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Scottish Historical Review

Vor. XII., No. 45 OcroBer 1914

Scotland and the Spanish Armada

THE Spanish Armada has long been regarded as the great
attempt made by Roman Catholic Philip to overthrow
heretical Elizabeth. Too much emphasis, perhaps, has been laid
upon the expedition, which, though of outstanding magnitude,
was only one of a series—an armada sailed as late as 1599—
but in the main the common view is correct. The fate of the
Invincible Armada represents the defeat of Spain before English
sea-power. Where, then, in this great duel is the place of
Scotland 7 She had no great navy, although! she produced both
traders and pirates in fair numbers ; it was not against her that
the mighty fleet set sail, and, indeed, her share in the event limits
itself to dealing with the few weather-beaten ships which managed
to reach her shores. In short, but for Tobermory and its
treasure, we should not think of Scotland in connection with
the Armada.

The object of this paper is to show that Scotland was vitally
concerned, and that this country was during the whole period from
1580 to 14588 a most important card in the diplomatic game
of Europe. She was more than a dark mirror in which world-
politics were reflected ;7 she was the hinge upon which these
world-politics turned.

Now the greatest force which was operating in Europe during

1 Cal. Scot. Pap. passim.

" 2Der Kampf um Schottland und die Gesandtschafisreise Sir Francis Walsinghams im
Jakre 1583, Dr. Karl Stihlin, p. 123: ¢Wie in einem freilich tritben Spiegel
wurden dort die Weltverhiltnisse reflektiert.”

S.H.R. VOL. XII. A



2 J- D. Mackie

the second half of the sixteenth century was that of the Counter-
Reformation. The Roman Catholic Church, reorganised by the
Council of Trent, reinforced by the Order of Jesus, set itself to
recover its lost dominions. It is possible to account for the
Armada simply by considering it as one c_>f the many attempts
made by the Counter-Reformation to regain the unhappy souls
over whom the heretic queen so cruelly tyrannised. ¢ Philip,’
says a very modern writer in describing the genesis of the
Armada, ‘was in spirit a true Crusader, born four hundred
years too late,’! and he considers that the king’s wars were in
essence wars of religion. To the average man of the period, it
is fair to say, such an aspect of the case would be the only true
one. To the Catholic the expedition was a holy crusade, to
the Protestant it was but part of the devilish scheme of that
Antichrist, the Pope of Rome, to regain his lost empire. In
the mind of the Protestant the forces of Roman Catholicism
were knit in an indissoluble bond and pursued one clear end.
He imagined that the ¢ League’ of Catholic powers had been
made at Bayonne in 1565, and he saw in the bloody night
of St. Bartholomew only the first-fruits of the dreadful harvest.
Everywhere he felt the unseen presence of the agents of the
League, the Jesuits especially.

The endless wars in the Low Countries, the plottings in
England, Scotland, and Ireland, the secret diplomacy of Mary
Queen of Scots, all these were but the outward manifestations of
the hidden force, working noiselessly, inevitably to its conclusion.
In Scotland, for example, Rizzio was considered to be an agent
of the Pope, and when in 1579 Esmé Stewart, Sieur d’Aubigny,
landed in the home of his fathers he was set down at once as
an agent of the League? It was noted also with horror,® “in the
same day that d’Aubigné had sent Montgomery, accompanied with
a number of the guard, to intrude him in the pulpit of Glasgow
and expel Mr. David Wennies (sic), minister thereof, was the
Prince of Orange shot with the foreknowledge of d’Aubigné and
conspiracy at Dublin in Ireland, and Mr. William Creighton,
principal of the Jesuits at Lyons, sent into Scotland for the great
work that was in hand, so well did the enemies accord to subvert
religion with common intelligence at one time in all countries.’

The continuity and the unity of the Roman Catholic design,
as it appeared not only to Protestant bigots, but to cold-blooded

1 Master Mariners, J. R. Spears, 133. 2 Calderwood, iii. 488.
8 Harl. MSS. 291. 71. f. 146, quoted by Stihlin, gp. cit. p. 1.
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¢ Politiques,” was largely a thing of their own imagining. Some
kind of a league there may have been,! but it was certainly a
theory rather than a fact. The Conference of Bayonne 2 was only
a move in the crafty policy of Catherine de Medicis, and even the
massacre of St. Bartholomew cannot be traced to any very deep-
laid scheme. Briefly, it is plain that the Counter-Reformation,
though perhaps the strongest tendency of the age, did not operate
independently. It was bound to take into consideration other
forces, and when it did issue into action, it was only as the resultant,
so to speak, of the simultaneous action of a complex of religious
and political ideals.

Let us dismiss, therefore, the plain notion of a crusade, and
admit that the result of the religious upheaval had been to
rearrange rather than entirely to displace the existing political
settlements. Generally speaking, the balance in Western Europe
had been England and the House of Burgundy wersus France
and Scotland ; but apart altogether from the effects of the
Reformation, certain important changes had been taking place
during the sixteenth century. A series of marriages had united.
with the House of Burgundy not only the Empire but Spain,
with the result, as is proved by the case of Charles V., that the
‘balance’ was utterly destroyed. It is true that, by his marriage
with English Mary, Philip II. preserved the old relationship,
and France steadily pursued her policy of maintaining a party in
Scotland ; but none the less, the unceasing pressure upon France
produced its sure result. If she was not to be enclosed in the
Habsburg ring France must join England, and in the reign of
Elizabeth that is in effect what happened. The sheer necessity
of resisting the overmighty power of Spain forced the two countries
to forget their own quarrel, and despite much mutual sus-
picion, despite the shifty marriage negotiations, despite even
the Great Massacre, they worked in unison. Both, for example,
lent aid to the United Provinces, though the Queen of England
hated rebels and the most Christian King of France detested
heretics. Together they fought against the power which repre-
sented the Roman Catholic cause. Why ? Because the Counter-

! The Rev. J. H. Pollen, in his introduction to Papal Negociations with Queen Mary,
doubts the existence of the League. Olivares, however (Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza.
iil. p. 566), certainly writes as if some League had existed during the Pontificate
of Pius V. But this may refer to the League made by the Pope, Spain, and
Venice against the Turks. Vide Camb. Mod. Hist. iii. p. 134.

2Vide Die Zusammenkunft von Bayounne, Erich Marcks.
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Reformation was bound to the wheels of the chariot of Spain.
For the medieval theory of the world-state died very hard, and
one of the many pale ghosts which survived it was the dream of
Spanish imperialism. Philip 1I., the hero of the Faith, was
seeking a political dominion ; Elizabeth and Henry III.,, Tittle
as they liked Protestantism, were compelled to oppose him in the
name of nationality—itself as yet only an inchoate thing, thanks
to these very wars of religion.

In this strange tangle of warring creeds and conflicting political
ideals where is the place of Scotland ? In spite of the altered
balance of power, her geographical position still gave importance
to a country which was the ¢postern-gate’ of England ; and
when Elizabeth joined hands with her traditional enemy, one of
two results became inevitable. Either France would bring with
her to the new friendship her old ally Scotland, or else Spain,
losing England, would seek and find in Scotland the necessary
counterpoise. The first solution of the question might seem
to be rendered the more probable because there was in Scotland
a feeble but persistent tendency towards union with England,
and because, unless Elizabeth had children, the royal house of
the northern kingdom was heir to the southern crown. In point
of fact, this answer to the problem, foreshadowed by the various
schemes of ¢ Association,” ultimately achieved reality by the Union
of Crowns in 1603.

Not, however, without difficulty, for the alternative solution
had much to commend it in the eyes of contemporary statesmen.
To Philip Scotland could give some very real help, and the possi-
bility at least of other and enormous advantages ; it offered him
both a convenient base from which to attack England in the
rear, and also a potential successor to Queen Elizabeth. Since
Elizabeth was a heretic, Mary was Queen not only of Scotland
but of England too, and although she seemed likely to die in
captivity, her son was free and the obvious heir to the dual crown.
Clearly it would be worth the while of mighty Spain to gain the
friendship of insignificant Scotland, and to this end Spain spent
labour, skill, and money.

Even during her troublous reign Mary had got into touch with
Philip, and after her imprisonment the genuine attempts at heg
release were made in reliance rather upon Spanish? than upon

: T e e 3
The Guises, it is true, were staunch friends to Mary, but they cannot be

definitely included in the term French! At this time they were wavering
towards Spain,



Scotland and the Spanish Armada S

French aid. France, indeed, anxious to preserve the friendship
with England, showed herself inclined to accept the fair accompis,
and though obliged to act officially on behalf of Mary, was not
really prepared to do very much. Spain, on the other hand, had
entered into the various plots with weight, if not with celerity,
and the Spanish Ambassador regularly became the centre of the
schemes for Mary’s deliverance. She, as will be shown, repaid
the efforts of Spain to the best of her ability ; but let us leave the
tragic figure of the captive Queen and look at the position of her
son—a very king of comedy. A gawky boy of fourteen or so,
James shuffles on to the historical stage in the year 1580—
spindle-shanked, goggle-eyed, of a queer precocity, convinced
by hard experience that dishonesty and statecraft are the same
thing.

T%\cre were, as stated, two alternative policies, and each presented
its own difficulties. He might fall in with England and France, but
this meant practically the adoption of Protestantism, and many of
his nobles were Catholic. If once he took such a line James would
alienate all the forces of the Counter-Reformation, would, in the
event of Spain’s success, utterly condemn himself—and all perhaps
in vain. For Elizabeth would never name him officially as her
successor, and the crown of England might escape him in the end.
The other policy was to declare himself a Roman Catholic, seize
the groping fingers of Spain, and join the march of the Counter-
Reformation. Spain certainly was holding out a tentative hand,
but, even so, the dangers of the course were great. Protestantism
might emerge triumphant from the contest, and even if it were
beaten James had still to dread the imperial spirit of Spain.

Enough has been said to show the nature of the great duel
which was to be fought out in North-west Europe, and to explain
the causes which made Scotland, small though she was, of immense
value to both protagonists. With the English side of the con-
troversy there is no need to deal. Elizabeth’s policy was to resist
the Counter-Reformation rather by underhand plots than by open
war, and Scotland fell readily into her system. She supported a
party there just as she supported one in Portugal, France, or the
Low Countries. Her intrigues with the Scottish nobility are well
known, but it is worth while to examine carefully the policy
pursued in Scotland by Philip II.

In the autumn of 1578, Philip advised Mendoza, his able
ambassador in England, to keep a close eye upon the Scots, and
also upon the captive queen, since it appeared to him that Scottish
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affairs were about to arrive at a crisis.!  His prediction was correct,
for in February, 1580, Vargas? reported to him from Paris a
conversation he had just had with Archbishop Beaton, Mary’s
representative at the French court, who had assured him that his
mistress had determined to put herself, her son, and her realm
under the protection of Philip. Of this purpose, Guise was aware,
but otherwise it was a profound secret.? The King of Spain was
swift to accept the trust;® the affair promised well, for Lennox
(d’Aubigny) was making great headway in Scotland, and Philip
evidently thought that through Mary he could control James.t
Mary, who was soon in secret correspondence with her son, was
of the same opinion, and prepared to use the ‘Association’® to secure
joint action in favour of Roman Catholicism and Spain, though
its ostensible purpose was to make easy an alliance between
England, Scotland, and France. It soon became apparent, how-
ever, that James was somewhat slippery, and his signature of the
Covenant of 1580 caused genuine alarm.® Henceforth Philip is
urging James’ conversion,” and Mary is anxious to prove that her
son is likely to accept the true faith.8 James, as a matter of fact,
had little faith beyond a belief in the necessity of being all things
to all men. And not only was the young king a doubtful quantity,
but even his Catholic partisans were persons distasteful to Philip.
Thus, although Guise had been cognisant of Mary’s first offer,
and although he was an enemy of Henry III., the Spanish king
trusted him very little—indeed, the first thing he did was to
suggest Guise’s exclusion from future negotiations. Again, neither
he nor Mary had much confidence in d’Aubigny,® and we find
Granvelle quite testy on the subject of his envoy, Ker of Fernie-
hirst, who arrived in Badajoz armed with a fine broad Scots
tongue, and no Spanish.1°

Philip, as is well known, was by nature unwilling to trust any-

Y'Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. ii. p. 615. 2 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p. 4.
* Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p. 22. 4 Cal. Span. Pap. Ekiza. vol. iii. p. 103.

5 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p. 241, p. 216, p. 331 ; cf. too pp. 228, 250,
AT

® Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p. o, p. 102.
T Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p. 31, p. 160.
:gal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. pp. 241-242, p. 257.
or Spanish distrust see Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p. ! . .
For Mary’s sce Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza{)vo]. ii{ p- 331, :ﬁld ;;eler l:)wlnzi‘rgttl::rs] 191;{i ’Ll;b:izz};
vol. v. p. 134, p. 124, p. 61; and Cdl. Scor, Pap. vol. vi. p. 86.
10 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p. 7 n.
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one, but in this case the facts justified him. His own idea was to
proceed quietly, confiding only in Mendoza and Mary. Neither
Beaton nor Tassis,! who had succeeded Vargas at Paris, was taken
into the secret, and though a few ardent clerics, notably Parsons
and Allen,> knew of the scheme, it is plain that the bulk of the
Jesuits did not. Mendoza soon got into touch with the Scots
nobility, who moderately demanded the assistance of 2000 men,? but
before long the plot fell into the hands of several priests, and they
pushed the scheme forward with an earnest zeal which produced
a disconcerting publicity.* Lennox became the figure-head of the
conspiracy, and in March, 1582,% he sent letters to the Pope, Mary,
Glasgow, Guise, and Tassis, containing details of a plan of
incredible and impossible proportions.® All the various person-
ages mentioned were to act along with Spain, and the assistance
now set down as essential amounts to 20,000 men, as well as great
sums of money and guarantees against loss. Such a scheme was
the ridiculous product of frothy imaginations ; Mary was vastly
annoyed,” and Philip withdrew.

Not, indeed, officially. Mendoza remained in England to be
the centre of all plots until the discovery of the Throgmorton
conspiracy® led to his dismissal, and from the tangled maze of the
plans for murder and invasion, which mark the next few years, a
few great principles emerge. Joint action between the different
Roman Catholic powers is proved to be an impossibility. France
is naturally out of the question, and Guise, though hated by
Henry I11., and hating in return, is still French. Even between
the Papacy and Spain there is little harmony, although a principle
of joint contribution (one to three) for the English enterprise has
been laid down.® The correspondence between Paris, Rome, and
Spain, published by Father Knox, reveals plainly that zeal for the

1 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iil. p. 197.
2Vide Graves Law : Collecied Essays, pp. 217-243.
8 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p. 286.

4Vide ‘' The Evolution of the Spanish Armada,” Martin Hume, in The Year
afier the Armada.

5 Kretzschmar, Die Invasionsprojekte der katolischen Machte gegen England. 'This
information is well collected, pp. 61-63.

6 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p. 371, and Kretz. p. 123 ff.
7" Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p. 331.

8 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p. 513. On Jan. 19th, 1584, Mendoza got
15 days’ notice to leave England.

9 Lesters and Memorials of Cardinal Allen, edited by Knox, p. 411.



8 J. D. Mackie

common cause was not sufficient to produce a readiness to pay.
As a consequence of this failure to combine, it is not strange to
find two well-marked parties amongst the Roman Catholic refugees
upon the Continent, one of which attaches itself to the Curia,
whilst the other relies upon Spain. Paget, Morgan, and Father
Crichton! agreed with the Duke of Guise and the Pope in believ-
ing that James might be converted, and their schemes of invasion
always included the landing in Scotland of a composite army.?
Allen,? on the other hand, and ere long Parsons too,? inclined to
use the help of Spain only, and to make the invasion by way of
England. Indeed, by April, 1584, the plan of entering via Scot-
land is being discussed as a ‘new design.’*

In effect, by 1584, the enterprise’ has become definitely
Spanish, and, as the death of Alengon® in that year forced Guise
to concentrate his energies upon France, Philip ® was able to take
the game into his own hands. The ‘enterprise of England’ began
to take a definite shape, and it is clear that, as the claims of Scot-
land to be the landing-place had been disregarded, so the claims
of the Scottish candidates for the throne were treated with less
and less respect. James’ conduct, it is true, did not inspire con-
fidence, and Mary 7 was at times really inclined to make a bargain
with Walsingham. It was partly for these reasons, and partly

1Knox, gp. cit. pp. 320, 386, and 392.

? Mendoza had mentioned Allen as a reliable man in Oct. 1581 (Cal. Span. Pap.
Eliza, vol. iii. p. 197), but he appears to have hoped for joint action for some time
(Knox, op. cit. p. 201). Parsons certainly did (Knox, op. cit. pp. 425, 433 3 and
Kretz., 4pp. 8). The details of the plot captured with Fa. Crichton in 1 584,
referred to a scheme of Parsons’ devising in 1582. In 1583 he was still working
for a combined invasion (Knox, gp. ciz. lvii) ; but in the beginning of 1584 he
and Allen are relying upon Spain (Knox, op. ciz. p- 222),and it seems from a letter
of de Tassis of Nov. 1583, that Parsons distrusted James (Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza.
vol. iii. p. 509). By May 27, 1584, both Parsons and Allen are resolute to exclude
Scotland (Ca/. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p. 526, and Knox, op. cit. p. 231).

$E.g., Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. PP- 333, 503, 52I.

_ *Tassis in his letter of Nov. 15, 1583, mentions as a fact Philip’s intention to
invade from Flanders, and treats the idea of commencing by Scotland as a thing of
the past. Possibly the evil report of Maineville presented to Philip in June, 1583,
(fa{. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p. 479) may have aided Philip to come to this con-
:,]lls(l;(t)m A Iéwas thlz Nuncio in France who used the expression ¢ new design’ in

etter to Como (Knox, gp. ciz, p. i i
marfing ( op. cif. p. 230), but it appears to refer to the conspiracy

5 June 10, 1584.

$Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p- 544.

"Knox, sp. cit. Intro. Ixix.
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because Spanish imperialism! inevitably asserted itself, that Philip,
whose councillor, Granvelle, had dismissed altogether the idea of
conquest,? began very seriously to consider his own claims to the
English crown. If he was to do the work, it seemed just that he
should have the reward. His attitude to Mary is one of cold
calculation. ¢I see what the Queen of England, tired of her long
imprisonment, wrote to you,’s he observes callously to Mendoza,
and he praises his ambassador for discouraging her scheme of
escape. His satellites followed in the same strain—¢Even if Mary
was made queen, they trusted that Spain would not abandon them.*

Philip, then, is fairly embarked upon a design of self-aggrandise-
ment. In February, 1585, Allen is pointing out that the plan was
in the hands of a very few,® and in the autumn of the same year
he and Parsons go off to Rome to urge the Spanish cause.® The
beginning of 1586 finds them busy assisting Olivares, the ambas-
sador of Spain at Rome, to convince the Pope that James was not
to be converted but disinkerited.” For that is really the sum of
Philip’s ambition, as his correspondence with Olivares plainly
shows. In May, 1584, the ambassador was demonstrating to the
Pope that the Scottish way was of little value,® and in July of the
following year, we find him refuting the views of the ¢ French’
party at the Vatican, which was anxious for James’ conversion.?

1Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol.iii. p. 506. When in Aug. Philip received a memorial
in which Guise undertook to expel all foreign troops after Mary’s restoration, he
underlined the passage and wrote ‘ojo”’ in the margin.

2 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p. 383. ‘We cannot hope to hold the island for
ourselves.’

3 Cal. Span, Pap. Eliza. vol. iil. p. 476. Mary believed she could escape almost
at will in 1583. 7ide Knox, op. cit. p. 413. The Spanish schemes are quite callous
on the possibility of Mary’s death. Cf. Knox, gp. cit. Intro. Ixxxvi.

4 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p. 526.

5Knox. gp. cit. p. 247. He was quite correct ; even he and Parsons were not
told too much, Knox, gp. cit. Intro. lxxiv. and Ixxxvii.

6 Knox, gp. cit. p. 222 1,

7 Philip had at first thought to use James as a tool. At first he expected the
young king to be sent to Spain (Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iil. p. 23). As late as
the early summer of 1584 we find him well disposed to James, and promising
money (Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. pp. 525, 527). At this time Tassis and Guise
were still in favour of James (Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p. 521), and it was to
Tassis that these friendly messages to James were sent. He was never in the secret.

8 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p. 526.

% Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p. 541. The French party was led by Cardinal
d’Esté,
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Meanwhile the accession of Sixtus V.! had strengthened the hands
of the vigorous party, and Olivares’ Position was also improved
by the bad reports of the Scottish king.? His correspondence
unluckily is not all extant, but an important despatch and memo-
randum of February 24th, 1586, reveal how very far the affair
had gone. Philip had evidently decided to obtain the crown for
his daughter, the Infanta Isabella Clara Eugenia, but he shrank
from having James publicly disinherited partly to avoid publicity,
partly because he wished to make sure of the papal contribution
before he showed his hand ;—for Sixtus V. was no fool. Despite
all these limitations, however, Olivares established two important
points. ‘The Guises were to be excluded from the enterprise of
England, and the question of a successor to Mary was to be left
in Philip’s hands. Ostensibly the end of the design was still the
liberation of the captive queen, but it is plain from Philip’s own
letters that he regarded with equanimity the prospect of her
death.* Without further preparation, however, it was impossible
to broach the great secret of the Spanish design, and during the
next two years Olivares was busily engaged not only in extracting
a definite promise from Sixtus asregards the money, but also in
preparing him for the announcement of Philip’s intentions as to
the English crown. One of the devices adopted was to persuade
the Pope to make Allen a cardinal, as this would give a good
head to the enterprise in the event of Mary’s death,’ and would
besides reinforce the Spanish party in the Sacred College. In
public, of course, only the first of these two reasons was adduced,
and after the news of Mary’s execution had reached Rome, such
an argument did not lack weight. None the less Sixtus was very
slow to act, averring that, according to rule,®all promotions should
be made at Christmas, and in the end Olivares was compelled to
adopt the extraordinary manceuvre of showing to the Pope instruc-

! April 24, 1585,  Sixtus was full of great schemes, but short of money. He
had no intention of being ¢exploited” by Spain.

% Cal. Span Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p. 560 ff. Original text in Knox, 0p. ci. p. 251 ff.

8 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p. 547.

* From the Spanish sources it is clear that Spain was quite sure of Mary’s co-
operation, but quite prepared for her death. ~After her death there were few
regrets—indeed the event was considered rather fortunate (cf. Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza.
vol. iv. pp. 42, 43, 101, and Knox, gp. cit. pp. Ixxxvi, xc, Xciv).

5 The story of Allen’s promotion is well described in Knox, op. ¢it. cf. pp. Ixxxvi
and cii. It is plain that only a cardinal was wanted, and the scheme of making
Allen, Archbishop of Canterbury, was negatived by Spain (Knox, Ixxxix).

¢ Knox, op. cit. p. Ixxxix and p- 277,
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tions which Philip was supposed to have written on the assumption
that Allen was already a cardinal.! These instructions had been
forged by the ambassador himself, but the device proved successful,
for six days after the trick had been played Allen was duly pro-
moted—August 7th, 1587. Henceforth the new cardinal was a
person of much weight at Rome, and in 1588, just before the
Armada sailed, he joined with Olivares in drawing up a scheme
for filling the various benefices and appointments in England in
the event of a successful issue.?

Meanwhile not a word was breathed of Philip’s own claim; the
matter was very far from easy, as Olivares found, when in March,
1587, he consulted Allen and Parsons on the matter.? His own
letter, as well as the written opinions of the two ecclesiastics, are
still extant, and make it patent that all three were extremely
doubtful as to the value of Philip’s title by descent, and nervous
about the possible claims of Parma. They were able to pick holes
in the arguments adduced by the Bishop of Ross,*as appears from
a later memorandum,® but suggested that, as the case was uncertain,
it would be better to postpone the discussion until the succession
had been first established by way of conquest. Olivares himself
suggested three possible modes of procedure,® but inclined per-
sonally to the following method : Philip should point out to the
Pope, that the arrangement of February, 1586, had committed
both to opposing heretical James, and that, accordingly, the Most

1 Spain’s urgency appears in the spring and summer of 1587 (Knox, gp. cit.
p. xcv and p. ciii). Olivares’ trick is described, p. civ and p. 295.

2 Knox, 6p. ¢it. p. cvi. The original is on p. 303, ¢ seq.

3 Olivares’ letter and Allen’s opinion appear in Knox, pp. xc and 275, and
pp- Ixxxix and 272. Parsons’ opinion of the same date is in Ca/. Span. Pap. Eliza.
vol. iv. p. 41. Olivares refers to this opinion of Parsons, Knox, p. xci (of date March
18th). Father Knox supposes (p. xcvi) that the memorandum he prints (p. 281)
was enclosed by Olivares in his letter. This cannot be so, for Olivares’ letter
(23rd March) was written under the assumption that Mary was still alive, whereas
the ‘memorandum’ refers to her death. The news of Mary’s death arrived in
Rome on March 24th (Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. p. §0). Olivares’ letter is
interesting as showing a great distrust of Sixtus, ‘from whom no secrecy can be
expected except by miracle or in affairs of no importance’ (Knox, p. 275),and also
as reve;ling adoubt in the writer’s mind lest Philip should claim in person (Knox,
p- 277)

4'The Bishop of Ross was a great upholder of the title of Mary and later of
James. His vindication of the Scottish claim was published several times and in

several languages. Latin editions were published in 1580 and 1584,and a French
edition in 1587 (vide Dict. Nat. Biog. sub. ¢ Leslie, John’).

5 Knox, op. cit. pp. xcvi and 281. 6 Knox, op. cit. pp. xciii and 277.
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Catholic King, casting about in his mind for a successor, had
thought of his own daughter. At this juncture arrived news of
the will and last letter of Mary Stuart, which led to his examining
the question very carefully, with the result that he discovered his
own title to be better even than that of the luckless queen. Philip
could disclaim any intention of disturbing Mary, and could repre-
sent his own right to the crown as a thing only recently discovered ;
but in any case, the ambassador concluded, it would be wise to lay
most stress upon the actual fact of conquest, since Sixtus would,
under any circumstances, hate to see England united to the Spanish
empire.

IP; is quite clear that Philip’s path was far from straight, but the
death of Mary,! as Allen himself remarked, improved the situa-
tion, and it was Allen who was trusted, at the end of March,’*
with the delicate task of opening the question to the Pope. He
was instructed to lay stress on the fact that Mary had recognized
that her son was a hopeless heretic, and, if the matter of the suc-
cession came up for discussion, to state that Philip was quite
aware of his own claim, and was determined, as a Catholic prince,
sooner or later to attack the heretical King of Scotland. The
French party, who believed in the possibility of converting James,
naturally pressed his claim hard, but Olivares was inclined to allow
them to talk, whilst Allen and Parsons quietly prepared a book on
the subject of the King of Spain’s just title to the English throne.?

Olivares, it will be observed, makes mention of a will ¢ accord-
ing to which Mary Stuart made Philip her heir, and it has been
generally believed that the angry Queen did in fact disinherit her
son shortly before her death. Froude, who regards Mary’s
behaviour at her execution as a splendid example of the histrionic
art, finds a conspicuous proof of her mendacity in her speech to
Andrew Melville as she passed to the block—¢Commend me to
my son, tell him I have done nothing to prejudice his kingdom
of Scotland.”s  Philip certainly believed that such a will had been
made, and Mary’s own letters are undoubtedly full of fierce anger
and threats against the treacherous James ; but that she actually
disinherited him is at least not proven. What Mary did say was
that if her son remained obstinate in his heresy she would make a
will disinheriting him, but in a later letter she stated that it was

1 Knox, gp. cit. p. ¢, and pp. 286, 283. 2 Knox, 0p. cit. p. ¢, and p. 284.

8 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza, vol. iv. p- 122.

#On this alleged Will see a note in Scorzish Historical Review, vol. xi. p. 338.
8 Froude, Elizabeth, vol. v, P- 317.
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unlikely that she would be able to make a testament at all. As
far as can be discovered, no copy of such a will was ever found,
and the Spaniards were evidently hard put to it to establish proof
of its existence. Curle had seen minutes of it in Walsingham’s
house. Mistress Curle brought a message sent by Mary im-
mediately before her death, which certainly made over the three
crowns to Philip, provided her son remained obstinate, but which
also besought Philip to do his utmost to bring James back to the
true faith. The report that Elizabeth frightened James with the
story of the will is credible enough, but it does not prove that the
will ever existed ; for Mary’s letter of May 20, 1586, in which
she threatened to disinherit her son had passed through Walsing-
ham’s hands. Thus the English government could assume the
existence of the document, and the rumour that Elizabeth burnt
it with her own hands was probably invented to account for the
fact that no copy could be found.

And, on the whole, it seems likely that no such will was made;
certainly it never came into the hands of Philip. His ambassador,
Mendoza, did indeed receive a will, but this dealt with private
affairs and did not mention the crown at all. The very zeal of
the Spaniards in collecting the evidence of Mary’s servants, and
their manifest anxiety about her letter to the Pope, are additional
grounds for believing that the famous project of the will was
never carried into execution. The story, however, was bruited
abroad on all hands, and obviously it was not the interest of Philip
to contradict it. Officially he himself believed it, and used it as the
coping stone to his claims upon the English and Scottish crowns.

James, it is clear, was in a parlous state. Ostensibly he was
by virtue of the treaty of July sth, 1586,1 the pensioned ally of
Queen Elizabeth ; the execution of his mother supplied him with
an excellent logical advantage over his paymistress, but he had no
real intention of quarrelling with her.? He accepted her purga-
tion of ‘yon unhappy fact,’® and, though he was inclined to make
the most of his grievances,* allowed himself to be soothed with

' Thorpe, Cal. Stat. Pap. Scot. Eliza. vol. i. p. 529.

2 Calderwood, vol. iv. p. 611, and Froude, Elizabeth, vol. v. p. 327 and n. and

- 333.

; % Bruce, Letters of Elizabeth and James V1. (Camden Soc. 1849), pp. 45-6.
4Thorpe, Cal. Stat. Pap. Scot. Eliza.vol. i. p. 549. James shows himself dis-

satisfied ; but p. 551 of the same calendar contains a receipt for £5000. Cf.

Bruce, op. ciz. pp. 47-50, and Calderwood, vol. iv. p. 612, and Robert Carey’s

Memoirs, p. 49. Cf. too Archibald Douglas’ correspondence in Hist. MSS. Com.
Salisbury, vol. iii.
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soft words and hard cash. None the less the English ministers
were far from easy about their northern neighbour, and the reports
of their agents certainly supplied grave cause for disquietude. It
was the practice of those political jackals* to send in “scare’ news,
and they did not always understand the meaning of the informa-
tion they sent even when the facts were correct, but on this occa-
sion they were close to the mark. For James VI., even though
Philip had decided to dispense with him, was still the central point
of many Roman Catholic intrigues. The pages of Calderwood
reveal the nervous dread felt by the ministers of the Papists in
Scotland, but it is less easy to get a clear picture of the relations
between the King and continental Catholicism. These may be
regarded as the interaction of two distinct tendencies—Rome was
still stretching out her hand to James V1., and certain Scots nobles
were still seeking help from their fellow-believers in other lands.
To the design of Philip IL. both these tendencies were fraught
with danger. He, as will be shown, did his best to make the first
abortive ; the second he succeeded in exploiting for his own
advantage.

The French party at the Vatican, as already stated, was anxious
for James’s conversion, and early in 1587 we find Olivares hard
at work persuading Cardinal Mondovi that James V1.2 was a hope-
less heretic, and urging the futility of sending an envoy to him in
the person of William Chisholm, Bishop of Dunblane. Chisholm?
had first became famous as the bearer of Mary’s demand for a
dispensation to enable her to marry Darnley, and after his
mistress’ downfall he had been offered a see in France (Vaison),
which, however, he soon resigned. For twenty years he had lived
as a Carthusian friar, but now at this crisis in his nation’s history
the old man had entered once more the political arena, thrown
himself at the Pope’s feet, and begged to be allowed to return and
convert his sovereign. This at least is Froude’s story, but other
evidence states that he was sent by the authority and at the

' Thorpe, Cal. Stat. Pap. Scot. Eliza. vol. i. pp. 547 and 548. Ogilvy of Powrie
and John Colville are correspondents of the type mentioned. Their letters err in
assuming the unity of the Catholic forces. Thus Colville (p. 548, Thorpe)
SSI;};I;SSCS the Bishop of Dunblane was sent by Spain. He was sent in spite of

2Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. PP- 4, and 40, 51. Froude, Elizabetk, vol. v.
P: 337, quotes another letter of Olivares which does not appear in the calendar.

8 An account of Chisholm appears in Forbes-Leith’s Narratives of the Scottisk

Catholics, but fuller information is gi i iati 2
froee0sy given in Papal Negociations with Queen Mary
[edited by the Rev. ]. H. Pollen for the Scottish History Society.]
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expense of Owen Lewis, Bishop of Cassano,! a stout opponent of
Allen.? Plainly the mission was an effort of the anti-Spanish party,
whose hopes had been excited by the news that James had restored
their temporalities to Dunblane and Glasgow, and wished to con-
tinue the latter, Mary’s old ambassador, as his representative at
Paris.2 By October the envoy was gone to Scotland, much to
the disgust of Mendoza, who compared these Scottish bishops to
mothers who, ¢ although they see their children do ill, continue to
hope for their amendment.”* Soon, however, the ambassador has
news which pleases him better—the bishop was persecuted on his
arrival, and has little chance of an interview with the King.’
Reports of March 30, 1588, from London represent Chisholm as
conferring with Chancellor Maitland since he could not obtain
speech with James himself, and as obtaining for his pains nothing
but the statement that James was greatly afraid of Spain, and
would never change his religion.®

None the less even Mendoza is compelled to admit that the
audience has taken place,” and though he represents the bishop as
arriving at Paris utterly disillusioned,® it must be remembered that
this is only the Spanish side of the story. According to the other
version® James was induced to promise—on conditions,—that he
would admit the armada to his realm, and put himself into Philip’s
hands. On the whole it is likely that James tried to temporise,
for besides the efforts Rome was making to reach him, he had to
consider the attempts made by some of his nobles to get into
touch with Spain.

The general line of Philip’s policy was, as has been shown, to
leave Scotland out of the question, and to carry on the enterprise

1Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. p. 542.

2Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. p. 212, and Knox, gp. cit. Index sub. Lewis,
Owen. Father Knox tries to prove personal esteem, but admits divergence of
policy—very necessarily. See Knox, p. cvi.

8 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. p. 84 and p. 100. Olivares recounts the great
effect produced at Rome by these restorations. But before long Mendoza reports
that James has really annexed their temporalities [p. 139 and p. 158].

4 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. pp. 155-6.

5Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. p. 180 and p. 194.

8 Cal. Span. Pap, Eliza. vol. iv. p. 242.

" Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. p. 255. In Thorpe’s Calendar of Scotland, Elizabeth,

vol. i. p. 547, Ogilvy of Powrie is made to announce the interview. But the letter
is plainly put under a wrong date.

8 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. p. 367.
® Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. p. 542.
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of England with as little noise as possible. It was tl_ieref'ore not
through Spanish efforts, but by the agency of Guise that the
Scottish nobles renewed relations with continental Catholicism.
Philip, though he encouraged the Scottish cox'lspiracy, r'egarded it
as a mere piece of by-play. Naturally he did not enhghten the
Scots nobles on this point, nor does he seem to have informed
cither Parma or Guise. The last-named, in fact, was furious at
his gradual exclusion from his own design, and may hz}ve taken
his revenge by giving James a hint to beware of trusting Spain
too far.!

Guise never had approved of any scheme for deposing James,
and in July, 1586, he came forward with an enterprise which he
asked Mendoza to communicate to Philip.2  Robert Bruce, a
busy spy, whose manifold treacheries eventually ruined him,? had
arrived with letters of credit for the Earls of Huntly and Morton
and Lord Claude Hamilton,* and with demands of the usual
kind,*—6000 paid troops for one year, 150,000 crowns to carry
on the war, and further supplies of money for two years if neces-
sary. In return the lords promised to make James a Catholic,
and to put him at Philip’s disposal, as well as to hold a few good
ports near the borders. To show that their offer was bona-fide,
they suggested that the money should not be paid over at once,
but deposited within reach and used as necessary. Mendoza
received the offer coolly enough, and demanded further information
as to the kind of troops required, the nature of the financial
arrangement, and so forth, but in the meantime he sent Bruce on
to Spain, where he pressed the scheme very hotly.” It was repre-
sented to Philip, that though there was need of haste, the plan was
easy, cheap, and well guaranteed, for the lords were persons of
reputation, and would be. content to receive the money after the

!Guise’s dissatisfaction appears plainly in Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. p. 100
and p. 108, and it is clear that Spain feared he would divulge the plan to James.
Martl.n Hume, in a note on p. 100, says that Guise eventually did so, but does
not give any authority for his statement.

2 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. ii. pp. 589-go.

8 For an account of Bruce, see Grave’s Law, Collected Essays and Reviews, p. 313.
See also MSS. Scotland, Elizabeth, vol. Ixiv. No. 48 and vol. Ixv. No. 88.

* Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. pp. 580-1.

® Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p. ggo.

¢ Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. pp. 595-6.

7 Bruce was in Madrid by Aug. 1586 [Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol.iii. p. 597],and

it seems likely that the ¢ Memorandum on Scottish Affairs,’” published by Teulet,
vol. v. p. 355, represents the case as put by Bruce himself.



Scotland and the Spanish Armada 17

fait accompli of converting the King. . Philip, however, had heard
fine promises before, and in any case the conversion of James
was the last thing he wanted. Accordingly he replied to Guise,
thanking him and the earls very warmly,! but explaining that he
would have to consult Mendoza and Parma; as a matter of fact
he wrote to Mendoza on the very same day,? saying that the lords
were probably too sanguine, and bidding him ask Parma whether
4000 men if sent to Scotland would be sufficient to make a real
diversion.

Mendoza, on receiving his master’s instructions, wrote to
Parma, warmly commending the scheme, but suggesting the
necessity of making further enquiries as to the position of the
King of Scots in regard to the affair.® It is significant of Philip’s
method that Parma was not told what was the ultimate object of
all these conspiracies,* that Guise was given in the meantime no
information,’ and that, though Bruce, the official pivot of the plot,
did not arrive in Paris till the beginning of November,® Mendoza
had had Philip’s views a fortnight before, and had been able to
get a long start in the negotiation with Parma. But the prince
did not receive the letter till six weeks later, and when he did
reply it was to counsel delay, so that before anything was done
Bruce had urgent letters from his employers demanding a speedy
decision. Mendoza could reply only in the vaguest terms,” and
towards the end of December, 1586, we find him sending on to
Philip Parma’s unfavourable epistle, but urging for his own part
immediate action; he had now got all possible details, he said, and
had no further excuse for delay.® The beginning of 1587, how-
ever, finds Philip still marking time, though content to make a

1 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza, vol. iii. p. 631,

2 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p. 630. Philip plainly regarded the whole thing
as a diversion. He speaks of ¢the 4000 men they request.” They asked for 6000,
It seems likely that Philip’s other vast designs left him little attention for this
aspect of the ¢ enterprise.’

8 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p. 635, Oct. 15, 1586.

4 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza.vol. iii. p. 665. Parma’s reply to Mendoza’s letter, Nov,
27, 1586, makes it quite plain that he did not yet know ¢the designs which His
Majesty has in his royal breast’; he is uncertain whether the real blow is to be
struck at England. Cf. p. 683.

5Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iii. p. 639.

¢ Bruce arrived on Nov. 2, 1586 [Cal. Span. Pap Elizas. vol. iii. p. 648). Obviously
Mendoza had Philip’s instructions before he wrote to Parma on Oct. 13.

7 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol, iii. pp. 667-8. Nov. 28, 1586,

8Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol, iii. pp. 681-688. Dec. 24, 1586.
. B
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nominal acceptance of the lordsi offer if th;re is no o§h§r way of
keeping them in hand.! So Spain played with the anxieties of the
Scottish conspirators, until the leaden foot was stirred to motion
by the news of Mary’s death. The Most Catholic King ‘now
wrote promising money as soon as James was liberated, and advising
the earls to hasten his conversion,? but,—what is more important,—
Parma had meanwhile become convinced of the practicability of the
scheme, and in his capable hands the affair at once took on an air of
reality.? The only question was how to get the troops across the
water, and he and Bruce hit upon a rather neat device.! Bruce was to
hasten to Scotland, and there freight thirty ships for the Baltic; they
were to load wheat at Danzig in the usual way, but were to return
to Scotland via Dunkirk, where they could drop their cargoes, and
take the soldiers instead. One incidental advantage of the scheme
was that it would enable the Prince to feed his army, whose
supplies were short, and indeed the whole prospect seemed bright.
Bruce was despatched with 10,000 crowns, and instructions to act
with all possible speed, while Guise® was tardily given a partial
knowledge of the facts; and Philip, who meditated the dis-
inheriting of James, sent him a friendly message, which was
transmitted to Bruce by Beaton.¢

So the plan seemed to prosper. Crichton,” who arrived at
Rome with all the details, was induced to hold his tongue, and led
to believe that the object of the whole thing was to benefit James,
but throughout the summer no word came from the arch-plotter
Bruce. He had been delayed in Brittany,8 and when he eventually

L Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. p. 10. Jan. 28, 1587.

2Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. pp. §7-8. March 31, 1587.

3 Cal.Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. p. 28, Itis significant that what changed Parma’s
point of view was the ¢ minute information’ furnished by Bruce; it is when he
takes up the matter that essential details such as dates are first seriously con-
sidered.

4Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. p. 68. Parma, it will be observed, invented this
scheme himself, Philip’s idea was to send money, but the Prince, though he heard
his master’s views in April [Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. p. 76], preferred to keep to
his own design.

5 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. p. 78, p. 89, and p. 108.

¢ Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. p. 57, p. 79, p. 90, and p. 107.

?Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. p. 122.

8Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza.vol. iv. Bruce’s long silence caused general anxiety. See
PP- 98, 100, 120, 134, 156. He wrote on Oct. 2 (p. 144) a very full account of
all that happened, but it appears from Mendoza’s letter to Philip (Oct. 27) that
Bruce had sent in September two letters reporting progress (p. 159). For
exaggerated reports of his embassy see Staz. Pap. Scot. Eliza. xlii. 71, and g5
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arrived at Lochryan he found Morton gone, and the season so far
advanced that the scheme was useless, for the Baltic would be
frozen before his ships were ready to sail with their wheat. He
reported that he had seen the King on three occasions, and had
found him prepared to negotiate with Philip ; convinced, however,
that James was a Protestant at heart, he had confined himself to
generalities, and refrained from mentioning the design of the
wheat ships. This design was, of course, abandoned by Parma,
and Bruce remained in Scotland with his 10,000 crowns.

Such was the situation in 1588, when the execution of the great
enterprise against England relegated to the back-ground the affairs
of Scotland, although the advent of the Armada was of as great
moment to the northern Kingdom as to the southern. The year
of long-predicted wonders! had arrived, and it found Scotland as
troubled as ever before. It found the King €occupied in com-
menting of the Apocalypse, and in setting out of sermontes
thairupon against the Papists and Spainyarts ; and yit by a piece
of grait oversight the Papists practeised never mair bisselie in this
land, and maid graitter preparation for receiving the Spainyarts
nor that year.’* So runs James Melville’s Diary, and goes on to
describe the constant alarms of the Armada’s landing, the constant
fasting and prayers by which the ministers sought to avert the
danger.? James, in fact, was ostensibly in good relations with
Elizabeth, and he seems to have told Robert Cary about some of
the offers made to him from abroad ;* but England was far from
sure of him, and Lord Hunsdon described him as of doubtful dis-
position and evil companionship.?®

Bruce was still active, and, along with his party, concocted a
plot for capturing James about the middle of February. Huntly,
Crawford, Montrose, and others met at Dunfermline, where
Huntly had a house, and the Hamiltons gathered their friends at
Linlithgow.® This scheme came to naught, but Bruce was still
hopeful of achieving his end under cover of a cry for reform of
the administration,” and during the month of February James

1 Calderwood, vol. iv. pp. 648-9 ; James Melville’s Diary, p. 264.

2 James Melville’s Diary, p. 260.

3 James Melville’s Diary, p. 261. Cf. Calderwood, vol. iv. p. 647, p. 650.

4 Bruce, Letters of Elizabeth and James VI. p. 47.

515id. p. 49 n. (quoting Murdin, p. 591).

¢ For Bruce’s activity, see Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol.iv. pp. 204, 210. The
account of the kidnapping plot is in the same calendar, p. 227.

?Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv, p. 224.
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seems to have had a very friendly interview with Father James
Gordon, although he showed no signs of changing his religion.!
Before long too the Roman Catholic party received fresh help
from Spain, but this reinforcement, to the disappointment of the
lords, came not in the shape of troops, but merely in the person
of two Scotsmen.? The Earl of Morton, who had left Scotland
to seek Philip, was sent back with 5000 crowns, and with him
came Col. Semple, a stout soldier of fortune, with a commission
from Parma to the King. At first the Prince had intended to
give him a definite message, but Mendoza, who wanted to keep
clear of bargains with James, persuaded him that such a course
would only reawaken English suspicions to no purpose. In the
end all Semple got was a vague letter of credence with instructions
to use it or not according to the advice of the Scots nobles.

In the middle of April® the two set sail quietly from Gravelines,
on the errand of making trouble in Scotland.* The Colonel on
arrival did actually see the King, ‘and got the usual answer from
him.” Morton,5 however, contrary to Semple’s advice to concen-
trate in the North, made a premature rising in his own district of
Galloway ; and James, considering the excitement of the country
and the small prospect of Spanish assistance, was compelled to act
vigorously. The Earl was captured on the 5th of June, and a few
days later Lochmaben was taken and its captain hanged—much to
the delight of Elizabeth. Notwithstanding all this, the Catholics
remained very hopeful until August,® but James, the moment the

1Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. p. 260.

2 The movements of these two Scots can be traced in Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv.
P. 171 shows us Morton equipped with 5000 crowns. Semple’s journey to Parma,
via Paris, appears from pp: 171, 174, 179, and 231. The Colonel, whom Philip
describes as ¢a zealous man, though, doubtless, a thorough Scot,’ had arrived in
Paris by Dec. 6th, 1587, and was sent by Mendoza to Parma, who gave him a
letter of credit of date 27th Feb. 1588, and sent him back to Paris with a missive
to Mendoza (p. z01), in which he proposed to entrust his envoy with a message
to James inviting him to avenge the death of his mother. Mendoza (p. 231)
regarded James as hopeless, and Philip (p. 254) was glad that he should confine
himself to generalities. In the end he was instructed to see what the Scots nobles
thought on the point (p. 241).

8 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. pp. 241, 277, 297. Graves Law (Gollected Essays,
P. 3235) states that Semple landed in August, but this is incorrect.

A Cal Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. p. 231, gives details of Morton’s intention of
stirring up strife.  Parma thought that Semple might give exact information on the
situation (p. zo1),

®Cal. Span. Pap, Eliza. vol. iv. p. 351. Calderwood, vol. iv. p. 678.
8 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. p. 361.
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Armada appeared in sight, put himself unreservedly into the
English camp.! He wrote to Elizabeth offering his help upon her
own terms, and her agent Ashby, alarmed at Parma’s intelligence
within the country, made the Scottish King some fine promises
which were never fulfilled,? although money was soon sent. But
by this time the crisis was passed; the Armada had come and
gone, sorely mishandled by the weather and the English guns, and
when James said it had never come ‘within a kenning of Scotland,’*
he was, in the main, telling the truth.

For a while the Spaniards fondly imagined that the great fleet
had found some Scottish port,* Newcastle, perhaps, or the Moray
Firth, and one sanguine report described it as increased to 300
sail, by the capture of a great fishing fleet near the Orkneys.
These hopes were short-lived. Early in September Mendoza
wrote to say that a St. Andrews ship had seen the Armada far
north, between the Orkneys and Shetlands, and advices direct from
Scotland mentioned only one little and doubtful point of contact.
Colonel Semple had left the Firth of Forth to speak with a Spanish
pinnace, and on his return had been arrested.’

At first Huntly’s authority was sufficient to secure his release,
but ere long he was captured again and warded in Robert Gourlay’s
house,® whence he speedily escaped. Forbes-Leith” tells us a
romantic story of the valiant Colonel’s escape, in which the usual
pies and rope-ladder play a conspicuous part. According to his
account, Semple, a stout man, descended from the seventh storey
on a slim rope, and escaped the guard round the house—400
men—by acting the drunkard, and falling into a muddy pool.
Thus did he save himself from instant death. The narrative
is a fairy tale; the only true thing is the figure 400. It was
precisely 400 crowns which were paid to bribe Semple out of
prison.

The fact is that the story of Semple is an excellent instance of
James’ duplicity. Philip was playing a double game, but he had
his match in the Scottish King. The Colonel arrived, spoke with

1 Bruce, Letters of Elizaheth and James VI. p. 51 ; Calderwood, vol. iv. p. 682.
2 MSS. Scotland, Elizabetk : vol. xlii., Nos. 108, 110.

3 Bruce, Letters of Elizabeth and James V1. p. 55.

4 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. pp. 410, 411, 415, 434

8 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. p. 405 and p. 425.

6 Calderwood, vol. iv. p. 681.

7 Narratives of Scottish Gatholics, pp. 368-9.



22 J. D. Mackie

the King, and remained in the country quiet and unharmed’—
until the Armada had passed. Then James arrested him as a
proof of his Protestant zeal, but allowed hl{n to be pought out of
prison,? possibly because he felt that a strict examination would
not throw a favourable light upon the royal honesty. The King
published abroad his story that Semple had ‘ repairit laitlie within
this realme allegeand him to have commissioun to the Kingis
Majestie albeit he had na sic commissioun or instrumentis,” and he
accused the Colonel of treasonably dealing with his subjects.?
Semple, however, certainly had a commission—it exists to-day
among the Balcarres MSS. in the Advocates’ Library.*

Such was the brilliant result of all the plottings. The Roman
Catholics were slow to accept the verdict, and clamoured for fresh
assistance,which appeared in the shape of 10,000 crowns delivered
by John Chisholm to Bruce in Huntly’s house at Dunfermline.?
Even Mendoza was of opinion that Parma might still send troops
to Scotland with great advantage,® but the doom of the Catholic
hopes was written in a marginal note on one of Philip’s letters to

1 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. Before July Semple had spoken with the King,
and got the ‘usual answer,” p. 351 ; on the 31st of July he and Bruce wrote to
Parma an account of the situation.

2 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. p. 429, and Calderwood, vol. v. p. 24, where
Bruce accounts to Parma for the sum of 400 crowns.

3 Reg. Privy. Coun. vol. iv. p. 316.

4 Balkarres MSS. vol. vi. No. 5. In a foreign clerk’s hand, but signed
¢ Alexandres” The letter was a mere letter of credit to ¢ Guillaume Simpel
present porteur,” but asked for ¢benigne audience foy, et credence . . . en ce
qu’il luy declairera plus amplement,’ and referred the King to a verbal commission.
As Semple saw the King, James must have known of the letter, one imagines, It
is, however, possible that Semple, acting on his instructions, was vague in his
statements.

George Conn, De Duplici Statn Religionis apud Scotos, p. 145, supposes that Semple
had a commission from Philip. ¢Hic a Philippo Hispaniarum Rege (qui celebrem
illam classem qua maiorem oceanus nunquam viderat contra Angliam tum parabat)
ad Jacobum secretiora quaedam negotia pertracturus missus.”

An interesting but very lame defence of James’ action is found in Father
Crichton’s Apologie (1598).

®Calderwood, vol. v. p. 2zo. It is difficult to date the arrival of this money.
Bruce acknowledges it on Jan. 24th, 1589, but Chisholm had arrived in Scotland
before Aug. s5th, 1588 (Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. p. 361). As Bruce wrote
several times to Parma without mentioning the money, in the autumn of 1588, it
seems likely that Chisholm had gone back to the Continent, and returned later in
the year with a fresh supply of cash.

8 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza. vol. iv. pp. 476-7. 'The correspondence between Bruce
and Parma was maintained all autumn. Bruce and the Lords still thought the
chance good (pp. 426, 479).
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his ambassador. ¢I will have the Scottish matter you mention
well considered,’ he said in the body of his letter.! But the note
is as follows : ¢I do not remember to what this refers. Tell me.’

The Spanish Armada? then has left in Scotland few tangible
traces of its passing, and on the national history its effects seem
equally small. The Catholic lords remained Catholic, and con-
tinued to bargain with Spain and with Rome; the King still
played a double game, and shared to some extent in his subjects’
conspiracies. Throughout the rest of James’ reign in Scotland,
there was a restless undercurrent of plots fomented by Papal
emissaries and by Spanish gold. But the great ¢ Enterprise’ had
at least this result—it made the King of Scots all the more
resolute in his determination not to rely on Spain.

The product of a strange medley of actions and motives, of courage
and distrust, of piety and knavery, of the lowest of lies and the
highest of ideals, the Armada failed in its purpose. So far from
recovering Great Britain for Catholicism, it had left her more
Protestant than ever. Yet even in his downfall Philip commands
our admiration, even as his poor storm-stricken soldiers attract our
pity. His courage was undismayed, his faith was unshaken, and
from the depths of his defeat, he rose with dogged resolution,
prepared to try again.

J. D. Mackie.

1 Cal. Span. Pap. Eliza, vol. iv. p. 499 n.

2 A very able resumé of the situation was drawn up by the Master of Gray in
1590. [Papers Relating to Patrick, Master of Gray, Bannatyne Club, 1835.]



The Boundary Stone and the Market Cross®

I

SURVEY of the known facts regarding the social feelings of
uncivilised man leads to the conclusion that he regards the
stranger, if not with open hate, at least with fear and suspicion as
one belonging to strange gods, and bringing with him strange
supernatural influences.? Thus, among the Indians of North
America, it is a common notion that strangers, particularly white
strangers, are oftentimes accompanied by evil spirits, which create
and delight in mischief ;% and the Bakairi, and some of the tribes
of Australia, believe that evil, sickness, and death come from the
sorceries of strangers beyond their borders.t This belief that the
stranger is dangerous involves the view that his country, too, is
full of danger. Frazer® suggests that the fire borne at the head
of an army in ancient Greece, and among the Ovambo of South
West Africa, ‘may have been intended to dissipate the evil
influences, whether magical or spiritual, with which the air of the
enemy’s country might be expected to teem’; and we know, to
take one of the many instances which bear upon this notion, that

11t is not our purpose in the following pages to discuss the connection of the
so-called market crosses of Scotland with the perrons of Belgium—a subject which
two recent writers have made peculiarly their own : W. G. Black, Glasgow Market
Cross, with a Suggestion as to the Origin of Scottish Market Crosses, Glasgow and
Edinburgh, 1913; Count Goblet d’Alviella, Les Perrons de la Wallonie et les
Market-Crosses de P Ecosse, Bruzxelles, 1914.

2T. B. Jevons, An Introduction to the History of Religion, 2nd ed. London, 1902,
P- 715 J. G. Frazer, The Golden Bough, 3rd ed. Pt. ii. : Taboo and the Perils of the
Soul, é‘cf}ndon, 1911, p. 102; A. Van Gennep, Les Rites de Passage, Paris, 1909,
Pp. 30 i

*R. J. Dodge, Our Wild Indians, Hertford, Conn., 1886, p. 119.

K. von den Steinen, Unter 4. Naturvilkern Zentral-Brasiliens, Berlin, 1894,

PP- 232-3 ; B. Spencer and F. J. Gillen, T%e Northern Tribes of Central Australia,
London, 1904, pp. 31 fF.

¢ 5 The Golden Bough, 3rd ed. Pt. i.: The Magic Art and the Evolution of Kings,
ondon, 1911, ii. p. 264 ; Pt. ii. Taboo and the Perils of the Soul, p. t11.
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the New Zealanders, on going to a strange land, performed
certain ceremonies ‘to make it 704, lest, perchance, it might
previously have been tapu.’ ¢

If, then, the stranger and his land are so fraught with peril, it
need not be matter of surprise that the boundary land is regarded
with feelings of awe and dread—feelings which are intensified by
the nature of the boundaries themselves. These are defined
by the forest or the mountain, by river, lake, or watershed, by the
swamp, or by a great tree or a conspicuous stone ;7 and as each
of these objects has its indwelling spirit, the border is regarded as
the abiding place of supernatural powers.

Even at a very early period artificial land-marks were recognised.
Thus, Caesar® says of the German tribes : ¢Civitatibus maxima
laus est quam latissime circum se vastatis finibus solitudines habere.
Hoc proprium virtutis existimant, expulsos agris finitimos cedere
neque quemquam prope audere consistere ; simul hoc se fore
tutiores arbitrantur, repentinae incursionis timore sublato.” The
Mangwangwara kings deliberately surrounded their country ¢ with
an enormous starvation area, by ruthlessly destroying villages
and whole races around them’ ;® and the Kissandschi country is
separated from its neighbours by an uninhabited solitude of
several days’ journey.® Sometimes the boundaries were marked
by heaps of stones. Such stones were regarded as sacred in
Babylonia, whose kings are said to have ‘taxed their powers
of cursing in order to terrify men from removing their neighbours’
landmarks ;’* the old German records bear witness to the
barbarity of the punishments meted out to those who wilfully
destroyed or uprooted boundary stones; and an ordinance of

S E. Shortland, Traditions and Superstitions of the New Zealanders, London, 1854,
p. 83. .

"W. N. Dall, 4/aska and its *Resources, Boston, 1870, p. 114; C. F. Ph. von
Martius, Yon dem Rechtszustande unter den Ureinwoknern Brasiliens, Miinchen,
1832, p. 353 J. G. F. Riedel, De S/uik- en kroesharige Rassen tusschen Selebes en
Papua,’s-Gravenhage, 1886, p. 408 etpassim 3 J. Grimm, Deatsche-Grenzalterthiimer,
Kleinere Schriften, Berlin, 1865, ii. pp. 38ff.; J. M. Kemble, T% Saxons in
England, new ed., London, 1876, i. pp. §52-3.

8 De Bell. Gall. vi. 23 5 cp. iv. 3.

9W. J. Ansorge, Under the African Sun, London, 1899, p. 42.

L. Magyar, Reisen in Sud-Aftika.. ., aus d. Ungarischen von J. Hunfalvy,
Pest u. Leipzig, 1859, i. p. 73.

BC., H. W. Johns, Babylnian and Assyrian Laws, Contracts, and Letters,
Edinburgh, 1904, p. 191.
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Numa provided that ¢ qui terminum exarasset et ipsum et boves
sacros esse.’ 12 :
Among the Abors, the boundaries of each man’s clearing are
marked by upright stones ; ** and in ancient Egypt stelae s.ervec.l a
similar purpose.* Grimm?* refers to the old Nprse Vardi, Whl(’?h
means primarily ¢a heap of stones,” and secondarily ¢ a boundary’ ;
and Liebrecht1® informs us that there are, on the borders of
Spanish Galicia, great heaps of stones, to which a native, who
leaves the district in search of work, adds a stone on his departure
or on his return. These heaps recall to us a custom, prevalent
in ancient Greece, of honouring Hermes, the god of ways and
boundaries, by piling up, beside his symbol, which was an upright
stone, a cairn of stones called “Epuatos Aé¢pos. At this, stones were
thrown according to one authority, while another states that
the passer-by added a stone to the heap.”” It has been conjectured
that the ¢ plurima simulacra’ of the Gaulish Mercury may have
been boundary stones like the emblems of Hermes and of the
Roman Terminus ; and this view finds support in the menhir of
Kerradel, upon which is sculptured an image of Mercury dating
from Gallo-Roman times, and in the discovery beneath a similar
megalith near Peronne of a bronze statuette of the same god.’’
These upright stones, in their turn remind us of the ¢stones
of worship’ which were objects of devotion in many parts of
pagan Ireland, and which served as boundary-stones and as
memorials of the dead.® Thus, in one of the law-tracts we
are told that when certain tribal chieftains had taken posses-
sion of a district ‘they erected boundaries and pillar-stones
there.’’® Ammianus Marcellinus? speaks of a locality ¢ ubi

127, Grimm, Deutsche Grenzalterthiimer, pp. 59-60.

B E. T. Dalton, Descriptive Ethnology of Bengal, Calcutta, 1872, p. 26.

4 Maspero, The Dawn of Civilisation in Egypt and Chaldea, transl. M‘Clure,
3rd ed. London, 1897; p. 329.

16 Op. cit. p. 45. 18 Zur Volkskunde, Heilbronn, 1879, p. 279.

Y7 L. R. Farnell, The Cult of the Greek States, Oxford, 1909, v. p. 7 and note 32,
on the authority of Cornutus and the Scholiast on Odyssey, xvi. 471.

1 ]. A. MacCulloch, The Religion of the Ancient Celss, Edinburgh, 1911,
p- 2853 Id. art. “Celts’ in The Encyclopeedia of Religion and Ethkics, ed. by ]J.
Hastings. It is to be observed that Rhys (Lectures on . . . Celtic Heathendom (The

Hibbert Lectures 1886), London, 1888 . 228, 282-287) regards Woden as the
counterpart of t’he Gauiish Merc’ury. » B 236 h 37) 55

. BP.W. Joyce, 4 Sucial History of Ancient Ireland, London, 1903, i. pp- 174 ff. 5
11. pp. 155, 206.
1 Joyce, ap. cit. ii. p. 206. 2 xviii. 2. §.
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terminales lapides Alammanorum et Burgundorum confinia
distinguebant’ ; and, in Hawaii, a stone image or a line of stones,
somewhat detached from one another, sometimes serves to
separate the different districts or larger divisions.” In a passage
which is of special significance in the present connection, Joseph
Thomson,?? the well-known African traveller, observes that ¢ when-
ever anything strange and unusual is seen by the native, he
at once detects a ghost or a demon in it, with power to kill or smite
with disease, but which can be appeased with some offering or
other. Usually this occurs at the boundary of two districts,
or where some dangerous tract of country commences. The
common custom then is to throw down on a heap of stones
a rag, stick, or some grass ; and so thoroughly do they believe
in this practice that no one presumes to pass without such a
tribute.” Frazer,® while admitting that it is difficult if not impos-
sible to explain all the different instances of the practice on
one principle, makes merry at the notion of worshipping a
god by throwing stones at him, and opines that the idea, to
which the usage gives effect, is, in many cases, at all events,
¢ the transference of evil from man to a material substance, which
he can cast from him like an outworn garment.” In his admirable
work, The Legend of Perseus* Mr. Sidney Hartland suggests
that this, and a variety of similar customs, are to be explained as
applications of a mode of reasoning very familiar to uncivilised
man. The latter regards as part of himself not only his blood
and saliva, his hair-clippings and nail-parings, and the like, but
earth from his footprints, the remnants of his food, his name,
his portrait, his clothes, his ornaments, his weapons, and his
implements ; and, in his view, these things do not cease to be
parts of him, even when they are detached from him. Accord-
ingly, the sorcerer, if he gain possession of some article of raiment,
can work the destruction of its owner ; and the gipsy by dropping
the warm blood of her left foot into the shoes or stockings of
her lover, can bind his footsteps day and night to herself. The
same reasoning underlies such customs as hanging rags on sacred
trees or casting coins or pins into a sacred well or waterfall,

AW. Ellis, Narrative of a Tour through Hawaii or Owkyee, 1826, p. 324. Each
of these divisions was at one time the domain of an independent chief (/4.
Polynesian Researches, 2nd ed. 1832, iv. p. 148).

22Ty the Central African Lakes and Back, London, 1881, i. p. 228.
2 The Golden Bough, 31d ed. Pt. vi. : The Scapegoat, London, 1913, pp. 23, 30.
2 London, 1895, 1. pp. 52, 55-116, 128, 214-15.
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or driving nails into a sacred tree; and, by a}dding a stone to
a sacred cairn, the wayfarer brings himself: into a permanent
spiritual union with the demon who inhabits it or the ghost
of the dead man who lies under it.®

There seems, then, to be no good reason for doubting that the
boundary, whether it was defined by the naturfll features of the
country, or marked by artificial wastes, or pillars or piles of
stones, was regarded as a domain subject to supernatural powers ;
and this view is supported by the mention of an offender, who
was taken to the borders to be put to death, perhaps as a sacrifice
to the divinities of the march.2 ;

There were, besides, at all events at certain times, human
inhabitants of the border whom it was desirable to placate; and
it was by an application to life of the principle of reasoning of
which we have spoken above that this desire was realised. The
savage, driven by his ‘needs and greeds,” wishes to obtain what
the stranger—his enemy—possesses. If he resort to violence, he
may bring disaster on his own head ; and so he proceeds by
opening a trade, or, rather perhaps, by offering an exchange of
gifts. He, by giving some article, which is, as we have seen, a
part of himself, and the stranger, by accepting his gift and giving
something in return, create or enter into a spiritual union, which
is of such a sort that its breach brings evil, or sickness, or death
upon the breaker, and which thus secures the parties to the
transaction from the perils of robbery and violence, so long, at
least, as the trading lasts. In other words, this union establishes

a temporary peace during the continuance of a trade on the
border®” .

% Liebrecht, op. cit. pp. 267 ff,, cites from India, Africa, and many parts of
Europc?, instances of the practice of throwing sticks, stones, and other articles on
the cairn, which marks a grave. We shall content ourselves with noting an
expression of gratitude, for a service done in use in the Highlands of Scotland,
‘I will add a stone to your cairn’ (Forbes Leslie, T4e Early Races of Scotland and
their Monuments, Edinburgh, 1866, ii. p. 323) ; and the statement of O’Curry (O#
the Manners and Customs of the Ancient Irisk, London, 1873, i. p. cccxxxix, cp.
P- ccexx) that he remembered as a living custom the usage of putting a stone
on a dead man’s grave. Of course, when the dead man was an evildoer, the

Ob_]e(;lt_ I?ay have been to prevent his malevolent spirit from returning and working
mischief,

% Kemble, op. ciz. i. p. 47, note 3.

% P. J. Hamilton-Grierson, The Silent Trade, 1903, pp. 64 f., and the same

‘é‘:ir'itg;’sfrﬁ ;Sglilf;:'(Primitive and Savage),’ in T%e Encyclopedia of Religion and Ethics,
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II.

The border is, then, at once both sacred and neutral ; and, in
these témporary border truces, we trace the beginnings of the
border market. This institution is to be found in many lands.
In British New Guinea, ‘women from different villages or dis-
tricts meet at appointed places, usually at the boundary between
two tribes, and there barter their specialties for commodities from
other localities.”’® On the boundary of the Baluba, fairs are held
at which the members of hostile tribes transact their business
without danger,” and the northern kings used to meet on the
borders of their dominions to arrange disputes—meetings which
were made the occasion of trading.®® In Italy, one of the most
important fairs was held on the boundary which separated the
Etruscan from the Sabine lands;® and, in Greece, numerous
markets were held on the boundaries, under the protection of
Beoi ayopaior.®® The merchants who followed the Roman legions
engaged in a provision trade with German tribes at different
points upon the frontier ;¥ and we read of fairs on the borders of
Arabia, Nubia, and the Frankish empire.®* A border fair in
ancient Ireland presents characteristics which are of special interest,
as bearing closely on the subject of these pages. 1In the earliest
times of which we have any record, the provinces into which
Ireland was divided met at a point on the hill of Usnech (in the
present county of Westmeath), marked by a great stone, called
¢ the stone of Destiny,” which stands there a conspicuous object
still.®® It was there that an aenach or fair took place—an assemblage
of which apparently the main object was the celebration of a
religious festival, accompanied with games and with buying and
selling.*® Most of such meetings had their origin in funeral

28 A, C. Haddon, Head-Hunters, Black White and Brown, London, 1901, p. 269.

29 H. von Wissmann, My Second Journey through Equatorial Africa. ..London,
1891, p. 125.

80 K. Lehmann, Kauffriede und Friedsschild ; Germanische Abhandlungen zum LXX
Geburtstag Konrad von Maurer’s, Gottingen, 1893, pp. 50-51.

81 Th. Mommsen, History of Rome, transl. by Dickson, London, 1867, i. p. 203.

32 O. Schrader, Linguistisch-historische Forschungen zur Handelsgeschichte n. Waaren-
kunde, Jena, 1886, p. 35.

33 K. Rathgen, Die Enstehung d. Mirkse in Deatschland, Darmstadt, 1881, pp. 3-4.

8¢ P. Huvelin, Essai kistorigue sur le droit des Marchés et Foires, Paris, 1897, pp- 59,
6o, 20s5.

35 Joyce, op. cit. i. pp. 37-8.

86 14. ib. 1i. 438,440.
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games ; and at Usnech there was an extensive cemetery at or
near the place of the fair.®”
Il

Here, then, we have on the same hill boundary stone, a fair,
and a cemetery—a combination of characteristics which at once
recalls Hermes-Mercurius, whose symbol was an upright stone,
the god of ways and boundaries, the conductor of the dead, and
the protector of merchants. In his well-known work, Tke Origin
of Civilisation,® Lord Avebury suggests that Hermes was con-
ductor of the dead, because, even in very early days, upright
stones were used as tombstones, and protector of merchants,
because commerce was carried on principally at the frontier; and,
in' view of these suggestions, Huvelin®® asks the question, Does
not the statue of Hermes, which stood in the markets at cross-
roads and on the boundaries, remind us of the statues and crosses
of the Middle Ages, which occupied similar positions ? Have we
not here one and the same symbol under different names ?

In his Travels in Northern Greece,*® Leake tells us of his discovery
of an image of Hermes at the village of Hadjilar in Thessaly.
¢A stone in the wall of the church, upon which 2 Hermes on a
pedestal represented in relief is inscribed with the words EPMAO
XOONI0Y,* in very neat characters well preserved.” This stone,
with others, had, it seems, been removed from an ancient cemetery
at a place in the neighbourhood called Palea Larissa ; and, accord-
ing to Leake’s statement, its removal was due to a fear that the
Turks, who were by no means friendly to Greek monuments,
might break it up. It is possible, however, that it found its way
to this resting-place, owing to a curious practice of attaching to, or

82 1d.ib., 1. p. 434.

%8 6th ed. London, 1902, pp. 318-19 ; cp. H. S. Maine, Village Communities . . .
New ed. London, 1890, pp. 192-3.

3 0p. cit. p. 342 note,

i London! 1835, iii. pp. 363, 365-6, fig. 150. Leake also found at Salonfke,
in Macedonia, an inscription ¢ containing the names of those who contended for
the prize in a certain funeral contest, in which there were trials in the pancratium
and in wrestling by boys, by young men, and by adults’; and this inscription bore
a figure, twice repeated, somewhat similar to that on the stone at Hadjilr (op. cit.
lil. p. 248).

“1'The epithet xfvios is not infrequently applied to Hermes as conductor of
the dead ; and _we have it on Cicero’s authority (De Legibus, ii. 26, quoted by
Liebrecht, gp. cit. p- 271) that it was customary in ancient Greece to place his

image upon tombs : ‘neque id (i.e. sepulchrum) opere tectoris, nec Hermas nos
quos vocant licebat imponi.’
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building into, the walls of Christian churches the images of heathen
gods. Thus, Grimm# quotes Walafrid Strabo’s Life of St. Gallus
to the effect that when, in the year 612, the saint and his companion
Columban disembarked among the Alamanns, settled on the shores
of Lake Constance, they passed to an oratory built in honour of
St. Aurelia, and there ‘repererunt autem in templo tres imagines
aereas deauratas parieti affixas, quas populus, dimisso altaris sacr
cultu, adorabat, et oblatis sacrificiis dicere consuevit; isti sunt dii
veteres et antiqui hujus loci tutores.” Grimm makes the sugges-
tion that possibly these heathen images had been let into the wall
to conciliate the people who were still attached to them, and he
cites other instances of the practice. The representation of the
god at Hadjilar is in form a column standing upon a base with
steps. At the top of the column two short arms project, shaped
like the arms of a cross; and above these arms there is a rounded
top, which completes the cross-like appearance.*

Iv.

This representation of Hermes is figured not only in Leake’s
volume, but in Count Goblet d’Alviella’s well-known work, The
Migration of Symbols ;** and, on seeing it there, the present writer
was struck by the resemblance, previously unnoted, which it bears
to the simpler forms of the Belgian perrons.*®

42 Teutonic Mythology, transl, J. S. Stallybrass, London, 1880, i. p. 108.

43 If we understand Leake’s statement aright, the arms are not later additions to,
but are parts of the original figure. If that be so, we cannot explain their presence
by holding that they are the work of some Christian sculptor, who desired to adapt
the figure to the new Faith. In Ireland, pillar-stones were consecrated to Chris-
tianity by engraving upon them the sign of the cross (W. G. Wood-Martin,
Pagan Ireland, London, 1895, i. p. 141). See also Forbes Leslie, sp. cit. i.
p- 224 3 ii. p. 373. In his work entitled T Migration of Symbols (Westminster,
1894, p. 190) Count Goblet d’Alviella observes that the Hermes of Hadjilar
betrays the influence of the Tree of Life or crax amsats. In his courteous
reply to the inquiry of the writer of these pages whether the remarkable
resemblance between this Hermes and the Belgian perron as divested of its later
accretions (see below), was or was not a mere coincidence, the learned author
expressed the view that it was to be referred to the simpler forms of the cross by which
the Church on her entrance into heathendom replaced the old megaliths which
had been destroyed or abandoned (see Les Perrons, supra cit. pp. 43-4). At the
same time, he pointed out that there is another possible explanation. 'The repre-
sentation of the god may, he says, have been originally 2 boundary stone,—a
Hermes,—which its votaries, in later days, sought to invest with the appearance
of a living body, by adding two extended arms and a ball or ring on the top (cp.
E. B. Tylor, Primitive Culture, 4th ed. London, 1903, ii. 168).

4 See note 43. 45 These are figured in Les Perrons, supra cit.
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Of these the most celebrated still stands above a fountain, on
the market-place of Liége. It consists of a white marble column
placed on a square base with five steps, guarded by four lions ;
and the capital is surmounted by the Three Graces, who support
a crown encircling a fir-cone with a small cross on its point.
D’Alviella is of opinion that this perron may be resolved into five
elements attributable to as many periods. In his view, the origin
of the column is to be found in German paganism ; the fir-cone
and the cross are to be referred to Gallo-Roman and Christian
influences respectively; the lions and the crown belong to the
feudal period ; and the Graces are a product of the art of the
seventeenth century.® In his latest work,"” he points to a sixth
element—the base—which he regards as oldest of all, and as
closely related to those ‘stones of justice’ which, in the Middle
Ages, marked the spot where the law was administered. M. Ch.
Piot, general archivist of Belgium, has proved that persons were
sworn on the perron ;*# and d’Alyiella cites a northern saga which
shows that the Scandinavians swore ‘by the holy white stone.”*
In Scotland, the Kings of the Isles swore on ¢ the Black Stones of
Iona’ to preserve inviolate the rights of their vassals ;5° and in
his learned introduction to Small’s valuable work on Scostish Market
Crosses,™ Hutcheson gives examples from Scotland of courts being
held at standing stones, and of oaths being sworn upon them.
The stone of Scone *%, and the /ngi lapides in the * Rhineland,’ the
blue stone of Cologne, and the black stone of Worms, at all of
which assemblies were held, may be recalled in this connection ;%
and we are reminded that ‘the Cross of Clackmannan is placed
close to a great monolith . . ., and the Cross of Minigaff is simply

48 The Migration of Symbols, pp. 103 f.

4 Les Perrons, pp. 3-4.

48 The Migration of Symbols, p. 107. 'The present writer has unfortunately been
unable to consult M, Piot’s study, Observations sur le perron de Liige, in the Revue
belge de Numismatique, iii. pp. 369 f.

9 Loc, cit.

8M. Martin, 4 Description of the Western Islands of Scotland, in J. Pinkerton, 4
_Gelm'al Collection of Voyages and Travels, London, iii. p. 657. At p. 651, a similar
instance 1s given from Islay, In Raasay, the islanders raised little pyramids of
stones in memory of the deceased ladies of the proprietor’s family. These they
called crosses ; and some of these were built of stone and lime and have three steps
of ascent to them (p. 627). See also Forbes Leslie, ii. PP- 319-20.

51 Stirling, 1900,

52 Black, gp. cit. p. 22.

5 J. Grimm, Deutsche Recktsalterthiimer, 3° Ausg. Gottingen, 1881, p. 303.
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a large block of whinstone.”®* It seems, then, permissible to infer
that these stones were in some way associated with the administra-
tion of justice, and may in time have come to be regarded as
symbols of collective life, and, perhaps, of popular privilege.
The perron, then, and the typical market cross of Scotland,
which, as Dr. Black explains, is not a cross at all,* present them-
selves, when divested of later embellishments,5? in the form of an
upright column, standing upon or set into a base. And the
question arises,—What is the origin of this column? D’Alviella
expresses himself as inclined to adopt the answer of M. Eugene
Monseur,®® who holds that the perron was, in origin, simply a
truncus super lapidem, “a post of justice’ upon a ¢stone of justice,’
as is suggested by the expression found in old Alsatian documents
—to have ¢post and stone’ in a village—i.e. to have jurisdiction
there. He recalls the German custom of erecting, in their public
assemblies, a post on which was suspended a shield,—a custom
which continued in observance until the zenith of the period
known as the Middle Ages. These posts were, before the diffu-
sion of Christianity, at once the symbols of ¢ the god of assemblies’
(Thingsaz, the equivalent of Zels dyopaios), probably the god
Tiews, and of the autonomy of the assemblies themselves. When
the desire arose to ornament these emblems, it seems probable
that an image of the god, in the guise of an armed warrior, was
attached to or carved upon the top of the post or column. And
when the meaning of these little figures had been forgotten,
popular imagination gave to them the name of the paladin who
stood highest in favour at the time, and the Irmin-pillar became

54 Black, op. ciz. p. 19.

%5 Cp. The Migration of Symbus, p. 105.

56 Black, op. cit. pp. 12-13.

57 Dr. Black suggests that possibly the Church gave its sanction to a market-cross
by adding a wooden cross to the ancient symbol,—the upright column upon a
base,—at times of market (p. 13); and points to the cross of Kilwinning—a short
shaft to the top of which is attached an old wooden cross—as in harmony with that
view (p. 16). At Cologne, the duration of the market was fixed by the expression
¢ quamdiu crux erecta steterit ’; and Ducange in his Glssariam, s.v. ¢ Crux in mun-
dinisy quotes from a charter of the year 1277 as follows: ‘Omnes ad ipsas
mundinas venientes . . . totis diebus antequam crux ipsarum nundinarum erigatur,
et tribus diebus postquam deponitur ipsa crux, in protectionem nostram et ecclesiae
Traiectensis recipimus’ (see Huvelin, gp, ciz. p. 354, note 4).

58 Supplément littéraire de /' Independance belge of the 3rd May, 1891, cited in T%e
Migration of Symbols, pp. 116-117, and in Les Perrons, p. 27. Monseur, whose work
we have not seen, relies upon two German authorities—Zdpfl, Die Rolandsiulen,
1861, and Hugo Meyer, 4bkandlung iiber Roland, Bremen, 1868,

C
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the Roland-pillar. This substitution Wou!d, iq Mayer’s opinion,
be made easier by the surname Hrodo, which, like Irmin, was one
of the epithets attached to the name of Tiews.

V.

What, then, was the Irmin-pillar? Grimm% quotes from
Frankish annalists of the year 772, who state that Charles the Great,
in his conquest of the Saxons, captured Heresburg in Westphalia,
and there destroyed the Irminsil, which is referred to now as a
fane, now as a fane and grove, and now as an idol. Ruodolph of
Fuld expresses himself in some detail, and his statement is repeated
by Adam of Bremen.®® He says: ¢ Truncum quoque ligni non
parvae magnitudinis in altum erectum sub divo colebant, patria
cum lingua Irminsul appellantes, quod Latine dicitur universalis
columna, quasi sustinens omnia.” Grimm® points out that in
certain compounds #7man had merely an intensive force, and that,
consequently, [rmansul meant nothing more than ¢a great pillar,’—
a meaning exactly reproduced in Ruodolph’s translation. At the
same time, this fact does not preclude the possibility that Jrmin
had €a personal reference in previous centuries.. .. Granted that
irmansl expressed word for word no more than ¢huge pillar,’
yet to the people that worshipped it, it must have been a divine
image, standing for a particular god.” From a passage of Wide-
kind of Corvei, which he quotes,®* Grimm infers that on the
occasion of their victory over the Thuringians on the river Unstrut,
circa §30, the Saxons set up a pillar to their Jrmin ; but the words
of the chronicler leave it uncertain which of the gods /rmin repre-
sented. He says that the name of the god suggested Mars, his
pillar-statue Hercules, and the place where it was set up the Sun,
whom the Greeks call Apollo; and he adds that these facts support
the view that the Saxons owed their origin to the Greeks ¢quia
Hirn§in vel Hermes Graece Mars dicitur.” This jumble, as Grimm
calls it, seems to be explained by the fact that the correspondence
between the classical gods and their northern counterparts was by no
means exact. The offices of Hermes-Mercurius and Mars were
to some extent performed by Wodan, Tiews, the war-god proper,
being as such hardly more than Wodan’s representative.® In one
passage, Grimm inclines to regard Irmin as the equivalent of

59 Teuf‘anic Mythology, i. pp. 116 . 60 Grimm, ¢p. cit. iv. p. 1322.
817 52 L. p. 352. 62 14. i. pp. 111, 353.
88 15. 1. pp. 264-3. 6475. 1. p. 197.
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Mars; but he points® to ¢ the accidental yet striking similarity of
the name Irmansil or Hirmensil to ‘Epuss and &oua = prop, stake,
pole, pillar,” and to the facts ¢ that it was precisely Hermes’ image
or head that used to be set up on such &puara, and further, that
the Middle Ages® referred the irmen-pillars to Mercury’: and
he concludes his argument with the words: ‘in Hirmin, the
Saxons appear to have worshipped a Wédan imaged as a warrior.’

Kemble ¢ states that Woden was worshipped =z wega geletum,
and that he was the peculiar patron of boundaries. Indeed, he
regards his identification with Hermes-Mercurius as satisfactorily
established. On the other hand, Mullenhoff® holds that the true
representative of the classical god is Tiews,—a view shared, as we
have seen, by Monseur.

VI.

‘What, then, is the conclusion at which we have arrived ? The
evidence seems to show that the border-land was a holy ground,
a neutral territory, within which those who belonged to different
communities,—#.e. strangers and, because they were strangers,
enemies,—met with one another for the purpose of trading, without
fear of violence or robbery, so long, at all events, as the trading
lasted. The case of the fair at Usnech suggests to us as probable
that this trading took place not merely within the boundary-land
but at the boundary-stone itself ; and this fact, if it be a fact, leads
us to think that, just as the beginnings of the market may be
traced in the temporary truce of which we have spoken, so the
symbol of the market-peace may have been, in origin, the symbol
of the boundary and its neutrality. The characteristics of Hermes-
Mercurius, the god of boundaries and the protector of merchants,

65 75. i. p. 354.
% In the twelfth century, it is said of Mercury in the ¢ Kaiserchronik’ (quoted
by Grimm, #é. i. p. 116),

uf einer yrmensile. Upon an yrmenstl.
Stuont ein abgot ungehiure, Stood an idol huge.
den hiezen sie ir koufman. Him they called their merchant.

(See also Grimm, ¢p. cit. iv. p. 1322, and i. p. 353, and the metrical homily,
quoted by Kemble, 0p. cit. i. p. 339.)

87 p. cit. i. pp. 340-341. »

% Cited by Grimm, 4. i. p. 353. Schrader, gp. ciz. p. 108, regards it as undeni-
able that the classical writers regarded Woden-Odin as the counterpart of their
Mercurius. The ¢dies Mercurii’ (Wednesday) was called Woden’s Day, and
Paulus Diac. i. 9, expressly says, Woden sane, quem adjecta littera Gwoden
dixerunt, ipse est qui apud Romanos Mercurius dicitur et ab universis Germaniae
gentibus ut deus adoratur.’






John Barclay

¢ HAT ?’ wrote Etienne Pasquier in 1552, ¢ Shall we bear

the name of Frenchmen, that is to say of free men, and
yet bow our minds to the yoke of a foreign language? Have we
not expressions as suitable as Latin ones, are we not as well equipped
for eloquence as this ancient Latin ?’! These words will serve
as a typical expression of the growing interest in native literature
and language which prevailed before the close of the sixteenth
century over the old common Latin medium. The issue of the
linguistic struggle was a happy one for writers who drew their
inspiration from a rich native soil, but it bore hardly on those upon
whom misfortune had imposed a destiny welcomed by the scholars
of an earlier age. The growth of national literatures closed the
doors in the faces of many who would have been made free of every
fireside fifty years earlier. In most cases the result of this change
was to drive the writer to the task of perfecting his native idiom
and adapting it to his purpose. Where Latin was retained it
implied a deliberate choice of that tongue as more fitted for a
subject which appealed only to the cosmopolitan specialist. While
this was the final result of the change, it was not arrived at imme-
diately, and for some time it was possible for a writer to address
his contemporaries in Latin on current events, but this condition
did not outlast one generation. The fate of De Thou’s Historia
sui temporis was typical. It had in its Latin dress a great success
among his contemporaries who had been steeped in Latin in their
youth, but as the years passed, it only maintained a precarious
foothold in the light of day in a French translation and has long
since passed into the outer darkness inhabited by the productions
of forgotten historians.

There was a class of writer to which this choice of idiom was
not open. The strengthening and hardening of national life
which found expression in the development of distinctive litera-
tures in France and England was accompanied by the loss of

L Les Lettres, 1586, fo. 3v. Cf. Les Reckerches de la France, vii. 10 and 11.
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types and elements of considerable value. Thus Scotland lost
much in the departure of men such as Ninian Wl_n?et and William
Barclay, and in their turn these men and tbmr lfke su.ﬂ"ered an
even greater loss in their uprooting from their native soil. These
unfortunate exiles found that times had changed since Buchanan,
Mayor, and Alesius came to their own in a Europe which had a
common language and common standards. In the first genera-
tion they kept in.touch with the associations a.nd interests of their
youth and their work smacked of their native soil, but it was
different in the case of their children. The latter found them-
selves adrift in the stream of European life without ties or tradi-
tions—isti peregrini, as William Barclay, with a strange blindness
to his own condition, dubbed some uncongenial fellow exiles.
Men in this position found it impossible to link themselves on to
any literary tradition save the common Latin tongue which was
passing out of vogue under their eyes. The ordinary inarticulate
Scottish exile soon found a home in France and was absorbed,
but those who had an instinct for expression went to swell the
thin stream of Latinity which watered Europe until French
became the cosmopolitan language.! Scotland had passed out of
their ken; they had no home market and had to appeal to a
public interested in the pale abstractions which seemed their only
heritage.

These general considerations find concrete expression in the
career and work of John Barclay. He was the only child of
William Barclay of Pont-2-Mousson and Angers, and his French
wife. His father, a man of fine character and high attainment,
gained a European reputation as a political theorist, and his
treatises, De regno et regali potestate and De potestate Papae mark
important stages in the development of the doctrine of the divine
right of kings. The father’s writings have an interest which
those of the son do not possess. The former had passed his
youth and early manhood in Scotland, and his writings, though
primarily concerned with the political aspects of the French wars
of religion and the controversy between James I. of England
and Cardinal Bellarmine, are coloured with his national traditions
and the memories of the Scotland of his youth. The facts of
Scottish history formed the foundation upon which William
Barclay built up a theory of universal application. This quality
is conspicuously absent from the work of his son. Born at Pont-

Hro 'Sainte-Beuve, Causeries du Lundi, iii. 253; ‘ce travers de latinisme
prolongé.’
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LY
a-Mousson in 1582, he was probably educated by the Jesuits
who controlled the College in which his father taught law. In
any event and granting that his father directed his studies, John
Barclay passed the first years of his life in surroundings stamped
with the hard impersonal seal of the Society of Jesus. There is a
tradition that his father quarrelled with the Jesuits on the head of
the education of his son, and that he left Pont-2-Mousson to free
the latter from their attentions, and John Barclay’s writings offer
strong arguments in support of it, but in the meantime it is
sufficient to note that he accompanied his father to England in
1603, returned with him to France in a few months and remained
with him at Angers until the year 1605, when he married a French-
woman whose attainments as a writer of Latin verse were associated
with less pleasing qualities. He returned to London in 16061

1 Apart from the evidence of his own writings and a few references to him in
the State papers, nothing definite is known of Barclay’s residence in England.
He appears to have been received at Court, and his Latin verses are mainly
tributes to persons of influence. Ghilini writes that, through the special favour
of King James, he was not molested on account of his religion (Teatro &’ huomini
Jirterati, ii. 162), and Roscius credits him with a large share in the composition
of his royal patron’s Funiculus triplex et cuniculus triplex (Erythraei Pinacotheca, iii.
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