Bards amongst the
ancient British Druids.” It appears evident that he was a
believer in the one true God ; that either from his knowledge
or practices he was reputed by the Moabites as a sorcerer;
that he was covetous, and loved the wages of unrighteous-
ness ; that he did receive and communicate some of the most
remarkable prophecies contained in Holy Scripture; and
that, while doing this, he was employed to exercise divination
against Ierael, he being probably an Ammonite, certainly a
Gentile. Was his the only case of this kind which ever
occurred? Or did God in those early days put honour on
those who knew and worshipped Him, by communicating to
them, on some special crisis, the power of foretelling future
events ! And was it from an abuse of this gift in some
cases, and an attempt to counterfeit it in others, that the
divination and augury of the ancients arose?

It seems evident that something of this kind obtained
among the Druids of Britain. It is, however, easier to prove
that this practice existed, than clearly to show its true
character and extent. Pliny, who speaks very explicitly on
this subject, appears to identify it with the Magism of Persia.
His words are: * In Britain at this day it is highly honoured ;
where the people are so wholly devoted to it, with all re-
verence and religious observation of ceremounies, that a man
would think the Persians first learned all their magic from
them.”} Dr. Borlase informs us, in explanation of this

* See LEMPRIERE, sub voce Oraculum.

+ In his Commentary on Numbers xxi. 27, and xxii. 6.
} Puinu Nat. Hist., lib. xxx., cap. 1.
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passage, that “one of the chief functions of the Magi of the
East was to divine, that is, to foretell future events; the
term magus signifying among the ancients, not a magician
in the modern sense, but a superintendent of sacred and
natural knowledge.” * And there is every reason for believing
that the Druids performed the same art. They were so
celebrated for the prediction of future events, that the
Roman emperors frequently consulted them. The women
also uttered prophetic declarations.t !

The methods adopted for this purpose were various. The
most solemn rite was that which was universally followed in
the Gentile world, that is, an accurate examination of the
entrails of the victims. To this ordinary practice they
are said to have added another peculiarly horrid. ¢ On
great occasions they practise a very strange and incredible
manner of divination. They take a man who is to be sacrificed,
and kill him with one stroke of a sword above the diaphragm ;
and by observing the posture in which he falls, his different
convulsions, and the direction in which the blood flows from
his body, they form their predictions, according to certain
rules which have been left them by their ancestors.”  They
also divined by augury,—that is, by observations made on
the voices, flying, eating, mirth or sadnees, health or sick-
nees, of birds,—and by a variety of other methods, such as
the number of criminal causes, and remarkable incidents,
and by lots and tallies.

We have confined our notice on this part to the prediction
of future events, as there can be little doubt that, with
the exception of this, what was then called ¢ magic” was
nothing more than the most remarkable ordinary operations
of nature, paraded by the learned as wonders before the eyes
of the ignorant.

We now add a few general remarks on the religion of the
Britons.

Even at the close of this period, the Britons were cele-
brated for their religious knowledge and zeal. As a people

* ¢ Antiquities of Cornwall,” p. 138, + Ibid.
1 Dionorus SicuLus, lib. v., cap. 85.
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they were neither ignorant nor careless. They knew the
principles of their faith, and diligently attended to its insti-
tutions. This is the testimony of an enemy. For although
the Romans entertained the most inveterate hatred to the
British religion and its priesthood, yet Ceesar freely admits
that ‘“such of the Gauls as were desirous of being thoroughly
instructed in the principles of their religion, usually tock a
journey into Britain for that purpose.”

The influence of this religion had a very favourable effect
on the public mind. ‘The Druids were remarkable for
justice, moral and religious doctrines, and skill in the laws
of their country ; for which reason all disputes were referred
to their arbitration ; and their decision, whether relating to
private and domestic, or public and civil, affairs, was final ;
and the most heavy punishments were inflicted on those
who should be so obstinate as not to abide by their deter-
mination. To do no evil, was one of their general precepts;
as to be valiant in battle, was another; but the first and
chief was, to worship the gods.” * From this entire account
it appears evident, that the religion which the Druids taught
must have bad firm hold on the public mind ; and if so, their
power and discipline, in connexion with their remarkable jus-
tice and morals, must have operated very favourably on the
conduct and character of the people.

It is, indeed, a remarkable circumstance that, with one
exception, (and this capable of explanation,)t we never hear

* BORLASE’S Antiquil:ies of Cornwall,” p. 96; citing Strabo as his
authority. )

T “Respecting their matrimonial connexions, Ceesar says, ‘Ten or
twelve persons, who are commouly near relations, as fathers, sons, and
brothers, all have wives in common. But the children are presumed to
belong to that man to whom the mother was married.” It, however, appears
evident that Ceesar was deceived by the manner in which the Britons lived.
As several families nearly related to each other resided together in one
habitation, and as their houses and domestic arrangements were very inferior
to those of the Romans, the unfavourable suspicions referred to were nata-
rully produced. The truth, however, appears to be, that the Liws of matri-
mouy were held as sacred, and the violations of them as odivus, among the

Britous as among the Germans, who lived in a similar manner, but whose
chastity was proverbial.”—HENRY, vol. i., p. 447.
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anything to the disparagement of their morals. They are,
indeed, severely censured for inhumanity, but it is only in
connexion with their sacrifices ; while all the notices referring
to the British character are of a favourable cast. Diodorus
says of the Britons, * They are of much sincerity and in-
tegrity, far from the craft and knavery of men among
us; contented with homely fare, strangers to excess and
luxury.” *

Another circumstance which deserves a passing notice,
is the immense influence and authority exercised by the
Druids, and the means by which it was supported. From
what has been already stated, it is clear that scarcely any
priests or governors in any age exercised an authority so
extensive and powerful as that which was possessed by the
British Druids. They were the judges, from whose decisions
there was no appeal ; the priests, without whose aid there
could be no worship ; the teachers, who alone imparted
instruction: in short, all the elements of absolute power
were possessed by this order, and the means adopted for
its maintenance were decisive. For this purpose certain
annual dues were exacted from every family, by the Druids
of the district within which the family dwelt. All those
families were obliged, under the dreadful penalties of excom-
munication, to extinguish their fires on the last evening of
October, and to attend the temple with their annual offer-
ing ; and on the first day of November to receive some of
the sacred fire from the altar, by which to rekindle those in
their houses. By this means, they were obliged to attend
and conform to the rule, or be deprived of the use of fire at
the approach of winter. If any of the neighbours took pity
on the delinquents, and supplied them with fire, or even
conversed with them, they subjected themselves to the same
terrible sentence, by which they were excluded from all the
religious assemblies and sacrifices, from all the sweets of
society, and from all the benefits of law and justice.t

Another peculiar featyre in the religion and civil polity

* Bibl. Hist., lib. v., cap. 2.
+ Dz. HENRY’s “ History of Great Britain,” vol. i., p. 97,
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of the ancient Britons, was their great respect for the female
character. This was carried to an extent unknown in almost
every other field of ancient history. Females were permitted
to attend all the assemblies for the transaction of public
business, and to be present at the sacrifices ; and some of
them were initiated into the mysteries of Druidism ; for there
were female, as well as male, Druids, who appear to have
taken part in all the religious services, and even to have
studied augury and divination.

From this brief delineation of the religion of the ancient
Britons, it appears evident, that they preserved among them,
even to the close of the period under consideration, the
most prominent doctrines of patriarchal faith. They recog-
nised the one true God, believed in the immortality of the
soul, offered a regular succession of sacrifices, and ap-
proached God in worship with prayer and thanksgiving. '
Again, we see that these doctrines were not concealed or
uninfluential : the people were instructed, and their general
course of life was affected by their religious principles. Not
only was good effected to a certain extent by these means,
but strict cognizance was also taken of all injustice and
improper conduct, and punishment awarded as it appeared
to be deserved.

The beneficial results of these arrangements must have
been greatly limited by the degraded condition of a very
large portion of the population, who were little, if in
any respect, better than slaves, and by the unreasonable
amount of power possessed by the nobility. The uncon-
trolled authority of the Druids must, also, to a certain
extent, have operated perniciously, inasmuch as it afforded
constant temptations to them to aggrandize their order at
the expense of the public interest, and even of truth itself.
Yet on this head it is but just to observe, that, in all the
accounts of this period which have come under our notice,
there is no complaint of Druidical tyranny or extortion. On
the contrary, there is every evidence that the Druids stood
high in the respect and affection of the people. These
circumstances, however, must be taken in connexion with
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the obvious fact that this religion had already lost a measure
of its purity, and was fast tending to corruption. Although
no idols had been introduced, trees, hills, and rivers, the
sun, moon, and stars, were reverenced as in some manner
representing or exhibiting the divine power and glory.
Although polytheism had not, perhaps, been received, the
manner in which the several divine attributes were personi-
fied, and the pictorial representations of persons celebrated
for having made useful discoveries or improvements in the
arts, show that the bulwarks of the pure and primitive faith
were fast yielding to decay, and that Britain, although
memorable for its long preservation of the patriarchal reki-
gion, united in this respect with every other part of the
world in exhibiting the necessity of ‘‘a new and befler
covenant.”



CHAPTER III
THE SUBJECTION OF BRITAIN TO THE ROMANS.

Tae Britons, whose history and condition hitherto we
have endeavoured to exhibit, are now to be regarded as
subject to a powerful foreign invasion. By his talents and
energy Julius Cecsar had raised himself to the highest
military and political power which imperial Rome in the
zenith of her prosperity could afford ; and, not content with
subduing Gaul, defeating the Germans, and extending the
dominion of his country to the shores of the Atlantic Ocean,
he resolved, under the impulse of insatiable ambition, to
attempt the conquest of Britain. No other intelligible mo-
tive can be assigned for that enterprise. Having determined
on this object, in the summer of the year 55 B.c., he sent an
officer with a galley to obtain information respecting the
coast and the inhabitants. While the necessary preparations
were being made, the Britons, having had notice of his
designs, sent ambassadors to him in Gaul, and offered their
submission to the authority of Rome. Ceesar gave them a
very kind reception ; and, having exhorted them to continue
in this mind, he sent them back to Britain, and with them
Comius, on whose fidelity and prudence he fully depended,
that he might use his influence to persuade the Britons to
submit to the Roman government.

Meanwhile, Volusenus, who had been sent to explore the
coast, returned. He had not ventured to leave his galley,
but satisfied himeelf with the information which he was able
to obtain without landing. On this, Ceesar embarked the
infantry of two legions, (about twelve thousand men,) on
board eighty transports, and set sail from Portus Itius, or
Whitsand, between Calais and Boulogne ; and at ten o’clock
on the morning of August 26th, B.c. 53,* he reached the

* Dr, HaLrxy
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coast of Britain off Dover, and discovered the high ecliffs
covered with armed men. Perceiving the impossibility of
disembarking at this place, he coasted along to the north-
ward, until reaching a convenient situation, between Walmer
Castle and Sandwich, he determined there to effect a landing.
This was obtained, however, with great difficulty, and after a
long and bloody conflict. The tenth, Ceesar’s favourite
legion, at the head of which he himself afterwards fought at
Pharsalia, mainly contributed to this success.* It is not our
province to detail the particulars of these murderous con-
flicts; yet it may be remarked, that Ceesar fully awards to
the Britons all the qualities of good soldiers. They mani-
fested not only a daring courage, but sufficient skill to avail
themselves of every advantage of circumstance and position ;
and it was evidently in consequence solely of the superior
manner in which the Roman legions were accoutred and
disciplined, that they obtained the first victory over the
Britons, after a series of desperate efforts.

Upon this defeat, the Britons immediately sent ambassa-
dors to sue for peace, and, with them, Comius, whom they
had detained in prison. Having blamed them for what he
cliose to call their breach of faith, Ceesar promised forgive-
.28, but required hostages as security for their future good
conduct. On the day on which this peace was concluded,
Ceesar’s cavalry, which had been left wind-bound in Gaul,
were enabled to leave the harbour, and succeeded in nearing
the British coast, and even in obtaining a view of the Roman
camp; when they were dispersed by a tempest, and obliged
to seek refuge in the harbour which they had left. That
very night it happened to be full moon, when the tides
always rise highest; and in Ceesar’s narrative it is recorded,
that the Romans were then utterly ignorant of this impor-
tant nataral phenomenon.+ The spring-tide, and the high
wind which prevailed, nearly destroyed the fleet. The light
galleys which had been drawn up on the beach were filled
with the rising waters ; and the larger transports which lay

* De Bello Gallico. =t Ibid., lib. iv., cap. 26.
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at anchor were dashed against the shore, and greatly injured.
This disaster spread universal consternation through the
camp. The soldiers were well aware that they had no other
vessels, nor any materials for repairing the damage which
had been sustained, and that they were totally without pro-
visions, as it had not been the intention of Ceaesar to winter
in the island. Suetonius considers this event one of the
three great disasters which had happened to Ceesar during
the nine years of his command in Gaul.

Nor were their apprehensions unfounded. The Britons
perceived the critical position of the invading army, and gra-
dually left the Roman camp. And as all the harvest had
been gathered in except one field, they presumed that the
Romans would go there to forage. Thither they collected
their forces, and made a furious attack on the small party
sent on this service. Ceesar, having been apprised of their
danger, immediately marched to their rescue, and succeeded
in bringing back to the intrenched camp the legion which
had been almost overpowered. He had in the mean time
used the greatest diligence in repairing his ships, and em-
ployed the materials of those which were most injured to
mend the others. The prevalence for several days of heavy
rain prevented further operations. 'When this had ceased,
Ceesar renewed the war, and obtained a decisive victory.
Having pursued the vanquished Britons as far as the strength
and circumstances of his men would allow, he returned to
his former encampment. The same day another application
was made for peace; which Ceesar immediately granted,
only requiring twice the number of hostages. Yet, without
even waiting for these, a fair wind having sprung up, he set
sail at midnight, and safely arrived on the continent, after
the army had been three weeks on the island. Thus ended
the first Roman expedition against Britain ; an expedition
which produced little real honour, and less advantage. Yet,
for these successes, as they were deemed, the senate of Rome
decreed twenty days of thanksgiving.

The following year Ceesar, having made extensive prepara-
tions, renewed the invasion of Britain with a powerful army.
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On this occasion he left Portus Itius in the spring, with
eight hundred vessels, having a force of about thirty-two
thousand men, including two thousand cavalry. On seeing
this formidable force, the Britons retired from the coast;
and Ceesar landed, without opposition, very near the place of
his former encampment. Having made himself acquainted
with the route taken by the retiring Britons, and left a suffi-
cient guard to protect his camp and fleet, he commenced
about midnight a hot pursuit. After a hurried march, he
came in sight of the enemy, who were posted on a slope,
having in their front a river, probably the Stour, near Can-
terbury. Here they availed themselves of the advantages of
their position ; and, with their cavalry and chariots, boldly
disputed the passage of the stream.* The Romans, however,
proving successful, the Britons again retreated ¢ towards the
woods, into a place strongly fenced both by nature and art,
and which, in all probability, had been previously fortified ;
for all the avenues were secured by strong barricades of
felled trees, laid one upon another.”’+ The seventh legion,
which had suffered so severely in the preceding campaign
whilst out on foraging duty, carried this position by assault.
But their success seems to have been productive of little ad-
vantage to the Romans, as they could not venture to pursue
the Britons through the woods. Csesar therefore employed
the remainder of the day in fortifying his camp. The next
morning, just as the Romans were advancing in search of
the warlike islanders, information was brought to Ceesar,
that the fleet had during the night been greatly injured by a
violent storm. This disastrous intelligence induced the Roman
general to order an immediate retreat. Returning to his
fleet, he thought it the safest plan to draw up all the vessels
on the shore; and having given orders for the repairing of
those which were not wholly destroyed, he occupied ten days
and nights in securing his ships within the bounds of his
camp, and beyond the reach of winds and waves. Having
tnken these precautionary measures, and left a detachment
in possession of his fortifications, he led the rest of the army ,
* De Bello Gallico, lib. v., cap. 8. T Lbid.
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to the place where he had been recalled from the pursuit of
the enemy. The Britons, no less attentive to their interests,
availed themselves of this delay to increase their army, and
confided the entire command to a powerful prince called
Cassivelaunus. An incident occurred during the march of
the Romans which showed, that, however deficient the
Britons might have been when opposed to the Roman legions
in a pitched battle, they were nevertheless no strangers to
the art of war. Ceesar thus relates it: * Some time after,
sallying suddenly from the woods, and falling upon our men
while employed in fortifying their camp, a sharp conflict
ensued between them and the advanced gunard. Ceesar sent
two cohorts to their assistance; whom the Britons, charging
in separate parties, so surprised with their new manner of
fighting, that they broke through, routed them, and retired
without loss.”’* Troops, that in small bodies could attack
Roman legionaries and rout them, even when supported by a
fresh body of twelve hundred men, without the loss of any
of their own number, must have been formidable on account
of their skill as well as their courage.

The day following, a general battle was fought, in which
the Britons were defeated ; upon which, Cassivelaunus dis-
missed his auxiliary forces, and kept only four thousaud
war-chariots to watch the progress of the Roman army, and
to make any advantageous movements for which circum-
stances might offer him an opportunity. Caeesar advanced
with his troops, and crossed the Thames at Coway, notwith-
standing the attempt of the Britons to make that part of
the river impassable, by sharp stakes driven into the ground.
The capital of Cassivelaunus, which lay in the neighbourhood
of the present town of St. Alban’s, was soon afterwards
taken by the Romans, the inhabitants retiring to other parts
of the country. Meanwhile an attack was made on their
naval camp, by the Kentish chieftains, at the request of
Cassivelaunus, It failed, and the Britons again sued for
peace. Ceesar immediately complied with the request ; and,

* De Bello Gallico, lib. v., cap. 11.
E
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having received hostages, and imposed a yearly tribute, he
left Britain : thus ended his second invasion. Well might
Tacitus tersely remark : * Julius Ceesar, the first Roman who
entered Britain with an army, although he terrified the in-
habitants by a successful engagement, and became master of
the shore, yet appears rather to have transmitted the know-
ledge than the possession of the country to posterity.”*
Rome could not then boast of any conquest. The Romans
mightily extolled what they called the success of Caear, and
received his representations with very willing credence :
some of the captured Britons were given to the theatre; a
breastplate of British pearls was presented to Venus; and
his victories in the island were painted on purple hangings.t
But it is evident that Tacitus, who lived a hundred and fifty
years later, gives a more faithful account of the actual
results of the invasion ; and, in doing so, incidentally casts
light on the real condition of the inhabitants of the island.}
That this opinion, deduced from the facts of the case,
accorded with that entertained by the Britons themselves, is
manifest ; for, long afterwards, Boadicea and Caractacus
alluded to the flight of the deified Julius, and invoked the
manes of their ancestors who had expelled Ceesar the dictator.§

The progress and result of the Roman invasions have been
thus given in detail, not only because we have from several
authentic sources ample information respecting the various
movements of the belligerents, but because it is important
to cast every possible light on the character and condition
of the Britons at this period, on account of our possessing
scarcely any records of the ensuing century.

Soon after Ceesar’s return to Gaul, the civil war occupied
‘his entire attention, and he does not appear to have medi-

* Vita Agricole, cap. xiii. Aikin’s Translation.

+ Virerur Geory., lib. iii., 25 ; and TurnEg’s * History of the Anglo-
Saxons,” vol. i., p. 81.

 Plutarch shows his estimate of their power; for, having alluded to
Ceesar’s wars in Gaul and in Germany, he says, * But his expedition into
Britain shows the most daring spirit of euterprise.”—* Life of Csesar,”

vol. v., p. 28.
§ Fita Agricole, cap. xv. Annalium lib, xii., cap. 84.
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tated any further attack on the hardy islanders. Augustus,
his successor in the imperial government, several times gave
distant intimations of an intended expedition to Britain, and
on one occasion entered France as if for the very purpose;
but he did not carry his threats into execution. He called
this neglect, says Tacitus, ¢ the wisdom of his counsels.”
It seems, indeed, as if those threats were made only with
the design of obtaining, if possible, the promised tribute,
the payment of which had been greatly intermitted and
neglected ; it is even a matter of doubt whether any portion
of it had ever been tendered.

Tiberius pursued a similar policy with respect to Britain.
Yet the island gained little internal repose by an exermption
from foreign invasion. The several British nations soon
returned to the prosecution of war against each other. Over
these kings, Cassivelaunus and his successors maintained an
ascendancy. There is also reason to believe, that those who
bad favoured the Romans were afterwards severely punished
for their baseness; it being evident that the betrayers of
their national independence were the greatest sufferers in the
wars which followed. The people over whom three of them
reigned were so entirely subdued, that they lost their very
name and being as separate states, and are never afterwards
mentioned in history. - Cunobelinus was, in several respects,
the most illustrious successor of Cassivelaunus, and the most
powerful of the British princes of this period. He scems to
have arrived at a degree of greatness formerly unknown in
this island, and to have been sovereign of the principal part
of South Britain. After his death, his dominions were
divided between his widow, the famous Cartismandua, queen
of the Brigantes, and his two sons, Caractacus and Togo-
dumnus, who were the most considerable princes in Britain
when it was next iuvaded by the Romans under the emperor
Claudius.*

During the reign of Tiberius, the Britons were not only
freed from Roman aggression, but a good understanding

* Dz. HExeY’s “ History of Great Britain,” vol. i,,p. 18.
2
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appears to have been maintained between the two nations;

" the Romans accepting such presents, tributes, and customs
as were freely rendered, and the Britons manifesting a
friendly disposition as opportunities presented themselves.
In this spirit of conciliation, when some of the vessels in
which the troops of Germanicus sailed from Germany were
wrecked on the coast of Britain, the princes of this country
received and entertained them with great kindness, and sent
them back to their general.

Caligula, the nephew and successor of Tiberius, was
flattered in Gaul by one of the British princes who sought
an asylum in his court; and he professed to undertake the
conquest of the island. This purpose, however, ended, like
moest of the actions of that miserable emperor, in mere
verbiage. He marched his army, consisting of two hundred
thousand men, down to the shore of Gaul, opposite to
Britain, Then, while his army remained on the beach, with
all their engines of war, he embarked on board a galley,
sailed out a short distance, and returned. Upon his landing,
he ordered a charge to be sounded ; and as no enemy appeared,
he commanded his soldiers to gather up a quantity of shells
from the beach, and to bear them away as trophies of their
victory over the ocean. These testaceous monuments he
transmitted to Rome, as the best ornaments that could
grace the triumph to be awarded to him for this glorious
exploit | *

Claudius, who succeeded Caligula in the empire, provided
in good earnest for the subjection of Britain. It seems to
have been a custom in those times for such persons of dis-
tinction as were expelled or obliged to fly out of the island,
to take refuge in the court of Rome. One of these fugitives
persuaded Claudius to attempt the conquest of the island.
The enterprise having been resolved upon, Aulus Plautius, a
general of great wisdom and valour, was commanded to
conduct & considerable army out of Gaul into Britain. The
soldiers feared the dangers of the expedition, and manifested

* Dz, Hevex's “ History of Great Britain,” vol. i., p. 20.
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much reluctance to embark : it was with considerable diffi-
culty that Plautius prevailed upon them to follow him. This
being effected, he divided them into three bodies, which all
arrived in safety on the British coast, and landed without
opposition. This army consisted of four complete legions,
with their auxiliaries and cavalry, amounting nearly to fifty
thousand men. Among the principal commanders, under
the general, were Vespasian, who afterwards became emperor,
Sabinus his brother, and other eminent officers.

On this occasion, the Britons do not seem to have been
aware of their danger. We read of no confederacy having
been formed, no commander-in-chief elected, nor of any
army having been raised to guard the coasts, and repel the
invaders. It is indeed difficult, and painful to humanity, to
detail the various events of the war which followed. Our
sketch will, therefore, be as brief as is consistent with the
design of giving any tolerable idea of the conquest of the
country. The operations of this campaign commenced in
the ninety-seventh year after Caesar’s second expedition.

The Roman general, baving safely disembarked his troops,
marched into the interior of the country; and, having suc-
cesgively defeated Caractacus and his brother Togodumnus,
he offered powerful inducements to some of the smaller
states to place themselves in alliance with the conquerors.
Yet the Roman army still proceeded into the country, defeated
the Britons beyond the Severn, and then followed them east-
ward ; until the native troops made a stand in the marshes
of the Thames, where another desperate battle was fought,
in which the British prince, Togodumnus, was slain. In this
conflict the Romans suffered very severely ; and it is matter
of doubt whether they could boast of having obtained even
the semblauce of a victory. Plautius, perceiving the obstinate
determination of his foes, retreated to the south of the
Thames, and wrote to Rome, urgently soliciting the presence
of the emperor himself, with additional legions. Claudius
soon arrived in Britain ; and the army, having been strength-
ened by vast reinforcements, crossed the Thames; and,
although it is uncertain whether any battle of importance
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was fought, it is admitted that Cemalodunum, (Maldon,) the
capital of the Trinobantes, was subdued by the Romans.
Upon this success, Claudius received the proffered submission
of some of the states; and then hastily returned to Rome
to enjoy an easily-acquired triumph. Meanwhile, Vespasian
was employed in subduing the Isle of Wight, and the
maritime states in the southern coasts of the island.

But, notwithstanding these partial advantages, the Romans
are reputed to have subdued no more of the island than that
small portion which lay to the south of the Thames, with a
very narrow slip of territory to the north of that river; and
after the recall of Plautius, in A.p. 47, even this limited
dominion was subject to the daring incursions of the Britons.
For about three years from this date the Roman interest
seems to have been confided to the separate commanders of
the legions, who were scarcely able to maintain the ground
which Plautius had occupied. In a.v. 50, Ostorius Scapula,
a general of consular dignity, was appointed governor of
Britain. On his debarkation he found all things in great
confusion, At first he exerted bimself to recover and secure
the full extent of territory which Plautius had gained. He
then adopted a course never before tried by the Romans in
Britain,—that of defending the conquered portions of the
country by a line of forts built on the frontier, which, in
this case, were erected on the banks of the Severn and of the
Antina., He also pursued the caatious policy of disarming
all the Britons within this line of forts whom he suspected.
This measure, always obnoxious to a people possessed of a
martial spirit, was peculiarly so to a numerous tribe called
the Iceni, who had, without any attempt at resistance,
entered into a friendly alliance with the Romans. Having
armed themselves, they were joined by some of the neighbour-
ing nations ; an army was thus raised, formidable at once
from its numbers and its valour. Ostorius, knowing the
advantage of celerity on such occasions, quickly collected his
troops, attacked the revolters, and, after an obstinate and
bloody battle, obtained a complete victory. This danger
elicited still farther the policy of the Roman general, who,
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to prevent similar troubles, garrisoned a large number of
veteran troops at Camalodunum. He then marched to the
western part of the island, whence he was recalled to sup-
press an insurrection of the Brigantes, who occupied York-
shire and part of Lancashire. These being speedily sub-
dued, he planted another .colony of veterans among the
conquered. He was called thence to resist a powerful army,
drawn together by the Silures, a people of South Wales,
under the great Caractacus. To their natural ferocity, they
added the courage which they now derived from the presence
of their general. Renowned for his valour, and for many
vicissitudes of good and evil fortune, that heroic chief had
spread his fame through the island.* The British prince
selected a very favourable position to receive the attack of
Ostorius at the head of his legions; but the superior cool-
ness, tactics, and defensive armour of the Romans enabled
them again to triumph over the impetuous bravery of their
antagonists. As long as they fought with missile weapons,
the Britons had the advantage ; but when Ostorius ordered
his troops to advance, and, under cover of a shell of shields,
to level the stone-fence in front of the British position, their
superior arms prevailed, and a complete victory crowned
their efforts. The wife and daughter of Caractacus were
taken prisoners immediately after the battle. The hero
himself escaped, and sought refuge at the court of his step-
mother, Cartismandua, queen of the Brigantes. This heart-
less woman delivered him in chains to the Romans. The
renown of the man who, for nine years, had resisted the
Roman power, not only filled this island, but extended to
Italy and even to Rome itself. All desired to feast their
eyes upon this royal captive; and the emperor, participating
the common joy, adopted means to make his entry into the
capital as public and imposing as possible. On the day
appointed for the solemnity, the preetorian guards were
drawn up under arms ; and the emperor and empress were
seated on two lofty tribunals. There first appeared in the
procession the servants and followers of the British king,

* Tacrrt Annal., lib. xii., cap. 33.
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with the military harness, golden chains,-and other spoils,
which be had taken from -his neighbcurs in war; then
followed his brothers, his wife, "and his. daughter; and
Caractacus in native greatness closed the spectacle. All the
other prisoners were dejected by their misfortunes ; but the
hero himself appeared undaunted and erect, without betraying
one suppliant look, or uttering a word that implored mercy.
When he came into the imperial presence, he addressed
Claudius in a speech which was mauly, without being
insolent, and in which he boldly intimated that the imperial
dignity would derive more glory from manifesting clemency
to him than from any exercise of severity. The emperor
had sufficient nobility of mind to estimate the character of
his captive, who was immediately pardoned and released.

*“ At the next meeting of the senate, the victory over
Caractacus was mentioned with the highest applause, as an
event no way inferior to what had been seen in ancient times,
when Publius Scipio brought Syphax in chains to Rome ;
when Lucius Paulus led Perses in captivity ; and when
other commanders exhibited to the Roman people kings and
princes at their chariot-wheels.” *

Yet, noththstandmg the intense joy and exultatlon with
which those successes were received at Rome, the spirit of
the Britous, and especially of the Silures, was unbroken.
Without hazarding another great battle, they maintained the
war with unabated vigour; and, after continual and harass-
ing attacks and surprisals, the Roman general had the mor-
tification to behold his camps invaded, the bravest of his
officers and men slain in ceaseless and annoying skirmishes,
and numbers of his auxiliary forces made prisoners, and dis-
tributed over the country. Worn out with care and vexa-
tion, he died (as it is said) “of a broken heart,” to the
inexpressible joy of his enemies.

For several years after the death of Ostorius, the Romaus
rather retrograded than advanced in their attempts on Britain.
This is partly to be attributed to the valour and prudence of
the Silures, and likewise, in some measure, .to the conduct

* Tacr1 Annal., 1ib. xii., cap. 88. Murphy’s Translation.
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of the infamous Cartismandua, queen of the Brigantes, who
had been in close alliance with Rome from the time of her
delivering the brave Caractacus to his foes. This vile woman
having separated from her husband, and thrown Lerself into
the arms of one of her officers, the scandalous action gave
such great and general offence, that her people revolted.
After a short struggle, they succeeded in driving her from
the throne, and raising the injured husband to the vacant
dignity ; in consequence of which, the degraded queen sought
refuge among the Romans, and her royal consort united his
forces with those of the Britons.

Suetonius Paulinus was appointed to the command in
Britain, A.p. 59 ; and, during the first two years of lis
government, his military operations were generally prosper-
ous. He subdued several British tribes; and a number of
garrisons were placed to keep them in subjection. Encou-
raged by his successfulness, in the third year he planned a
most important enterprise : this was the conquest of the
Isle of Anglesea, at that time the residence of the Arch-
Druid, and the asylum of all the enemies of the Roman
government. Having marched to the western coast of Wales,
and provided flat-bottomed boats for crossing the Menai
Straits, he found the British army drawn up to oppose his
landing, and among them the Druids, both male and female,
with their hands raised to heaven, and pouring out the most
direful imprecations against their enemies.

The Roman troops were at first daunted by the unearthly
appearance of their foes. Aroused by the exhortations of
their general, they made a furious attack, which overwhelmed
all opposition, and insured a complete victory. This strong-
hold of Druidism was consequently destroyed. The groves
were cut down, and the Druids slaughtered. This event was
undoubtedly very important to the Roman interest; yet it
tended to inflame the Britons more than any other circum-
stance ; and as it occarred nearly at the same time that
such cruel treatment was inflicted upon Boadicea and hLer
daughters, a general insurrection was the consequence.*

* Boadicea was queen of the Iceni; her husband, at his death, left the

ED
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The DBritons flew to arms; and, taking advantage of the

absence of the governor, the first outbreak of their fury fell

on the Roman colony of Camalodunum. This was stormed
and destroyed with fire and sword, and the legion that
marched to its relief was cut to pieces. Suetonius hastened
his return to London, at that period a respectable trading
town: being unable to defend it, he retired. The Britons
annoyed him in his retreat, and destroyed nearly all the
inhabitants that remained. Verulamium was involved in
similar ruin; so that in the course of a few days seventy
thousand persons lost their lives. The following is the cun-
clusion of the rapid sketch of this petiod which Tacitus has
given: “Our veteran forces were put to the sword; our
colonies smoked on the ground ; and the legions were inter-
cepted on their march. Tke struggle was then for life : we
fought afterward for fame and victory.” *

The Britons pursued their way, flushed with trinmph.
Counfident in their numbers, they rashly engaged the Roman
army, which, though consisting of only ten thousand men,
contained the flower of their troops. Boadicea did all that
could be done by a woman and a queen ; she rode through
the ranks, harangued her troops, and entreated them to take
vengeance on the enemy. A desperate battle was fought;
the cool intrepidity and superior discipline of the Romans
again prevailed; and it was computed that eighty thousand
Britons were left dead on the field.

Undeterred by this dreadful defeat, the Britons continued
the war; and upwards of sixteen years passed away, without
the prospect of its termination, or the occurrence of any very
remarkable action,

Vespasian, who had recently succeeded to the imperial
dignity, in A.p. 78, sent Cneeus Julius Agricola to be the

Romans joint heirs of his kingdom with his daughters. Instead of being
conciliated by this consideration, the troops ravaged his dominions, and the
whole of that fine country was comsidered as a legacy bequeathed to the
plunderers.  They seized the goveroment, and, on Boadicea remonstrating
against such harshness, Catus, the procurator, caused ner to be scourged,
and her daughters violated in her presence.

* Taciri Fita Agricvle, cap. v.
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governor of Britain. He had served in this country under
Suetonius Paulinus, and was an experienced officer, greatly
beloved by the army, well acquainted with the ground, and
one who fully understood the character of the people with
whom he had to contend. It was this general whose talents
and exertions finally reduced Britain to the condition of a
Roman province. He was aware that a period of one
hundred and thirty-four years had traunspired, from the first
invasion of the island by Julius Ceesar, to the year when he
arrived ; that, during the greater part of that time, the
Roman arms had been crowned with success; but that while the
troops had proved themselves capable of gaining battles, those
who commanded them did not show themselves to be masters
of the rare art of governing and conciliating a conquered
people. His great mind seems to have divined the true
reason of the severe reverses which the Roman arms had
frequently received ;—that it was in attempting too much,
without regard to the security of previous conquests.
Tacitus says : * The Britons willingly supply our armies with
recruits, pay their taxes without a murmur, and perform all
the services of government with alacrity, provided they have
no reason to cowplain of oppression. When injured, their
resentment is quick, sudden, and impatient. They are con-
quered, not spirit-broken ; they may be reduced to obedience,
not to slavery.’”’ This was the opinion formed of our
ancestors, by one who had a thorough knowledge of them.
Upon this opinion, the result of personal experience, Agricola
acted. He commenced his wilitary operations with vigour ;
and, having made a powerful impression on the natives by
some important, skilful, and fortunate advances, he employed
the winter months in laying the foundation of a wise and
equitable government. As commander-in-chief, he suffered
none of his own domestics to be guilty of the least oppres-
sion ; and promoted to offices of trust only such persons as
had couducted themselves with honour and integrity in
inferior stations. The complaints of the provincials were
heard with the greatest patience, and redressed with a cheer-
ful readiness. He delivered the Britons from the oppressive
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extortions of tax-gatherers; and although he did not remit
the tribute which had been required, he made the payment
of it easy.

Thus Britain, which had long been the land of free men,
and had maintained a protracted and brave struggle in sup-
port of her freedom, was at length compelled to bend the -
neck to a foreign yoke, and submit to the dominion of
imperial Rome. From this period our country must be con-
sidered as part of that great empire ; for though some of the
extreme portions of the island might not then have formally
submitted to the imperial regimen, it was eolely their ob-
scurity which placed them beyond the notice of the Roman
arms, and not their own power of resistance, which enabled
those distant tribes to rejoice somewhat longer in the shadow
of their rude and native liberty.
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CHAPTER IV.

THE RELIGION INTRODUCED INTO BRITAIN BY THE
' ROMANS.

Having briefly sketched the principal methods of the
warfare and policy adopted by the Romans in their varied
and continuous attempts to subjugate the brave inhabitants
of this island, we proceed to exhibit the religious system
which they introduced. Before entering on this, however, it
may be desirable to advert very briefly to some of the effects
produced on the Britons by the importation of Roman arts,
letters, science, and government.

Agricola had no sooner firmly established the Roman
authority in South Britain, than he began to exhibit to the
inhabitants the benefits and blessings which might be derived
from the peaceful cultivation of the arts and sciences. For
this purpose, he instructed and assisted the natives to build
more commodious dwelling-houses for themselves ; and thus
they were incited to more elevated views of domestic con-
venience and comfort. Temples and courts of justice were
afterwards erected. Those who cheerfully entered into his
designs were praised and rewarded ; while the sullen and
reluctant were censured. By these means a spirit of emula-
tion wae raised, which was productive of consequences the
most salutary. He also laboured to establish a plan of
education, by which the sons of the chiefs were instructed in
the elements of polite literature. He encouraged them by
commending their talents and genius; and the people who
had previously held the Roman language in the utmost con-
tempt, now began to study it with diligence, and to appre-
ciate its beauties.* They soon began to admire, and then to
imitate, their conquerors in their apparel, banquets, splendid
porticoes, sumptuous baths, and other appliances of luxurious

* Tacrrus, in Vitd Agricola, cap. xxi,
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tranquillity ; and became great adepts in the polished manners
of progressive civilization.

In consequence of these wise actions of the new governor,
a manifest improvement took place in the condition of the
Britons. For although, as we have alrcady intimated, we
think there is reason to conclude, that the Britons have been
represented a8 more uncivilized than they really were, yet it
is indisputable that at this period the Romans had attained
the summit of elegance and refinement, and were therefore
capable of affording the rough islanders much important
instruction.

The dwellings of the Britons were very rude and simple
in the early ages, being mostly constructed of hurdle or
wicker-work, and afterward of large stones without mortar.
Their houses were generally round, having the roof thatched,
with a hole left in the centre for the escape of the smoke.
The Romans, on the contrary, had long been accustomed to
elegant and commodious dwellings, well built of masonry,
and adorned with statues, pictures, elegant drapery, and
handsome furniture. As colonies were planted, and wealthy
officials were sent to reside in different parts of the island,
the architecture and domestic economy of the Romans were
introduced. These arts and elegancies not being left to
make their way merely by the force of their own real merits,
but being recommended and stimulated with all the influence
of the government, we need not be surprised to find that a
great alteration was soon effected. Hence a number of towns
sprang up with astonishing rapidity.* The face of the
country, and the manners of the inhabitants, were thereby
immensely altered. So quickly was this change effected,
that we bave a list of one hundred and forty towns, in that
part of Britain which was subject to the Romans, at the end
of the first century, only twenty years after the efforts of
Agricola had commenced.

In addition to these, several Roman colonies were estab-

* WHITAKER'S * Manchester,” vol. i., pp. 267-269; ProLEMY; and the

Itinerary, given by De. Hexnry, “History of Great Britain,” vol. i.,
Appendix.
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lished, in each of which a body of Roman legionary soldiers
was stationed as inhabitants of the town. Here they had
very little intermixture with the natives, having their wives
and children with them, and being governed in civil matters
by the Roman municipal laws. They were subject, never-
theless, at the same time, to military rule ; each male child
being a legionary soldier by birth; and, therefore, liable to
be called away as the public service required. These colonies
were planted at several times and places, as it became neces-
sary to have strong military positions in different parts of
the island. They were Camalodunum, (or Maldon,) London,
Chesterford, Lincoln, and York, on the east side; and Bath,
Gloucester, Caerleon, and Chester, on the western side of the
island.* The towns in general, and these colonies in parti-
cular, were benefited and adorned by large and splendid
public buildings. Camalodunum was a colony A.p. 50 ; and
in eleven years afterward we find it furnished with temples,
statues, theatres, and other public edifices. Thie we learn
incidentally from Tacitus, who says that, immediately before
the Boadicean insurrection, the statue of Victory fell from
its pedestal without any visible means; and on that outbreak
the whole Roman garrison took refuge in the temple of
Claudius, which must therefore have been very large, while
it was so strong that it resisted all the efforts of the
besiegers for two days.t

In connexion with these improvements, the various sub.
ordinate arts received a proportionate impulse. Those
relating to the manufacture of clothing were only partially
known and practised in Britain before the arrival of the
Romans ; but afterward they were greatly cultivated and
improved. The government of Rome was anxious to extend
to every part of the empire a knowledge of the useful and
fine arts. For this purpose great efforts were made to
collect the best artificers of every trade, particularly the
manufacturers of woollen and linen cloths, who were formed
into corporations, with extensive privileges, and were located

* WuITAkER's ““ History of Manchester,” vol. i., p. 826,
1 Tacrir Annales, lib, xiv., cap, 82,
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in various parts of the empire, for the better supply of the
court, the army, and the people. It appears that one of
these imperial manufactories was established at Winchester.

The case was the same with respect to the artificers in
wood. This branch of art must have been cultivated by
the Britons previous to the Roman conquest, for the con-
straction of their buildings, furniture, and more especially
their chariots, of the elegance of which both Greek and
Roman writers speak in terms of admiration. Yet in these
trades the Romauns were very competent to instruct their
new subjects; and as towns were built, and temples and
other public buildings raised, this would necessarily be done.
With the working of metals the inhabitants of the island
had been familiar from the earliest antiquity. Statuary
was evidently an art introduced by the Romans ; and paint-
ing, of which the Britons had some previous knowledge, was
greatly improved.*

Although the Britons had previously carried on important
commercial operations, yet, under the government of the
Romans, this traffic increased ; for, whereas before it was
chiefly confined to the mining district in the west, it now
became extensive and general. No more striking evidence
of this is required, than that which is found in the rapid
rising of London into importance. At the landing of the
first Roman invaders, if there was any town here, it existed
only as a stronghold in the centre of a forest. Yet, at the
time of the war with Boadicea, when it had been about
sixteen years in the possession of the Romans, we find it to
be grown into a rich, populous, and beautiful city, remarkable
for the number of its merchants, and even at that period
the great mart of commerce.}

All these improvements must have been accompanied by a
corresponding advancement in the mode of living and man-
ners of the Britons. Yet it must not be forgotten, that,
with these advantages, the Romans also imported many

* Dr. HENRY’s “ History of Great Britain,” vol. i., book i., chap. v.

t Ibid., vol.i,, p. 821 ; TACITUS, Annales, lib. xiv., cap. 83; WHITAKER'S
+ Manchester,” vol. i., p. 270.
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vices into the island. The chieftains, who had before lived
in all bardihood and simplicity, were now taught, not only
the elegancies of Roman life, but also its vices, luxuries, and
effeminacy. The liberal policy of the Roman government
tended to insure this; for notwithstanding that the towns
generally were governed by Roman officers, some were
favoured with a more indulgent charter, and permitted to
elect their own president, justiciary, and tax-gatherer; and
every person who had sustained these offices was entitled to
all the immunities of a Roman citizen.* This privilege was
afterward greatly extended; for, when philosophy, in the
person of Antoninus Pius, was invested with the imperial
authority, these narrow restraints were taken away, aud the
Roman citizenship was conferred upon every Briton of pro-
perty and worth.t

Having thus given a brief view of the advancement made
by the Britons, in their civil and political condition, in the
industrial arts, trade, commerce, and general manners, while
under the government of the Romans, we proceed to notice
the religion which that people introduced into the island,
and its effects on the character and condition of the inha-
bitants.

Cousidering our intimate acquaintance with Roman his-
tory and literature, this may appear a very simple inquiry;
nevertheless we shall find it encumbered with considerable
difficulty. The names of the principal deities, and their
supposed history, may be easily ascertained : we may read
of their priests and sacrifices, and yet have only imperfect
ideas of that which, in accordance with our views, we call
the religion of the Romans.

In our investigation of these particulars, we shall endea-
vour to show their true character, and to connect them with
their practical bearing on the public mind. For this pur-
pose, we shall notice in order the nature, number, and
character of their gods; their religious rifes, ceremonies,

* De. MexneY’s “ History of Great Britain,” vol. i., p. 823.
+ Wairaxee’s “ History of Manchester,” vol. i., p. 829.
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and sacrifices ; the doctrines received respecting the soul,
and its future destiny; the influence of this religion on the
state and prospects of society ; and the opinions entertained
of providence, morals, and motives.

It will not be expected that we should here enumerate
the various deities of the imperial city. Their number pre-
cludes the possibility of it; being so great, that it was said
to be easier in Rome to find a god than a man. Every part
of nature, every portion of time, every physical operation,
all were consecrated to deities, and exhibited their presence
and power. *Does the blossom delight with its fragrance
or its bloom ? Aurora has nourished it with her tears, and
Zephyr has expanded it with his breath. Do the waters
fret and babble among the rocks, or flow smoothly and
gently through the windings of the valley? Some Naiad
sporte with the current, and dances along the banks. Does
the grape cluster on the vine, the harvest ripen into gold,
or the orchard bend beneath its fruit? It is to the benig-
nity of Bacchus, Ceres, or Pomona, that the wants of men
are indebted for the increase, and for the blessing. - The
shepherd tunes not his reed beneath the shade, the poet
meditates not his song to love and beauty, without being
favoured and inspired by some auspicious power ; and Pan,
Diana, Venus, or the Muses, are perpetually beheld sporting
with, and blessing, their favourite votaries. Even death
itself, divested of its terrors, appears in the form of a Cupid
with an inverted torch. The very lights of heaven are but
the radiances of celestial natures. The sun is a god, who,
seated in a chariot of fire, and borne along by the swiftness
of immortal steeds, daily encircles the immensity of the
world, and pours light and joy over the universe; and the
moon, presiding with more gentle sway over the night,
supplies the absence of her brother, and cheers, with her
tempered beams, the earth and the heavens. The scene of
ocean has no less its appropriate rulers. In its courts and
palaces of coral, Thetis, surrounded by nymphs of celestial
bloom, celebrates her mysterious revels, and prepares the
mighty couch for the wearied Apollo. Amid its blue and
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undulating waters, the long-haired Triton floats in his car
of pearl, and directs his attendants to guide some favoured
bark from the whirlpool, or the rock; or, if the mighty
element be caught by the tempest, and rage and foam
against the shores, it is the wrath of Neptune that swells
and tosses the waves, as it is his benignity that shall
silence their uproar, and hush them into peace. Over all,
from the depths of Erebus to the expanse of heaven, Jupiter,
the sire of gods and men, exercises his paternal or con-
trolling power. He grasps the thunder in his anger;
sends forth the lightnings, and commissions the storms to
do his will, and shakes by his nod the foundations of the
universe; but when he smiles, all nature is vivified and
cheered.” *

As if these were not sufficient, natural causes and mate-
rial forms were converted into gods. There was scarcely &
human want, wish, whim, prejudice, vice, or virtue, which
did not possess its presiding divinity. The very animal
functions of human nature were to be performed under the
aid, or in the presence, of some peculiar power ; and twenty
thousand deities, the easy creation of fear and hope, were
scarcely deemed sufficient for the hierarchy of heaven.

Regarded merely as the creation of poetic genius, all this
appears beautiful and appropriate; but let us consider the
spiritual and immortal interests of man, and conceive an
individual under the conscious influence of the desires and
aspirations which a knowledge of these interests is calcu-
lated to create, bending his anxious mind in search of a
great First Cause—an almighty Governor, a God; what
answer does all this refined mythological scheme give to
such a spirit? Here are greater and lesser gods; here are
deities acting, not only independently, but even in direct
opposition to each other. Yet such were the occupants of
the Roman Pantheon, the objects worshipped by this refined
and powerfal people.

It must also be considered that, although, to some extent,
the deities of Rome were more completely separated from

* ALLxY’s Vindicia Christiana, p. 19,
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mankind, and more exempt from the passions, the desires,
and the crimes of man, than those of the Greeks, this
resulted not so much from any superior views entertained
by the Romans of the nature or character of the Deity, as
from the fact that their principal gods were imported from
Greece with merely an alteration of the name, and therefore
did not stand so intimately connected with the early tradi-
tions of the people of Italy as they did with those of Greece.
Thus Jupiter is the Grecian Zeus; Neptune, Poseidon;
Mercury, Hermes ; Mars, Ares; and Vulcan, Hepheestus.
The goddesses may in the same way be referred to the cor-
responding deities of Greek fable. Consequently, so far
as the Romans exhibited the character and conduct of their
gods, they appear to have copied the Greeks.* They had,
therefore, many instances of celestial crime and discord,
which, if more remote, were still sufficiently evident. The
actions ascribed to several of those deities, as well as their
general dispositions, are very impure. Injustice, rage, malice,
licentiousness, are abundantly displayed; they revel, riot,
wanton, laugh, or, under the influence of more violent
passions, turn heaven into a scene of furious contention and
wild uproar. Nor are these peculiarities confined to celestial
intercourse ; they are amply exhibited in their dealings with
mankind. In their government of the world, they were not
only uncertain and variable in their individual characteristice,
but subdivided into factions, at once hostile to each other,
and to the welfare of man. Hence he who worshipped one
deity, thereby offered an affront to another : the most entire
devotedness to Jupiter would not avert the anger of Neptune.
This extended from individuals to nations. Every country

* “Content with the religion of the Greeks, and other nations whom
they conquered, they borrowed their divinities, worship, sacrifices, priests
festivals, in & word, the whole apparatus which idolatry drew after it
without once having a thonght of reducing so fantastical a religion to a
system; and the most idolatrous city in the world was the least concerned
about the history of its gods. Cicero, indeed, in his treatise, ¢ Of the Nature
of the Gods,’ gives some of their genealogies; but for the most part his
notions are borrowed from the writings of the Greeks,”—DBANIER’S
¢ Mythology,” vol. i., p. 124.
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had its divine patrons, and national prosperity or adversity
was less to be attributed to the vices or virtues of the people,
than to celestial favour fortuitously attracted, or celestial
enmity unknowingly and undeservedly provoked.

In reply, it has been often urged, that, although this is
the fact concerning the poetry of the Romans, and may
probably be true of the belief of the lower orders of the
people, yet this representation is not applicable to the culti-
vated and philosophic part of the community, who must bave
had much more elevated and correct ideas of the divine
nature and character. Such opinions appear very plausible,
and would indeed be gratifying, if they could be sustained.
But they cannot. It is not denied that a difference of
apprehension did exist in this respect ; some persons might
have obtained views somewhat clearer than others; but the
preceding statements certainly exhibit the national opinion
of their gods. Such is the uniform picture presented by the
poets ; and where, after all, shall we seek a correct (however
ornamented) delineation of national manners and sentiments,
if it be not to be found in national poetry? The view we
have taken is confirmed by various official acts performed by
great men on the most important occasions. Thus we find
that, when besieging a town, the Romans solemnly invoked
the tutelary deity of the place, and endeavoured to win him
from the side of the enemy, by the promise of more costly
offerings than he had been accustomed to receive. At the
same time, they who thus tempted the gods of their oppo-
nents, attributed eimilar treachery or mutability to their
own; and the name of the protecting divinity of Rome was
studiously concealed, lest the foes of the republic should be
able to allure him to similar desertion by similar offerings.
Hence also they sometimes even chained their gods to their
pedestals, lest they should flee away and leave them.

Nor did the philosophers, by their teaching, correct this
wild polytheism. On the contrary, they agreed in these
three important particulars :—

1. All the philosophers, except those of the atheistical
sects, agreed in admitting a plurality of gods. If some of
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them occasionally speak of deity in the singular number, they
speedily lapse into the error of the popular faith, and avow
persuasions which sufficiently prove that they had no con-
ception of the unity of the Divine Being.*

2. The ancient philosophers also agreed in limijting the
attributes of their gods. The Deity was said neither to
exercise nor to possess creative energy. Matter, uncreated
and eternal, existed independently of the divine power. It
was thus invested with the fandamental qualities of Divinity.
The Deity was supposed to be obstructed in the formation of
the world by the inaptitude of the materials to be shaped and
arranged ; and the defects and deformities, by which the
universe was thought to be disgraced, were ascribed, not to
His want of will, but to His want of power.

3. The popular creed of Greece and Rome was an extra-
vagant Manicheism, in which demoniacal powers were mingled
with divine. The philosophers adopted, but modified, the
doctrine, An eternal and disorderly principle was supposed
to interfere perpetually in the government of the world.
The existence of moral evil was thus explained, the wisdom
and goodness of the ruling god being subjected to a counter-
acting and malignant power.

Such were the notions brought by the Romauns into
Britain respecting the divine character and government. The
religious rites, ceremonies, and sacrifices which they practised,
were in accordance with those views.

On this subject it is very difficult to speak, without either
omitting what is necessary to give a correct idea of the reli-
gious rites of the Romans, or polluting our pages with
recitals the most obscene and disgusting. It is true that, in
early times, and occasionally afterward, some religious rites
were celebrated among them, which had a tendency to afford

* “The philosophers made the theology of the Pagans look a little
aristocratically, by their speaking so much of the gods in general, and with-
out distinction; and attributing the government of the whole to them in
common, as if it were managed and carried on by a common ccuncil and
republic of gods, and as if their Jupiter or supreme god were no more among

them than a Speaker of the House of Commons, or the Chairman of a Comn-
mittee.”—Cupworra's “ Intellectual System,” p. 857.
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relaxation and pleasure, without ministering to vice; yet it
must be admitted, that those which obtained the greatest po-
pularity, and were by far more numerous and frequent, were
of a very different character. It is astonishing that a people
80 refined as the Romans should tolerate and practise rites
distinguished by the vilest extravagance, and the most wan-
ton and unblushing effrontery. A case like this appears
clearly to prove that no attainments in civilization, learning,
or refinement, will save a people from the most abominable
impurity of manners, unless they are in possession of a pure
religion.

The rites of Bacchus were notorious for the most indecent
spectacles, wanton exclamations, and open obscenities of the
grossest descriptions. Here male and female votaries joined
in the vilest orgies ; others exhibited every extravagance of
gesture which was most likely to kindle the fury, or pro-
voke the libertinism, of the surrounding maltitude ; while
‘to think nothing unlawful was considered a grand maxim
of religion.” *

The festival of the Lupercalia was scarcely less intemper-
ate or offensive. The numerous priests by whom the shame-
less, but Aoly, ceremonies were to be performed, ran naked
through the streets, and indulged, without reserve, in all
the excesses permitted on the occasion. In this case, also,
females, even of the higher ranks, mingled in the riot, unde-
terred by the grossness of a spectacle diametrically opposed
to the purity of morals, and to all the sacred decencies of life.

The rites of Venus were celebrated with still greater excess.
The more wanton the revelry, the more intense was the devo-
tion. The grossest of passions were hurried into the very ex-
tremes of the most execrable sensuality. Rites of this kind
were frequent and numerous. The inclinations and appetites
of the people were indulged, till indulgence became a habit,
and habit a necessity, and till it might have become politi-
cally hazardous to curtail or purify institutions which, in a
moral point of view, it was so mischievous to maintain,

* Livius, lib. xxxix.; where see ample details.
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Notwithstanding the great laxity of these opinions, and
the impurity of the rites connected with them, the moral
and religious responsibility of man was acknowledged ; and
penances, eacrifices, and lustrations were frequently and
regularly performed, as means of purging away the guilt
of sin.

There are sufficient reasons for believing that in the early
ages the Romans supposed human sacrifices to be pleasing
to the gods. The story of Curtius, the self-sacrifice of the
Decii, the symbolic sacrifice of human figures made of rushes
at the Lemuria, afford ample evidence. One qr two awful
instances are also known, which belong to the later period of
the Roman republic. At the beginning of the second Punic
war, a man was buried alive, to conciliate the divine favour.*
When the soldiers of Julius Ceesar attempted an insurrection
at Rome, two of them were sacrificed to Mars, in the Campus
Martius, by the pontifices and the flamen martialis, and their
heads were stuck up in the regia.t

The principal sacrifices were those of animals, varying in
their kind, according to the nature and character of the
divinity to whom they were offered. In early times, it
appears to have been the practice to burn the whole victim
upon the altars of the gods; but it afterward became the
custom to consume only the legs, enclosed in fat, while its
other parts were eaten at a festive meal. The gods were
believed to delight chiefly in the smoke arising from the
burniog of animals; and the greater the number of victims,
the more pleasing was the sacrifice. Hence many animals
were sometimes offered together, it not being uncommon to
sacrifice one hundred bulls at once. In the early ages the
princes, as the high priests of the people, killed the victim ;
in later times this was done by priests set apart for that pur-
pose. When the sacrifice was to be offered to the Olympian
gods, the head of the animal was drawn toward heaven;
when to the gods of the lower world, to heroes, or to the

* Dr. W. Saari’s “ Dictionary of Greek and Roman Aatiquities,” sub
voce Sacrificium.

+ Livir Hist., lib. xxii., cap. 67.
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dead, it was drawn downward. While the flesh was burning
upon the altar, wine and incense were thrown upon it, and
prayers and music accompanied the solemnity.

Various lustrations were likewise performed by bathing
the whole or a part of the body. But those of which we
have the most distinct information were always connected
with sacrifices and other religious rites, and consisted in
the sprinkling of water with a branch of laurel or olive, or
by means of the aspergillum, and in the burning of certain
materials, the smoke of which was supposed to have a puri-
fying effect. When sacrifices were offered in connexion
with a Justration, they appear to have been carried round the
person or thing to be purified. The object of the greater

part of the Roman lustrations was not, however, to expiate -

crime, but to obtain the blessing of the gods upon the per-
sons or things lustrated. Thus fields were purified after
sowing, and again before harvest. The shepherd, to preserve
his flock from disease, or other evils, sprinkled them with
waters, adorned the fold with branches and foliage, burnt
pure sulphur and various herbs, and offered sacrifices to
Pales. A fleet was lustrated before it put to sea: for this
purpose altars were erected on the shore, and the vessels,
manned with their troops, were drawn up in order close to
the coast. Profound silence was observed; and prieste,
standing close by the water, killed the victims, and carried
the purifying sacrifiees in small boats three times round the
fleet. On these rounds they were accompanied by the gene-
rals, who prayed to the gods to preserve the armament ‘from
all dangers. Hereupon the priests divided the sacrifices into
two parts, one of which was threwn into the sea, and the
other burnt upon the altars, while the multitude around
prayed to the gods.* All Roman armies also, before they
took the field, were lustrated, and probably in the same
manner. Every new colony was established by a lustration ;
and the city of Rome itself, as well as other towns within
its dominion, always underwent a similar ceremony after it
bad been visited by civil bloodshed, awful prodigies, or any
* Livu Hist., lib. xxxvi., cap, 42; lib, xxix., cap. 27.
F

\
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other great and general calamity. In addition to this, the
whole Roman people were subject to this rite at the close
of every census, which occurred generally once in five years.
On that occasion the censors performed a lustration in the
Campus Martius.

‘We notice, next, the views which the Romans entertained
of the sonl and its future destiny, with the influence that
their religion had on the state and prospects of society.
Here, too, a melancholy absence of true knowledge is easily
discovered. Much has been said in commendation of parti-
cular passages found in the writings of Plato, Cicero, and
Seneca, respecting the immortality of the soul; and it is
allowed, that some such occur, which, taken alone, would
appear to exhibit tolerably clear views on this subject; yet
it is equally evident, that all their force is destroyed by
numbers of others, which express sometimes doubt and
sometimes unbelief. It follows, therefore, that if the
vigorous intellect of these ancient sages did on some occa-
sions carry them above the darkness in which the surround-
ing population was involved, their reason had not firmness
sufficient to hold fast the truth which it had reached,—that
the pinion which carried them into fields of light could not
maintain its elevation.

There is, however, a more probable way of accounting for
those coruscations of truth which sparkle amid the darkness
of ancient philosophy. God had from the beginning revealed
to mankind a rich measure of religious truth, and had conti-
nued these revelations through the medium of the Israelites,
who lived in the centre of the civilized world, and to whom
the great and the learned of all nations had access. No-
thing is, therefore, more likely, than that the philosophers
of Greece and Rome should have gathered up these isolated
truths, which were found floating away into oblivion, among
old and neglected ‘traditions, long after they had been obli-
terated from the public mind ; or that the same knowledge
should have been obtained from some intercourse with the
Jews, or access to their sacred writings. The probability of
this supposition is greatly strengthened by the fact, that

"
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when those truths were enunciated, they did not even influence
the mind of the philosopher himself, he on other occasions
being the subject of the same doubts which filled the minds
of the ignorant mass around him. The sentiments expressed
even by Socrates, just before his death, afford a remarkable
instance of this. The speech which he is said to have deli-
vered to hie judges, while it shows his self-command and
pre-eminent powers of mind, affords at the same time afflict-
ing testimony of the hesitating faith with which he had
embraced the tenet of the immortality of the soul.

The nature of the soul, and its origin, were questions
which were gravely and constantly discussed by the sages
of Greece; and the most conflicting doctrines were pro-
pounded by different philosophers. At one moment the
soul was nothing more than the heart, the blood, a portion
of the brain, a particle of air, an organization of fire ; at
another, it was harmony, number, nothing, a quintessence
without a name, a movement without end or beginning, a
fifth element, which those who introduced were unable to
define or comprehend.

The writings of Cicero represent in the most lively
colours the ignorance, the errors, and the uncertainty of the
ancient philosophers on this subject. When they were
desirous of arming their disciples against .the fear of death,
they inculcated, as an obvious, though melancholy, position,
that the fatal stroke of our dissolution releases us from the
calawities of life, and that those can no longer suffer who
no longer exist.* Nor could Cicero give any clearer infor-
nmation, though he had elicited, on this dark but important
subject, all that Grecian philosophy and Roman good sense
could possibly suggest. After labouring through the detail
with a grave and philosophic accuracy, he coolly exclaims,
¢ Which of these doctrines is true, a God only can decide;
which is most probable, is a question of scarcely inferior
difficulty.” +

* GiBoN’s “Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire,” book xv.,
chap. 2.

1-P ALLXY'S Pindicie Christiana, p. 432,

Fr2
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We need not add to these remarks any lengthened
examination of Roman poetry, with respect to its bearing on
this subject. Virgil has indeed painted for our inspection
8 vivid picture of the future state of man; but it is too
unintelligible and absurd to be relied upon, too gloomy
and forbidding to administer any comfortable hope. His
“shades,” though visible to the eye, are impalpable to the
touch. They are unearthly forms with earthly organs and
appetites, With respect to their destiny and condition,
every principle of equity and consistency is outraged. In
the realms of Tartarus, indeed, notorious sinners are punished
accovding to their crimes. But here the power of uninspired
man failed ; mercy commensurate with the moral frailties of
man, even in what is called a virtuous condition, was beyond
the grasp of the intellect to conceive, or of the feeling to
suggest. Innumerable beings are therefore supposed to
wander on the banks of the Styx a hundred years, not
because of any sin which they have committed, but simply
because their bodies have not been buried. With equal
dieregard of justice, the plains of mourning were peopled
with innocence and guilt, alike sharing the same abode and
the same misery. But the happy inhabitants of the Elysian
fields, more than any other circumstance, show the unsatis-
factory character of this destiny. While they have nothing
but merely earthly pleasures to enjoy,* they are doomed after a
season to drink the waters of Lethe, which obliterating from
the mind all recollection of past events, they have then to
return to earth to be they know not what.

If, therefore, after all the learned labour of the philoso-
phers, as Seneca justly observes, *immortality, however
desirable, was rather promised than proved by these great
men ;* and if poetic genius in its highest flights could form
no idea of continued bliss, even for the greatest and best,

* Al the delights to which they were most attached on earth, and all
the habits which they most indulged, are renewed and exercised without
restraint. For the more warlike ghosts are provided shadowy chariots,
hoses, and arms ; for the more gentle and voluptuous, feasts are spread in
verdant meads, Others wrestle in amicable contest, or dance to harmonious
sounds,”—ALLEY'S Pisdicie Christiane, p. 424,
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after death; what must have been the condition of the
mass of the people, with regard to this awfully important
point?! Can we wonder that they should have generally
abandoned the idea of a future life, and have sat down i
darkness, contemplating the grave as their eternal habitation,
and sadly complaining in anticipation of their doom ?—
*Alas | the tender herbs, and flowery tribes,

Though crush’d by winter’s unrelenting hand,

Revive and rise when vernal zephyrs call :

But we, the brave, the mighty, and the wise,

Bloom, flourish, fade, and fall ; and then succeeds

A long, long, silent, dark, oblivious sleep,

A sleep, which no propitions power dispels,

Nor changing seasons, nor revolving years.”®
It cannot be difficult to estimate the influence of such
doctrines on the state and prospects of the mind. Where
there was no settled confidence in the justice or mercy of
the Deity, where there was no certain knowledge of the
immortality of the soul, or of the principles upon which its
present and future happiness would depend, there could be
no real consolation derived, no _good ground of hope far-
nished. Such, evidently, notwithstanding much supersti-
tious devotedness to the rites, sacrifices, and ceremonies of
their religion, was the real condition of the Roman people.
Their afflictions were not only unalleviated, but often aggra-
vated, by their religion. They were not certain of the pro-
tection of their gods ; nay, they might experience injustice
from them. All this tended to produce a disregard of the
fature, an avidity for indulgence in present pleasures :
“ Better would it be,” eaid the tragedian, *to expire in
infancy, er never to exist, than to be subject to the calamities
by which man is encompassed ; but, since calamities abound
and are unavoidable, let us indulge in pleasure while we may,
and devote the season to revelry and joy, which may s>
speedily terminate in pain and sorrow.”’t This religion,

* Moscrus's Epitaph on Bion, quoted by the Rev, Thomas Hartwell

Horne, B.D., in his ** Introduction,” vol. i., p. 10.
- 4 SorHOcLIS &Edipus Colowexs, as quoted in ALLEY’'s Findicia
Christiane, p. 8.
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therefore, affords little to strengthen the heart of afflicted
man, or to encourage his hope of a happy futurity.

The doctrines taught at Rome respecting providence,
morals, and the spirit of devotion, also require a brief notice.

That which has been already said respecting confidence
and hope, applies with equal force to the doctrine of provi-
dence. For although the poets and teachers of Rome some-
times give correct and explicit intimations of the divine
protection, goodness, and government ; yet the influence of
those just principles is destroyed by other more prominent
tenets, and obvious inferences, flowing from the character of
the gods, and the relative position supposed to be occupied
by man.

Almost in the same page in which a divine administration
was unequivocally affirmed, the powers of chance or fortune,
of necessity or fate, were announced and deified, as the
invincible and eternal directors of the affairs of the universe.

The fatalist makes all things fixed and certain, and thus
excludes government; the polytheist gives up the govern-
ment of the world to innumerable opposing and contrary
wills, and thus makes everything uncertain. If the favour
of one deity be propitiated, the wrath of another, equally
 or more powerful, may be provoked; or the gods may
quarrel among themselves. Such is the only providence
" which can be discovered in the Iliad of Homer, and the
Zneid of Virgil ; poems which unquestionably embody
the popular belief of the times in which they were written.*

Thus the people were left to fluctuate between a para-
mount destiny which controlled the gods, and preeiding
gods who controlled mankind. Nothing stable remained, on
which religious trust might repose; and, while the learned
were left to wander from doubt to doubt, the ignorant were
involved in the mischiefs of this pernicious uncertainty, and
floated amid the billows of life, unsettled in their conviction
of that power which lifted the threatening wave, or controlled
the storm.

* ALLEY's Vindicie Christiane, p. 76; REv. RicEHARD WaTsoN's
Works, vol. ix., p. 66.
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**Think,” says Agrippa to the Roman people, “of that
irvesistible necessity, to which the gods themselves must
submit.” ¢ You deceive yourselves,”” says Promethens to
the chorus in the tragedy : ¢ fate is superior to wisdom, and
Jupiter himeelf is governed by it.” ¢ Fortune,” says Seneca,
“‘rules without order the affairs of men, and blindly scatters
her gifts over the world.,” This language was of popular
usage, and addressed to, and admitted by, the popular faith.
It is evident, then, that the whole doctrine of providence
was compounded of the most jarring elements ; and human
belief, equally indeterminate and vague, was left to fluctuate
between an ommipotent fatality without wisdom, and con-
trolling gods without omnipotence.

The moral purity of any religion may fairly be admitted
as a principal test of its truth. But in the application of
this remark it is necessary to discriminate between the
immorality which may be committed in violation of the
authoritative commands of a true religion, and that which
is indulged in under the sanction and allowance of a false
one. We do not, therefore, refer to the immorality of the
Roman people any farther than it appears to arise out of
the defects or impurities of their religion. Before we
give melancholy evidence of this, it is necessary to observe
that our censure is by no means universal. For, notwith.
standing the obvious defects which have been already pointed
out, it must not be denied that a moral influence may have
been sometimes exercised, and a moral purpose sometimes
fulfilled, by that fanciful and extravagant system. Some
part of it was deeply and indelibly impressed with the great
outlines of practical truth; and it enforced, with occasional
beauty of language, those obvious duties of life by which
society is to be regulated, and which every religious code
in the world has, in a certain degree, proclaimed and
sanctioned.

The existence of these elements of truth and righteousness
in connexion with so much falsehood and impurity, is easily
and satisfactorily accounted for. The pure patriarchal faith
contained and enforced both the primitive doctrines of reli-
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gion, and their corresponding morals: these, although
corrupted by faney and fable, (associated with human inven-
tions, foolish, corrupt, and wicked,) continued to shed forth
some rays of light, and to exercise some salutary influence,
on the human mind through succeeding ages.

It must be obvious that the morality of the religion of
Rome was poisoned at the very fountain-head. No faith can
require from man a higher degree of moral excellence than
is exhibited in the character of the Divinity which it calls
him to adore: therefore, if the gods of Rome taught and
authorized vice by their example, the same conduct would be
naturally thought permissible in man. Thus the Roman
might learn lessons of immorality at his very altars. A
recital of the murder, adultery, injustice, licentionsness, and
other crimes of which the principal deities were believed to
have been guilty, may well be spared: they have already
been exhibited more frequently and fally, perhaps, than is
consistent with a due regard to the morals of the youth of
our own country.

But the gods of this religion did not merely teach crime .
by example ; they produced it by their influence. They are
constantly exhibited as interfering to kindle evil passions,
and to prompt the bad designs of mankind. When Alexander,
after the death of Clito, lamented his crimes, the sophist
consoled him by the assurance that he was impelled by a
superior power. Phedra in her calamity ascribes her guilt
to the wrath of Venus, kindled by the chastity of the un-
happy Hippolytus; and Hercules, after he had murdered his
wife and children, attributes the deed to the malignity of
Juno, and derives his consolation from his impiety.

As we have already seen, many of the most popular reli-
gious rites tended still further to corrupt and debase the
mind. They occupied in their observance all classes of the
community ; the girl, the matron, the boy, and the man.
If the mind turns away sickened and disgusted from a con-
templation of these scenes of impurity, what must have been
the effect produced on the hearts of those who entered into
all those gross and obscene ceremonies with passionate
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ardour? Can we wonder, that, under such a system, prin-
ciples and manners became alike impure 1% - .

The spirit of devotion which the religion of the Romans
cherished, presents an important subject for inquiry. Al-
though it is by no means an easy task to convey explicit
information on this branch of the sabject, we may venture
to offer a few observations on the true intent and character
of their worship.

And here it may be observed, that many rites, ceremonies,
and sacrifices, remained in use long after their important
object had ceased to be recognised by the popular faith.
However appropriate, therefore, in themselves to answer the
great end of worship, there is much reason to fear that in
consequence of their perverted character they, on the con-
trary, became ministers of evil. A eareful and comprehensive
survey of the whole subject tends irresistibly to impress the
mind with the important fact, that, as far as religion con-
cerned the mass of society, it was not a system of internal
piety, but of external observances. The sacrifice was indis+
pensable, but the sin might be retained. If the hecatomb
was offered, it was evidently intended rather as a bribe to
the gods, than as an acknowledgment of repentant crime.
The result was, that all sound and salutary doctrines gave
way to the formal and minute observances of an imposing
superstition.

The ritual of worship was absurd. It sometimes required
the sacrifice of human victims, at others the oblation of
whole herds of cattle; at one time it was disgraced by bar-
barous exhibitions, at another rendered ridicalous by minute
attention to external signs. It was immoral and licentious,
as has been already proved ; and if so, what devotional feel-
ings could it excite? What worthy ideas of Deity could it
foster? what abhorrence of sin? what consolation in trial ?
What virtuons purposes could be cherished under its influ.

* To such an extent was this awfal influence exercised at Rome, that the
senate were compelled to pass a law to prevent married ladies of the first
familfes from publicly coming before the Zdiles, and enrolling their nameyg .-
in the lut- of licensed prostitution |—See TaciTus, Annal., lib, ii., cap. 83,

F5
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ence? Alas! if it is the office of devotion to lead man’s
thoughts from earth to heaven, from sin to purity, the faith
and worship of Rome were ill calcnlated to cherish such a
purpose. We have, indeed, on this subject, as on others,
some beautiful sentiments in the pages of Roman writers;
but here also these are almost unmeaning, and generally
uninfluential, on account of the more powerful, controlling,
and opposing influences which the dogmas and rites of their
religion so abundantly furnished. In such circumstances, a
rigid, superstitious zeal might occasionally have been pro-
duced, a careful and constant attention to ceremonial rites
might have been rendered; but the religion of Rome pre-
sented a soil in which pure devotion could scarcely exist,
and in which it could never flourish.

. In concluding this sketch, it is necessary to.give some
information respecting the various classes of the Roman
priesthood, or ministers of religion.

The priests were not a distinct order from the other citi-
zens, The Romans, indeed, had not the same regulations
with respect to public employments as now obtain with us,
With them the same person might regulate the police of the
city, direct the affairs of the empire, propose laws, act as a
judge or priest, and command an army. The priests may
be divided into two distinct classes, as some of them were
common to all the gods, while others were set apart to the
service of a particular deity.

Of the first class, the principal were the Pontg/x‘cca. This
order was instituted by Numa Pompilius, the second king of
Rome. Their number, originally, was five ; which was after-
wards increased by several additions, until at the time of the
Ceesars it amounted to fifteen or sixteen, This body was
denominated collegium. They exercised the chief super-
intendence over all matters of religion, and all things and
persons connected with public or private worship. To their
care were also intrusted the books containing the ritual
ordinances of religion, It was their daty to give information
to all who requested it, respecting holy rites and ordinances.
They had also to guard against any irregularity in sacred
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observances which might arise from the neglect of ancient
customs, or the introduction of foreign ceremonies, It
formed part of their office, not only to determine in what
manner the gods should be worshipped, but also the proper
form of buriale, how the manes of the departed were to be
appessed, and what signs either in lightning or other phenc-
mena were to be received and coneidered. With them rested
the judicial decision in all matters of religion; and where
existing laws or customs were found to be defective, they
made new regulations according to their own judgment.
They determined the forms of worship and of sacrificing,
and watched over the conduct of all persons who took any
part in these solemn duties. Their power was, therefore,
very great, especially as they were subject neither to the
senate nor to the people, but could of themselves punish
with fines all those who neglected their mandates, according
to the magnitude of the offence.

The chief of the Pontifices, entitled Pontifex mazimus, was
the president of this body, and acted in its name, He was.
generally chosen from among the most distinguished per-
sons. The office was filled, among others, by Julius Ceesar,
Lepidus, and Augustus. The College of the Pontiffs con-
tinued until the overthrow of Paganism.

The Augurs constituted another class of persons, whose
office was sacred, and open to all aspirants. Their origin is
lost in the antiquity of the Roman state. In its strict sense,
the term meant, ‘“a diviner by birds ;”’ but it was afterward
extended to embrace the entire observation of supernstural
signs. In addition to this, the Augurs had to advise on the
expiation of prodigies, and other matters of religious
observance.

_The Augurship is described by Cicero, himself an Augur,
as the highest dignity of the state, having an authority which
could not only prevent resolutions from passing in the
senate, but also annul those already passed, if the auspices
had not been duly performed. The words, Alio die, from a
single Augur, might put a stop to all business; and laws
had several times been rescinded by a decree of the Colleges
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At first the Augurs are supposed to have been three in
number ; afterward one more was added, and then another
addition of five took place; and lastly Sylla increased the
number to fifteen.

The chief of the Augurs was called magister collegii. The
Augurs enjoyed this singular privilege, that, even when con-
victed of the greatest crime, they could not be deprived of
their office ; and as they were elected for life, their duties
were permanent. Platarch assigns as a reason for this,—
that they were intrusted with the secrets of the empire.

As the Pontiffs prescribed solemn forms and ceremonies,
so the Aungurs explained all omens. They derived tokens of
future events chiefly from five sources ; that is, from appear-
ances in the heavens, as thunder or lightning, from the sing-
ing or flight of birds, from the eating of chickens, from the
motions of quadrupeds, and from uncommon accidents.

The College of Augurs possessed greater power in the
earlier than in the latter days of the republic. The old

legends delighted to tell of the triumphs of religion. The
- first kings of Rome were Augurs, and Romulas was believed
to have founded the empire by direct intimation from heaven.
Cicero laments the decline of the art in his day. The College
of Augurs was finally abolished by the emperor Theodesius ;
but so deeply was the superstition rooted, that, even in the
fourteenth century, a Christian bishop found it necessary to
issue an edict against it.

The Decemviri sacris faciundis, or simply Decemoiri sacro-
rum, were the members of another priestly College. They
had the care of the Sibylline Books,* and inspected them, by

* A certain woman, called Amalthsa, from a foreign country, is said to
have come to Tarquinius Superbus, wishing to sell nine books of Sibylline or
prophetic oracles. Upon the king’s refusing to purchase them, she went
away, burnt three of them, and returned, demanding the same sum for the
six. The king again refased; when she burnt three more, and demanded
the original price for the remaining thres. Amazed at this conduct, Tarquin
consulted the Augurs, who advised the immediate purchase of the oracles.
Pliny says that she burnt two books, and that but vne was bought. These
books were supposed to contain the fate of the Roman empire ; and there-

fore, in public danger or calamity, the keepers of them were frequently
commanded by the senate to inspect their contents.
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the appointment of the senate, on all important occasions.
This class of priests was exempted from the obligation of
serving in the army, and their office was for life. Although
as a College their duties stood connected with the general
interests of the nation, they were properly and specially
devoted to the service of Apollo.

The Epulones formed another College of priests, They
were originally three in number, but afterward were increased
to seven. It was the custom among the Romans to decree
feasts to the gods, especially to Jupiter. These sacred enter-
tainments became so numerous, that the Pontiffs, who at
first had them under their care, could no longer attend to
them; on which account this order of priests was instituted
to take charge of these observances.

The Pontiffs, Augurs, Decemviri, and Epulones, formed
the four great religious corporations of Rome. There were
other fraternities of priests, composed of persons of high
rank, but whose official dignity was leas considerable. Among
the chief of these were the following :—the Arvales Fratres,
twelve in number, who were appointed to offer sacrifices for
the fertility of the ground. The Curiones were priests who
performed the sacred rites in the several wards (or curie)
of the city of Rome. They were thirty in number, one to
each ward, forming together a College of thirty priests,
over whom one of their number presided, who was thence
called Curio Maximus. The Fetiales were a College of priests
who acted as the guardians of the public faith. It was their
fanction, when any dispute arose with a foreign state, to
demand satisfaction, to determine the circumstances under
which hostilities might be commenced, to perform the various
religious rites attendant on the solemn declaration of war,
and to preside at the formal ratification of peace. These
were the principal priests whose various offices arose out
of the several services to which they were devoted, being
common to all the gods.

The priests of particular deities were called Flamines, from
a cap or fillet which they wore on their head. The most
dignified were those of Jupiter, Mars, Pan, and Quirinus ;
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beside whom there were numerous others. The principal
of these enjoyed many peculiar honours, but were subject to
several restrictions. ‘

It is also necessary to notice the Vestal Virgine. These
were the priestesses of Vesta, who ministered in her temple,
and watched the perpetual fire which burnt on her altar.
Their origin was very ancient, since Rhea Silvia, the mother
of Romulus, was one of this sisterhood. They were six in
number. These virgins were chosen from the children of
the common people between the ages of six and sixteen, and
the period of service extended to thirty years ; during which
time they were bound by a solemn vow of chastity, the
violation of which was punished with a terrible death.

We have thus noticed the principal features of the religion
of the Romans. The reader will perceive that, however
preposterous and absurd many of its doctrines were, and
although its rites were for the most part impure, nevertheless
the system itself was very elaborate, and its institutions so
inwrought with the entire texture of their political and
social relations, that its influence on the public mind was
immense, Indeed, it has been questioned, whether any
people were ever more observant of the requirements of their
religion than the Romans. Nor will this excite much sur-
prise, when the remark just made is taken in connexion with
the adaptation of the spirit and genius of this faith to the
habits, manners, and dispositions of a warlike, licentious,
and superstitious people.

_ Such then were the religious doctrines, rites, and institu-

tions which, being received at Rome, were disseminated from.
the imperial city to every part of the immense empire.
Wherever the Roman legions marched, they carried with
them this faith, and raised altars to these gods. Wherever.
colonies were founded, or conquests made, these rites and
observances were established. And this, too, at the most
critical point of time in the religious history of the world,—
at that time when our earth, enveloped in moral darkness,
was visited in Divine mercy by ¢ the day-spring from on
high,” when * the Lord visited and redeemed His people”
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by the incarnation and death of His Son, our Lord and
Saviour Jesus Christ.

The Romans, who professed this religion, are the people
concerning whom the apostle declares, “ When they knew
God, they glorified Him not as God, neither were thankful ;
but became vain in their imaginations, and their foolish
heart was darkened. Professing themselves to be wise, they
became fools, and changed the glory of the uncorruptible
God into an image made like to corruptible man, and to birds,
and four-footed beasts, and creeping things. Wherefore God
also gave them up to uncleanness through the lusts of their
own hearts, to dishonour their own bodies between them-
selves : who changed the truth of God into a lie, and wor-
shipped and, served the creature more than the Creator, who is
blessed for ever.,” (Rom. i. 21-25.) This is an inimitable
description of the religion which the Romans introduced
into Britain.

So long as the soldiers of Rome carried on a war with the
Britons merely as invaders, the influence of their religion
would be scarcely felt, it being confined to the fortified
camps of the legionaries. But when, through the prudent
policy of Agricola, the Romans learned to govern as well as
to conquer, it must have been brought into juxtaposition
with the religion of the Britons, It should be remembered,
too, that this took place under circumstances the most
favourable for the spread of the polytheistic idolatry of Italy.
It was the religion of the conquerors, of those who evidently
possessed art, science, refinement, and riches, far beyond
any thing known at that time among the inhabitants of this
island, Here, then, was a religion supported by power, and
recommended by every influence likely to give it favour in
the estimation of the Britons; and, further, when this
occurred, the Druids who had for ages been the teachers, the
priests, the depositaries of the patriarchal British faith,
were a proscribed class. The Romans, aware of the influ-
ence which they exercised over the Britons, and knowing
their patriotism and their power, directed very special
efforts against them, until their sacred places were laid
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in the dust, and they were themselves either destroyed

¢ or driven from the exercise of their office. We need not

" wonder, therefore, that the religion of Rome should soon
afterwards have gradually extended its influence in this
country; and especially as we have seen that in the lapse of
" ages the principles of the Druids had lost much of their
pristine purity, and thus prepared the public mind to recelve
the corruptions imported from Rome.

There can be no doubt that, as Roman influence, manners,
and government extended through the island, the Roman
religion would certainly follow. On this subject, indeed,
but little information has been preserved; yet enough remains
to prove that this was the case, and to show that those
fragments which have come down to our time, exhibit but a
very small portion of the power and influence which the
religion of Rome exerted on the inhabitants of Britain.

We are told that a temple, dedicated to Diana, stood on
the site of St. Paul’s cathedral in London, and one, sacred
to Apollo, at Westminster, where the abbey now stands ;
that-there was a temple consecrated to Victoria or Andate at
. Maldon, and one to Minerva at Bangor; and that Bellona
had one at York, and Janus one at Leicester, Apollo, more-
over, is said to have had one temple at Bath, and another in
Cornwall, in which county a temple to Mercury is also sup-
posed to have stood. All this clearly shows, that the poly-
theism of Rome had widely extended in Britain, and that the -
inhabitants in general, during the last period of the Roman
government, had sunk into the idolatry and licentiousness of
the imperial city, while they copied her elegancies, and tried
to attain to her intellectual grandeur, and to indulge in her
abounding luxury.
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CHAPTER V.
THE INTRODUCTION OF CHRISTIANITY.

DuRriING the interval that elapsed between the last inva-
sion of Britain by Julius Ceesar, and the efforts made by
Claudius to subdue it, an event took place of unparalleled
importance to mankind. This was the birth of our Lord
Jesus Christ, the promised Redeemer of the world. Both
his mother and her husband were lineally descended from
the regal house of David; and the Saviour was born during
the reign of Augustus Ceesar. The whole Jewish economy
typified His mission and sacrificial death. All the prominent
particulars of His history had been distinctly predicted by
the prophets; and even the precise time and place of His
birth were unambiguously foretold. Yet, when He appeared,
although numerous miracles attested the Divinity of His
character, He was slighted, persecuted, and crucified. For
some time after the ascension of the Saviour, the Gospel was
preached only to the Jews; but, when specially called
thereto by the Holy Spirit, Peter proclaimed its glad tidings
to Gentiles in the house of Cornelius at Ceesarea. This took
place A.p. 41, just about the time when Caligula was slain,
and Claudius Ceesar succeeded to the imperial dignity. It
appears, therefore, very clear, that the Gospel could not
have been preached in this country until after that time,

There is scarcely any point on which a Christian inquirer
would desire more explicit information than on the question,
% When, and by whose instrumentality, was the light of truth
first disseminated among the benighted inhabitants of our
father-land ?*° From the slender data within our reach,
we can scarcely hope for such ample and satisfactory infor-
mation on this subject as is most desirable. Yet it will not
be difficult to remove much obscurity from this portion of
Christian history, and to give at least a probable account of
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the introduction of Christianity into Britain, and its progress
amongst the inhabitants during the period of its subjection
to the Roman domination.

* As a starting-point we venture to fix upon the fact which
we have just now elicited, namely, that the Gospel was not
preached in Britain before the reign of Claudius. It has,
indeed, been surmised, on the authority of a passage in
Gildas, that the Christian religion was planted here during
the reign of Tiberius., The passage is ‘as followa: ‘ Mean-
while these islands, stiff with cold and frost, and in a distant
region of the world, remote from the visible sun, received
the beams of light, that is, the holy precepts of Christ,
~—who is the true Sun, and who shows the whole world His
splendour, not only from the temporal firmament, but from
the height of heaven, which surpasses everything temporal,
—at the latter part, as we know, of the reign of Tiberius
Ceesar, by whom His religion was propagated without impedi-
ment, and death threatened to those who interfered with its
professors.”* It appears, however, from these words of Gildas,
as has been satisfactorily shown by Stillingfleet,+ that they
do not, as some have supposed, state that the Gospel light
shone in Britain during the reign of Tiberius, but rather,
that the writer speaks of a double shining of the Gospel,
one more general to the world, the other more particular to
this island, The former, he says, was near the close of
the reign of Tiberius; the latter was ‘meanwhile,” the
time of which he speaks.} This opinion is amply supported
by facts. As the Romans had effected no occupation of the
island before the invasion under Aulus Plautius, in the reign
of Claudius, it must be evident that the Britons were much
more difficult of access defore than after that period ; for,
when Roman stations had been established, there must of
pecessity have been a constant intercourse between Rome
and this island. In such circumstances, therefore, clear and
explicit evidence is necessary to prove any very early evan-

* Dg. Gires’s Translation of Gildas, sect. viii.

t Origines Britannice, p. 5.
$ Gildas refers to the time of the Boadicean insurrection.
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gelization of Britain. But, in addition to this, it appears to
be correct to conclude, that, if this meaning is put on the
words of Gildas, the Gospel must have been preached in this
country at least three years before the conversion of Cornelius,
who is clearly exhibited in Scripture as ¢ the first-fruits of
the Gentiles.” If there had been no doubt respecting the
words of Gildas, his authority alone would scarcely have
been sufficient to establish the point; but, as it is, the
opinion deduced from them seems to be utterly groundless.

It will now be necessary to examine the various notions
which have been entertained respecting the persons by whom
the glad tidings of salvation through Christ were primarily
communicated to the inhabitants of this island.

It has been supposed by some persons, that the Apostle
Peter first taught the Britons the Christian faith. This
notion, says Stillingfleet, ¢ some writers of our Church His-
tory have endeavoured, for particular reasons, to prove ; but
their proofs are very slight and inconsiderable, The object
of these efforts is sufficiently evident; for, if it could be
shown that Peter had by his personal ministry founded the
British church, it would be thought a conclusive reason for
its entire submission to the authority of those who claim
to be successors of this apostle.”” In favour of this opinion,
however, we have no evidence worthy of credit. Parsons
the Jesuit has, indeed, argued in its support; but all that
he has said may be reduced to these three particulars:
Gildas, speaking of the British church, calls it *“the chair
of St. Peter,” an expression from which no evidence on the
subject can be elicited, when the claims of Rome in the
sixth century are considered. Also Simeon Metaphrastus,
who lived 4.p. 900, is quoted as saying, “ that Peter stayed
some time in Britain; where having preached the word,
established churches, ordained bishops, priests, and deacons,
in the twelfth year of Nero he returned to Rome.” It
might be a sufficient reply to this to say, that the testimony
of this writer on this subject is distrusted by those who on
other occasions praise him. But it must also be remems
bered that, after the conversion of Cornelius, and the com-
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mencement of Paul’s apostolical career, Peter appears to
have directed his labours specially to the Jews. Hence he
is said to -have had *the Gospel of the circumcision” tom-
mitted unto him. Besides, this solitary witness is not only
utterly unsupported by primitive antiquity, but is quite
opposed to the general tenor of the best evidence which
exists respecting this apostle’s life and labours.

It is further urged that St. Peter himself, in a vision to a
person in the days of king Edward the Confessor, reported
that he had preached the word in Britain, Perhaps this
is As GoOD evidence as any which has been assigned ; but to
it Fuller archly objects : ** To this vision pretended of Peter,
we oppose the certain words of Paul, ¢ Neither give heed to
Jables.’

Besides Peter, James, the son of Zebedee,* and Simon
the Canaanite, surnamed Zelotes, are severally reported to
have introduced the Gospel into this island ; but as these
opinions are not supported by any historical evidence, or
even by any plausible conjecture, it will not be necessary
further to allude to them. Other statements require more
particular attention.

Perhaps none of the legendary narratives handed down to
us on this subject have obtained greater celebrity, than that
which attributes the first preaching of the Gospel in Britain
to Joseph of Arimathea and his eleven companions. The
substance of this account is here subjoined :—The Jews,
entertaining particular enmity against Philip, Joseph of
Arimathea, Lazarus, Mary Magdalene and Martha his sisters,
with Marcella their servant, banished them out of Judea ;
and, putting them into a vessel without sails or oars, sent
them thus unprovided to sea, intending their destruction.
Yet this company, after having been tossed about with
tempests, at length safely reached Marseilles in France.
Here Philip remained preaching the Gospel, and sent Joseph
of Arimathea, with Joseph his son, and ten other associates,
over into Britain, to convert the inhabitants of this island to
Christianity. At what part these good people landed, we

* James was slain by order of Herod, A.D, 44,
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are not informed ; but the first scene of their mission is laid
in Somersetshire, where they obtained the protection of the
king Arviragus, who allowed them to build a church, and
gave them twelve hides of land for their support ; which
were situated in what was then a desolate island, the site of
the present Glastonbury. Here they built a small church,
and surrounded it with a yard. By the direction of the
angel Gabriel, it was dedicated to the Virgin Mary. In
this church it is said that Joseph was buried ; and here
those persons lived many years, devoutly serving God, and
converting many to the Christian religion.

It will not be necessary at any length to show the fabu-
lous character of this entire: narrative. We therefore
briefly observe: 1. Here is an evident want of sufficiently
ancient testimony. No writer of credit before the Conquest
makes any mention of Joseph’s coming hither ; * nor have we
a single confirmation of it,—notwithstanding the numerous
charters and documents to which reference has been made,—
that does not appear to have been originally taken from the
Glastonbury legends,+ in support of this account. 2. The
circumstances are altogether most improbable, The dedica-
tion of the church to the Virgin by the direction of Gabriel,
will at onee be attributed to monkish ignorance and super-
stition, and must be acknowledged .to be an invention of
much later times ; for in the days of the apostles we hear of
no such extravagant regard to the mother of the Saviour.
The churchyard surrounding the church, and the burial of
Joseph within the building, also prove that the account is
of much later date than the time to which it is referred ; for,
although there were several churches in Britain in the first
ages of the Christian religion, there was no such thing as
the appurtenance of a churchyard till the time of Cuthbert,
archbishop of Canterbury, who died A.p. 798. And, as
Sir Henry Spelman asks, * What ancient writer ever told us
of any persons buried in churches at that time of day? Or
where do we read of churches being dedicated to the saints

# Fouriee’s  Church History of Pritain,” vol. i, p. 18. 8vo. London.

t StiaiNeriERT, Origines Britannice, p. 2.
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in the first century? or that the Bleesed Virgin was
addressed in a religious manner by any of her contempo-
raries 7"’ And then, as to consecrating the church, there
is no notice taken of it in any records of that age, nor for
about five hundred years after, till St. David, who was made
archbishop of the see since called by his name, a.p. 519,
happened to dream of this wonderful relation.* It must be
further evident, that the retired and eremitical way of living
ascribed to these persons is not agreeable to the manners
of the earliest ages. The Christians of their time did not
affect such habits of seclusion, We find no traces of these
monastic retreats till the Diocletian persecution: it was
then that the Christians first retired into the deserts of
Egypt ; it not being choice, but necessity, which drove them
from towns and cities, and made them live remote from the
sphere of social intercourse.t+ 3. The story of Joseph, as it
comes to our hand, is also opposed to history; for while it
states that St. Philip came from Judea into France, the best
authors inform us that he journeyed into Upper Asia, and
finally suffered martyrdom in Hierapolis.] Nor can we find
8 more satisfactory accordance between it and British annals.
For, on looking carefully into the condition of South Britain
at the time to which this legend has reference, we find no
such prince as Arviragus, nor indeed any place for the exer-
cise of his authority ; it being evident that at the period of
which the tradition speaks, A.n. 63, the entire of South
Britain, at least as far west as Glastonbury, was subdued
and formed into a Roman province.§ We perceive, there-
fore, that this account is evidently fabulous; for, although
-we do not presume to affirm that Joseph of Arimathea
did not visit our island, it is very evident that this relation
of his coming, if it has any particle of truth in it, has it

* CoLuier’s * Ecclesiastical History of Great Britain,” wvol.i., p. 38. .

8vo. London, 1840,

t Bid., p. 24.

$ Cave’s “ Lives of the Apostles,” p. 883. London, 1841. EusEBius,
p. 100. London, 1888,

§ CowLien’s “ Ecclesiastical History,” vol, i,, p, 26, STILLINGFLEET’S
Origines, p. 80,
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buried beneath a mass of superstitious fable of comparatively
modern invention. This elicited from the witty Fuller the
observation :—*¢ As this relation of Joseph is presented unto
us, it hath a young man’s brow with an old man’s beard ;
I mean, novel superstitions, disguised with pretended an-
tiquity.” *

Another tradition states, that the Gospel was introduced
into Britain by a king called Lucius ; who, having heard of
Christianity, sent two of his courtiers to the bishop of
Rome, requesting to be favoured with information respecting
its laws and doctrines. The most approved account of this
is copied from the old *Book of Llandaff,” and is here sub-
joined : ¢ That king Lucius sent Elvanus and Medevinus to
Eleutherius, the twelfth bishop of Rome, to desire that he
might be made a Christian by his instruction. Upon which,
the Pope gave God thanks, that such a Heathen nation were
80 earnest in their applications for Christianity. And then,
by advice of the priests of the city of Rome, they first
baptized these ambassadors, and afterwards, instructing them
more fully in the principles of the Christian faith, they
proceeded to ordain them, making Elvanus a bishop, and
Medevinus a teacher; and they, being thus qualified,
returned to king Lucius ; who, with the chief of the Britons,
were baptized ; and then, according to the form of Elea-
therius’s instructions, the ecclesiastical order was settled,
bishops were ordained, and the Christian religion further
propagated among the inhabitants.”+ 'Po this account
Geoffry of Monmouth adds: ¢ These holy doctors,” meaning
Faganus and Dervianus, ¢ when they had cleared the great-
est part of Britain of Heathenism, procured many of the
Pagan temples to be consecrated to the honour of the true
God, having first removed out of them the relics of idolatry
and false worship. There were then in Britain eight-and-
twenty Flamens, and three Arch-Flamens, who, in conformity
to the Pagan rites elsewhere, used to offer incense and sacri-
fice cattle to their pretended deities. These ceremonies of

* Furree’s “ Church History,” vol. i., p. 14.
+ CoLuiEx’s “ Ecclesiastical History,” vol. i., p. 29,
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Heathenism being suppressed, and all things governed by
the standard of Christianity, they consecrated bishops in the
room of the Flamens, and archbishops in the jurisdiction of
the Arch-Flamens.” ¥

This account has also called forth a great diversity of
opinion from different eminent authors. Yet, whatever |
difficulty there may be in deciding on the various particulars
which it involves, we may safely conclude, that we have
here some measure at least of historical truth, That there
was & sovereign prince called Lucius, cannot be doubted :
not only is the fact attested by the existence of the preced-
ing account; but Nennius, who lived in the beginning of
the seventh century, positively affirms, that, after the birth
of Christ one hundred and sixty-seven years, king Lucius,
with all the chiefs of the British people, received baptism in
consequence of a legation sent by the Roman emperors and
-pope Euavistes.” + The existence of this prince being
admitted, it is not so easy to fix his residence, and the
character and extent of his government, For while some
writers maintain, that Lucius reigned over the Iceni, others
contend, that his dominions were beyond the Boman wall ;
and a third class suppose that he ruled in some part of the
Roman province, subject to the imperial government. It
may not be possible to decide these points with perfect
accaracy, neither is it important to do so ; yet we incline to
the opinion advocated by a late writer, who labours to show
that Lucius reigned in Wales; that his kingdom included
only Monmouth and a part of Glamorgan ; bat that, being
descended from a race of princes, who had in former ages
been elected to exercise sovereign power over the con-
federated Britons, he might perhaps, among his own people,
be honoured with the style and title of *king of the Bri-
tons.” According to this author, he js the same with Liés, .
the son of Coil. His proper name was Lleirog. The Triads
describe him as one of the three blessed princes of the Isle
of Britain, who built the firat church in Llandav, which was

* Georrer or MonuoUTH, book iv., chap. 19.
+ NENN1US, sect. 3xii.
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the first in the Isle of Britain; and who gave the privilege
of the country and tribe, with civil and ecclesiastical rights,
to those who professed faith in Christ.* According to these
old British authorities, he was fourth in descent from the
great Caractacus.t

Yet, if it be right to receive that part of the narrative
as correct, it by no means follows that the whole of it is
entitled to credence. On the contrary, we may believe, that
a British prince, reigning in Wales, had heard of Christianity,
and had even sent to Rome for the purpose of obtaining
further acquaintance with its doctrines, and that, on obtain-
ing this, he heartily embraced the Gospel, and built a church
for divine worship: but all this affords no reason for
believing that to have been the first introduction of Chris-
tianity into Britain, but the reverse. For it is apparent,
on the face of the account itself, that some information of
Christianity must have preceded this application to Rome.
By whose instrumentality was this information brought ?
Nothing is more evident than that the Gospel was introduced
into this island during the first century, while this event is
generally placed about A.p. 164 or 167.

The pretended letter of Pope Eleutherius to king Lucius,
although it has been regarded as very important, has betrayed
evident marks of modern invention, when subjected to rigid
scrutiny by Sir Henry Spelman and other antiquaries ;i
and, on the whole, we are compelled to conclude, that this
case also exhibits ample proof that the simple (and of itself
unimportant) circamstance of a British prince baving com-
municated with Rome as one of the nearest primitive
churches, for the purpose of obtaining some further know-
ledge of Christianity,—is made the basis on which to accu-
mulate a mass of fiction and fable ; for such we must esteem
the various additions which have been made to the narrative.

* Triad xxxv.

+ Huenes’s Hora Britanmica, vol. ii, p. 46. The respected and
learned author of these volumes died during the progress of the first edition
of this little work through the press.

$ CoLuier’s “ Ecclesiastical History,” vol. i,, p. 83.
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But, however painful it may be to arrive at such a con-
clusion, the design of all this is abundantly evident. It was
to make the church of Christ in Britain dependent on the
church of Rome;—to endeavour, by means neither honour-
able nor honest, to display an acknowledgment of the
supremacy of the Romish see in the early ages ;—and thus
to bolster up the absurd and unscriptural claims of Popery.
In this case, however, the attempt has signally failed ; for,
excepting the simple facts already adduced, it may be truly
affirmed, in the words of an eminent author, * that it is
almost equally ridiculous to draw any serious consequences
from this extravagant story, or to take any pains in refuting
it ; since every one who knows anything of the state of
Britain at the time, knows that it contains as many false-
hoods and impossibilities as sentences.” ¥

Next in order, we notice the report, that the Gospel was
preached in Britain by the apostle Paul. Being without any
clear and explicit testimony as to the fact, still there is a
sufficient amount of probability in it to excite much respect
and attention. If we follow this apostle until his first
imprisonment at Rome, we cannot but be struck with the
remarkable declaration which he made to the Christians at
Ephesus: I know that ye all, among whom I have gone
preaching the word of God, shall see my face no more.”
(Acts xx. 25.) As it has been well observed, these words
can scarcely be supposed to refer exclusively to the Ephe-
sians ; for if the apostle visited other parts of Asia Minor,
we can conceive no reason why he might not have again
seen them : these expressions may be considered, therefore,
as intimating that his ministrations in the eastern countries
had terminated. It also appears evident, that on this occa-
sion St. Paul does not give utterance to any mere apprehen-
sion or opinion ; but makes the statement as if with full and
perfect knowledge from revelation. After his imprisonment
of two years at Rome, he was released; and if from this
time about eight years elapsed before his second imprison-
ment, as appears to have been satisfactorily shown by

* Dg. HEngy's  History of Great Britain,” vol. i., p. 189.
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Bishop Stillingfleet from ancient authors, the question
occurs, ‘Where was this time spent?” That it was
occupied in preaching the Gospel of Christ, we cannot for a
moment doubt. That he returned to the East, appears very
improbable, whether we consider his declaration to the
Ephesian elders, or his fixed resolve *“to preach the Gospel,.
not where Christ was named,” that they * to whom He was
not spoken of might see, and they that had not heard might
- understand.” (Rom. xv. 20, 21.) It is also important to
consider, in connexion with the passage above quoted, that
this apostle had asserted his atrong desire to ** take a journey
into Spain *’ after he had visited Rome. We have already
shown, that he had time and opportunity for accomplishing
this design ; and, to complete this chain of probabilities, we
have several important testimonies in the writings of early
Christian authors, entirely unconnected with Britain,
thowing that what appears to be thus probable was actually
performed. Theodoret declares, that St. Paul, after his
release at Rome, went to Spain ; and thence carried the light
of the Gospel to other nations. St. Jerome says, that ¢ St,
Paul, having been in Spain, went from one ocean to another,
imitating the motion and course of the Sun of righteousness.”
The same writer elsewhere adds, that ¢ St. Paul, after his
imprisonment, preached the Gospel in the western parts.”
Clemens Romanus likewise states, that « St. Paul preached
righteousness through the whole world ; and, in doing this,
went to the utmost bounds of the West.”* These last
expressions were usually understood to include the British
islands : and in this sense, when speaking of Ceesar’s expe-
dition into Britain, Plutarch says, that * he was the first to
bring a fleet into the western ocean,” meaning the sea
between Gaul and Britain. Now, although we do not
contend, that these intimations and collateral circamstances
amount to a proof that St. Paul did certainly preach the
Gospel in this island, yet they render the supposition very
probable. It also may be given as a hypothetical conclusion,
that if ever the Britons were favoured with the personal

* STILLINGPLEET'S Origines Britannica, p. 38.
G2
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ministry of an apostle, it was with that of the apostle of the
Gentiles. No such amount of evidence can be given in
favour of the visit of any other of ‘ the Twelve” to this
country, 4

The following testimonies, therefore, which go to show
that the Gospel was undoubtedly preached in Britain during
apostolic times, tend greatly to strengthen the presumption
that St. Paul did actually visit this island.

Tertullian, who wrote about the middle of the second
century, after having stated the great progress made by the
Gospel, and enumerated several countries through which it
had been spread, adds: * But also all the boundaries of the
Spaniards, all the different nations of Gaul, and those parts
of Britain inaccessible to the Romans.” ¥

The learned Origen, who flourished about A.p. 220, in his
Homily on Ezekiel, particularly referring to the animating
declaration, *The whole earth shall shout for joy,” and
alluding to the success of the Gospel, asks : “ At what time
before the advent of Christ did the land of Britain agree in
the worship of one God ?”+

The testimony of Theedoret, although he wrote much
later, about A.p. 423, is remarkably explicit. = He says,
¢ Those our fishermen, and publicans, and our tent-makers,
have propagated the Gospel among all nations : not only
among the Romans, and those who are subjects of the
Roman empire, but among the Scythians, and the Sauro-
matee, the Indians, also the Ethiopians, the Persians, the
Hyrcani, ¢the Britons, the Cimmerii, and the Germans.”

But the testimony which appears most important, is that
of Eusebius. He was a learned and inquisitive person, a
great favourite with Constantine, the first Christian emperor ;
and possessed all the talent and advantages calculated to
give weight to his evidence. For he not only enjoyed the
friendship of his prince, who, having been born and pro-
claimed emperor in Britain, must be supposed to have had
an intimate acquaintance with this country ; but he was also

* Hucnes’s Hore Britannice, vol. ii., p. 3.
1 Ds. CraRke’s Works, vol. xiii,, p. 24.
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present at the first Council of Nice, whither bishops were
summoned from every part of the empire, from whom he
would have the means of learning much respecting the intro-
duction of Christianity into the countries to which they
severally belonged. Nor was Eusebius inattentive to sub-
jects of this kind : on the contrary, he had devoted the ener-
gies of his cultivated mind to the compilation of a history
of the early church. Consequently, he would be likely to
devise the best means in his power for procuring the most
accurate and multifarious information ; and, having procured
it, he would endeavour to place it clearly and correctly upon
record.

Eusebius, thus well-qualified, when writing concerning the
countries in which the apostles had laboured, enumerates
“the Romans, Persians, Armenians, Parthians, Indians, .
Scythians;’’ and he then adds particularly, that ¢some
passed over the ocean to those which are called the British
islands :’ whence he concludes, that ‘ some more than
human power did accompany the apostles.” To this we
may add, if any addition be necessary, the assertion of our
oldest British church writer, Gildas, who was born upon the
day of the famous battle of Badon Mount, which was fought
a.p. 520, and whose language, taken in its utmost lati-
tude, makes the introduction of the Gospel into Britain to
precede the insurrection under Boadicea, which took place
A.p. 61,

A learned writer, reviewing this evidence, pronounces a
very decided judgment, which, although beyond what we
venture to assert, we quote as deserving great attention:
* That St. Paul did go to Britain, we may collect from the
testimony of Clemens Romanus, Theodoret, and Jereme ;
who relate, that, after his imprisonment, he preached the
Gospel in the western parts; that he brought salvation ¢o
the islands that lie in the ocean ; and that in preaching the
Gospel he went to the utmost bounds of the West. What
was meant by the West, and the islands that lie in the ocean,
we may judge from Plutarch, Eusebius, and Nicephorus, who
call the British Ocean the wesfern; and again from Nicee
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phorus, who says, that one of the apostles ©went to the
extreme countries of the ocean, and the British Isles;’ but
especially from the words of Catullus, who calls Britain the
utmost island of the West; and from Theodoret, who
descrihes the Britons as inhabiting the utmost parts of the
West. When Clement, therefore, says that Paul went to the
utmost bounds of the West, we do not conjecture, but are
sure, that he meant Britain, not only because Britain was so
designated, but because Paul could not have gone to the
utmost bounds of the West without going to Britain. It is
almost unnecessary, therefore, to appeal to the express tes-
timony of Venantius Fortuuatus and Sophronius, for the
apostle’s journey to Britain.”

Venantius Fortunatus, quoted by Godwin, says, Sopkronius
patriarcha Hierosolymitanus disertis verbis asserit Britan-
niam nostram eum invisisse.*  * Sophronius, the patriarch
of Jerusalem, asserts in express terms, that St. Paul visited
our Island of Britain.”

Hence, it appears to be a well-established fact, that the
Gospel was preached, and a Christian church founded, in
Britain, during the apostolic age. Nor need we greatly
wonder at this circumstance ; for although, at first sight,
some persons may be disposed to consider Britain at that
day too unimportant to attract the attention of an apostle
from the continent; yet, if we fairly consider the conco-
mitants of the fact, all demur concerning it will be removed.
The successive attempts of Julius Ceesar to subdue Britain,
which at that time was regarded with much curiosity as the
partially-known extremity of the western world, excited
intense interest at Rome, and public attention was directed
to this island and to its brave inhabitants, during two of the
most eventful centuries concerning which history has left
any records. This interest was maintained and increased by

" continued intercourse with Britain, by the absurd conduct of
Caligula, and especially by the invasion of this country w th

* Burcess’s “Seven Epochs of the Anecient British Church,” p. 7, as
queted in Taylor’s octavo edition of Calmet’s Dictionary, p. 801, article
Christianity,



PAUL IN BRITAIN. 127

a powerful armament in the reign of Claudius. Nor can it
be doubted that the personal visit of this prince to the
island, his victory, and the triumph at Rome by which it was
subsequently celebrated, must have elevated Britain highly
in the estimation of the Roman people, who began to reckon
it as one of the most important conquests which they had
ever achieved. All this would be strengthened and perpe-
tuated by the capture of the gallant Caractacus and his
family. It was about A.p. 52 that these eventa took place ;
after which, in all probability, the British prince and his
family resided at Rome. Now if, as Bishop Stillingfleet
argues, St. Paul arrived in Rome in the second or third year
of Nero’s reign, that is, A.D. 55 or 56, does it not seem to be
a matter of the highest probability, that he who was pre-
eminently the apostle of the Gentiles must have had his
attention called to the circumstances and condition of the
Britons? Could a mind eo cultivated and energetic as his
was, have remained ignorant of those extraordinary and stir-_
ring events which had so recently occurred in this country,
and which had become subjects of conversation and discuesion
in every part of the vast Roman empire ! or, knowing them,
could he, whose heart burned to proclaim Christ and His
Gospel to every human being, have been unaffected or unin-
fluenced by these circumstances ?

We are told that St. Paul, during his imprisonment at
Rome, “dwelt two whole years in his own hired house, aud
received all that came in unto him, preaching the kingdom
of God, and teaching those things which concern the Lord
Jesus Christ, with all confidence, no man forbidding him.”
(Acts xxviii. 30, 31.) As it is evident that, during this time,
he was instrumental in bringing many to an acquaintance
with the Gospel, Bishop Stillingfleet conjectures that some
of the British captives might be of the number. His words
are: “It is certain that St. Paul did make considerable
converts at his coming to Rome; which is the reason of his
mentioning the saints in Ceesar’s household. And it is not
improbable that some of the British captives, carried over
with Caractacus and his family, might be among tlem ; who
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would certainly promote the conversion of their country by
St. Paul.”

It is somewhat remarkable, (as is well observed by the
learned author of the Hore Britannice,) that what appears
to be so reasonable, and what the profound sagacity of the
bishop ventured to suggest as probable, is placed before us
by the most ancient British traditions as matter of fact.
The Triads, to which reference has been frequently made in
the preceding pages, refer to this in the following terms :—

¢ Triad XVIII. There were three holy families in the Isle
of Britain. First, the family of Bran the blessed, the son of
Llyr Llediaith ; for Bran was the first who brought the faith
of Christ to this island from Rome, where he was in prison
through the treachery of Boadicea.” )

Further reference is made to this subject in Triad XXXV.,
which names the three blessed princes of the Isle of
Britain :—

¢ First, Bran the blessed, son of Llyr Llediaith, who first
brought the faith of Christ to the Cambriane from Rome,
where he had bzen seven years as a hostage for his son
Caradog”” (Caractacus). It may be observed, that, although
Tacitus mentions the wife and brothers of the British hero,
he mekes no allusion to his father. It would seem, that,
although Caractacus was liberated, the jealousy of Claudius,
and the policy of an enemy, would not suffer that prince to
return to Britain. His family continued with him at Rome,
perhaps as prisoners at large, while he lived ; and, at the
death of that hero, they might be permitted to return home,
as we are told his father did.

«In that little work, ¢ The Genealogy of the Saints,’ ex-
prese mention is made of the names of some persons who
accompanied Brédn into this country, as Christians, to preach
the Gospel, and to form a Christian church in Britain; and
that, in particular, among the Silurians in Wales : these are
Ilid and Cynvan, who were said to be Israelites. But there
is mention of one who is called ‘a man of Italy,’ and named,
in consonance with the genius of the langnage, Arwystli,
that is, Aristobulus, who, according to some other accounts,
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was the first bishop of this island.” * It is at least curious
to place in connexion with this British tradition the fact,
that, in the Greek Maneeon,+ there is mention made of Aris-
tobulus, whose household is saluted by St. Paul in Romans
xvi. 10. This Aristobulus is said to have been ordained
bishop by St. Paul, and sent by that apostle into Britain,
where he converted many of the inhabitants, and formed
them into churches : he at last suffered martyrdom.}

Although these traditions may not generally be regarded
as affording any conclusive evidence, yet, when taken in con-,
nexion with other authorities, they are undoubtedly en:itled
to much respect as excellent collateral testimony. The Triads
possess a character of their own, which is singularly at
variance with the common attributes of the great mass of
ecclesiastical documents fabricated in the Middle Ages. They
are not long and laboured treatises, bearing all the marks of
artful contrivance in attempting to recommend novel cere-
monies, to establish fashionable dogmas, or to elevate wicked
and obnoxious personages. The simplicity of their style in-
sensibly attracts the favourable regard of the reader; and
the manner in which they are usually quoted, merely as
artless and accidental co-incidences with facts narrated by
professed historians, insures for them a large portion of
public credence.

The matter stands thus: several independent vntnessea
unite in their depositions ; their agreement therefore affords
material support to the facts to which each of them
deposes. First we have the Triads, stating that the father
of Caractacus, who was called Bran, accompanied him to
Rome about the year of our Lord 52. According to the most
approved ecclesiastical critics, St. Paul visited that city about
A.D. 56; and, it is allowed, the apostle’s ministry seems to
have been blessed to the conversion of some members of the
family of Caractacus. The next link in the chain of evidence

* Hore Britannice, vol. ii., p. 23.

+ CoLLIER’S “ Ecclesiastical History,” vol. i., P 1.

} UsBER’S Britannic. Eccles. Antig., cap i. Whole Works, vol. v,
Dublin, 1843.
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is, that, after a ‘residence in Rome of seven years, (that is, in
the year 59 or 60,) Bran returned to Britain. It is averred
that he did not return alone, but was accompanied by three
Christian teachers. On this point the character of the
evidence is remarkable: The Triads state simply, that Bran
first brought the faith of Christ to this island. But *the
Genealogy of the Saints* says, that of the three persons who
accompanied him, two were Israelites, and the other was a
man of Italy, who is called Arwystli. It is curious to place
in connexion with this tradition the fact, that Aristobulus is
reported to have been the first bishop of Britain; especially
as his name, thrown into & British form, would be precisely
that which the Weleh- traditions give us, namely, Arwystli.
On this subject Mr. Taylor observes: * The resemblance
between the British name Arwystli and the Greek Aristobulus
deserves more consideration than it has hitherto received.
It is certain, that the formation of this name (from the
Greek) is according to the analogy of the ancient British
language.” * All this is corroborated by the ancient Greek
record, which assures us that Aristobulus, who had visited
this island as a Christian_minister, was put to death by the
Britons on the 15th of March; on which day his martyrdom
was afterwards commemorated.

We do not presume to assert, that this evidence clearly
establishes the fact, that Bran and his associates were the
first who introduced the Gospel into Britain ; but we canrot
avoid saying that many accounts, supported by a less amount
of evidence, are generally regarded as portions of undoubted
history. We may add the testimony of the learned editor
of Calmet’s Dictionary on this point. Mr. Taylor observes,
that  most corious and valuable fragments are preserved in
the Welsh language, relating to persons and events from the
earliest times to the beginning of the seventh century. These
ancient British documents, which are of undoubted credit,
though but little known till lately, state that Bran and his
companions, returning from Rome, ¢ were the means of intro-
ducing the knowledge of Christ among their countrymen ;

* Caiuxr’s Dictionary, 8vo., edited by Taylor, article Christianity.
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on which aceount Bran was long distinguished as one of the
three blessed sovereigns, and his family as one of the holy
lineages, of Britain.’”’

The case of Pudens, Linus, and Claudia, mentioned by St.
Paul, (2 Tim. vi. 21,) brings additional light, and greatly
corroborates the testimony of these traditions.

Linus, by some writers, is supposed to have been the son
of Caractacus and brother of Claudia. Mr. Taylor thinks
“there is little hazard in taking Linus for the British
CyLlin,” * the son of the British chief. There may be
weight in this opinion; but as we hear but little of a son
of Caractacus in the ancient British records, although his
daughter is frequently mentioned, we do not feel justified in
coming to any strong conclusion upon it. With Claudia,
however, the case is different : There are the most satisfac-
tory reasons for believing, that this distinguished female was
the daughter of the captive British hero, who had so long
and so soccessfully resisted the Roman arms. But whether
she was the daughter of Caractacus, as Archbishop Usher
believed, or not, no doubt can be entertained of her having
been a Briton and a Cbristian. The evidence which com-
municates an air of strong probability to this supposition,
must, at this great distance of time, be exceedingly interesting.

In the passage of Scripture already cited, St. Paul sends
to Timothy from Rome the greeting of Pudens, Linus, and
Claudia. It is a remarkable fact, in connexion with this
greeting, that Martial, the Roman poet, in two beautiful
epigrams which have been preserved to our age, celebrates
the beauty and virtues of Claudia, * of the woad-stained
British race,” and her marriage with a noble Roman, of the
name of Pudens. Now as Martial wrote about the time of
St. Paul’s last visit to Rome, there can be little doubt that
the Pudens and Claudia of the apostle were the same per-
sons as those whom the poet has described,—the lady of
British extraction, and her Roman husband. For every one
who is acquainted with the peculiarities of the cognominal
nomenclature adopted by the Romans, will find the utmost

* CaLMET’s Dictionary, 8;0., edited by Taylor, article Zisus.
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difficulty in believing that two ladies, having in common the
name of Claudia, should, at that time, and in the same city,
be married to two gentlemen of the name of Pudens.

There is a marked correspondence between the two epi-
grams, which have never been subjected to enlarged eritical
investigation, though they deserve a more ample elucidation
from Christian literati than they have received. For in-
stance : In the second epigram, Claudia receives the patro-
nymic of Rufina ; and tke first is addressed to Rufus, who
seems to have been one of her near relations. If this be the
« Rufus chosen in the Lord,” whom St. Paul salutes in the
close of his Epistle to the Romans, as well as * his mother,”
from whom the apostle professes to have received acts of
kindness fruly maternal, then some of Claudia’s kindred
were Christians : she being herself of British extraction, then
her relation Rufus (probably her uncle or grandfather) must
have been a native of this island ; and Rufus may then be
introduced to the very remarkable trio,—Pudens, Linus, and
Claudia, two of whom are now generally allowed to have
been Britons. The famous Rutgersius, and other critics,
wish the epithet peregrina, in the first epigram, to be written
and considered as one of her proper names.* But it is far
more natuoral to regard it merely as an ordinary term, and
equal in signification to the first line of the second epigram.t

# AD RUFUM, DE NUPTIIE PUDENTIS ET CLAUDIZ PEREGRINE.
Claudia, Rufe, meo nubit peregrina Pudenti :
Macte esto teedis, O Hymeneee, tuis.
Tam bene rsra suo miscentur cinnama nardo,
Massica Theseis tam bene vina favis,
Nec melius teneris junguntur vitibus ulmi,
Nec plue lotus aquas, littora myrtus amat.
Candida perpetuo reside, Concordia, lecto,
Tamgque pari semper sit Venus sequa jugo.
Diligat illa senem quondam : sed et ipsa marito,
Tauc quoque cum fuerit, non videatur, auus.
Lib. iv., epig. 13.
+ DE CLAUDIA RUFINA.
Claudia ceeruleis cum sit Rufina Britannis
Edita, cur Latiee pectora plebis habet
Quale decus forme! Romauam credere matres
Italides possunt, Atthides esse snam.,
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Tua the one she is styled ¢ a foreigner,” and in the other is
said to have ‘“sprung from the woad-stained British race.”
This observation possesses some potency in establishing the
identity of the lady who was the subject of both these com-
positions. But one of the most puzzling words to the critics
is sancto, applied, in the fifth line of the second epigram, to
Pudens, which is regarded as a very unusual appropriation
of the epithet. In reference to it, one of the best editors of
Martial puts this shrewd question : *Is this word applied to
him on account of his personal piety ? or was he dead ? for
the ancients always accounted dead persons to be sainted or
koly.” But it was correctly bestowed on Pudens as a Chris-
tian, in a novel acceptation of it, which, even in that age,
became one of the peculiar distinctions of the most devoted
and consistent professors of our holy religion.

As the daughter of Caractacus was one of the captives
taken by the Romans, and carried with him to Rome, it has
been thought by Archbishop Usher, the Rev. P. Roberts,
and the learned author of Hore Brifannice, that this
Claudia was the daughter of the British hero. Whether
such was her descent or not, it is extremely probable that
she was one of the first British Christians.

Concerning the interesting fact of the first introduction
of the Gospel to the inhabitants of Britain, we have endea-
voured to give the best information which the subject
affords. Yet, after having placed it as fully and as explicitly
as possible before the reader, it must be acknowledged, that
doubts hang over this period of our church history. ¢ The
light of the word shone here,”” says an eminent historian ;
 but we know not who kindled it.” This correct assertion
certainly suggests a valuable hint, with respect to a doctrine
always held by the church of Rome, and recently advocated
by the high party in the church of England, and by some
men urged with great violence,—that, in arder to the pro-

D1 bene, quot sancto peperit feecunda marito,
Quot sperat generos, quotque puella nurus.
Sic placeat Superis, ut conjuge gandeat ano,
Et semper natis gandeat illa tribus.
Lib. xi., epig 54.
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per qualification of Christian ministers, it is necessary that
they should derive their appointment from those whose ordi-
nation can be traced up to some of the apostles. This is a
doctrine which would seem to imply a necessity for a mira-
culous preservation of the early annals of every church : yet
here we have one, which, without controversy, was founded
in the apostolic age, which flourished for several centuries,
gave martyrs of heroic courage to the ensanguined block,
sent bishops of renown to the early councils, and had minis-
ters, whose teaching shed light and peace on thie previously
benighted land : and yet, after all, we know not whether
the Gospel was first preached here by an apostle, by a deacon,
or by a layman. So far, indeed, from any divine interposi-
tion having taken place to preserve this knowledge, and
make this apostolical succession clear and obvious, there is a
marvellous absence of authentic and definite information on
the subject; so much so, that Dr. Thomas Fuller esays,
“ Churches are generally ambitious to entitle themselves to
apostles for their founders; conceiving they should other-
wise be esteemed but as of the second form and younger
house if they received the faith from any inferior preacher.
Wherefore, as the Heathen, in searching after the original of
their nations, never leave soaring till they touch the clouds
and fetch their pedigree from some god; so Christians
think it nothing worth, except they relate [refer] the first
planting of religion in their country to some apostle.
‘Whereas, indeed, it matters not, if the doctrine be the same,
whether the apostles preached it by themselves or by their
successors. We see, little certainty can be extracted, [as
to] who first brought the Gospel hither; it is so long since,
the British church hath forgotten her own infancy, who
were her first godfathers: we see the light of the word
shined here, but see not who kindled it. I will not say, As
God, to prevent idolatry, caused the body of Moses to be
concealed ; (Deut. xxxiv. 6;) 8o, to cut off from posterity
all occasion of superstition, He suffered the memories of our
primitive planters to be buried in obscurity.” * As the
* « Church History of Britain,” Nichols’s edition, vol. i., p. 11.
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learned and lively writer just quoted has not uttered any
decision on the divine intention in this matter, we shall
pursue the same prudent course. Every one, however, will
perceive that this fact concerning the uncertainty of the
earliest harbingers of Christianity is calculated to counteract
the influence of the superstition which aspires to derive our
national religion in a direct line from the personal labours of
one of the apostles, or which asserts doctrines that make
the knowledge of such direct succession essential to the
validity of ministers at the present time.

We have already stated that absolute certainty respecting
the introduction of the Gospel into these realms cannot be
.obtained ; but the evidence which has been adduced leads us
to conclude, that in all probability the first knowledge of
Christianity was brought to this island either by St. Paul,
or, while that apostle was at Rome, by Bran, the father of
Caractacus; and that this holy faith was afterwards em-
braced by king Lucius, and propagated under his sanction
and infloence.* This prince, we are informed, exerted
himself to promote the Christian cause, erected suitable
places of worship, and thus contributed to the dissemination
of the truth. Although it is evident not only that the
Gospel of Christ was effectually preached and extensively
received here, but also that this early diffusion became so
well known throughout the world that Christian writers
refer to it as to an admitted fact, as has been already shown
by quotations from Tertullian, Origen, and Eusebius; yet
we cannot learn the particulars of its establishment and pro-
gress during this period. Among the fragments of ancient
authors which have come down to us, we search for them in
vain, One circumstance, however, seems to be certain,—
that, during part of the firet and the second century, the
Christians of Britain enjoyed a happy exemption from the
several doctrinal errors that afflicted other parts of the
church. In Asia and Egypt several heretice arose who pro-
pounded various dogmas which greatly obstructed the pro-
gress of the Gospel; but the Christians of Britain were

* Dz. SoutHEY’s “ Book of the Church,” p. 8.
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saved from these by their great distance from the scene, and
by their insular situation. They continued long to enjoy
the light of the Gospel in its primitive purity ; and this con-
tributed not a little both to the internal prosperity and
external safety of the infant church of Britain, and preserved
it from many calamities which befell other churches that
were infected with these heresies.

It is not easy to ascertain when, and to what extent,
buildings were firet raised and appropriated to the purposes
of Christian worship in Britain. Some have supposed that
during this period the Gospel ordinances were generally
administered in private dwellings ; and it is not improbable
that this was the case to a great extent. The apostles
frequently adopted a similar course: indeed, it appears to
be the only one which can be pursued with respect to the
introduction of the Gospel into any Heathen country; and
even after its reception, when the religion of Christ in all its
simplicity and power was enjoyed by a small part of the
popaulation, there is every reason to conclude that they would
meet in a social manner to strengthen each other’s hands,
by singing the praises of God in company, offering up their
united prayers to Him for His blessing, and by exhorting
one another to persevere in the way of life. For it must
not be imagined, that, in those days, the Gospel depended
entirely for its success and extension on the zeal or ability
of its regular ministers. Great as these were, and abun-
dantly owned of God, other agencies mightily contributed to
disseminate the knowledge of the truth. These arose out of
the common occurrences of every-day life,—the casual but
godly conversation of private Christians, and their earnest
and fervent appeals to their acquaintances. Their happy

experience of divine love gave a holy unction to all that -

they said and did. Breathing a principle of spiritual life,
they carried conviction with power to the hearts of their
associates ; and thus, like their brethren in the East, when
““ scattered abroad™ by persecution, they * went every where
preaching the word.” (Acts viii. 4.) It was thus that
Christianity was diffused over a very considerable portion of

PP,
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the island, long before the great bulk of the population had
submitted to its inward life and power. Tertullian, in a
passage already cited, says, that  the Gospel had penetrated
those parts of Britain which were inaccessible to the
Romans.”

Still, it is probable, that in the earliest times buildings
were erected here for the special purposes of Christian
worship. However fabulous the traditions respecting Joseph
of Arimathea may be, it cannot admit of doubt that a Chris-
tian church was erected at Glastonbury very early in the
Christian era. In the British traditions found in the Triads,
we are told, that king Lucius built the first Christian church
at Llandaff.* It may also be safely asserted, that whatever
doubt may be cast on this authority, it is quite free from
the palpable and extravagant embellishments of miracles,
undue reverence for saints, and subjection to Rome, found
s0 abundantly in the monkish fabrications of the early ages.
We are further informed, that at this period several Pagan
temples were alienated from their former profane service,
and coneecrated to that of Christ; amongst which are men-
tioned the names of the temple of Apollo at Westminster,
and that of Diana at London.+ This was a practice which,
there is good reason to believe, was adopted in many of the
chief cities throughout the Roman empire ; Rome herself
then standing forth among the foremost of Reformers, by
converting the superb Pantheon into the Christian church of
All Saints.

Several of the persecutions that afflicted the early church
did not extend to Britain; yet, as they affected the whole
empire by their discouraging influence, the Christian cause
even in this island must have felt depressed to some extent.
We are informed that Pomponia Greecina, the wife of * Aulus
Plautius, who was hionoured with an ovation for his victories
in Britain, a woman of illustrious birth, was accused of em-
bracing the rites of a foreign superstition. The matter was

* The time when Lucius flourished is doubtful, as different antiquaries
‘have placed it at A.p. 156, 167, and 170.
+ Furer’s “ Church History of Britain,” vol. i., p. 24,
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referred to the jurisdiction of her husband. Plautius, in
conformity to ancient usage, called together a number of her
relations, and, in their presence, sat in judgment on the
conduct of his wife. He pronounced her innocent. She
lived to a great age, in one continued train of affliction.” *
There can be no doubt, from this account, that Pomponia
was in heart a Christian. Considering the extreme latitude
allowed by the Roman religion at this time, it is not likely
that any person would be charged with  foreign supersti-
tion™ as a crime, except he had embraced the Gospel.

We do not hear of any cognizance being taken of depar-
ture from the national faith, except on this account. These
are the precise terms in which Suetonius, Pliny, and other
Roman writers, speak of the Christian religidn; while the
perpetual affliction or sadness of the remainder of Pompo-
nia’s life is in exact accordance with the representations
generally given of the serious character of the disciples of
Christ. On these grounds it is commonly admitted that
this illustrious female had been brought to a knowledge of
the truth.4

The Christian religion, which had silently and graduslly
been extending itself in Britain during the second and third
centuries, was then to be submitted to a fiery ordeal. The
doubt and uncertainty which rested on the early history of
the church was about to give place to authentic records
of a fierce and cruel persecution. The accounts of this
calamity afford important information respecting the conduct
of the Christians, and the privileges which they enjoyed.

This storm broke out in the reign of Diocletian, at Nico-
media, in February, a.p. 303 ; when an imperial edict was
published, ordering that the churches should be pulled down,
and the Holy Scriptures burned ; that the profession of Chris-
tianity should render men incapable of any office or post of
honour ; that they should be outlawed, and debarred from
the privilege of maintaining a legal suit ; and that no pretence

* Tacrtr Annales, lib. xiii., cap. 82,

+ Lipsius and other commentators on Tacitus, Stillingfleet, and several
Christian historians, are of this opinion.
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of nobility of birth should excuse them from being put to
the tortare.* :

This persecution was not only calculated to call into exer-
cise all the powers of the government to break down and
extirpate Christianity, but it was as extensive in its range as
it was violent in its character. Reaching to every part of
the Roman empire, its fury fell on the remotely-situated
Christians of Britain. The account furnished by the oldest
British church-historian is instructive and affecting :—

¢ The churches were overthrown, all the copies of the Holy
Scriptures which could be found were burned in the streets,
and the chosen pastors of God’s church butchered, together
with their innocent sheep, in order that not a vestige,
if possible, might remain, in some provinces, of Christ’s
religion. What disgraceful flights then took place; what
slaughter and death were inflicted by way of punishment in
divers shapes ; what dreadful apostasies from religion then
occurred ; and, on the contrary, what glorious crowns of
martyrdom then were won ; what raving fury was displayed
by the persecutors, and patience on the part of the suffering
saints ;—ecclesiastical history informs us: for the whole
church were crowding in a body, to leave behind them the
dark things of this world, and to make the best of their way
to the happy mansions of heaven, as if to their proper
homes.” +

From this extract we derive information on several import-
ant points. It teaches us that at this early period the
Christian religion was widely disseminated among the popu-
lation of Britain, that numerous churches had been erected,
and, what is still more remarkable, that copies of the Holy
Scriptares had been generally circulated. This latter fact is
worthy of great attention. It shows that the infant church
in this island was reared up in accordance with the gracious
design of God, * built upon the foundation of the apostles
and prophets, Jesus Christ Himself being the chief corner-
stone.” (Eph. ii. 20.) For it is not until the church

* Coruien’s “ Ecclesiastical History,” vol. 1., p. 46,
1 GiLpas, sect. ix,
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neglects or prohibits the volume of revealed truth, that it
ceases to recognise the Lord Jesus Christ as the oNE Mediator
between God and man.,

Even this terrible scourge fell more lightly on Britain
than on the other provinces of the Roman empire. Con-
stantius Chlorus, the father of Constantine the Great, was
then the governor of Britain; and, being friendly to the
Christian cause, he appears to have done all that lay in his
power to mitigate, although he had not the authority to
resist altogether, the imperial decree. One instance of this
kindly disposition is related by Eusebius: ¢ Assembling the
officers of his household, he announced to them the pleasure
of the emperor, requiring the dismission of the Christians
from office, and gave those who were of that religion their
choice, either to renounce their creed, or resign their situa-
tions. Some of them, unwilling to make the required sacri-
fice, abjured their faith ; upon which Constantius discharged
them from his service, declaring that those who had renounced
their God would never prove true to an earthly master.”
Notwithstanding this favour, and although we hear of no
executions at Eboracum, (York,) where Constantius resided ;
in other parts of the country the royal mandate was acted
upon. The first martyrdom of which we have any record
is that of Alban, who was executed at Verulamium ; in con-
sequence of which this town has since borne the name of the
martyr, being called St. Alban’s.

Before the persecution arose, Alban is said to have been a
Heathen ; but a Christian teacher who had fled to his house
for shelter from his persecutors, became the instrunment of
his conversion. Struck with the devout behaviour of his
guest, who passed a great part of the night as well as the
‘day in watching and prayer, Alban began to inquire con-
cerning his religion, until at length he was persuaded to
become a decided Christian. He had only enjoyed the
company and instruction of this person a few days, when the
Roman governor, hearing that a Christian teacher was con-
cealed in Alban’s house, sent a party of soldiers to take him.
When these came, Alban presented himself to them, instead
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of his guest and teacher, attired in the habit or long coat
which the latter usnally wore, and was led bound before the
judge. The magistrate, standing by the altars of the heathen
gods, soon discovered, that, instead of the person sought.
for, he had before him a well-known, young, and noble
Roman ; and, enraged at his behaviour, commanded him
instantly to eacrifice to the gods, and thus to clear himself
from the suspicion of his having harboured a Christian, and
abetted his escape. This Alban not only refused to do, but -
boldly avowed himself a convert to the persecuted faith,

_ pronouncing the gods of Rome to be devils. He was imme-
diately adjudged to death, and, after having been beaten
with rods, was led forth to the place of execution, We can-
not rely on the accounts which have been given of the cir-
cumstances connected with this martyrdom. It is said that,
the bridge over which it was necessary to pass to the scene
of death being quite filled with the multitude congregated to
witness the execution, Alban, anxious to hasten the consum-
mation, walked down to the stream, and, upon lifting his
eyes to heaven, the waters divided, and he passed over on
the bed of the river. It is also reported that the person
appointed to act as executioner was so affected by this
miracle, and the Christian firmness and patience displayed
by the martyr, that he refused to strike the blow, choosing
rather to die as a Christian with Alban., Other prodigies
are related to have taken place in connexion with this
event. But, however these may partake of the superstitious
invention of latter and darker days, no fact in the history
of those times is better attested than the martyrdom of
Alban.

Aaron and Julius, two citizens of Caer-leon, are also said
to have suffered at-this time, with many others of both sexes
in several places, who, when they had endured sundry tor-
ments, and their limbs had been torn in an unheard-of
manner, yielded up their souls to God, to enjoy in the heavenly
city a reward for the sufferings througB which they had
passed.*

* BepE, chap. vii.
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After this persecution had raged in Britain two years, the
emperors Diocletian and Maximian resigned the imperial
dignity, and were succeeded by Constantius Chlorus and
Galerius, who had been some time before created Ceesars.
The new sovereigns divided the empire between them, Gale-
rius taking the East, and Constantius the West. Immediately
on assuming the imperial purple, Constantius ordered the
persecution of Christians to cease in his dominions. Soon
after this, Constantius was taken ill, and died at York.
Some writers have supposed, that this persecution was con-
fined to such persons as enjoyed the privilege of being citi-
zens of Rome; and thie is supported by the fact, that in the
Welsh fragments of saints and martyrs we have no accounts
of any Britons who suffered.* The native Britons were still,
to a considerable extent, under the government of their own
princes, and were left to follow their own private regulations,
provided they acknowledged themselves subject to the supreme
rule of the Romans.

Constantine, surnamed the Great, succeeded his father at
York; and Galerius, although with evident reluctance,
recognised his accession by sending him the ensigns of
royalty. This emperor not onmly imitated his father in
favouring the Christian cause, but gradually extended his
protection, until he finally established it as the religion of
the Roman empire.

Before we proceed to state the further progress of Chris-
tianity in this country, it may be necessary to offer a few
remarks on the general economy and mode of government
which was practised in the Christian church at this period.
In primitive times the first great work was that of evangeli-
zation. The Gospel was to be preached, the truth of Christ
was to be made known. Whether this was done by an
apostle, a deacon, or a private believer, the means employed
were essentially the same, and consisted in communicating a
knowledge of the simple doctrines of the Gospel, and requir-
ing a submission to their authority, and an acceptance of
the personal salvation which they offered. This teaching,

* Hora Britasnice, vol. il., p. 60,
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accompanied by the influences of the Holy Spirit, was every
where successful. Men were convinced of the danger to
which they were exposed through sin. They humbled
themselves in penitential sorrow, sought for spiritual deliver-
ance by earnest prayer, and found, by simple faith in Christ,
redemption through His blood, even the forgiveness of their
sins; they were thus renewed in the spirit of their minds,
introduced into the glorious liberty of the children of God,
and made partakers of the * great salvation.”

These converts formed the primitive church ; for in those
days this term was never applied but to the company of
believers who were associated together in Christian worship.
The Gospel having thus far answered its great design, it
became requisite, not only that the preaching of the truth
should be continued, for the purpose of producing similar
effects on those who were yet Heathen, and of teaching,
strengthening, and training those who had been thus con-
verted ; but also that a fatherly watchfulness and care should
be exercised over the church, in order that the * babes in
Christ  might be nurtured according to their weakness;
the “ young men ” be rightly directed in the exercise of the
Christian graces, and in their efforts of zeal to uphold and
extend the kingdom of Cbrist; and that the ¢ fathers™
might enjoy the means of Gospel consolation and support in
the seasons of infirmity and suffering. Thus a new want
was created, and consequently a new class of duties fell upon
the ministers of the Gospel. Those who hitherto had simply
fulfilled the work of evangelists, now had, iv addition, the
oversight of the church. The important charge thus devol-
ving on the Christian ministry rendered it necessary that
there should be a sufficient number of pastors connected
with every church ; and therefore we find it one of the prin-
cipal points which claimed the special attention of the apos-
tles, that ministers should be ordained in every city where a
Christian community existed. These were called xpes6i-
Tepos, * presbyters,” or *elders,” perhaps with reference to
the application of the term to the patriarchs of the ancient
Israelites, or to the members of the Jewish sanhedrim ; or
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on account of the grave and important duties of their office.*
They werealso termed éxloxowos, ““overseers,” or * bishops,”
from their having the charge or oversight of the flock com-
mitted to their care.

That the terms, ¢ presbyter” and * bishop,” were indif-
ferently applied to pastors of Christian churches in the New
Testament, is abundantly evident. ¢ Thus the same per-
sons that are called ‘bishops® are also called ‘elders.” Hence,
when St. Paul came to Miletus, he sent to Ephesus for the
presbyters of the church, and thus addressed them : ¢ Take
heed unto yourselves, and to all the flock, over the which
the Holy Ghost hath made you,” (the presbyters,) imicxdmous,
¢ bishops or overseers.” (Acts xx. 17, 28) ¢ Here,” says Dr,
Campbell, ¢there can be no question that the same persons
are denominated presbyters and bishops.’” Nor is this the
only passage in which we find the terms used convertibly.
In Titus i. 5, it is said, ¢ For this cause left I thee in Crete,
that thou shouldest set in order the things that are wanting,
and ordain elders’ (preshyters) ¢in every city.’ And then
it follows, in verse 7, ‘For a bishop’ (ézicxomos) ©must
be blameless,” In like manner the apostle Peter : ¢ The elders
which are among you I exhort, who am also an elder : Feed
the flock of God which is among you, taking the oversight
thereof ;> (1 Peter v. 1, 2;) that is, discharging the office of
bishops.”+ This point might be farther confirmed, if
necessary.] But we proceed to observe, that when believers
were multiplied, and any church contained a great number
of persons, it became necessary to have several presbyters
attached to that church, one of whom was charged with the
special oversight of the whole, and from this circumstance
became distinguished as its “bishop,” or ¢ overseer.”
Hence St. Jerome says, A presbyter is the same as a
bishop ; and until, by the instigation of the devil, there arose

* “The word ¢ presbyter,’ or ‘ elder,’ is taken from the Jewish institution,
and siguifics rather the venerable prudence and wisdom of age than age
itself.”—Mosneim’s * Ecclesiastical History,” vol. i., p. 101.

+ Warson’s “ Biblical and Theological Dictionary,” article Biskop.

1 See Lorp Kine’s “ Constitution of the Primitive Church,” pp. 56-78.



BISHOPS AND PRESBYTERS. 145

divisions in religion, and it was said-among the people, ‘I
am of Paul, and I of Apollos, and I of Cephas,’ churches
were governed by a common council of presbyters. But
afterwards, when every one regarded those whom he baptized
as belonging to himself rather than to Christ, it was every
where decreed that one person elected from the presbyters
should be placed over the others ; to whom the care of the
whole church might belong, and thus the seeds of division
might be taken away. Should any one suppose that this
opinion, that a bishop and presbyter is the same, and that
one is the denomination of age and the other of office,—is
not sanctioned by the acriptures, but is only a private fancy
of my own, let him read again the apostle’s words to the
Philippians : ¢ Paul and Timothy, the servants of Jesus Christ,
to all the saints which are in Jesus Christ which are in
Philippi, with the bishops and deacons : Grace be unto .you,’
&c. Philippi is a single city of Macedonia ; and, certainly,
of those who are now styled &iskops there could not have
been several at one time in the same city. But because at
that time they called the same persons diskops whom they
styled also presbyters, therefore the apostle spoke indiffer-
ently of bishops as of presbyters.........These things we
have brought forward, to show that, with the ancients,
presbyters were the same as bishops. But, in order that the
roots of dissension might be destroyed, an usage generally
took place, that the whole should devolve upon one. Therefore,
as the presbyters know that it is by the custom of the church
that they are subject to him who is placed over them, so let
the bishops know that they are above the presbyters rather
by custom than by the truth of our Lord’s appointment, and
that they ought ¢o rule the churck in common.” *

* JeroME’s Commentary on Titus, as quoted in Rippix’s “ Christian
Antiquities,” p. 188. This testimony of Jerome, who wrote in the begin-
ning of the fifth century, and who had travelled over most of the Christian
world, and was profoundly versed in every part of sacred literature, is entitled
to great respect, and will by most persons be deemed decisive. Bat it is
amply supported. *T believe,” says Bishop Stillingfleet, “ upon the strictest
iuquiry, Medina’s judgment will prove true, that Jerome, Austin, Ambrosc,
Sedulius, Primasius, Chrysostom, Theodoret, Theophylact, were all of

- §
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Since some persons have cavilled against the opinions of
Jerome on this subject, as if they were a mere lapsus lingue ;
and since immense labour and ingenuity have been employed
in an attempt to show that the preceding quotation does not
exhibit a fair view of this eminent writer’s mature judgiment ;
we subjoin an extract from one of his epistles, which is of
such a character as entirely to sct the question at rest, as far
as it depends on the authority of the most learned Father of
the fifth century. Having referred to several texts in the
Acts and the Epistles, in proof of the assertion, that a pres-
byter and bishop were at first the same, he proceeds to say,
that °c afterwards, when one was elected, and set over the
others, this was designed as a remedy against schism ........
For, at Alexandria, from the evangelist Mark down to the
bishops Heracles and Dionysius, the presbyters always gave
the name of biskop to one whom they elected from them-
selves, and placed in a higher degree; in the same way that
an army may create its general.”” * This fact of the appoint-
ment and ordination of bishops in the church of Alexandria
by presbyters alone, for the space of more than two centuries,
is attested also by Eutychius, patriarch of Alexandria. The
opinion of Jerome and others, respecting the original equality,
or rather identity, of presbyter and bishop, is in perfect
accordance with the language of a still earlier writer,—Ter-
tullian ; and, as a recent author has well observed, ¢ the two
passages together form a text and commentary sufficient to
elucidate the whole matter.” + “* The highest priest, who is
the bishop,” says Tertullian, ¢ has the right of administering
baptism. Then the presbyters and deacons; yet not with-
out the authority of the bishop, because of tke konour of the
church, which being preserved, peace is preserved. Other-
wise, the right belongs even to laymen.” T
Aérins’s judgment as to the identity of both the name and order of bishops
and presbyters in the primitive church.”

* HixroNyM1 Epist. Ixxxv., ad Evagrium.

+ RippLE’s “ Christian Antiguities,” p. 191.

1 ““Superest de observatione quoque dandi et accipiendi baptismum com-

monefacere. Dandi quidem habet jus summus sacerdos, qui est EPISCOPUS.
Dekinc PRFSBYTERI el DIACONI; non famen sine episcopi aucloritate,
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It appears, then, that at first the minister, who was called
indifferently “an elder” or ‘a bishop,” had the spiritual
care of the Christian converts. These assembled for Chris-
tian communion and public worship in a private house,
until their number increased, as means and opportunity
afforded, and a building was erected, and specially appro-
priated to this purpose. Other ministers were then asso-
ciated with the first, to give instruction to the people; or,
as was perhaps more commonly the case, when a church was
thus raised, the evangelist, or missionary, left it to the care
of the ministers whom he had appointed, and journeyed
farther, to preach Christ where He had not been named. The
church and the ministers still augmenting in numbers, it
became necessary that one person should be specially charged
with the management of its affairs. This was done, some-
times by the direction of the apostle or evangelist, in other
cases by the agreement of the presbyters, and, occasionally,
he was elected by all the members of the church ; and thus
the maintenance of unity and order was provided for.* As
religion progressed, and the people became too many to
assemble in one building, other places of worship were
erected, and these were supplied with presbyters from the
parent church. Thus, different bodies of Christians appear
to have been united under one head. Yet, these several
congregations were considered but as one church, according
to that recognised principle of Christian antiquity, . *“One
bishop and one church.”

Afterward, the work of grace being thus successful in the
city or populous town, the presbyters or teachers would
naturally extend their ministrations into the adjacent
country ; by which means, other Christian congregations
would be raised, and the authority of the parent church be
still more widely extended. When churches were formed
by these means in distant localities, the presbyters, under

propter ecclesie honorem ; gquo salvo, salva paz est: alioguin eliam LAICIS
- jus est.”—TERTULL. De Baptismo, cap. xvii.
* Rippre’s “Christian Antiquities,” p. 196; King’s “Primitive
Church,” p. 23,
H 2
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whose superintendence each of them was placed, were deno-
minated ywpexloxozos, or “country bishops.” They pos-
sessed more power than ordiunary presbyters; and yet were,
to a certain extent, subject to the neighbouring bishop.
Thus the Gospel extended its influence, and, as circum-
stances required, such new arrangements were made as were
calculated to forward the great work of the world’s con-
version, and preserve the:unity and spirituality of the
church.

The regulations adopted with respect to the different offices
of Christian ministers, which we have noticed, were pri-
marily derived, there can be little doubt, from the estab-
blished order of the Jewish synagogue, and were afterwards
extended and modified to meet the emergencies of the case.
In primitive times, when believers were faithful to God,
before ministers of the Gospel aimed at secular power and
worldly aggrandisement, before bishops coveted the state of
princes, and strove after extravagant emolument and honours,
the overseer of the church ¢ acted not so much with the
authority of a master, as with the zeal and diligence of a
faithful servant. He instructed the people, performed the
several parts of divine worship, attended the sick, and in-
spected into the circumstances and supplies of the poor.
He charged, indeed, the presbyters with the performance of
those duties and services, which. the multiplicity of his
engagements rendered it impossible for him to fulfil; but
had not the power to decide or enact any thing without the
consent of the presbyters and people.” *

Even the ordination of ministers, which has since been
assumed as one of the peculiar prerogatives of the episcopal
office, was in primitive times performed by presbyters, or by
a bishop in conjunction with presbyters. Indeed, all the
examples of ordination which are given in the New Testa-
ment very clearly prove this to have been the practice.
‘¢ 8t. Paul, in 2 Tim. i. 6, says, ¢ Wherefore I put thee in
remembrance, that thou stir up the gift of God, which is in
thee by the putting on of my hands;’ but, in 1 Tim. iv. 14,

* Mosuein’s “ Ecclesiastical History,” vol. i., p. 106,
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he says, ¢ Neglect not the gift that is in thee, which was
given thee by prophecy, with the laying on of the haunds of
the presbytery.” Which two passages, referring, as they
plainly do, to the same event, the setting apart of Timothy
for the ministry, show that the presbytery were associated
with St. Paul in the office of ordination ; and further prove,
that the exclusive assumption of this power, as by divine
right, by bishops, is an aggression upon the rights of pres-
byters, for which not ouly can no scriptural authority be
pleaded, but which is in direct opposition to it.” *

In the days of the apostles, and for some time after, each
church was independent of all others, and arranged all its
affairs according to the judgment of the presbyters and
people ; so that the several Christian bodies bad but little
intercourse or connexion with each other, uutil after the
public recognition of Christianity by Constantine, when
councils of the leading clergy of the churches began to be
held generally. BSome persons have supposed that these
general meetings for deliberating on great questions affecting
the church, have been customary from the beginning, and
that the first instance is given in Acts xv. This is, however,
a mistake. The assembly there described consisted only of
the apostles, and the elders and members of one particular
church. True, that was the most ancient church; and the
judgment to which it came was therefore very properly com-
municated to less-matured Christian bodies ; but the latter
were not represented in this assembly. It was not then a
council, in the usual ecelesiastical sense of the term, but
simply a meeting of one church.

In these early times the apostles, their fellow-labourers,
and perhaps some of their immediate successors, were sup-
ported partly by the work of their own hands, and partly
by the grateful contributions of the faithful. For, when a
number of persons were converted to the Christian religion
in any place, sufficient to constitute a congregation, they
formed themselves into a church, or religious society ; and
every member, according to his ability, contributed to the

* Warson's ““ Theological Institutes,” Works, vol. xii., p. 172.
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maintenance of those who * ministered in holy things,” to
the support of the poor, and to all other necessary charges.
The subscriptions for these purposes were commonly made
in their religious assemblies, on the first day of every week,
in accordance with the apostolic direction.

There can be no doubt but that the worship of the British
Christians agreed with the general practice of the primitive
church. Respecting this, it may not be improper here to
give some information. When the early Christians met for
the purpose of divine worship, we are informed that the
service was conducted in the following order. First, the
holy Scriptures were read; then psalms or hymns were
sung ; afterward the sermon was preached ; and the devotion
concluded with solemn prayer. ‘

He who read the Scriptures was particularly appointed to
this office, generally as preparative to his ordination as a
minister. This person was called by the Latins Zector, a term
equivalent in signification to our English word * reader.”
He stood in an elevated place, or pulpit, so that all the
people might see and hear him ; and he read alone, and not
alternately with the congregation. The length of the portion
of holy writ which was read varied to suit the circumstances
of the case, and appears to have been appointed by the
presiding minister.

When the reading was finished, then followed the singing
of psalms. This constituted a considerable portion of the
service ; and the people were specially taught in this, as in
the other parts of holy worship, to look for and to expect
the aid of the Holy Spirit of God. As to what was sung, it
is evident that the Psalms of David contributed largely to
this part of the divine service ; but it is also certain that the
presiding minister allowed the use of any other poetry of
which he approved. This delightful duty was performed by
the people, in harmonious unity, organs and other instru-
ments being unknown. Referring to some passages in the
Psalms, the Christian Fathers thought that David, when
speaking of mueical instruments, emblematized or shadowed
forth the praises of the voices, lips, and mouths of his people.
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After the singing, the sermon was preached. This wase
usually a commentary on, or explication of, the lesson which
had been read. In the time and country of Justin Martyr,
as he himself narrates, “ when the reader had ended, the
bishop made a sermon, by way of instruction and exhortation
to the ‘imitation of the excellent things which had been
read.”” Hence Origen calls the sermon “ an explanation of
the lesson.” According to the last-named Father, the sermon
usually lasted one hour; and while on some occasions the
minister would pass regularly through the lesson, explaining
sentence after sentence, at other times he would omit the
least important parts, and confine his discourse to the more
difficult, interesting, and useful portions of it. The preacher
was usually the bishop, that is, the presiding minister of the
church ; or else, by his desire, a presbyter, or some other fit
person, addressed the audience in his stead. Without his
permission, it had been schism and violence, in any person
whatsoever, to have usurped his chair ; but, with his consent,
any clergyman or layman might expound the Scriptures in
his pulpit. As this circumstance may now be questioned, it
may be necessary to refer, in proof of it, to an interesting
incident in the history of Origen: When going from Alexan-
dria into Palestine, before he was in holy orders, he preached
publicly in the church, by desire of the bishops of that
country. Upon this, Demetrius, bishop of Alexandria, being
offended, complained of his conduct, and was answered by
Alexander, bishop of Jerusalem, and Theocrastus, bishop of
Ceesaree, in these terms : ‘¢ Whereas you write in your letter,
that it was never before seen or done, that laymen should
preach in the presence of bishops, therein you wander from
the truth ; for, wheresoever any are found that are fit to profit
the brethren, the holy bishops, of their own accord, ask them
to preach to the people. So Evelpius was desired by Neon
bishop of Laranda; and Paulinus, by Celsus of Iconium ; and
Theodorus, by Atticus of Synnada; our most blessed
brethren ; and it is credible that this is likewise done in
other places, though we know it not.”

As soon as the sermon was cnded, all the congregation
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rose up to present their prayers to God ; standing being in
those early days the general posture for prayer, and uni-
formly so on the Sabbath. With eyes and hands uplifted
toward heaven, the congregation approached their God.
In Cyprian’s time, the African ministers began their prayer by
saying, “ Lift up your hearts :* to which the people replied,
“We lift them up unto the Lord.” In this part of the
service the Lord’s prayer was often, but not always, used.
Beyond this, they had no fixed public form of prayer ; every
minister was therefore left ta his own ability, as he might be
assisted by the Holy Spirit; and the people, as they felt that
his prayer represented their wants, joined in it, by saying,
““Amen.” ¥

In this manner, there can be no doubt, the religion of
Christ was widely and successfully disseminated in Britain.
It encountered and subdued the native superstition of the
island ; it overcame the more polished and abominable
Heathenism which had beer imported from Rome. The
persecution of Diocletian, during the two years of its con-
tinuance here, must have retarded, in some measure, the
progress of the truth; but the favourable countenance of
Constantine made ample compensation for this, and opened
up bright and cheering prospeets to the British church.

This emperor ascended the throne or- the death of his
father at York, A.p. 306 ; and from this time the Christian
faith began to repair the injuries sustained in the time of
persecution. ““Christ’s young disciples,” says Gildas, * after
80 long and wintry a night, began te behold the genial light
of heaven. They rebuilt the churches, which had been
levelled to the ground : Christ’s sons rejoice, as it were, in
the fostering bosom of a mother.” In the year of our Lord
312, the great battle took place between Constantine and
Maxentius, at a small distance from Rome, which, by the
total defeat of the latter, gave the conqueror and his colleague
Licinius the undisputed empire of the world.t+ Immediately

* Lorp King’s “ Constitution of the Primitive Church,” part ii.,

PP. 4-16.
+ It was just before this engsgement that Constantine is reporied to
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after this victory, these two sovereigns granted to the Chris-
tians a full power of living according to their own laws and
institations ; which power was specified still more clearly in
another edict, drawn up at Milan in the following year.

As the influence of general councils changed the entire

constitution of the Christian church, their origin must ever
be a subject of interest. The primitive form of church-
government, of which we have given an outline, continued
during the first, and for the greater part of the second,
century. “One inspector, or bishop, presided over each
Christian assembly, to which office he was elected by the
voices of the whole people. In this post he was to be watch-
ful and provident, attentive to the wants of the church, and
careful to supply them. To assist him in this laborious
province, he formed a council of presbyters, which was not
confined to any fixed number; and to each of these he dis-
tributed his task, and appointed a station, in which he was
to promote the interests of the church. To the bishops and
presbyters, the ministers or deacons were subject ; and the
latter were divided into a variety of classes, as the different
exigencies of the church required.” *
. ““Daring a great part of the second century, the Christian
churches were independent of each other; nor were they
joined together by association, confederacy, or any bonds but
those of charity. Each Christian assembly was a little state,
governed by its own laws, which were either enacted or, at
least, approved by the society. But, in process of time, all the
Christian churches of a province were formed into one large
ecclesiastical body, which, like confederate states, assembled
at certain times, in order to deliberate about the common
interests of the whole. This institution had its origin among
have seen a luminous cross in the heavens at mid-day, with an inscription in
Latin or Greek, to this effect: “In this conquer.” The Saviour is also
stated to have appeared to him at night, explaining the omen. The account
proceeds to inform us, that he obeyed the divine mandate, adopting the
cross as his standard, and causing it to be depicted on the shields of his
soldiers; and that, in consequence of these niracles and the success that
followed, he cordially embraced Christiani.y.

* De. HENRY’s “ History of Great Britain,” vol. i., p. 144,

: K
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the Greeks, with whom nothing was more common than this
confederacy of independent states, and the regular assemblies
which met, in consequence thereof, at fixed times, and were
composed of the deputies of each respective state. But
these ecclesiastical associations were not long confined to the
Greeks ; their great utility was no sooner perceived, than
they became universal, and were formed in all places where
the Gospel was planted. To these assemblies, in which the
deputies or commissioners of several charches consulted to-
gether, the name of ‘synods’ was appropriated by the
Greeks, and that of ¢councils’ by the Latins ; and the laws
that were enacted in these general meetings were called
¢canons,’ that is, rules.

¢ These councils, of which we find not the smallest trace
before the middle of the second century, changed the whole
face of the church, and gave it a new form ; for by them the
ancient privileges of the people were considerably dimi-
nished, and the power and authority of the bishops greatly
augmented. The humility, indeed, and prudence of these
pious prelates prevented their assuming all at once the
power with which they were afterward invested. At their
first appearance in these general councils, they acknowledged
that they were no more than the delegates of their respec-
tive churches, and that they acted in the name and by
the appointment of the people. But they soon changed
this humble tone, imperceptibly extended the limits of their
authority, turned their influaence into dominion, and their
councils into laws; and openly asserted at length, that
Christ had empowered them to prescribe to His people
authoritative rules of faith and manners. Another effect
of these councils was, the gradual abolition of that perfect
equality which reigned among all bishops in the primitive
times. -For the order and decency of these assemblies
required that some one of the provincial bishops, met in
conncil, should be invested with a superior degree of power
and authority ; and hence the rights of metropolitans derive
their origin. In the mean time the bounds of the church
were enlarged ; the custom of holding councils was followed
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-wherever the sound of the Gospel had reached; and the

universal church had now the appearance of one vast re-
public, formed by the combination of a great number of
little states. This occasioned the creation of a new order of
ecclesiastics, who were appointed, in different parts of the
world, as heads of the church, and whose office it was to
preserve the consistence and union of that immense body,
whose members were so widely dispersed throughout the
nations. Such was the nature and office of the patriarchs ;
among whom, at length, ambition, being arrived at its most
insolent period, formed a new dignity, investing the bishop
of Rome and his successors with the title and authority of
¢ prince of the patriarchs.” > *

Thus the simple and primitive constitution of the church
was totally changed ; and members of different sections of it
in the present day will vary in judgment respecting those
alterations and arrangements, as to the degree in which any
or all of them were beneficial to the Christian cause, or in
accordance with the genius of the Gospel. It may, however,
be remarked, that whereas the appointment of diocesan
bishops, metropolitans, primates, patriarchs, and finally of
the pope, arose out of mere conventional arrangements, as
dictated and called for by the real or imaginary necessities
of the church, they ought all to be defended, by those who
approve of them, on this ground only. When, therefore, we
find bigh churchmen and Papists maintaining these orders as
existing by divine right, in the entire absence of any autho-
rity for such a claim in the New Testament, a tacit admission
appears to be included,—that they cannot be supported on
the more tenable ground of utility to the Christian cause, in
the present condition of religious and political society. It is
evident that the wide extent of the Roman empire tended to
foster and promote much of this arrangement in the church ;
and almost the whole may be traced to an intentional or
accidental copying of the political divisions and magistrates
of the empire. As in the progress of this career the spirit
and genius of the Gospel were lost sight of, the whole ended

* Mosuem’s “Ecclesiastical History,” vol. i,, pp. 177-179.
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in the erection of an universal and absolute spiritual
monarchy, in the person of the pope ; which, whatever may
be said of intermediate points, stands out as an awful and
profane contrast to all that is scriptural and divine in the
economy of the primitive church.*

These alterations in the constitution and government of
the church were, however, introduced gradually; and there
is reason to believe that their progress in Britain was slower
than in the central parts of the empire. Yet, as the pastors
of this country, immediately after the public recognition of
Christianity by Constantine, took part in the general coun-
cils when they occurred, there can be no doubt that, as long
as this island remained subject to the Roman government,
the British Christians conformed to the usages adopted
elsewhere.

One of the first councils called together under the aus-
pices of the emperor Constantine, met at Arles, a city of
France, not far from Marseilles, and the capital of the
province of Vienne. This council was summoned to give
judgment in the case of the Donatists.t It consisted of
bishops, presbyters, and deacons, from the western parts of
the empire, and was held A.p. 314. Amongst the names
subscribed to the acts of this council, we find those of three
British bishops, namely, Eborius, bishop of York; Resti-
tutus, bishop of London ; and Adelphus, bishop de civitate
colonie Lordinensium. It is very uncertain what place is
meant by this latter designation. Usher supposes Col-
chester to be intended ; Selden and Spelman, the old colony
of Maldon; and bishop Stillingfleet, with greater show of
reason, believes it to be Isca Silurium, or Caerleon, as being
the head of the third Roman province in the island. Besides
pronouncing judgment in the cause of the Donatists, this
council enacted sundry canons respecting bishops, presbyters,
aud deacons; with others referring to the people, and one in °

* See CAVE’s ““ Primitive Christianity;’”’ Wartson’s “ Theological Insti-
tutes; ” and MosHEIN’S * Ecclesiastical History.”

+ This controversy arose out of the protest of the Numidian bishops

against the alleged improper appoiutment of Ceecilianus to be bishop of
Carthage.
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particular fixing the time on which the festival of Easter was
to be kept. The presence of three bishops, with some of
the inferior clergy, of Britain, on this occasion, must be
admitted as a proof of the wide extent of Christian influence
in the island at this period, and also of the prosperous and
established character of the churches. It is likewise evident,
that at this time there were no archbishops or metropolitans
among the British clergy. But the most important branch
of informatron furnished by the records of this council
respects the manner in which.it treated the bishop of Rome.
As this sovereign pontiff, who claims to be the successor of
Peter, challenges, for himself and all his predecessors, an
entire and paramount supremacy over the whole church,
with authority to confirm or annul all acts of councils, from
the time of the apostles to the present ; it becomes a subject
of interest to ascertain how ome of the first councils of which
we have any knowledge, and the very first at which, as far
as we are informed, any British prelate attended, acted with
respect to such claims.

The Christian Fathers who assembled at Arles exhibited
no signs of submission, no acknowledgment of supreme
pastorship, in their address to the bishop of Rome. They
sent him, indeed, a copy of the canons which they had
enacted ; and, admitting that he ‘““had a larger diocess,”
expressed a wish that ““he had been present to have judged
together with them ;” they would have been glad, they
wrote, of ¢ the company of their brother of Rome,” as they
familiarly called him. They did not, however, ask his con-
firmation of what they had done, but stated, ¢ that, assem-
bled at the command of the emperor, they bad the warrant
of a divine authority, and a certain rule and standard of
faith, to justify and direct their proceedings.”” They, there-
fore, transmitted to him their canons, with the plain declara-
tion, * that they had been already settled by common consent,
and were sent to him to make them more public.”

The British bishops appear to have been but sparingly
supplied at this period, and it seems that the church
generally was in indigent circumstances. But as the
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emperor Constantine became more open in his profession of
the Christian faith, he became more liberal of his favours to
the Christian clergy. By one edict, he exempted them from
military and other burdensome services. This measure
saved the ministers of the Gospel from much oppression, and
afforded them additional opportunities of extending their
usefulness. By anotherlaw, Constantine bestowed upon the
church all the goods of the late martyrs who had died with-
out heirs. But the famous edict which was published by
the same prince at Rome, July 3rd, a.p. 322, was of far
greater advantage to the clergy than all the rest. This law
gave full liberty to persons of all ranks to leave by will as
great a part of their estates as they pleased to the church.
At Rome, and in other opulent cities, this decree greatly
enriched the clergy in a short time, by the liberal donations
of many opulent persons. But as the professors of this
island were not in general so wealthy as those in some other
countries, riches did not flow into the British churches with
8o rapid a tide.* Hence when the emperor Constantius
offered to maintain the bishops assembled at the council of
Ariminum at the public charge, it was refused by all, except-
ing three of those who came from Britain, who, being too
poor to support themselves, preferred accepting the sove-
reign’s bounty to becoming burdeunsome to their brethren.

The pious mind that rejoices to see the fires of persecu-
tion extinguished, and the sovereign of the world coming
forward as * nursing father” to the infant church, will feel
greatly disappointed and pained to learn, that no sooner was
Christianity delivered from external violence than it was
afflicted with internal discord. The flames of persecution
were soon succeeded by the equally destructive influence of
religious controversy. The most fatal of these disputes
occurred A.p. 317, between Arius, a presbyter in the church
of Alexandria, and Alexander, bishop of that city. It was
concerning the supreme Divinity of Christ.

In an assembly of the presbyters, it appears that this
bishop, speaking of the doctrine of the Trinity, expressed

* Dz. Hxnrx’s “ History of Great Britain,” vol. i., p. 146.
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himeelf with a high degree of freedom and confidence; and,
among other things, asserted that the Son was not only of
the same eminence and dignity, but of the same essence,
with the Father. This assertion was opposed by Arius, a
man of a subtile torn of mind, and remarkable for eloquence.
In the course of his opposition, he ran into the contrary
extreme, and maintained that the Son was totally and essen-
tially distinct from the Father; that He was the first and
noblest of those beings, whom God the Father had created
out of nothing, the instrument by whoee subordinate ope-
ration the Almighty Father formed the universe, and there-
fore inferior to the Father both in natuwre and dignity.*
These unsound and unscriptural views respecting the blessed
Saviour were associated with other doctrines very different
from those commonly received among Christians. Arius had
no sooner publicly promulgated these opinions than they
were received by great numbers of persons in Egypt and the
neighbouring provinces ; among whom we find many who
were distinguished as much by their learning and genius, as
by their rank and station. Alexander, deeming this case
one which called for prompt and decisive action, assembled
two councils at Alexandria, in which he accused Arius of
impiety, and caused him to be expelled from communion with
the church. Arius received this treatment with great equa-
nimity, retired into Palestine, and wrote thence to the most
eminent men in different countries, exhibiting and defending
his opinions. Thus they became known to nearly the whole
of the Christian world, and almost every where found some
persons to believe them.

The emperor Constantine (who now began to act as if his
imperial dignity gave him the right, as well as the power,
to interfere in the internal economy of the church) at first
treated this controversy as an unimportant matter, and sim-
ply addressed a letter to each of the contending parties, ad-
monishing them to end their disputes. On finding this to
be ineffectual, and that the evil was extending, he assembled
a council at Nice in Bithynia in the year 325. It was in-

* Mosuein's “ Ecclesiastical History,” vol. i, p. 412.
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tended that this council should represent the universal church
in as complete a manner as possible. Constantine therefore
sent out an universal summons for the bishops to come from
all quarters of his empire ; and this edict was published
throughout all the provinces and distant realms which had
embraced Christianity. Consequently an immense number
of bishops attended ; and amongst them, there ean be no
doubt, were some from Britain, although this cannot now be
fally ascertained, as the list of subscriptions which has been
preserved is very imperfect.

The decision of thie council was most important, and cal-
culated to exercise a great and salutary influence in the
church through all ages. It fully recognised the apostolic
doctrine of the proper Divinity of the Son of Ged, and con-
demned the heresy of Arius; and that this judgment might
be made perpetually operative, a creed was drawn up by
its authority,* and published under its sanction, which
exhibits, as fully as language can, a clear and correct view
of this essential doctrine, ’

As the Arian controversy belongs rather to the history of
the universal church, than to that of the religion of England,
we cannot here enter into the subject; yet it may be
necessary to observe, that it first caused the division of the
ministers of the Gospel into two great rival factions. That
both parties indunlged in very intemperate language, can
scarcely be doubted : this might have been expected, from
the vital interest of the question at issue, and the frailty of
human nature. But we feel as much astonished as grieved,
when we find bishops of the Christian church descending
from controversy to abuse, and proceeding to inflict the
penalties of confiscation, banishment, and death on their
opponents.

The Arians were unconvinced and undismayed by the deci.
sion of the council of Nice. Although they did not dare to

* The first part of the Nicene Creed, as far as the words, * Holy Ghost.”
The remaining part was added by the council of Constantinople, A.p. 581 ;
except the words, “and the Son,” which follow the words, *“ Who proceedeth
from the Father,” which were added by the Spanish bishops; aud, after
considerable demur, were allowed by the bishop of Rome, A.p. 883,
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propagate their pernicious opinions openly as before, they
laboured to extend their views more insidiously, and with
equal success. Disguising their real sentiments, mixing with
the orthodox in their councils, they gradually obtained public
confidence, and then exerted all their powers to defame those
bishops who had most ably supported the doctrine of Scrip-
ture. In this course they were too successful. On the most
absurd and groundless charges; Athanasius was banished ;
and Paulus, bishop of Constantinople, and others, were
expelled from their sacred offices. Encouraged by these
results, the Arian numbers increased ; and- at the eouncil of
Antioch they were a majority, and adopted measures cal-
culated to condemn. the decisions of Nice, and to promote
the Arian cause.

The church being thus divided, and redaced to a state of
anarchy, Julius, bishop of Rome, applied to the emperor
Constans to summon: a general council ; which the Intter,
with the concurrence of his brother Constantius, appointed
to be held at Sardica,.a city of Thrace, o.n: 347. At this
council, whieh was very numerously attended, (there being
two hundred and eighty bishops from the western empire,
and seventy-six from the east,). Athanasius, Paulus, and the
rest of the injured: bishops, appeared-to-defend themselves.
But the eastern part of the council, being mostly Arians,
and finding that the debates were to be free, and that they
could not procure a guard: from the court to- overawe the
votes, retired from-the council, declaring that they would not
join with the western bishope; unless Athanasius and the
other bishops, whom they had condemned, were forbidden
the council. This request was refused; while any who bad
charges to prefer againat those persons, were summoned to
appear and prefer them. This the' Arians declined, and
withdrew in a body to Philippopolis, where they continued
their deliberations.*

Several important circumstances stand connected with
this Sardican council. It vindicated the decisions of
the council of Nice, and condemned Ariapism. It laid

* CorLiER’s * Ecclesiastical History,” vol. i,, p. 78.
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claim to the fullest spiritual independence, and treated the
bishop of Rome simply as a friend and a brother; a fact

which fully proves that the supremacy of the pope was at-

that time -unknown. As it is well attested that British
bishops attended on this occasion, it is sufficiently evident
that these decisions were in accordance with the religious
views which were at this time held among British Christians.

The next information we have of the British church
supports this opinion. Hilary, in a book, published in the
year 358, during his banishment ioto Phrygia, *“ salutes the
bishops of Britain among the rest of the prelates of Chris-
tendom ; and complains a little, that the distance of place,
and the disadvantages of his banishment, had barred him the
satisfaction of receiving frequent letters from them. After
this complaint, he congratulates them on their orthodoxy,
and that they had preserved themselves all along from
heretical infection.” * Thaus far, then, it appears that the
Christians of Britain kept the pure faith of the Gospel.

In the following year, 359, another council was held. It
was convened by Constantius, and met at Ariminum, in
Italy. On this oceasion above four hundred bishops, from
the different parts of the western empire, met together ;

and were provided for at the emperor’s charge, with the
" exception of the biehops of Gaul and Britain, nearly all
of whom declined being supported by the royal bounty.
Three of the British bishops, however, as we have before
stated, being very peor, theught it more advisable to be
maintained by the emperor than to be burdensome to their
brethren. From this aecount there is good reason to
believe that a considerable number of bishops from Britain
attended this council. Here, also, we find a memorable
instance of the tyrannical influence of the civil power in the
internal affairs of the church ; for although, at the beginning
of the council, the members unanimously declared their
approbation of the Nicene Creed, they were afterward induced,
by the influence of Constantius, to subscribe a creed which
differed from the Nicene. It is true that, verbally, this

* CorLigxr’s “ Ecclesiastical History,” vol. i., p. 85.

\




ARIANISM IN BRITAIN, 163

difference was but little; yet it was lamented by the ortho-
dox, as virtually giving up the great doctrine involved in
the controversy. No stronger proof can be required that
this measure was forced upon the council than the fact, that
as soon as the several bishops returned to their respective
dioceses, they renewed their former declarations in favour
of the faith of Nice, and reneunced their involuntary sub-
scription at Ariminum.* TFour years afterward we find
Athanasius, and the bishops assembled with him in the
council of Antioch, assuring the emperor Jovian, that the
bishops of Spain, Gaul, and Britain continued te adhere to
the faith of the council of Nice.

Nevertheless it is beyond doubt, that the Arian heresy
was introduced into this country, although it is difficult to
ascertain precisely to what extent its pernicious influence
was exercised. Gildas states explicitly, that the British
church was favoured with great prosperity from the time
of the Diocletian persecutien, * until the Arian treason, fatal
as a serpent, and vemiting its poison from beyond the sea,
caused deadly diesension between brothers inhabiting the
same house.”t The same sentiment is expressed by Bede
in nearly similar language. Referring to the same period,
be says, “ This peace continued until the time of the Arian
madness, which, having corrupted the whole world, infected
this island also, so far removed from the rest of the globe
with the poison of its errors.”} It is not easy te conceive
what could bave induced Gildas to make this statement,
if it had not been true ; and although Dr. Henry has done
his utmost to vindicate the Britons from this charge, he
has only made it appear very probable that, however
Arianism might have been introduced and spread amongst the
Christians of Britain, the churches in general, and the great
body of the clergy, adhered to the doctrines of the Gospel.

It is evident that the church was at this time exposed to
great danger from a variety of causes. Christianity was

* Heney's “ History of Great Britain,” vol. i., p. 148,
+ GivLpas, cap. 12.
* Rynk's “ Eeclesiastical History,” chap. viii,
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patronized by the state ; the clergy were brought into con-
nexion with the princes of the empire ; various heresies had
been introduced, and some of these had been embraced by
persons high in civil and political authority. All this tended
to exercise an uafavourable influence om the church. We
find some of the clergy claiming extravagant powers, and
others falling away from the simple truth of the Gospel, and
embraeing divers errors. Among the evils which resulted
from this state of things;. perhaps none is more remarkable,
or more to be deplored, than the extent to which the
simplicity of religion- was debased by being loaded with
pompous ceremonies, under the pretext of gaining over the
Heathen to' embrace the cross of Christ. Men who were
strangers to the inward power of religion found a substitute
in outward forms.. At great diversity of rites were intro-
duced into divine worship, and almost every province had
something peculiar to itself, which, in process of time,
became the fertile source of violent contentions. The
poverty of the British €hristians was perhaps the means of
preserving them in some measure from running into the
excesses of other churches. But if our countrymen had not
departed from primitive simplicity so far as the inhabitants
of Italy and of some other countries, yet they had their share
of superstition. Among the numbers who travelled to Jeru-
salem to visit our Saviour’s grave, over which the mother of
Constantine had built a sumptuous church, were several
Britons : some of them are also enumerated among those
pilgrims who travelled into Syria to visit that celebrated
fanatic, Simon Stylites, whe received that name on account
of his living on the top of a high pillar. He is said to
have spent thirty-seven years in that manner. ¢ Many
people,” says Theodoret, “came to see him from the
remotest corners of the west, particularly from Spain, Gaul,
and Britain.”*

About the beginning of the fifth century the church was
assailed by a new heresy, the author of which was a native
of Britain, named Morgan in his own tongue, but called by

* HvueBEs’s Hore Britannice, vol. ii., p. 77.
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the Latins Pelagius.* The principal doctrines which he
taught were the following :—That Adam’s sin affected only
himself, not his posterity ; that children at their birth are as
pure and innocent as Adam was at his creation; and that
the grace of God is not neceseary to enable men to do their
duty, to overcome temptation, or even to attain perfection :
but they may do all this by the freedom of their own wills,
and the exertion of their natural powers. These opinions,
so flattering to the vanity of human nature, appear to have
been received with avidity by great numbers of both clergy
and laity ; and the pernicious consequences may be easily
imagined which resulted from their reception, obviously
implying, as it did, the denial of the great traths of the
Gospel. They tended to foster the pride of human nature,
to call off the attention of the church from that dependence
upon divine grace which constitutes the real strength of the
Christian, and thus to strike at the root of all genuine
piety. And as every effort to give undue exaltation to
human nature is sure to derogate from the character and
sacrifice of the Saviour, so we are told that ¢ some of the
Pelagians taught that Christ was a mere man, and that men
might lead sinless lives because Christ did so.”+ It must
be acknowledged that, in giving this summary of Pelagian
doctrines, we depend entirely on the information furnished
by those who strenuously opposed them : they may, there-
fore, in some particulars, be exhibited in deeper colours than
those in which their author clothed them. There can, how-
ever, be but little doubt that Pelagius did entertain and
teach great errors of this kind.

The author of this heresy was a British monk, of some -
rank, and very exalted reputation. He was born November
13th, 354, on the same day as his great antagonist, St.
Augustine, and was educated at the celebrated monastery of
Bangor, near Chester. His fame had reached St. Jerome
and Augustine, and they had formed a high estimate of his

* Morgan in Welsh means “near the sea,” Pelagius, a Greek word,

adopted by the Romans, has the same siznification.
+ Warson’s “ Biblical and Theological Dictionary,” article Pelagians.
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talents before they discovered Lis departure from Gospel
truth. It is, indeed, asserted that Pelagius had left Britain,
and had been some time in Italy, before his orthodoxy was
questioned. At Rome he met with Celestius, an Hibernian
Scot, who, being a person of ability, and fully entering into
his peculiar views, soon became his principal coadjutor.

After disseminating these doctrines at Rome, on the
approach of the Goths to that city, a.n. 410, the two
friends passed over into Africa, where they made numerous
converts to their opinions. Here Pelagius left Celestius,
and proceeded into Palestine, where he met with Christians
from various countries, and, among the rest, some from
Britain ; which circumstance afforded him an opportunity of
giving extensive carrency to his opinions. It does not
appear that Pelagius ever returned to Britain, and it is
therefore very doubtful whether he ever personally promul-
gated his peculiar views in this island. They were, how-
ever, diligently taught, and most extensively received ; for,
while Pelagius was in the East, Agricola, a bishop who had
received his dogmas, came over into Britain, and preached
them with great success. It has been thought, and with
some show of reason, that the Pelagian errors were received
with greater avidity in Gaul and Britain on account of their
accordance with some of the doctrines taught by the Druids.
However this may be, there can be no doubt that these per-
nicious tenets did great injury to the British church. We
are not informed that many of the clergy were led away by
these errors; but it is evident that they were unable to
offer any effectual resistance to the arguments by which they
were advocated. .

Pelagianism having been condemned in several councils,
and its influence still extending among the churches of this
island, it was determined to solicit assistance from the con-
tinent. Venerable Bede informs us, that the Britons, being
unable to confute the subtilty of the Pelagian teachers by
force of argument, resolved to crave the aid of the Gallican
bishops. In consequence of this application, a synod was
beld in Gaul, and inquiry was made, who were the most
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proper persons to undertake a mission into Britain ; when,
by unanimous consent, Germanus, bishop of Auxerre, and
Lupus, bishop of Troyes, were requested to go over to estab-
lish the Britona in the true faith. These holy men, having
been appointed by the church, and set apart for this service
by their prayers, crossed the seas, and arrived in Britain,
A.D, 429. On their arrival, they omitted no opportunity of
instructing and recovering the Britons, preaching not only
in the churches, but sometimes in the fields and highways ;
and thus the orthodox were confirmed, and those who had
been misled acknowledged their error.

As for these two eminent prelates, their sanctity and
learning gave them the lustre and autharity of apostles.
The promoters of the heresy kept out of the way at first ;
and, like evil and envious spirits, Jamented the loss of their
proselytes. DBut at last they recollected themselves, and
resolved to make a stand, and give Germanus and Lupus a
meeting, They came to the conference richly habited, and,
being attended by a great train of their party, made a pomp-
ous appearance; choosing rather to enter the lists, and run
the risk of a public discussion, than Jose the 