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CHAPTER I

IF it is not yet too late in the day to look up the antecedents
of the famous Galloway Pict, “ Billy Marshall,” the results
obtained from such a research would almost certainly repay °
the trouble of obtaining them.- He is introduced by several
modern writers, though he was really of “the antique world.”
Not only because of his way of living, but literally so on
account of his great age. For, although he lived on almost
to the close of last century, his birth is placed as far back
as the year 1671. This fact, therefore, gives him a great
value ; for if, like other true “gypsies,” he clung tenaciously
to all the customs of his forefathers—as far as the times
would let him—then, in Billy Marshall, we have a represen-
tative of the Galloway Pict of the seventeenth century.

Without attempting anything that can be dignified by the
name of “research,” let us see what some of these modern
writers say of him. Of these, none has a better right to the
first word than Scott : and this is what he tells us* of the
Galloway chief:—

“ Meg Merrilies is in Galloway considered as having had her origin in
the traditions concerning the celebrated Flora Marshil, one of the
royal consorts of Willie Marshal, more commonly called the Cuaird
[Tinker] of Barullion, King of the Gipsies of the Western -Lowlands.

* In his ‘“ Additional Note” to ‘‘ Guy Mannering.”
B 2



4 Ancient and Modern Britons.

That potentate was himself deserving of notice, from the following pecu-
liarities. He was born in the parish of Kirkmichael, about the year
1671 ; and as he died at Kirkcudbright, 23rd November, 1792, he must
then have been in the one hundred and twentieth year of his age. It
cannot be said that this unusually long lease of existence was noted
by any peculiar excellence of conduct or habits of life. Willie had
been pressed or enlisted in the army seven times ; and had deserted as
often ; besides three times running away from the naval service. He
had been seventeen times lawfully married ; and besides such a reason-
ably large share of matrimonial comforts, was, after his hundredth year,
the avowed father of four children, by less legitimate affections. He
subsisted, in his extreme old age, by a pension from the present Earl of
Selkirk’s grandfather. Will Marshal is buried in Kirkcudbright Church,
where his monument is still shown, decorated with a scutcheon suitably
blazoned with two tups’ horns and two cu#fy spoons.”

Beyond giving the details of one of his many robberies,
and stating that his consort, Flora, was finally ‘banished to
New England, whence she never returned,”—Scott does not
say more about Billy Marshall.

The compilers of the New Annual Register for 1792 thought
that his death was worthy of notice as one of the “ Prin-
cipal Occurrences ” of that year. And this is the entry :—

“December 31. Lately died, at Kirkcudbright, in Scotland, aged 120,
Wm. Marshal, tinker. He was a native of the parish of Kirkmichael, in
the shire of Ayr. He retained his senses almost to the last hour of his
life ; and remembered distinctly to have seen King William’s fleet,
when on their way to Ireland, riding at anchor in the Solway frith, close by
the Bay of Kirkcudbright, and the transports lying in the harbour. He
was present at the siege of Derry, where having lost his uncle, who
commanded a king’s frigate, he returned home, enlisted into the Dutch
service, went to Holland, and soon after came back to his native coun-
try. He was buried in the Churchyard of Kirkcudbright. A great
concourse of people of all ranks attended his funeral, and paid due
respect to his astonishing age. The Countess of Selkirk, who, for a
course of years, had liberally contributed to his support, on this occasion,
discharged the expense of his funeral.” .

An extract has already been made from the sketch given
to us by the author of the Gallovidian Encyclopedia, more
suo ;/—but it will be well to quote the whole account ; as it is
that of a Galloway-man.

“BILLY MARSHALL.—The famous Gallovidian gypsy, or tinkler. He
was of the family of the Marshalls, who have been tinklers in the south

of Scotland time out of mind. He was a short, thick-set little fellow, with
dark quick eyes; and, being a good boxer, also famous at the gwarter-
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staff, he soon became eminent in his core ; and having done some won-
derful trick by which he got clear off, he was advanced to be the chief of
the most important tribe of vagabonds that ever marauded the country.
The following was that trick :—He and his gang being in the neighbour-
hood of Glasgow when there was a great fair to be held in it, himself and
two or three more of his stamp, having painted their faces with Aee/,
they went to the fair and enlisted, getting each so much cash. They
then deserted to their crew in the wild mountain glen, leaving the sol-
diers without a single cue [clue?] whereby to find them. For all, Billy
once really took the éounty, joined the army, and went to the wars in
Flanders ; but one day he accosted his commanding officer, who was a
Galloway gentleman, this way : *Sir, ha’e ye ony word to send to your
friends in Scotland at present?’ ‘What by that?’ returned the officer
‘Is there any person going home?’ *Ay, continued Billy, ¢ Keltonhill
fair is just at hand. 1 ha'e never been absent frae it since my shanks
could carry me to it, nor do I intend to let this year be the first.’ The
officer, knowing his nature, knew it would be vain to try to keep him in
the ranks, so bade him tell his father and friends how he was ; he also
gave him a note to take to his sweetheart. So Marshall departed, was
at Keltonhill fair accordingly, and ever after that paid much respect to
the family of Maculloch of Ardwell.

It is not my intention to give a lengthened portrait of this character,
as one of the above family, who personally knew him, has done this for
me, and much better, than I could, in Blackwood’s Magazine. Suffice it
to say, that the Corse & Slakes* was a favourite haunt of his. There
did he frequently waylay the unwary, and sometimes deprived them of
both life and purse. Billy’s gang were seldom ever beat by any others.
When they met at fairs, he generally drove all before him ; for the Irish
took up with him from Down and Derry,—and who can overcome them
at the handling of the s#ick? To those country Cock Lairds who were
kind to him, he would do them no injury, but all the good in his power;
whereas, those who were his foes,—Billy was upside with them.

He would not have cared to have taken up lodging [did not scruple to,
&c.,J—he and his core—in one of these gentlemen’s 4://5s,t—to have
purloined the greater part of the poultry, and roasted them with the
wood of the roof of said 47//—to have there staid a week, perhaps, in
spite of everybody—gone away at his own time—and left a world of
desolation behind him. It was in one of these scenes that he drank,

® “CORSE O’ SLAKES.— . . . . In Galloway there was no roads so wild as
the one which leads over the celebrated pass of the above name, between
Casirnsmoor and Cairnkattie ; it is a perfect Alpine pass, and was a haunt of
Billy Marshall and his gang in the days of yore; even yet it is frequently
selected as a suitable station for the ‘bludgeon tribe.’” (‘Gallov. Encyc.” )
This district lies on the eastern side of Wigtown Bay. On the western side, in a
corner of the southward-jutting promontory known as The Maghers (mag#, a
marsh), is the Fell of Barullion or Barhullion, from which Marshall derived one
of his titles. The map shows a ruined fort upon its summit.

4 Outhouses.



6 Ancient and Modern Britons.

May néer waur be amang us—a toast that can be construed in many
shapes. Thusdid he flounder on through a long life. When he got
old, his people though, in a great measure, forsook him.

It seems that he had both the good and bad qualities of man about
him in a very large degree. He was kind, yet he was a murderer—an
honest soul, yet a thief—at times a generous savage—at other times a
wild Pagan. He knew both civil and uncivilized life—the dark and fair
side of human nature. In short, he understood much of the world—had
no fear—a happy constitution—was seldom sick—could slcep on a moor
as soundly as in a feather-bed—took whisky to excess—died in Kirkcud-
bright at the age of 120 years—was buried there in state by the Hammer-
men, which body would not permit the Earl of Selkirk to lay his head
in the grave, merely because his Lordship was not one of their incor-
porated tribe. Such was the end of Billy Marshall, a brother of Mcg
Merriless [sic)”

Mr. Simson’s History only makes casual reference* to Mar-
shall, repeating one or two of the facts already quoted ; and
adding—on the authority of Sir Walter Scott—a little adven-
ture of his with two Highland pipers, who had sought shelter
in a certain cavern in Galloway, which had long been the retreat
of Marshall and his band. The writer in Blackzwood, referred
to by McTaggart, is also cited—to this effect : ** Who were
his descendants I cannot tell ; I am sure he could not do it
himself, if he were living. It is known that they were pro-
digiously numerous ; I dare say numberless.” Which is quite
in accordance with the statements made, in this respect, by
the other writers quoted.

Although Mr. Leland's experience of “ Gypsies” does not
seem to take in those of Scotland, yet the fame of the
celebrated Galloway chief has reached him also. Speaking
of the surname, Marshall, he says (Gypsies, p. 306,) that it is
“as much Scotch as English, especially in Dumfriesshire and
Galloway, in which latter region, in Saint Cuthbert’s church-
yard, lies buried the ‘old man’ of the race, who died at the
age of one hundred and seven.”

Who zwas this man? And what is one to make of all these
statements, apparently so much at variance with each other?
Is there, in all history, a figure more difficult to place. In
this “ William Marshall, tinker,” we have a real historical
man ; and yet one who contradicts the received ideas of
history, at every turn. The king of the Galloway “gypsies,”

* At pages 148-9 (note), 265 (note), and 388 (note).
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lurking in some mountain defile with his gang of dark-skin-
ned, crimson-visaged desperadoes, ready to roband murder
at the first opportunity, differs very little from the leader of
any band of dark-skinned, crimson-visaged Wasaji braves,
ambuscading in some Western gulch. And yet this Scottish
“Indian ” was the nephew of a naval officer in the service of
William of Orange.

If we reflect, however, the contrast is not so very violent
as it at first appears. Setting aside the figure of the officer,
let us recall the probable appearance of the ordinary British
tar of the seventeenth century. His head (likethat of the
half-Indian, half-sailor Macleod, who rowed Dr. Johnson) was
uncovered, and his hair was probably plaited into a long
pigtail at the back. His nether garment was a short petticoat
or kilt like the Malay sarong. Of anything resembling
trousers, he was quite innocent. He may logically be
assumed to have tattooed himself more thoroughly—and
more seriously—than his representative of the ninetecnth
century. And since Nelson's sailors went into action naked
to the waist,—it is not unlikely that those of King William'’s
fleet carried this notion still farther. That, in short, the
painted Gallowaymen that assailed King Robert Bruce were
not more naked than they.*

* The use of clothing seems to have becn far from prevalent in the British
Islands, only a few generations ago. A last-century writer (of a very inferior
grade), known as Dougel Grakam, makes one of his characters—a woman living
near Edinburgh—state that her grandparents wore little or no clothing. And
these people may be placed at about the middle of the seventeenth century.
Mr. Borrow, again (‘‘ Wild Wales,” Vol. II. p. 305), describes a Welshman of
last century as *‘ stripping himself stark naked " on the occasion of an encounter
with a rival.  And Carleton, in his * Battle of the Factions,” shows us one of
the combatants in a like condition; and, from his way of referring to this, it
would seem that—though not the rule—it was not an odd thing for one or niore
of the participators in an Irish faction-fight, in the beginning of this century, to
be absolutely nude. Indeed, one of the descriptions in Mrs. IHoustoun’s
“Twenty Years in the Wild West "’ (of Ireland) leads one to assume that, even
at the present day, garments are not regarded as essentials by certain existing
natives of the United Kingdom. The glances that have previously been cast upon
Ireland have shown that that island has contained unclothed races for many cen-
turies. Spenser’s ‘‘ naked rebels” ; the ‘‘carrows” who used to gamble away
the mantle that was their only garment, after which they were content to ¢‘ truss ”
themselves with straw and leaves ; those fourteenth-century kings of the neigh-
hourhood of Dublin (Dubklinn, ¢ the black pool or water”’) ; and the nobles of
that or a later period, who, on entering their wigwams, cast aside their sole
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Suppose this to have been the case—and there is every
rcason to suppose it was so,—are we to imagine that the
leaders of such warriors differed cztirely from them in fashion?
The “love-lock ” of the seventeenth-century cavaliers may or
may not have a racial meaning ;—but, at any rate, worn as it
was “on the left side, depending from the ear, and decorated
with a knot of riband ;” its effect, combined with a dark com-
plexion, must have been very gypsy-like.* And there must
have been many such “gypsies ” among the cavaliers of the
seventeenth-century : not the least notable of whom was
Charles the Second, who was—if Marvell’s picture is a true
one—*“of a tall stature, and of sadle e (which shows how
little of the Norman remained in his race by his time).
Although his father had, very sensibly, snipped off /is love-
lock in the year 1646,t therc is no evidence that the fashion
was not continued by the Royalists for a considerable time
afterwards. The seventeenth century was undoubtedly too
near our own time to be an cra in which a dynastic or politi-
cal movement also denoted a struggle between races ;
(although the historian must find it difficult to put down his
finger on the exact date when racial feelings ccased to be an
important factor in British politics).; And it would be impos-
sible to show that the wearers of the ‘“love-locks” were
mostly men of swarthy complexion. But when such ¢f them
as resembled Charles II. in complexion, had played the not
garment as a matter of course : all these—whether they were ef one race or
diverse—regarded the wearing of clothes as scarcely necessary, ornot at all. And
the ““ Abram-men ” of England were of the same opinion.  There are other races
now alive who hold similar views, and we are often inclined to stamp them as
““savages,” for this reason alone. But perhaps we are too much swayed by
custom in deciding thus. The early Grecks and Romans do not seem to have
worn overmuch clothing. And an incident in St. Peter’s life shows that he
did not always think it necessary to put on the ¢ fisher’s coat ” that scems to have
constituted his apparel ; while, in the same memorable epoch, there is mention
of a ““young man” who escaped his captors by leaving his only garment, a linen
cloth, in their hands.  Yet it can scarcely be argued that any of these last-
mentioned people were ““savages.”

* See note to Dekker's ¢ Gull's Hombook,” ed. 1812, p. 137. Compare
with this fashion the long locks of the Hebridean women, *‘depending from the
ear, and decorated with a knot of riband.”

+ 7bid.

¥ It will be seen, at a later page, that there are some grounds for believing

that the seventecnth-century struggles really were, to some extent—perhaps, to a
considerable extent—of a racial nature.
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uncommon part of Roger Wildrake ; and having run through
all their patrimony, found—as many of them did—that the
only course left open to them was to “ go and beg their food,”

 Or with a base and boisterous sword enforce
A thievish living on the common road,”—

it is difficult to see wherein such men differed from the
*“flash ” gentlemen-gypsies described by Simson. Positively,
there was 7o difference between them.

So that the incompatibility bétween Marshall, the gypsy,
and Marshall (if he was a paternal uncle), the naval officer,
becomes less and less as you regard the facts of the case. It
is even possible that that latter worthy was not unacquainted
with the war-paint of his forefathers. Thackeray describes
the “Chevalier de Balibari ” as painting /s face,’in accord-
ance with the custom of his time. But as this practice may
be nothing more than that species of Pictism which is now
practised by a portion of the gentler sex; and as its claim
to be regarded as a “survival ” may reasonably be disallowed;
this point cannot be pressed. Against such a conjecture, it
might also be objected that such portraits as we possess of
seventeenth-century officers, do not give any hint of this
Pictish proclivity. To which, on the other hand, it might be
replied, that, as the custom of putting on war-paint was only
practised when going into action, it would not make itself
apparent on ordinary occasions. But it is most likely that
the practice had been abandoned by the upper ranks—of
whatever race—for many generations; since statutes had
been passed against tattooing many centuries previously:
Still, such habits are tremendously tenacious, and we know
that tattooing is not given up even yet,; and that painting
the face was quite common among the most conservative
section of our own population, so lately as the latter part of
last century. As for the side-locks of the gypsy and the
Cavalier, they seem to have been retained in the army till
about the same period : since Washington Irving, in making
his “General Harbottle” the representative of the British
“soldier of the old school,” pictures him “with powdered
head, side locks, and pigtail.”

It is quite evident that “ William Marshall, tinker ;" “king
of the gipsies of the Western Lowlands;” “the Caird of
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Barullion ;” whose family had been “ tinklers in the south of
Scotland time out of mind,” but whose uncle commanded a
royal frigate; private soldier, and deserter; thief and
murderer ; sorner and brigand—it is quite evident that he
was not a nobody. The license allowed him by his com-
manding officer, during time of war, may not signify much;
though it is unlikely that, then or now, an ordinary private
would be quietly permitted to desert, after giving due notice
of his intention to do so. But, apart from this, and apart
from the rank held by his uncle, which some might dispute
as a myth of his own making, there yet remains the signifi-
cant fact that, for many years, he was supported by an Earl
and a Countess of Seclkirk,—the latter of whom defrayed the
expense of his funeral—no trivial matter in Scotland, in the
year 1792, when “a great concourse of people” attended to
pay “due respect,” after the fashion of the country and the
time. “His astonishing age ” is by no means a satisfactory
explanation of this final honour ; or of the fact that the Earl
of Selkirk made an ineffectual effort to take the most impor-
tant place in the last ceremony ; a place which the hammer-
men* of Galloway did not hold him entitled to occupy.

What had he to recommend him? From our modern
point of view he was simply a disreputable old scamp. He
was more than that: he was a notorious murderer and thief.
Viewed in this light alone, it is impossible to understand why
he should have been the pensioner of a noble family ; or
why an earl should have desired to act the part of * chief
mourner ” at his funeral. That he was utterly disreputable
in the restricted scnse which this word is sometimes under-
stood to bear, is beyond question. Although Scott states
that he had been “seventeen times lawfully married,” it is
not to be imagined that he had outlived sixteen consecutive
“wives,” before he wedded his seventeenth spouse. A glance
at Mr. Simson’s valuable chapter on the “gypsy” marriage
and divorce ceremonies, will show how unnecessary it is to
suppose this, even though Marshall had been a monogamist
gypsy (a most unlikely combination). The ceremony of
divorce consists (or did consist) of the performance of certain

* Who, by the way, get the credit of bearing the expense of the funeral,
according to Mactaggart. These Hammer-men were evidently no other than the
Tinkers of Galloway.
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observances round the body of a horse, sacrificed for the
occasion ; the time, noon ; the officiating priest, any gypsy
who may be selected by lot, even the husband himself, if
nced be. Marshall himself may be the gypsy whose summary
procedure, in this way, is related by Mr. Simson. “I have
been informed (he says, at page 274,) of an instance of a
gipsy falling out with his wife, and, in the heat of his passion,
shooting his own horse* dead on the spot with his pistol, and
forthwith performing the ceremony of divorce over the
animal, without allowing himself a moment’s time for reflec-
tion on the subject.” As this event “took place many years
ago, in a wild, sequestered spot between Galloway and Ayr-
shire,” the gypsy in question was very likely one of Marshall’s
followers, if not that chief himself.

It is apparent, then, that the King of the Gypsics of the
Western Lowlands might have been lawfully married, and as
lawfully divorced from his seventeen wives, all within the
space of one year. DBut the probability is that—like others
of his race, in the Hebrides, on the Borders, or among the
moors of the Ochils ; or, like his far back ancestors in the
East—Marshall was an open and avowed polygamist. And
that however his mode of life was opposed to modern ideas,
there was nothing in it that was not sanctioned by the
customs and the creed of his race. For in him, as in the
other Scottish examples bricfly indicated, we have a speci-
men of our pagan ancestors: one to whom Christianity was
nothing, because he had never forsaken the religion of his
forefathers: and in whose eyes the modern laws were no
laws ; although those of his tribe (inherited from a remote
antiquity) were inviolable.

This is the standing-point from which we shall most likely
learn the true position in history of this celebrated “gypsy.”
Mactaggart’s explanation of the circumstance that led to his
appointment as King over the South-Western Picts is not a
very satisfactory one; although it is no doubt the relation of

* Both the horse and the fire-arms tend to confirm the statement that this
“took place many years ago,” when gypsies were still formidable marauders—
mounted and armed —moss-troopers, bog-trotters, or ‘‘hobylers.” Which period
is remembered by their civilized descendants under the designation of * the
riding days.”
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an episode in his life. It can scarcely be believed that a
successful trick of this sort would, of itself, entitle him to the
chiefship of a people so tenacious of old customs, and so
ready to recognize the rights of high descent. Much more
likely is it, that, by examining the pedigree of this particular
Marshall family (if that can yet be done) we shall find the
key to the triple mystery of his own station, of his uncle’s
rank, and of the honour paid to him by a family of con-
sideration. That he was the lineal representative of a family
of ancient standing; segms exceedingly probable. It may be
remembered that the King of the Faws (of the eastern
Anglo-Scottish border-country) who was buried at Jarrow,
on January 13, 1756,* bore the name of Francis Heron.
Though this name has had representatives in Kircudbright-
shire for several centuries, it seems to have been originally
Northumbrian ; and it is well-known in Border history. Scott
has introduced it into Marmion, as everybody knows : in the
persons of “Sir Hugh the Heron” and his frail spouse.
Scott adds, in a note, that “ Hugh” is a fictitious personage ;
the original being William Heron of Ford. At any rate the
Herons were, at that date, a powerful border family. But
although,— like the Douglases—they have never ceased to be
represented, in some degree, by families of good position,
yet the fate of the main line of that race has apparently
been similar to that of the Douglases. We know that, since
1455, the genuine Douglases have been outlaws and wanderers:
what we call gypsies. So, although their decadence must
have been of later date, we find that the power of one branch
(presumably, not so much a éranck as the main stem) of this
ancient clan had shrivelled into the shadowy sovereignty of
the tories of their race—and these alone—by the year 1756.
That Francis Heron, the acknowledged chief of the North-
umbrian Picts (that is, of the /rreconcilables of this division
of the race), in the eighteenth century, was the purest repre-
sentative of the chiefs of the Heron clan is most probable.
Any one who has paid the slightest attention to the pedigrees
of families or of clans, knows that—where that pedigree is
of any considerable length, the nominal wearer of the family
honours is, as likely as not, in a very slight degree the de-

* Halliwell’s ¢ Dictionary " ; under the word Faw-gang.
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scendant of the founder—and often is of wholly alien blood.
The play of New Men and Old Acres is the oldest in the
world. Indeed, it is almost impossible that, in a country
which has been governed by a great variety of races—as this
has—any one family could remain in power through every
change. Although every successive chieftain had no more
principle in him than the Vicar of Bray, his family must lose
its power one day. Mr. Disraeli has some very true rémarks
of this sort in Sydil. But the fact is too patent to require
argument. To take examples from this particular neighbour-
hood : not only did the purest-blooded Dowuglases cease to
belong to the successful and governmental party after the
fifteenth century, but so also was it with the Graemes,
wherever situated. Graeme of Claverhouse, for example,
may or may not have inherited a share of the blood of those
from whom he derived his surname. But the purest Stirling-
shire Graemes of modern times were the swarthy marauders
of last century. And although more than one honourable
family lays claim to the blood of the Graemes of the
Debatable Land, we know that the greater portion of that
clan was exterminated, or expatriated, and that those of
them who were sent into Ireland (and whose descendants
probably bear other and various names to-day) or those who,
as the gypsies of the Debatable Lands, resented so strongly
the attempted partition of the territory of their forefathers,#
must be regarded as, without doubt, the genuine “ Graemes
of the Debatable Land.” And as Francis Heron, King of
the South-Eastern Faws in 1756, was the possible, and
probable head of the medizval clan of the Herons (by right
of blood), so William Marshall, King of the South-Western
Faws,t at the same period, was as likely the lineal descen-
dant of a race of powerful border chiefs. The surname of
his ancestors might even have been Heron also. For
Marshall is not necessarily an old name. It does not indi-
cate a particular family any more than Faa, or Fall does,

* Simson, pp. 149-50: already referred to.

+ It may not be strictly correct to us¢ Faw, * of various colours,” in connection
with those Picts who appear to have only made use of iron ore, or ruddle. But,
in the meantime, Faw and Prct may be used with some freedom.—The expressions
Sowth-East and Sowth-West are, of course, here used from the Scottish standing-

point.
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though it eventually, like Faa, or Fall, attached itself to one
particular line. (This, however, may be said of all surnames.)
Like Stewart, Constable, and other names, it originally
signified an office. For example, Sir George Bowes of
Streatham, Durham (inter alia, father-in-law of Knox the
Reformer), was Knight Marshall, or Miles Marescallus, of -
his province: and Sir William Keith, who was “great
marischal of Scotland ” in the fifteenth century, became Earl
Marischal ; the name of his descendant, the eighth earl, being
written “Earl Marskall” So that if the Northumbrian
Herons, who held various high offices, were at any time
Marischals of the Borders, it is not at all unlikely that this
dignity might cling to one branch of the family as a surname.
It is of some importance to notice that although settled in
Galloway for several centuries, the Scottish Herons trace
their origin to the older Northumbrian stock. Anditisa
curious coincidence (if a coincidence) that the history of the
word itself* shows that it has borne the meaning—not only
of “a marshall of a kingdom or of a camp ”—but also of “a
blacksmith,” “a farrier,”—that is, in Galloway, a Tinkler.
Therefore, if the Faw King represented an ancient and
powerful—though decayed—race, it is easily understood how
the Selkirk family, knowing this; and perhaps aware that,
in point of descent, “ William Marshall, tinker” was greatly
their superior ;—possibly aware also that he was, genealogi-
cally regarded, the head of one of the families from which
they traced their descent ;—would pay him a respect which
was immeasurably above his merits. Looked at in this light
—his robberies and murders were only the excusable ravages
of an irreclaimable Border moss-trooping chief ; his numerous
wives and mistresses were the lawful consorts of a man of his
rank, race, and religion ; his custom of sorning on a country

* ¢ MARSHAL, a master of the horse ; variously applied as a title of honour.

. . . The original sense is ‘horse-servant,’ a farrier or groom ; it rose to be a
title of honour, like constable. . . . . Old French mareschal (mod. F. maréchal)
‘a marshall of a kingdom or of a camp (an honourable place), also a blacksmith,
farrier; . . . . O.H.G. marak, a battle-horse, whence the fem. merikd, a
mare . . . . and schalk, M.H.G. shale, a servant, whence G. schalk, a knave,
a rogue,” &c. (Professor Skeat’s *‘ Etymological Dictionary.”) That marshal
was used in Scotland during the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries, in the sense of
Jarrier, is seen from various entries in the Treasurer’s Accounts.
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laird for days at a time, without leave asked or given, was
only the inherited right of coskering, practised by the Soro/ien,
or nobles of his race, for countless generations ; the two ram’s
horns and horn-spoons, crossed, that were sculptured on his
tombstone, were the armorial bearings of a chief whose
people had never recognized the right of any Norman-Feudal
herald to modify or alter these ; the tomb-stone itself ought
rather to be regarded as the latest of the non-Christian “ sculp-
tered stones of Scotland,” than as any ordinary Christian
tablet,—the church itself being, for the moment, a druidical
temple, such as those within whose precincts the earlier
“ Moors” used to bury their dead ;—and all such particulars
ought to be held to prove the purity of the Faw chief’s
descent, as much as did the scarlet war-paint on his face, or
the swarthy skin which it overlay.

As for his uncle, the sea-captain, we have seen that, at a
time long after his, the “ gypsy ” fashion of side-locks* and
pigtail still prevailed among the officers of the sister service ;
while it is by no means certain that the use of war-paint had
wholly died out in his day, among the higher classes. It was
at least quite a recent thing among the Blue Donalds and
Green Colins who led the Hebridean pirates : it, or its kindred
practice of tattooing. Among the ordinary seamen of his
ship, most of these peculiarities formed part and parcel of
their life. And if Marshall, the elder, did not adogz any
of these customs which our British sailors have inherited
from the Frisians who once manned the South-British navy,
he might easily have Zn/kerited them from those Frisians who
settled in one portion of his native Galloway—Dumfries,}
“ the town of the Frisians.” There is no mention of the out-
ward appearance of this elder Marshall, but it may be assumed

* The word ‘‘fore-lock "’ is also somewhat suggestive. Though T am not
aware of any proof of the fashion, the name seems certainly to hint at a long
lock trained over the forehead, not very different from the North-American scalp-
lock (and perhaps grown for the same purpose).

+ Skene’s “ Celtic Scotland,” Vol. III. p. 25. In speaking of the Frisian
origin of the British navy—in a previous chapter—it was stated that, as a separate
people, the Frisians of Britain had ceased to exist. This is likely; though, as in
the navy, many of their customs must have lingered long in the districts wherein
they settled. It is possible, however, that one or other of the *‘ gypsy *’ families
of Dumfriesshire are of pure Frisian descent.



16 Ancient and Modern DBritfons.

that he was not unlike his ncphew—and, if so, not unlike
another celebrated Galloway “gypsy ”—the notorious
adventurer, Paul Jones. This man’s “forebcars,” in the pre-
ceding gencration or so, do not display any peculiarly “ gypsy ”
proclivities : rather the reverse. But his own nature and out-
ward appearance suggest a descent from such men as that
famous land-pirate, Billy Marshall ; who, indeed, may have
had reason to include Paul Jones among his numerous de-
scendants.* Marshall, it may be remembered, is pictured to
us as “a short, thick-set little fellow, with dark quick eyes ;”
and the same writer sayst of the formidable corsair, that “ he
was a short thick little fellow, above five feet eight in height,
of a dark swarthy complexion.” He, too, was a native of
Galloway. Although a man “above five feet eight ” is only
“little” in the cyes of tall men, yct the general appearance
of Jones’s figure—short and thick-set—is a token of what Mr.
Simson might call “a thorough gypsy ;" for he tells us} that,
“ with gipsies of mixed blood, the individual, if he takes after
the Gipsy, is apt to be short and thick-set.” And there is a
Scotch word § interchangeable with other Scotch terms for a
female “ gypsy,” which has also the radical mcaning of short
and “stumpy.” Therefore, although not described as a
“gypsy,” and although born and brought up among people
of settled habits, Paul Jones—by his manner of life and his

* The surnames borne by this man’s parents were Paul and McDuff, and his
mother's father is said to have been a local farmer. But as Paul Jones (or, more
correctly, John Paul) was born in 1747, and as the date of Marshall’s birth is
usually fixed at about 1671, the latter might casily have been the grandfather, or
the great-grandfather, of the former.

+ McTaggart, at pages 373 and 376 of his ‘‘ Encyclopedia.”

* ¢ History of the Gipsics,” p. 139, note.

§ Cutty. McTaggart enlarges this into curty-glies, the complete etymology of
which he explains to his own satisfaction.  Physically, he describes a *‘cutty ” of
this sort as *‘a little squat-made female ” ; and since he ascribes certain moral
(or immoral) characteristics to women of this description, it is quite evident that
he, unknowingly, refers to the women of a particular race. Cutfy—along with
Lypsy, quean, and randy—is used in ordinary Scotch phraseology, in an uncom-
plimentary sense. Mr. Simson believes the last of these words is the ¢ gypsy ”
ranee, or raunie, *‘a queen.” If so, all these four words are applicable to gypsy
women ; but when used &y gypsies they are honourable—dis-honourable when
used by civilized people. And this is quite consistent with facts. For as the
half-tamed raunic is a ‘“ queen” to her people, but a ““ quean” to those of more
settled habits, so are gypsics synonymous with thicoes and dlacks—in the estimation
of the latter class.
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physical characteristics—was nearly as much entitled to be
styled a “gypsy” as was his renowned compatriot (and pos-
sible ancestor) ; and as much entitled to be so denominated
as was Marshall’s uncle, the naval officer.*

It would be tedious and difficult to ferret out other modern
examples of the sea-faring “gypsy;” but such types must
have been more and more numerous the farther one goes
back in time. Allan Mac Ruari, the black-skinned Hebri-
dean pirate of the fifteenth century, is one notable instance :
and others of the same kind may be seen in those “Blue-
skins "—Green and Blue Colins and Donalds—that infested
the Hebridean creeks at about that period or later. *In
Highland tradition, there are many “sea-tinkers”—such as
“the black smith of Drontheim ”:—and in this Galloway
district, specially, the legendary Blackamoor, Black Murray,
or Black-Douglas, is remembered in one account as a sea-
rover, and in another as one of a company of sea-faring
“Moors or Saracens.” And—as on the land, so on the sea
—they assume quite national proportions, when one looks at
them from a still greater distance ; before their numbers had
been diminished by conquest, or their individuality rendered
indistinct by their blending with white-skinned races. When,
in short, they were savage sea-faring “black heathen ;”
known under various historical names ; sacking churches and
monasteries, killing and ravishing ; and, at one time, actu-
ally conquering the greater portion of the British Islands.

Apparently, then, this patriarchal leader of the zry sec-
tion of the Galloway Faws was a genuine descendant of
the ancient Moors, or Picts. Of the conservative remnants
of these races, other examples were seen in the Graemes,
Moors, or Gypsies of the Debatable Land: who proved the
purity of their ancestry—if in no other way—by the resist-
ance they offered to the would-be claimants of their terri-
tory ; in doing which they showed, instinctively, that they,
and no other, were ke graemes of that “ debatable ” district.

* More so. Because Paul Jones, though he eventually rose to positions of real
eminence in foreign services, seems to have been a mere marauder at the first.
Whereas, for anything we know to the contrary, this British naval officer of the
seventeenth century had never occupied a more equivocal position than that in
which he momentarily appears to view.

2{voL. 11 c
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And they themselves are well aware of their history. Like
all other “gypsies,” their traditions and songs are full
of reference to that history which is partly the history of
the general population of these islands, but which is
distinctly that of their forefathers. “As far as I can
judge (says Mr. Simson, p. 306), from the few and short
specimens which I have myself heard, and had reported to
me, the subjects of the songs of the Scottish gipsies, (I mean
those composed by themselves,) are chiefly their plunderings,
their robberies, and their sufferings. The numerous and
deadly conflicts which they had among themselves, also
afforded them themes for the exercise of their muse. My
father, in his youth, often heard them singing songs, wholly
in their own language. They appear to have been very fond
of our* ancient Border marauding songs, which celebrate the
daring exploits of the lawless freebooters on the frontiers
of Scotland and England. They were constantly singing
these compositions among themselves. The song composed
on Hughie Graeme, the horse-stealer, published in the second
volume of Sir Walter Scott’s ‘ Border Mintrelsy,’ was a great
favourite with the Tinklers.” So many of these Border Moors
were distinguished by this title of Graeme, Grim, or Black, that
one cannot very easily discriminate ; but this “ Hughie the
graeme,” apparently the most ferocious of all those who bore
that name, seems to be the same as “ Graeme, the Border
Outlaw,” and “ Graeme, the Outlaw of Galloway.” Perhaps,
so, perhaps not. We saw that a redoubtable Douglas
(known historically under that equivalent of Graeme, Moor,
Murray, Black, &c.) was “ Archibald the Grim,” or black ;
and one or other of the three titles just given may apply to
a descendant of his. Like the Douglases proper, “ Graeme
the Border Outlaw ” was lord of a castle,—thereby a Black
Castle—situated “at the head of the Vale of Fleet."+ Again,
“ Graeme, the Outlaw of Galloway,” is only styled “a free-
booter” and “a ruffian named Graeme;” but his home is
* Really, their *‘ancient Border marauding songs,” though the language is a
newer form of speech than theirs—out of which, to some extent, it has been
evolved. To some extent, also, those songs are the property of the civilized
mixed-bloods who apparently form the greatest part of the Border population.

+ ‘“Historical and Traditional Tales of the South of Scotland.” John
Nicholson, Kirkcudbright, 1843, p. 304.
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the Debatable Land. Of him, it is said, “many acts of
bloody cruelty, too gross to be mentioned, are on record.”
The account of him from which these expressions are quoted,*
gives the following sketch of the Debatable Land and its
occupants, which, although partly a repetition of former state-
ments, is worth extracting :—

“ The people of the English borders, in common with those of Scot-
land, were in those days nothing less than clans of lawless banditti who
were engaged in predatory excursions. The track which they occupied
extended about fifty miles in length and six in breadth, and was called
‘the debateable land,’ both nations laying claim to it, though in fact it
belonged to neither,t as their utmost efforts were ineffectual for the sub-
jection of its inhabitants, whose dexterity in the art of thieving was
such, that they could twist a cow’s horn, or mark a horse, so that its
owner could not know either again . . . . Since the union of Scotland
and England, those scenes of contention and barbarism, which rendered
existence and property equally precarious, have been gradually disap-
pearing . . ..

“ However, it was not with the English borderers alone that the Scotch
clans were always at war. Deadly quarrels often arose among them-
selves which were not quelled during a lapse of centuries . .. . It was
only on occasions of general warfare between the monarchs of the con-
tending nations of England and Scotland, that these ancient feuds were
laid aside,—when the chieftain of each opposing clan forgetting their
former deadly enmity, joined the common cause against their hostile
foe. But even at that period, and on the eve of battle, some fancied
insult would again add fuel to the half-smothered flame, their former
animosities would again break forth, and bloodshed and murder reigned
triumphant.

The writer of this—since he distinguishes between “the
freebooters of the forests,” and “these opposing clans,” and
for other apparent reasons,—did not know that the moss-
trooping thieves he described were popularly known as
“ Gypsies.” But had he been writing an appendix to Mr.
Simson’s History, be could not have used more appropriate

* ‘“Historical and Traditional Tales of the South of Scotland,” pp. 31-34.

+ This is a simple fact. So long as the laws of the British Government were
successfully defied in this scrap of territory, or, as we have seen they were, in
portions of the Hebrides, the larger of the British Islands was not really a
*‘United Kingdom.’” Contemptible though the opposition was, it was, neverthe-
less, the latest assertion of a sovereignty which was not Modern-British, whether
we call it, somewhat vaguely, *¢ Pictish,” or, more distinctly, ** Black-Danish."
The first term includes the second.

Cc 2
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language. That book gives two examples (at pp. 142-3 and
148) of that *“dexterity in the art of thieving” which so
characterized the Borderers,—only Mr. Simson calls his moss-
troopers, “ Gypsies.” But the two sets of men are, in every
respect, identical.  The Border writer when he says of the
“lawless banditti” of the debatable lands, “engaged in
predatory excursions,”—* Deadly quarrels often arose among
themselves, which were not quelled during the lapse of cen-
turies,”—might almost be accused of copying Mr. Simson’s
very words—who tells us of “the numerous and deadly con-
flicts which they [the gypsies] had among themselves;” of
which he gives us many instances,—and the inveterate
character of which he dwells upon (pp. 236-7), with reference
to the never-ending feud betwcen the Baillies and those Fazos
to whom this descriptive epithet eventually clung as a sur-
name. And when the Galloway writer adds that the out-
lawed Graeme stipulated for “a sum of money in the mean-
time, and a future annuity, by way of black-meal,” he indi-
cates a notorious practice of such gypsies as Henry [the] Faa,
who exacted a similar tribute from “men of considerable
fortune ” on the southern Border, in the beginning of the
eighteenth century ;—of such gypsies as the leader of that
tribe which a modern writer* tells us “ for years levied black
mail over the county of Aberdeen,” about the same peried ;
- —or of those “black watches,” generally, who, we saw in a
preceding chapter, used to traverse the Highlands (about
that era), and to whom there was yearly paid *“in black-mail
or watch-moncy, openly and privately,” the sum of five
thousand pounds: and, in all these cases, as in that of “the
tribute of the blacke armie,” which a white-skinned nation of
Wales was forced to pay to the swarthy pirates whom history
knows as Danes, or Cimbri ;—or as in that of the yearly sum
exacted from the Roman Empire in the fifth century, by the
probable kinsmen and ancestors of these Black Danes,—the
equally swarthy Huns ;—in all these cases, the tax was most
fitly and naturally designated “é/ack” mail, or tribute.

The distinction, then, between such Graemes as *“ Hughie
Graeme, the horse-stealer,” and such Graemes as are men-
tioned by various “Gypsy ” writers under the title of Gypsies,

* Dr. John Brown, in his sketch of ‘A Jacobite Family.”
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is only one of nomenclature. And even this distinction
vanishes when one reflects that “ Graeme,” strictly inter-
preted, is “Moor,” or “black man.” Indeed (to dwell for a
moment longer upon this particular branch of the race), the
nicknames of those of the clan who were—in Scott’s opinion
—the probable associates of the celebrated “ Hughie,” might
be those of any Gypsy gang. Such names as “ Flaugh-tail,”
“ Nimble Willie,” *Mickle Willie,” and “ Muckle Willie
Grame,” accord well with “The Whistler” (Black Duncan's
adopted son), “Muckle William Ruthven,” “ Little Wull”
(Ruthven), “Gley’'d Neckit Will ” (supposed by Mr. Simson
to have been “old Will Faa,” a Yetholm chief), and such-
like. The use of nicknames seems indeed to have been re-
garded as a peculiarity of the black races, since a nickname
is sometimes spoken of as a “black.”* It may be said that
the use of descriptive names is not peculiar to any race ; but
is merely a primitive custom. And this may be readily
admitted without any damage to the argument. For itis
only another way of saying that the fories of Scotland are
nothing else than archaic Scotchmen.

And this is what everything goes to prove. In whatever
part of Scotland we have looked at them, the zories, or
robbers, or moss troopers, or “ gypsies,” have been seen to be
fories in the modern sense of that word.+ They are Scotch-

® ““What a fool I was to give him a black,” says Tom Brown, on the
occasion of his fishing adventure, when he realizes that he hasn’t improved his
position by addressing the keeper as ‘‘ Velveteens.”

Prize-fighters, who have been identified with ‘‘gypsies” from the earliest
records, are also known rather by their nick-names than by any other ; and bear
such titles as ‘‘The Game Chicken,” ‘‘The Tipton Slasher,” or *‘ The Putney
Pet.” Minstrels, or harpers, who also are ‘‘ gypsies,” follow the same custom.
In Mr. Burnand’s amusing ‘‘ Little Holiday ” (Punch, No. 2,148), we are told
that the Bard whom he meets ‘* has a title in his own language, which translated
means ‘ The Soaring Eagle’ ;” and that ‘‘all the Bards have descriptive titles,
such as The Roaring Lion, The Howling Deer, and so forth. It reminds me
(adds the chronicler) of the names in Fenimore Cooper’s novels about the Red-
skins,” which is a very suitable observation. It is worth remarking that this
Bard, when he makes his appearance, is black-haired, and generally so like a
‘“foreigner” that his appearance gives rise to a most ludicrous situation. Of
course, the adventure is half-mythical ; but this minstrel has precisely the appear-
ance he ought to have—as a member of that brotherhood whose oldest living
representative speaks the *‘ gypsy ” of Wales as his mother-tongue.

+ That is to say, accepting 7Zoryism as the equivalent of Orientalism, or the
abhorrence of change and innovation : the caricature, so to speak, of that con-
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men who have not progressed : “Scotchmen,” that is, in the
most comprehensive acceptation of the term,—whatever race-
names they may have borne when they landed in North
Britain. Like their kinsmen, the swarthy minstrels and
jugglers of the southern portion of the island,—during
medizeval times,—the *“ Moorish” divisions of the Scotch
nation have been the minstrels of the north. And, con-
versely, the minstrels,—wherever they can be seen—are
“Moors.” The songs that the people of the North-West
used to “carol as they went along,” were the ancient songs
of that district: and the singers were “ Gypsies:” members
of that (then) “lowest rank of peasantry,” whose females, in
the speech of the local aristocracy were “black girls,” and
whose “vernacular” was “black speech.” Of these High-
land gypsy minstrels the latest distinct example is, perhaps,
the gypsy composer of “ Macpherson’s Lament;” though
the well-known ballad of “Donald Caird,” or “Gypsy
Donald,”—which pictures a most typical gypsy,—shows that
this characteristic of his people was once taken for granted.*

servative tendency which is one of the safeguards of civilization, and which is a
very different thing from absolute Zoryism. For the latter means simply the
resistance of all progress ; and is, therefore, as great an impediment in the way of
the advance of civilization and liberty as is its antithesis, Radicalism. The word
““ Tory "—as used for the last century or two—is, of course, merely a nickname,
and is inapplicable (in its strict sense) to the most extreme political Conservative
of modern times.

* Scott’s version is called ‘“ Donald Caird's come again,” but it is set to the
air of an older ballad—*¢ Afalco/m Caird’s come again.” In either case Caird is
evidently not used as a surname, but as signifying *‘ gypsy.” The line alluded to
is the opening one, *‘ Donald Caird can LIt and sing.”

That the gypsy of the Highlands is even yet a Minstrel, or Piper, is seen from
the description given of these people in the sketch of ‘“ Two Little Tinkers” by
the author of *‘John Halifax.” Mrs. Craik explains that Highland Tinkeis
‘‘are not gipsies” ; but, as she speaks of the *‘brown skins” of the two in
question, and as the father of one of them is ‘‘an ugly wee &/ack man,” one may
be excusably allowed to think otherwise. We are here told that these Tinkers
‘‘live the roughest, wildest, most wandering of lives, *tinkering’ pots and pans,
and going about in bands, each band having attached to it one absolute idler, the
¢ piper,” who plays his bagpipes at feasts and weddings, and is usually the most
confirmed drunkard of the whole.” This is precisely the character of the ancient
Bard, Minstrel, or Jongleur, of medi®val and of earlier times : of those days when
‘“to be a Bard freed a man.” And such Gypsy-Pipers are much truer representa-
tives of that caste than are those specimens attached to modern mansions (and
modern chiefs) in the Highlands of Scotland—often as artificially created as were
Catherine of Russia’s * happy peasants.”
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So also with the Minstrelsy of the Scottish Border. Where-
ever we have looked for special examples of the Border
Minstrels, we have found them among the kindred of those
tawny people who sang so “bonnily” before the Earl of
Cassilis’ gate ; and wiled away the love of his Lady. When
we ask for the singers of those ancient Border songs—of
battle, and rapine, and love,—we are directed—not to the civil-
ized, prosaic folk that constitute the general Border popula-
tion; and whose blood is either wholly that of the phleg-
matic white-skinned peoples, or is largely dashed with it ;—
but to the dusky dwellers among the camps, who are so
attached to those “ ancient Border marauding songs” that
they are “ constantly singing them among themselves.” And.
who can so perfectly appreciate such minstrelsy,—impreg-
nated as it is with a spirit of reckless daring and lawlessness,
utterly opposed to the ideas of modern civilization,—but quite in
consonance with the creed of the gypsies,—as those lingering
representatives of that archaic life? Everywhere have the
Minstrels and the gypsies gone hand-in-hand. The man who
laments the decay of “ Minstrelsy,” and he who mourns the
approaching death of “Gypsydom,” must read the self-same
page of history, if they want to know when these flourished
most.

As with their rhythmic traditions, so with their spoken
legends. Just as the oldest living harper in Wales owns the
speech of those “Gypsies” as his mother-tongue, so is the
folk-lore of the Welsh Gypsy equally the property of the
general population there. In giving us a “ Gypsy” story,
Mr. Leland tells us of British Merlin.* ‘ Alike in Wales and
Turkey,” says the Encyclopedia writer, the “ Gypsy” tales
“may be identified with those of other Aryan races ; scarce

one has yet been published but its counterpart may be found

* It is true that the gypsy narrator of the story states that—** A Welsher told
me that story.” A.But, then, what 4ind of * Welsher ”? If of the same race as
the Welsh Minstrels, the preservers of tradition, he was a Welsh gypsy. This very
form of ** Welshman ” is significant. For it has become identified with a certain
class of men, unpleasantly prominent on race-courses, the members of which are
—or were—described in Scotland as ¢‘ blacks,” and in England and elsewhere as
“blacklegs ” at the present day.

It is surely unnecessary to add that the connection hetween the Welsh Afinstrel
and the Welsher has been broken off long ago.
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in Grimm’s, Ralston’s, or other collection of European folk-
lore.” And when Mr. Campbell collected his famous West
Highland Tales, he gathered them, in great measure, from
the lips of “Tinkers.” A previous chapter has shown us
that the inherited superstitions, of the existing “Scotch ”
people, and the obsolete cystoms of a portion of their ances-
tors, are the superstitions and the customs of the Scottish
“ Gypsies.”* We have seen that the *turf-built cots” of
the “vagrant gypsies ” on “ Yeta’s banks " were quite common
last century in Inchegall, The Isles of the Foreigners, and
commoner still throughout Scotland, atan earlier date. And

* Mr. Leland advances as plausible, if not capable of proof, that a common
nursery rhyme (used for *‘counting out”) is good sense in ‘‘gypsy,” though
nonsense in ‘‘ English,” The version he takes begins with *‘ ekkerri, akkery,
u-kery an” : that given by Dr. John Brown in * Pet Marjorie ” goes thus—

“Wonery, twoery, tickery, seven ;
Alibi, crackaby, ten, and eleven ;”

and so on ; and this is the version familiar to all Scotch children. In any case,
Mr. Leland’s theory as to the manner in which this rhyme became first known to
non-gypsy children is—with all deference to him—very difficult to accept. But
in view of the facts above stated, it is quite a superfluous theory. For the
children of Scotland—not to regard others at present—have clearly obtained this
rhyme, with many other customs, by in/critance. It has been previously pointed
out that the Scotch game of Jing ga-ring is almost certainly an archaic marriage
ceremony ; whether the etymology of its title (and burden) be connected with the
word Zingari or not. Possibly it is the very ceremony indicated by McTaggart
under the words ‘* Owre Boggie,” i.c., ““fo0 moor-ish.” *‘People (he says) are
said to be married in an owre boggie manner” when they are married “‘ contrary
to the common laws ” by men of the stamp of the Gretna Green blacksmith, who
were popularly known as aswld bogyies. .

These are only two examples out of the mass. Men who have studied those
nursery rhymes and games know how much sense lies hidden in what, at first sight,
seems a heap of nonsense. It would be going too far to say that children never
invent games and rhymes, or that all nonsense-verses were once sense ; but it has
become apparent within this century that our children are, in a measure, our
historians. Children, it must be remembered, form a separate caste as much as
does the Army, the Navy, or the Church ; and, like any of these, their ways are
deserving of the most precise analysis for the sake of the historjcal facts they
teach. All of these, as distinct societies or castes, are to-day using certain words,
and performing certain acts, that have been handed down to them, as castes, from
remote ages. And although the members of these societies, in some cases, make
use of words and actions which it would puzzle them to explain clearly, yet
each of these was once full of meaning. So is it, as we have been lately taught,
with the traditions of childhood. And it might be said that almost all—if not all
—rhymes of the one-ery, two ery order, and all burdens such as lero, lero, lillibu-
lero, and of the tol de-rol kind generally, are quite intelligible and translateable.
The former of these burdens, indeed, is stated to have been Irish-Gaelic.
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that, so lately as 1547, the whole of the soldiery of the
Scottish army at the Battle of Pinkie, were housed “in
gypsy tents;”—at that time “the common building of the
country,”—though now only used by the scattered Irrecon-
cilables of the race. Is it a matter for surprise that the
songs and legends of these yet un-tamed Scots are those
which commemorate the deeds of those far-back days, when
a large section of the people of Scotland were in customs,
in blood, and in the fierceness of their disposition—
“ Gypsies "' ?

From whatever side we regard them, we see that the so-
called “gypsies” of Scotland are simply Scotchmen who
have fallen behind in the march of progress. This is as evi-
dent in their old-fashioned customs, language, and ideas, as
it is in the marked individuality of their physical natures,—
the result of their aversion to mix their blood with that of
other types. But as we see the remains of the ancestral
stock in the plysique of the general population of Scotland,
so we find kindred evidence in the surnames common through-
out the country. Of these, many have already been given—
such as Black, Brown, Dunn, Grey, Duff, or Dow, Dougal,
Glass, Douglas, and others,—all indicative of swarthy ances-
tors : while others show that at one time or another, nearer
or more remote, the dard or caird of an obsolete polity has
become the progenitor of modernized Bairds and Cairds.

But the general character of these Scottish “ Gypsies” is
what stamps them so clearly as archaic Scots. They are
people who are still in the swaddling-clothes of civilization—
who have never outgrown the ideas that were prevalent cen-
turies ago, but are now as dead as thedodo. They still think
that “ a dexterous theft or robbery is one of the most meritori-
ous actions they can perform,” just as their savage ancestors
thought—whether these were called Border moss-troopers or
Highland banditti.* They have not yet realized that tribal
life has been out of vogue for many generations, and that
Scotland developed first a national existence, and then became

* Compare Simson’s * History,” pp. 96 and 164, or Dr. John Brown's story
of Mary Yorston (quoted at second-hand in his review of ¢ Biggar "), with Burt's
Letter xxiii., or Scott’s remarks upon the Borders, or with the statutes that were
enacted from time to time against fire-raising, sorning, and plundering.
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identified with a newer nation still, out of which has grown a
great and world-wide empire. Those wretched *gypsies”
still think that a Baillie is the born enemy of a “I'aa ;"—
though the vast majority of their kindred recognized, ages
ago, that a “ Scotchman ” had no rightful enemy north of the
Borders,—later on, that a “ Briton” (to use this makeshift of
a word) had no legitimate foe but a Frenchman,—later still,
that it was doubtful whether he ought to have any enemy at
all. And, while the general British population regards the
whole world as the scene for its battles and aggrandisements,
—if these must be,—these representatives of thirty genera-
tions back are incapable of looking further afield than their
own parish or district ; or of imagining anything more heroic
than the midnight plundering of farm-yards and stables, or
the commission of some act of violence and murder.*

These characteristics—even more than the obvious links of
custom (such as polygamy and painting, or tattooing) that
join them to the past—distinctly mark them out as the little-
altered descendants of the earlier Scottish races. And, of
them all, the practice of sorning is not the least emphatic.
“The great distinguishing feature in the character of the
gipsies (says Mr. Simson, at page 164,) is an incurable pro-
pensity for theft and robbery, and taking openly and forcibly
(sorning) whatever answers their purpose. A Gipsy of about
twenty-one years of age, stated to me that his forefathers
considered it quite lawful, among themselves, to take from
others, not of their own fraternity, any article they stood in
need of.” These are not the ways of a straggling and disunited
caste of beggars, hypothetically assumed to have entered the
country in comparatively recent times. They are most visibly
the evidences of bygone power, which did not require either
to beg for lodging or gear ; but which followed out its own
royal pleasure. Not only does this custom of sorning show,
by its inherent nature, that it is the right of a decayed aristo-
cracy ; but we have seen that there is actual, historical proof
that the men who first (so far as we can see) practised it, were

* Probably an acquaintanceship with modern * Scottish Gypsies " would con-
vince one that these 1cmarks do not apply to those of the present day. They
bear more exactly voon the period chicfly spoken of by the elder Simson—say,

eighty years ago.
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the nobles of the territory—Irish or Scotch—wherein it was
law. And of this defunct sovereignty, one is forever feeling the
touch, in whatever way one examines this “ Gypsy ” question.

Even quite lately, they were the actual rulers of the Debat-
able Land. Small though that territory was, it was under
their sway. And men are yet living who can remember how
this or that ‘““moss,” or moor-land was virtually possessed by
the intractable “gypsies” that haunted it ;—unless, momen-
tarily, if a military or constabulary force should happen to be
present. Last century, we see them in several places, exacting
tribute from all who would dwell peaceably within their terri-
tory ; much in the same way as (though certainly in a lesser
degree than) the monarchs of this or that African district will
protect European traders on somewhat similar terms.* And
prior to last century—and farther and farther back—we see
them as armed bands, desolating whole districts, over which
—earlier still—they were the nominal as well as the virtual
lords.

If we take individual cases, we see again this tendency.
Much weight need not necessarily be attached to the fact
that, instead of being mere vagrants, under the ban of the
law, the “ Gypsies” of Peeblesshire were, so lately as 1772,
employed as “ peace officers, constables, or country-keepers.”
And not only in Peeblesshire. “A gipsy chief, of the name
of Pat Gillespie, was keeper for the county of Fife. Herode
on horseback, armed with a sword and pistols, attended by
four men on foot, carrying staves and batons. He appears
to have been a sort of travelling justice of the peace. The
practice seems to have been general. About the commence-
ment of the late French war, a man of the name of Robert
Scott (Rob the Laird,) was keeper for the counties of Peebles,
Selkirk, and Roxburgh.”t But, if not very significant, these

* Only in these African cases the representatives of modern civilization are
numerically few ; whereas, at so recent a date as last century, the peaceably-
disposed section of the community formed a distinct majority, and, had it been
necessary, could have stamped out the ‘‘black-mail ** banditti in a month. But
partly from the disunited character of the general population, partly from sheer
laziness, and partly for the sake of peace, the lairds, farmers, and others con-
tinued (as we have seen) to tacitly acknowledge—by the yearly payment of
““black ’ tribute—the right of ‘‘gypsy” chiefs to assert their sovereignty over
various districts.

+ Simson, pp. 218 and 343-4; also pp. 253-4.
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statements are, at least, quite in accordance with the belief
that “gypsies,” have not always been degraded outlaws. Nor
are they at variance, either, with other remarks of Mr. Sim-
son's as to the social accomplishments formerly possessed by
“ gypsies,”* who—in dress, in manners, and in education—
were distinctly entitled to be ranked as “ gentlemen.” Such
men, for example, as Alexander Brown, of the Lochgellie
band ; the Fifeshire gypsy, Charles Wilson ; and, pre-emi-
nently, William Baillie,—of whom Mr. Simson’s great-grand-
father, “who knew him well, used to say that he was the
handsomest, the best dressed, the best looking, and the best
bred man he ever saw.” This “Captain” Baillie appears to
have been quite an ideal “knight of the road:” ‘“the stories
that are told of this splendid gypsy are numerous and interest-
ing.” Mr. Simson’s conjectures as to his pedigree are very
conflicting. At one time, he tells us that he was “taken
notice of by the first in the land,” decause he gave himself
out to be a natural son of one of the Baillies of Lamington ;
at another, that he was “in all probability, a descendant of
Towla Bailyow,” one of those who rebelled against John the
Pict, “ Lord and Earl of Little Egypt,” in the reign of James V.,
of Scotland. If, therefore, his surname came to him from
his reputed father, this William Baillie, though a chief of the
very highest gypsy rank, was not “in all probability " a de-
scendant of Towla Bailyow, or Baillie. But, as these Bail-
yows, or Baillies, as a clan, were once the most powerful of
their race, the likelihood is that this eighteenth-century
Baillie was the representative of this ancient stock. Had his
title to consideration been a bastard connection with a family
of merely local power, and of Modern, or Norman, or Feudal
descent (socially), he could not have been looked up to, on
that account, by the general population ;—and he certainly
could not have been, on that account, regarded—as he was—
by all the gypsies of Scotland as belonging to their very
highest caste.

These Baillies, or Bailyows, will be spoken of again. But
the point at present to be attended to is the former high
social position ‘of Scottish “ Gypsies.” Although landless,
generally, it will be seen that, in many cases, they were dis-

* Simson, pp. 149-50, 157, 199, 202, 213-21§. -
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tinguished by titles of respect. William Baillie was “ Cap-
tain” and “Mr.” Baillie: Robert Scott, the peace officer,
was “Rob tkhe Laird ;" while a third, Mr. Walker, of Thirk-
stane, Yetholm, was a veritable “laird.” Earlier than these,
“ Johnny Faw,” who ran away with the Countess of Cassilis,
was, according to one account, “a gallant young knight, a
Sir John Faa of Dunbar;” * and that John Faw, or John
the Pict, who is spoken of in an act of James V. as “ Lord
and Earl of Little Egypt,” is also referred to in McLaurin’s
Criminal Trials as *this peer ;” and is stated to have been
possessed of “divers sums of money, jewels, clothes and
other goods, to the quantity of a great sum of money.” Old
William Faa, who died 1783-4, “ persisted to the last that he
himself was the male descendant, in a direct line, from the
Earl of Little Egypt,” and though he does not appear to
have claimed that title, he was the acknowledged head of the
Yetholm bands ; and, at his funeral, it is said that * his corpse
was escorted betwixt Coldstream and Yetholm by above
three hundred asses.” Whether this “Little Egypt” was
situated within the bounds of modern Scotland may be
doubted—although there are two Egypts in that country at
the present day. But, at any rate, this particular Faw—
he of whom McLaurin speaks as “ this peer "—was acknow-
ledged in all seriousness as the bearer of that title, both by
his suzerain, James V., King of Scots, and also, in 1553, in a
writ of Mary, Queen of Scots:t having been quite plainly

* Anderson’s ‘‘Scottish Nation,” Vol. I. p. 606. The Earl of Cassilis is said
to have overtaken his fugitive wife at ‘““a ford over the Doon, still called *the
gypsies’ steps,’ a few miles from the Castle.” (This name may be regarded as
another form of *‘ the Black Ford.”) It is stated that the incident of her flight has
been worked into a piece of tapestry, ¢ which is said still to be preserved at
Culzean Castle,” in which she is represented ‘‘mounted behind her lover,
gorgeously attired, on a superb white horse, and surrounded by a group of
persons who bear no resemblance to a band of gipsies.” The tapestry may or
may not be a representation of this event ; but it would be curious to learn the
ideas of the writer just quoted, regarding the outward appearance of the Scottish
¢« gypsy " of two hundred and fifty years ago.

+ The founder of this dynasty of Kings and Queens ‘‘of Scots” was himself a
Norman, and it is likely that for several generations after the Norman Conquest
of Britain the successful race still remained on the surface, little affected by the
strata underneath (although by the time of Charles II., as we have noticed, they
had reverted toa “gypsy ” type, whether through his French mother, or by earlier
alliances). But there is nothing inconsistent in a “King of Scots" regarding an
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regarded as a man of rank by both these monarchs.
Another gypsy earldom, and a rather disagreeable one, is
that of “ Earl of Hell.” It seems that it is quite “ a favourite
title among the Tinklers,”—and that it is also to be met with
in modern Burmah. This title is—or has lately been—borne
by a borderer of the name of Young; and it was also
attached to a celebrated “gypsy,” or “dubk-glas,” of the
Lochmaben district, otherwise known as ¢ Little Wull
Ruthven "—his tribe, the Ruthvens, being famousin “gypsy”
annals. One of those “Earls of Hell” bore, according to
Mactaggart, the alternative title of “ Laird o’ Slagarie,” and
his mansion was apparently at Auchenhoul, presumably in
Kirkcudbrightshire. ~Although the Galloway writer states
that he was “one of the wildest wretches ever known in the
world,” he does not call either him or his friends, Black Fock
and Major Gaw, by the title of “Gypsy”:* though it is
probable that all these would not have been mis-named, had
he done so. Here again, we have, as in the case of Mr.
Walker of Thirkstane, a modern example of the “laird ” who
is both “laird” and “gypsy,”—and it is likely that the
family-name of this proprietor of Slagarie and Auchenhoul
(for Mactaggart writes of these places as having an actual
geographical existence) is known to those acquainted with
the annals of Galloway. Yet another “ gypsy” who is
visibly a man of good birth—though of decayed fortune—
is the “caird” or tinker, described in Dr. John Brown’s
sketch of a Jacobite Family. Dr. Brown says of this man,
John Gunn, that he, “had come of gentle blood, the Gunns

«Egyptian” chief with a certain amount of favour ; for the Early Scots, it will
be remembered, were ‘‘ Egyptians " in name, in colour, and in certain customs,
of which the use of hieroglyphics is one. We saw that, fully a éentury after
James V., a “Scot” was regarded (in Edinburgh) as synonymous with a
““mosser,” or ““thief,"” or “‘gypsy,” and that (Simson, p. 113), in 1652, the
modernized and hybrid aristocracy of the clan Scott were obliged to *‘ cut ” that
section of their kindred that still adhered to the ancestral customs of thieving
and murdering, which customs had been voted vulgar by the ruling class of the
country.

* Probably for a reason indicated in the above note. ‘‘Gypsy ” had long
heen an opprobrious term, and the purest-blooded members of that race having
been long dispossessed of their lands, a ‘‘ gypsy * was almost always a vagabond.
Therefore, the few that did retain something of their ancient power were not
likely to be identified with ¢ gypsies.”
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of Ross-shire.” He was Captain of a band of Cairds that
“for years levied black mail over the county of Aberdeen;”
and, although latterly he occupied the modest position of
domestic servant in the * Jacobite family ” written of, he con-
tinued to retain * his secret headship of the Cairds, . . . ..
using this often in Robin Hood fashion, generously, for his
friends.” Now, if “gentle” blood means—as it is conven-
tionally held to mean—the blood of a ruling race, this John
Gunn, being of the North-Scottish Gunns, had inherited
“gentle” blood. For that tribe was at one time dominant
in Gallibk (pronounced Galliv, a variety of Galloway and
Galway) ; as Caithness used to be called, on account of its
settlement by Galls, or foreigners. Those Gunns are believed
by some to be descended from Olave the Black, who was the
Prince, or Leod of Man and the South Hebrides in the thir-
teenth century, and who was evidently, by blood, a dub/i-gall.
The name of Gunn, or Gun, is said to be the same as the
Welsh Gwynn and the Manx Gawn. If so, it is probably
the same as the Scotch Gawair (pronounced Gawn), Gavin,
Gowan, Gove, Gow, and, perhaps, Cowar—which names, Mr.
Cosmo Innes has said, and with reason, are probably varie-
ties of the Gaelic Gobka, or Gobhainn. 1f sprung from the
black Leod of Man (who, by the way, would connect them
with Hebridean Macleods and Welsh Lloyds) the Gunns of
Gallibh might well have a descendant who was, by blood,
well fitted to lead a band of eighteenth century ““gypsies.”
And, that such was his ancestry, is very probable. For the
racial characteristics are everywhere the same. Whether we
look at John Gunn and his swarthy comrades levying black-
mail throughout Aberdeenshire; or at his savage ancestors
exacting Dane-gelt, or “the tribute of the blacke armie,”
many centuries earlier ; we see the same fierce, piratical race.
Or, if we examine the accounts regarding the Gunn sept of
that race, during the intervening period, we learn that “ the
long, the many, the horrible encounters which happened be-
tween these two trybes,”—the Gunns and the Slioc/id-Iain-
Abarach, or the Seed of Abarach John,*—“ with the blood-

* This Abarack John was the second son of Black Angus (circa 1400), chief
of the race of Mackay, or Morgan. This tribe is assumed to have descended
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shed and infinite spoils committed in every part of the diocy
of Catteynes by them and their associats, are of so disordered
and troublesome memorie,” that the historian of the Earldom
of Sutherland waives the details of them.* So that, in this
“ inveterat deidlie feud ” between those two savage races, we
have a northern counterpart of the immemorial warfare of the
more southern Baillies and Faas. Thus John Gunn, in being
the Captain of an eighteenth-century league of “gypsies,”
proved himself to be a true representative of the Gunn
tribe,—just as the “gypsies” of the Debatable Land showed
themselves to be genuine Graemes,—or as the “ Gypsies” of
Galloway are undoubtedly the purest Douglases of Galloway:
(though, in these, and in many other instances, such surnames
have come down to men who—as often as not—also inherit
the blood of the founder; but whose ancestors have, in each
successive generation, laid themselves open to receive the cul-
ture of their time, and have not hesitated to ally themselves
with other races ;—by these means modifying and almost
wholly transforming the parent type.) And, if John Gunn
as a typical Gunn was a typical Gypsy, he fully bore out—in
either aspect—the etymology of his name. For, if the word
Gunn be really another spelling of Manx Gawn, and Scotch,
or English Gawain,—the meaning of which is found in
Gaelic dictionaries,—then “ Gunn ” is simply an equivalent of
“Caird.” Since Gobkainn (pronounced, variously, Gawv'n,
from the earlier races of Caithness, prior to the Black-Danish invasion, according
to one account : and the word Morgan is perhaps identical with Aoryan, which
in sixteenth-century Britain signified a ‘“ Moor,” and was applied to more than
one black-skinned Briton of that period. Their name of Sio/ AMhorgan, or race of
Morgan seems also to point toa later Danish origin. The Morgans of Wales (says
Mr. Wirt Sikes) believe their surname to be derived from a word signifying *‘ the
sea,” from which they themselves came. This reminds one that all the words relat-
iny to the Mauri, Moors, Morrows, Moravienses ov Moray-men, suggest the same
origin ; and that the words signifying morass or marsh, like the thing they denote,
seem to be the outcome of (Cornish and Armorican) mor, (Gaelic) muir, (Latin)
mare, the sea.  Which agrees with the fact that the early Aauri of Scotland were
Meate or marsh-dwellers. Now, the radical meaning of Aéarack is *‘ marshy.”
So that Adarack John is twice connected with the marsh-dwellers: both as
Abarack and as Morgan. (It is immaterial whether his home was Lock-abar or
Strath-'n-abhair: either signifies a marshy situation.) The Morgans of Wales and
of Caithness may, therefore, have sprung from any sea-faring or marsh-dwelling

people at or before the era of the Black Danes.
* Anderson’s ““Scottish Nation,” Vol. II. p. 385.
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Govan, Gavin, and Gawn) and Ceard (pronounced Caird) are
synonyms for “ smith” or “ tinker.”*

Thus, these desultory glances at the pedigrees of individual
“gypsies” disclose to us that the position of the Galloway
chief, Billy Marshall, is in no way unique ; and they help to
make us understand how—though stained with crimes that,
if he had as many lives as a cat, would assuredly have
hanged him at the present day—he was so respected for the
vanished power of his race, that a nobleman strove for pre-
cedence at his grave, and the whole neighbourhood turned
out to honour his memory. Whatever may have been the
particular lineage of this Pictish chief, he was—as nearly as
may be—an exact reproduction of those savage, swarthy,
polygamous Picts of Galloway, whose existence as a na-
tional power may be said to have received its deathblow in
the year 1455.

There is something so fascinating in the personality of this
man—the latest visible specimen of the Galloway Pict—that
one may be pardoned for reverting again to the consideration
of his attributes; and, indeed, it seems hardly excusable to
content one’s-self with a mere passing reference to what is
probably the most detailed account of him, published in this
century,—the article, namely, that was contributed to Black-
wood's Magazine by one who was personally acquainted with

* Armstrong states that the Cornish ceard (sometimes spelled 4eard, though
this does not alter the pronunciation) signifies ‘‘an artificer ” generally. This
accounts for the fact that a tinker is in Cornwall a #inkeard, *‘ the original having
been in all probability (says Mr. Robert Hunt) staen or ystaen-cerdd, a worker in
tin.”” In Gaelic, ceard is so rarely used in the sense of ¢‘tradesman ™ or ‘‘ arti-
ficer ”* generally, and so exclusively—almost—to denote an iron or tin worker ;
that it is seldom found with a complementary word specifying the variety of
ceard. But a Gaelic equivalent for the Cornish staen-cerdd does exist: in the
shape of ceard staoin, a tinsmith, A Tinker proper, however, is a Ceard (pro-
nounced Caird).

It is curious that the common Scotch equivalent for Zinker—namely, Zinkler
—used as far back as the twelfth century, has apparently quite a different history
from 7inker, though the two words approach each other so closely.

It may be noticed also that the name of the Scottish *¢ Earl of Little Egypt,”
in whose favour James IV. of Scotland granted a letter of recommendation to the
King of Denmark in the year 1506, was Anthony Gavin (referred toat pp. 99 and
100 of Mr. Simson’s ‘¢ History”). There really seems no good reason for
believing that this ¢‘ Little Egypt ” was situated outside of North Britain. The
surname of its lord, at any rate, is one of the oldest in these islands, and—as
Gawain—is familiar to every reader of the Arthurian legends.

VOL. 1L D
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this “tory " king. The writer of that article was a mere youth
when he made Marshall’'s acquaintance,—and the “ gypsy”
patriarch was then within a few years of his death. There-
fore, the particulars he gives can only be regarded as abso-
/utely trustworthy, in so far as they relate to the short inter-
view which he describes : as far, also, as various statements
which his position, as the descendant of a Galloway family
of Marshall's acquaintance-—entitled him to make. In his
account, as in those previously quoted, there are certain dis-
crcpancies apparent: but it must be remembered that, if
Marshall actually reached the great age with which he is
credited (and on this point there is wonderfully little dis-
agreement), the chief events of his life had taken place long
before his oldest biographer was born. The following are
some of the statements made in the Blackwood article ;
contributed to the August number of the year 1817 :—

...... I'am one of an old family in the stewartry of
Galloway, with whom Billy was intimate for nearly a whole
century. He visited regularly, twice a year, my great-
grandfather, grandfather, and father, and partook, I daresay,
of their hospitality . .. ... [The writer's great-grand-
mother] died at the advanced age of one hundred and four ;
her age was correctly known. She said that Wull Marshal
was a man when she was a é:¢¢ callant (provincially, in Gallo-
way, a very young girl). She had no doubt as to his being
fifteen or sixteen years older than herself, and he survived
her several years . ... .. Billy Marshal’s account of him-
self was this: he was born in or about the year 1666 ; but
he might have been mistaken as to the exact year of his
birth ;* however, the fact never was doubted, of his having
been a private soldier in the army of King William, at the
battle of the Boyne. It was also well known, that he was a
private in some of the British regiments which served under
the great Duke of Marlborough in Germany, about the year
1705. But at this period, Billy’s military career in the service
of his country ended: [and the story of his desertion from

* This version, it will be seen, places his birth five years earlier than the date
usually given. But the above writer is probably not far wrong when he states
that *“ his great age never was disputed to the extent of more than three or four
years : the oldest people in the country allowed the account to be correct.”
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the army, in order to attend Keltonhill Fair, is given much
as Mactaggart gives it ;—with the addition that his command-
ing officer was one of the family of the McGuffogs of
Ruscoe] . . . . it was about this period, that, either elec-
tively, or by usurpation, he was placed atthe head of that
mighty* people in the south-west, whom he governed with
equal prudence and talent for the long space of eighty or
ninety years. Some of his admirers assert that he was of
royal ancestry, and that he succeeded by the laws of heredi-
tary succession ; but no regular annals of Bi/ly's house were
kept, and oral tradition and testimony weigh heavily against
this assertion. From any research I have been able to make,
I am strongly disposed to think that, in this crisis of his
life, Billy Marshal had been no better than Julius Cesar,
Richard III., Oliver Cromwell, Hyder Ally, or Napoleon
Bonaparte: . .. ... it was shrewdly suspected that [he]...
had stained his character and his hands with human blood.
His predecessor died very suddenly, it never was supposed
by his own hand, and he was buried as privately about
the foot of Cairnsmuir, Craig Nelder, or the Corse of
Slakes . . . ...

“For a great period of his long life, he reigned with
sovereign sway over a numerous and powerful gang of gypsy
tinkers, who took their range over Carrick in Ayrshire, the
Carrick mountains, and over the stewartry and shire of Gallo-
way; and now and then. .. they crossed at Donaghadee,
and visited the counties of Down and Derry. His long reign
was in the main fortunate for himself and his people. Only one
great calamity befel him and them, during that long space of
time in which he held the reins of government. It may
have been already suspected, that with Billy Marshal ambi-
tion was a ruling passion ; and this bane of human fortune
had stimulated in him a desire to extend his dominions, from
the Brigg end of Dumfries to the Newton of Ayr, at a time
when he well knew the Braes of Glen-Nap, and the Water
of Doon, to be his western precinct. He reached the New-
ton of Ayr, which I believe is in Kyle; but there he was

* The underlinings in these extracts are repeated from the original. It is
necessary to do this in order to show that various words are used with mock
gravity, though, in several instances, the italics are rather superfluous.
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opposed, and compelled to recross the river, by a powerful
body of tinkers from Argyle or Dumbarton. He said, in
his bulletins, that they were supported by strong bodies of
Irish sailors, and Kyle colliers. Billy had no artillery, but
his cavalry and infantry suffered very severely. He was
obliged to leave a great part of his baggage, provisions, and
camp equipage, behind him ; consisting of kettles, pots, pans,
blankets, crockery, horns, pigs, poultry, &c. A large pro-
portion of shelties,* asses, and mules, were driven into the
water and drowned, which occasioned a heavy loss in creels,
panniers, hampers, tinkers' tools, and cooking utensils; and
although he was as well appointed, as to a medical staff, as
such expeditions usually were, in addition to those who were
missing many died of their wounds. However, on reaching
Maybole with his broken and dispirited troops, he was joined
by a faithful ally from the county of Down; who, unlike
other allies on such occasions, did not forsake him in his
adversity. This junction cnabled our hero to rally, and pur-
sue in his turn : a pitched battle was again fought, somewhere
about the Brigg of Doon or Alloway Kirk; when both sides,
as is usual, claimed a victory ; but, however this may have
been, it is belicved that this disaster, which happened
A.D. 1712, had slaked the thirst of Billy’s ambition. He
was many years in rccovering from the effects of this great
political error.”

Before making a concluding extract from this account, it
may be well to notice another cpisode in Marshall's life;
placed at about the year 1723. During the cighteenth cen-
tury, the appropriation of common-lands by the adjacent
proprietors was going on all over Scotland. This—a fruitful
source of litigation between rival lairds—was a course of
action that was wholly unjustifiable: and, though now a
grievance of too old a date for fretting over, it was resented
very much at the time by those who assuredly possessed a
distinct right to the use of such “commonties,” though not
themselves the ownecrs, in fee, of any land whatever. We
have scen that the “ tories ” of the Debatable Land protested
most resolutely against the appropriation of their ancestral

* The small ¢ Galloways " or ¢ Irish habbies '* that gave to these moss-troopers
the designation of ““ hobbylers "—at a somewhat earlier period.
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territory, supporting their protest by force of arms. A simi-
lar movement took place in Galloway, about the same period.
When the landed proprietors of South-Western Scotland—
seeing the manifest advantage (to themselves) of extending
their landmarks as widely as possible—began to build “march-
dykes,” or boundary-walls, across stretches of land which did
not belong to them, the aggrieved parties (small farmers,
cottars, and “ gypsies ”) combined to defeat the aggrandising
aims of their wealthier neighbours. Their plan of action
was first suggested at the annual Fair of Keltonhill, and the
prime mover in the proceedings was *the celebrated Gipsy-
chief, the redoubted William Marshall.” The course which
he and his fellow * Levellers” followed, was simply to knock
down the offending “ dykes "—thus earning their temporary
title of * Levellers.” * Having divided themselves into com-
panies of about fifty men, they appointed a person of suitable
age or influence to each, as commander, whom they styled
captain.” (And, although this crowd was composed to a
large extent of peaceable agriculturists, this very title of
“ captain,” and the systematic way in which the thing was
gone about, indicates strongly the supervision of the “ gypsy "
chief.) “The mode of their operations was this: they ar-
ranged themselves in companies along the ill-fated fence ;
and, their instruments of destruction* being applied to it, at
the word of command, it was overthrown with shouts of
exultation that might have been heard at the distance of
several miles.” This kind of thing appears to have gone
on throughout various parts of Galloway, and so determined
was the attitude of the country people that it became neces-
sary to despatch several troops of dragoons “from Dumfries,
Ayr, and even Edinburgh, to assist in terminating the disorder
and apprehending the delinquents.” Without discussing
whether the term “ delinquents ” was not more applicable to
those who unwarrantably transformed communal land into
private frechold property,—it may be stated that after various
slight skirmishes, which would have ended most seriously had
it not been for the self-control and sagacity displayed by the

* ¢ Each man was furnished with a strong 4en? (or piece of wood) from six to
eight feet in length, which he fixed into the dyke at the approved distance from
the foundation, and from his neighbour.”
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military, this movement was quelled ; and much trouble and
bloodshed was saved—though undoubtedly at the expense of
equity.

The book from which this information is obtained® gives
some additional particulars regarding Marshall and his clan.
“Two bands of gipsies (it is stated), at this time, and for
some years afterwards, infested the district (of Galloway),
and occasioned great loss to the inhabitants, by constantly
committing all sortsof depredations. One of them, headed
by Isaac Miller, acted as fortune-tellers, tinkers, and manu-
facturers of horn spoons; but they lived chiefly by theft.
The other, commanded by William Baillie,+ represented
themselves as horse dealers: but they were in reality horse
stealers and robbers. William Marshall, commonly called
Billy Marshall, belonged to the first-mentioned party; but
having killed his chief, at Maybole, who he considered was
on terms of too much intimacy with his wife or mistress, Billy
entered the army.! He afterwards returned, however, and
followed his former calling.”

From the same source we learn that, in the year 1732,
“ Margaret and Isabell Marshall,” with others of the same
kind, were brought before the quarter sessions for the Stewar-
try of Kirkcudbright, “as being vagrant people of no certain
residence, guilty of theft, pickery, and sorners and oppressors
of the country, and so common nauseances, and therefore
ought to be punished in terms of the acts of parliament
made against sorners, vagrants, Egyptians, &c.” The two
male prisoners (one of whom was John Johnstone, the Annan-
dale chief, who was afterwards hanged at Dumfries ; as Mr.
Simson inciderntally mentions), “ acknowledge that they kept
two durks or hangers that they had for defending of their

* Mackenzie's ‘¢ History of Galloway,"” in which, at pages 401-3, 433-4, and

493 (note) of Vol. II., there are various statements made regarding Marshall or
his kindred.

+ As Mr. Simson states that the Baillies were the chiefs-paramount of all the
Scottish ‘‘ gypsies,”" this William Baillie could only have been present in Mar-
shall's territory as a sowereign, not as a rival chieftain.

3 The Blackwood writer places the murder of his predecessor affer his desertion
from the army. And this version is more likely to be correct than the one just
quoted above, since the place of chief was rendered vacant by the deed. Appar-

ently, then, this Isaac Miller was ‘King of the Galloway gypsies" in the
beginning of the eighteenth century.
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persons.” All these prisoners were sentenced “to be burnt
on the cheeks severally, by the hand of the common hangman,
and thereafter to be severally whipped on their naked shoul-
ders, from one end of the Bridge-end of Dumfries to the
other by the hangman,” and after this punishment to be ban-
ished out of the Stewartry of Kirkcudbright “for ever.”
That these Marshalls were related to the chief of their clan is
quite likely. There is no doubt, whatever, regarding Anne
Gibson, “ daughter of William Marshall, the gipsy and robber
who had long harassed Galloway,”—who was transported to
“his Majesty's plantations,” in the year 1750. Nor is there
doubt, either, as to the ancestry of “ ¢ Black Matthew Mar-
shall,’ grandson of the said chieftain,” who is referred to in
Blackwood (Sept. 1817). But the “ prodigiously numerous”
descendants of this celebrated “ Galloway ” scarcely merit
attention.

The first—and only—occasion on which the Blackwood
contributor saw his redoubtable fellow-countryman, is de-
scribed in these words :—

“The writer of this, in the month of May, 1789, had
returned to Galloway after a long absence : he soon learned
that Billy Marshal, of whom he had heard so many tales in
his childhood, was still in existence. Upon one occasion he
went to Newton-Stewart, with the fate Mr. McCulloch of
Barholm, and the late Mr. Hannay of Bargaly, to dine with
Mr. Samuel McCaul. Billy Marshal then lived at the hamlet
or clachan of Polnure, a spot beautifully situated on the burn
or stream of that name ; we called on our old hero, he was
at home, he never denied himself, and soon appeared ; he
walked slowly, but firmly towards the carriage, and asked
Mr. Hannay, who was a warm friend of his,* how he was ?
Mr. Hannay asked if he knew who was in the carriage? He
answered, that his eyes ‘ had failed him a gude dale ;’ but
added, that he saw his friend Barholm, and that he could see
a youth sitting betwixt them, whom he did not know. I was
introduced and had a gracious shake of his hand. He told

* This friendship had an odd beginning ; for one of the stories told (by Sir
Walter Scott) of Billy Marshall relates to a highway robbery committed by him
on *“ the Laird of Bargally,” who, no doubt, was either this Mr. Hannay or his
predecessor.
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me I was setting out in life, and admonished me to ‘ ta% care
o' my har', and do naething to dishonor the gude stock o folk
that I was come o' ; he added, that I was the fourth generation
of us he had been ‘acquaint wi’’ Each of us paid a small
pecuniary tribute of respect,—I attempted to add to mine,
but Barholm told me he had fully as much as would be put
to a good use. We were returning the same way, betwixt
ten and eleven at night, . . . . the moon shone clear, and all
nature was quiet, excepting Polnure burn, and the dwelling
of Billy Marshall,—the postillion stopt . ... and turning
round with a voice which indicated terror, he said, ‘* Gude
guide us, there's folk singing psalms in the wud!' My com-
panions awoke and listened,—Barholm said, ‘psalms, sure
enough ;’ but Bargaly said ‘ the deil a bit o’them are psalms.’
We went on, and stopt again at the door of the old king: we
then heard Billy go through a great many stanzas of a song,
in such a way that convinced us that his memory and voice
had, at any rate, not failed him; he was joined by a
numerous and powerful chorus. It is quite needless to be so
minute as to give any account of the song which Billy sung;
it will be enough to say, that my friend Barholm was com-
pletely wrong, in supposing it to be a psalm ; it resembled
in no particular, psalm, paraphrase, or hymn. We called him
out again,—he appeared much brisker than he was in the
morning : we advised him to go to bed ; but he replied, that
‘he didna think he wad be muckle in lus bed that night, they
had ® tak the country in the morning’ (meaning, that they
were to begin a ramble over the country), and that they
‘were just lakin a wec drap drink to the hcalth of our
honours, wi’' the lock siller we had gi'en them.” I shook
hands with him for the last time,—he then called himself
above one hundred and twenty years of age!”

How long he continued to live in this retreat does not ap-
pear, but he is said to have died in the town of Kirkcud-
bright (which lies about twenty miles to the south-east of
Polnure), three years and a half after the meeting recorded
above, on the 28th of November, 1792. The circumstances
of his burial have already becn related ; but a slightly
different version must be referred to here. This version not
only states that “ he subsisted in his extreme old age by a
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pension from Dunbar, Earl of Selkirk,” but it adds that
“Lord Daer attended his funeral as chief mourner, to the
churchyard of Kirkcudbright, and laid his head in the
grave.”* Instead of the Earl of Selkirk himself, we have
here his second son, the “noble youthful Daer” who enter-
tained Burns. And this statement is a flat contradiction of
Mactaggart’s account ; whether we take Lord Daer or his
father as having been “chief mourner.” Mactaggart, it will
be remembered, affirms that the gypsy king “was buried in
state by the Hammer-men, which boay would not permit the
Earl of Sclkirk to lay his head in the grave, merely because
his Lordship was not one of their incorporated tribe.” One
would think that, even at this date, it would be no very diffi-
cult matter to ascertain which is the correct version.

Scott states that the grave of this savage chief was within
the ckurch of Kirkcudbright: others say, the church-yard.
As the present building is of modern date, and built on a
new site, it is possible that Marshall’s grave was situated
within the precincts of the old church. But if the “armorial
bearings ” upon his tombstone were sculptured shortly after
his burial, it seems plain that that stone did not form a
portion of the flagged pavement of the church. For these
emblems are cut upon the reverse side of the stone, which is
now standing erect. This is only worth referring to for the
reason that to be buried wit4in the walls of a church was
apparently a special honour paid only to the memory of men
of consideration, in former times ; the rank and file being
relegated to the churchyard itself. Be this as it may, the
tombstone of this “ Tinkler” chief is still to be seen in the
churchyard of Kirkcudbright, remounted on a modern base
(evidently by the hands of those of his kindred, whose
remains, after lives of less famous but of more honourable

* Mackenzie’s *“ History of Galloway,” Vol. I1. p. 403 (note). One of the
facts given in this book—namely, that Marshall killed his chief at Maybole in
Ayrshire—is taken from the ‘‘Life of James Allan.” Another reference to
Marshall, in this ¢ History of Galloway,” is the following extract from Chalmers's
¢ Caledonia*' :—** William Marshall, a tinker, died in Kirkcudbright on the
28th of November, 1792, in the 120th year of his age.” And the only additional
reference I have encountered is the announcement of his death in the Scots
Magazine of December, 1792—** [Nov.] 28, at Kirkcudbright, aged 120, William
Marshall, tinker. He was a native of the parish of Kirkmichael, Ayrshire.”
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description, are lying beside his). The inscription on his
gravestone is simply this :

THE REMAINS OF
WILLIAM MARSHALL,
TINKER, WHO DIED
28th Novr 1792,

At the advanced age of
120 YEARS.

And on the back, rudely carved, are the two ram’s-horns and
“ cutty-spoons ” crossed, of which Scott and others speak.
The Blackwood writer sums up the character of his hero in
words that echo the sentiments expressed by Mactaggart and
by Scott:—*It is usual for writers to give the character along
with the death of their prince or hero: I would like to be
excused from the performance of any such task as drawing
the character of Billy Marshal; but it may be done in a
few words, by saying that he had from nature a strong mind,
with a vigorous and active person; and that, either naturally
or by acquirement, he possessed every mental and personal
quality which was requisite for one who was placed in his
high station, and who held sovereign power over his fellow
creatures for so great a length of time: I would be glad if I
could, with impartiality, close my account here; but it be-
comes my duty to add, that (from expediency, it is believed,
not from choice,) with the exception of intemperate drinking,
treachery, and ingratitude, he practised every crime which is
incident to human nature, those of the deepest dye, I am
afraid, cannot with truth be included in the exception; in
short, his people met with an irreparable loss in the death of
their king and leader; but it never was alleged, that the
moral world sustained any loss by the death of the man.”
The poetical effusions with which Mactaggart concludes
his references to the gypsy king do not throw much addi-
tional light upon the subject. In these, various allusions are
made to certain of Marshall's most notable points—those,
at least, which latterly distinguished him and his kind from
their more “respectable” neighbours ; to his many drinking-
bouts, to his cudgel-fights, to his amorous nature, and to the
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annual gathering of all the Galloway gypsies, with their
“ wallets and cuddies” [asses], at the great fair of Keltonhill,
beside the old town of Carlingwark, now known under its
modern name of Castle-Douglas. And, like the writer
quoted above, Mactaggart recognizes in Marshall the last
real leader of the gypsies of Galloway:—

“The duddy deils, in mountain glen,
Lamenteth ane and a’ man ;

For sic a king they’ll never ken,
In bonny Gallowa man.”

The author of the Gallovidian Encyclopedia is the only
one who tells us that Marshall was of an old Galloway stock,
for the Blackwood contributor throws doubt upon his claims
to an ancestral right to the chiefship ; although it may be
noted that he proves “ Wull Marshall” to have been a some-
body during his earliest manhood. This Blackwood writer
—himself, presumably, of good descent—states that this dis-
tinguished gypsy “visited regularly, twice a year” his own
ancestors as far back as the time of his great-grandfather, at
which date Marshall cannot have been older than thirty or
thereabouts ; and the same writer mentions that his great-
grandmother knew him when she was “a very young girl,”
Marshall being her senior by fifteen or sixteen years ;—that
is to say, he was a well-known personage at that period.
The fact that he was in a position to serz upon a country
gentleman twice a year, “partaking of his hospitality,”
(and in return respecting the belongings of his host) speaks for
itself. But the other statements of this writer are sufficient
to prove his early celebrity. Since they place the date of
his ‘“accession” at the very beginning of the eighteenth
century, and record his famous battle near the Water of Doon
as having taken place in the year 1712. These facts, how-
ever, do no more than show that he reached his height at an
early date. Mactaggart speaks much more distinctly as to his
antecedents. He tells us that “he was of the family of the
Marshalls, who have been tinklers in the south of Scotland
time out of mind.” This, a local tradition, given to us by a
local man,—is worthy of some consideration. If it be true
that his people were known by the name of Marshall for
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very many generations (and this is pretty clearly what Mac-
taggart means to convey), then any one attempting to trace
his pedigree would not require to regard him as the descen-
dant of men bearing such surnames as Heron or Douglas,
along with the office of Marshall, as was suggested. His
own surname is cnough of itsclf.

There were really Marshalls in Galloway at an early date :
one finds them on the surface. Among those Scotchmen
who swore fealty to Edward I. in the yecar 1296, there was
a certain lord of Toskerton, in Galloway, dictus marescallus,
miles, * at other times called John le Mareschal de Toskerton,
who held the land of Toskerton, in that shire . . . and who
was forfeited by Robert 1.” (“ Bruce ”). This was most likely
the “John Mareschal” and “John le Mareschal, knight,”
who appears as the recipient of wages due to him by
Edward III. of England, for services rendercd to that
monarch, during the first half of the fourteenth century.*
From which it becomes probable that this John Marshall
was onc of those very “ Galloways” who sought to check
the carcer of Bruce, during his struggle for the monarchy.
The forfeiture of his lands by Bruce, and the fact that he
(for we may reasonably assume that it was he) was in the
pay of the English king afterwards; this English king being
the sworn foe of the Brucean dynasty—argues strongly in
support of this belief. If he was himself a * Galloway ” by
blood, he was then a Pict, or dubliglass, or Aloor, or gypsy. The
languages used in designating him give no cluc whatever to
his race. But when we hear it said that the Marshalls of
Galloway, represented last century by the “little dark-grey
man,” of whom we have been speaking, had been “ Tinklers ”
in that neighbourhood “time out of mind,” and when we
remember that the “ Tinklers of Galloway” (to use the com-
monest Scotch equivalent of “ gypsy,” or “ Moor,” or * Pict,”)
were the relentless foes of Bruce; and that this fourteenth-
century Galwegian leader, John Marshall, was throughout,
one of Bruce’s most consistent enemies—aiding the English
king after his own lands had becen forfeited as the penalty of
his opposition ; then the probability that the Marshall of

* Mackenzie's “ History of Galloway,” Vol. I. pp. 198 and 294. At either
page the facts are taken from Chalmers’s ** Caledonia.”
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the fourteenth century, like him of the eighteenth, was a
Pict, Moor,or Gypsy of Galloway, becomes very great. And
. it is quite likely that William Marshall, born 1671, was a
lineal descendant of this John Marshall, born in the thirteenth
century. There would be less reason for believing this if it
were not for the fact that, although used to denote an office,
then and subsequently—the word “ Marshall” appears to
have adhered as a surname to this particular lord of Tosker-
ton. Although previously styled *John /¢ Mareschal,” on
more than one occasion, the last reference made to him
(1346-7) speaks of * John Mareschal;” not “John #ke Mar-
shall” nor “ John of Toskerton,” but simply “ John Marshall.”
Wherefore, one may fairly assume that his male descendants
continued to bear that designation, as a surname.

It is curious to reflect upon the fact, already noticed, that
the word “marshall,” is etymologically considered, almost a
synonym for “gypsy.” We have seen that “gypsies” are
or were most notable horse-dealers and farriers: and that
a “marshall ” has been a “farrier,” in France and Britain.
Sometimes the word was amplified into “horse-marshall.”
The exact meaning must have been unknown to those who
used this expression : since a “marshall” was a maral-chal,
or ‘“horse-fellow.”* (Of which compound word, the first
portion survives in our English mare, and the word ckal is
still used to denote “a man,” among our “tory” classes.)
This word “marshall,” in more than one of its meanings,
would thus be a very appropriate designation of those
“travelling justices of the peace,” referred to by Mr. Simsou,
who supervised certain districts of Scotland, so recently as
last century, who were mounted men, and “gypsies.” A
specimen of these was seen in the Fifeshire “gypsy” chief,
Gillespie, who “rode on horseback, armed with a sword and
pistols attended by four men on foot, carrying staves and
batons.” Such men were styled ¢ peace-officers,” “con-
stables,” and “country-keepers.” One of these names,

* ¢ The *Ingliss hors Marschael ’ often occurs in the [Scottish] Treasurer’s
Accounts : 1498, April 22, ‘Item, giffin be the Kingis command to the Ingliss
hors Merchael, to hele the broun geldin, 18s.””” (Note to Kennedy’s ““Flyting " ;
Patterson’s edition of Dunbar’s poems.) See also Skeat's * Etymological
Dictionary.”
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“ constable,” is compared by Mr. Skeat to “ marshal,” in the
fluctuations it has experienced. Both have been used to
denote men of the highest rank: both are now used (in
America and in the British Islands) to denote the less exalted
office of “policeman,” though in France “marshal” is still
held in great esteem. In the Scotland of last century, such
a “constable ” as this Fifeshire chief assuredly held a position
much above that of a “constable” of to-day. There is, in
fact, no modern British official who can be regarded as his
equivalent. And it may be that the “gypsy” Gillespie
represents a still higher function, in remoter times. If such
hypothetical officials were those known to history as the
“marshals” of this or that district, and if they were of the
same race as those eighteenth-century *travelling justices
of the peace,” then such officials, marshals and constables,
were selected from the “gypsy” races. If the central
government of Scotland desired to keep the mosstrooping
gypsies in check, it is certain that no better pcace-officers
could be found than those mosstroopers who were loyal to
the crown.

There is less of speculation in the consideration of the
word “Tinkler.” For we know that the twelfth-century
“ Tinklers ” were recognized by William the Lion as forming
a distinct portion of the population of North Britain. Like
marshal and constable, iinkler has deteriorated during the
lapse of time. Whether it is still the common Scotch term
for a “gypsy,” or whether that word, and “ tinker,” are now
more generally used ; it is pretty evident that no one wishing
to do honour to the memory of a famous leader would put
“ Tinker"” on his tombstone,—as was done at Kirkcudbright
in 1792. Itis a difficult thing for men of this generation
to realise that Scotch “tinkers ” were feared by the farming
and labouring classcs, and entertained by landed gentry of
the highest rank (sometimes unwillingly), only a hundred
and fifty yearsago. And that these “nobles and gentlemen ”
paid a yearly tribute to such people ; either in the form of
money, or by giving them and their followers house-room
and food whenever they chose to demand it.

The real explanation can be nothing but this. That these
nomadic sorners were decayed Soroken, or nobles: that they



The Old Order “ yilding place to New.” 47

represented a system that ante-dated the polity under which
these modern squires and nobles had gradually grown into
power : that that ancient system—founded upon force—had
not yet, a hundred and fifty years ago, subsided into what
we should now call its proper level : and that the newer
system, “ the reign of law,” was not yet powerful enough to
assert itself completely, in the face of force. That is what
“black mail ” signified : that must be the true position of
those to whom that tribute was paid.

Even in William Marshall’s brief existence (for the longest
life seems short when one tries to measure the life of societies),
we can see the indications of this tendency—the setting of
the one star and the growing splendour of the other. When
he was living in his little cottage at Polnure, content to accept
as a favour the gifts that he would once have forcibly taken
as a right, addressing as ‘‘ your honour ” men of a class which
he once counted beneath his own, all his following com-
pressible into the narrow limits of his cottage-walls, his
greatest exploit the robbery of a farm-yard or a hen-roost,
Billy Marshall was hardly one remove above the common
“blackguard ” of to-day. But eighty years earlier? When
he was at the head of a powerful confederacy that terrorized
all the peaceable agriculturists and townsfolk of Galloway ;
when he exercised an absolute sway over such outlaws “from
the Briggend of Dumfries to the Braes of Glen-Nap and the
Water of Doon ;” when he could quarter himself and his
own immediate followers, wives, mistresses, and kinsmen,
upon any of the “nobility and gentry” of that territory,
without fear of opposition; when, although known to be
guilty of innumerable robberies and murders, no man pre-
sumed to have him brought to justice; when, backed by a
powerful force of painted savages, mounted, armed, and
equipped as completely as any Tartar tribe on the war-path,
he encountered an opposing force on the banks of the Doon,
and fought a battle as important (if we count by bloodshed)
as many that we now think worth chronicling in our news-
papers—what was this “ Tinker Chief” then? He was some-
thing—or, at least, he represented something—that was vastly
greater than the largest lordship in Galloway. He was
either landless, or he was the greatest land-lord in that
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territory. If his own forefathers had ever possessed a parch-
ment-right to any cstate there, that estate had passed away
from them in the days of Bruce. The Marshall-Picts had
become *“gypsics” a century and a half before the Douglas-
Picts. What his position by descent was, is uncertain: but
there is no doubt as to what it was in effect. If you look at
a map of Scotland, you will sce what the boundaries, beyond
which, “he well knew,” he ought not to pass, really signifies.
“From the Briggend of Dumfrics” means from the present
town of Maxwellton, the western bank of the river Nith.,
“To the Bracs of Glen-Nap and the Water of Doon” defines
his limits on the West—the ocean, and on the North-west
the northern extremity of the district of Carrick. And the
country so bounded is the province of Gallozvay, as it existed
after the twelfth century*—say, after the Norman conquest
of Scotland. Outside of this province, the Picts of Galloway
knew they had no right to go: that, if they tried to enlarge
their boundaries, they were invading a foreign country and
must fight their way. That they did try to do this, under
Marshall's leadership, we have seen, and with what result.

If ““Billy Marshall,” when he came of age, in the year 1692,
had taken to civilized courscs, and had become “a respect-
able member of society,” it is probable that his descendants
would now occupy a position of eminence, with all their
alliances duly entered in the stud-books, and the family-
pedigree so clearly printed that no one could question its
authenticity. But he did not do so. He preferred to live
the wild marauding life of his forefathers, at that time still
followed by many thousand British pcople. Instcad of going
with the tide, as he ought to have done, he stood still. He
was a /ory, as that word was then understood. And, as his
natural powers were almost incredibly strong, he lived through
a period of changes that affected him and his kind to a
tremendous extent. He lived to see the practices that, in

* Galloway-after-the-twelfth-century is commonly defined as consisting of the
modern counties of Kirkcudbright and Wigtown. But Marshall's province takes
in also the district of Carrick—the southern portion of Ayrshire. And, on the
strength of this fact, though it savours of ““begging the question,™ I am inclined
to think that Carrick ought to be counted a part of Modern Galloway, and that

it has only been omitted through a loose fashion of expressing Galloway by
modern countics.
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his boyhood, had been condoned and even practised by men
of rank, placed in the catalogue of crimes. To kill a man,
or to steal a horse, was a small matter in seventeenth-century
Galloway; at the clgse of the eighteenth century the man
who did either of these things was a criminal. When young
Marshall “took the country” at the head of a powerful body
of mosstroopers, he was simply a Border Chief of a type that
was then becoming old-fashioned ; when Marshall the patri-
arch—nevecr altering, to the very end of his life—started off
with his meagre band on such an expedition, after a night of
drinking and unholy songs, he and his comrades were nothing
better than a gang of outcasts and thieves. And it is because
his biographers have persisted in regarding him in the light
of modern times, never thinking how Marshall would have
fitted into the social life of 1692, that these writers—and
others like them—have seen nothing but what was ludicrous
in the “gypsy’s” claims to rank, and that of the highest
kind. Such men—no doubt without intending it—take up
precisely the position of the British snob who regards all the
natives of India as so many “damned niggers ;" although it
was only by dint of being very polite to such “niggers” that
we gained a footing in Hindostan. Because the Red Indian
of America is merely a “gypsy” in certain States of the
Union, is one to deny the historical fact that a century ago
he was the ruler of these districts, in whose eyes the wander-
ing white trader was the “gypsy”? Philip, the Pokanoket
chief—to take an example more near the time we are speak-
ing of—was a real power in the New England of 1676, and
a terror to half the colony; but if he had lived, on the scene
of his old exploits, to witness the Declaration of Indepen-
dence, what “ power” would there have been remaining to
him? If he had tZen been rash enough to take the life of
a colonist, he would simply have been treated as a male-
factor. In his day-to-day existence, he would have found it
necessary to work, or steal, or beg ; and any assertion on his
part of vanished greatness would have been received with an
incredulous smile by men of newer growth and unacquainted
with the history of him and his tribe. To judge Marshall
by what he was in 1792, is to form a very imperfect idea of
what he must have been a century earlier.
VOL. II E
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Setting aside his claims to high descent—which seem to
have been disputed—it is enough to gauge \Will Marshall by
the rank he actually held for cighty or ninety years, by what-
ever token his right to that position had been admitted by
his fellow-countrymen. And his position, as understood by
himself and his followers, was this: he had no equal in the
whole of Galloway. Farmers and farm-labourers and shop-
keepers were nobodies in the estimation of the Galloway
“gypsies;” and the “landed gentry” were so many vassals
whose duty it was to furnish them with food and lodging
when required, on peril of incessant trouble by robbery and
murder. To men who lived after the old fashion, these
“aristocrats,” though no doubt of their own stock (in many
cases) were only half-gentlemen. The Border “gypsy” re-
garded farmers with unbounded contempt ; and farmer-lords
were only a degree higher. All these people—sedentary
people, civilized people as we now recognize them—were only
there to be plundered and “sorned” upon. The deeds by
which these landowners held their estates were worthless in
the eyes of the Galloway Pict, whose only title was the strong
arm. Until they began to encroach too much upon the un-
cultivated country, and to build walls across common-lands,
these peaccable agriculturists and traders might live accord-
ing to their own fashion, and transfer, or prefend to transfer,
the land from one to another. But let no one attempt to
enter Galloway by force! Parchments and other legal pro-
cedurcs were harmless enough ; but forcible invasion of their
territory by outside *“ gypsies” was an affair of another order.
That large communitics of men could continue to live an
archaic life, quite blind to the march of progress as seen in
other communities within the same territory, seems wonder-
ful nowadays. But “gypsydom” can never be rightly under-
stood until this possibility is admitted as an actual fact.

So that “ Billy Marshall "—a landless vagabond, according
to modern ideas—was really the greatest landowner in
Galloway—in his own estimation and in that of his followers.
While this or that nobleman possessed an estate of such and
such an extent, the Gypsy Chief reigned over a territory
whose limits were the limits of Gallowway. And, however
much he and his like had suffered by the spread of modern
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civilization ; and although the terms of “gypsy” and “tinker”

have now become expressive of the lowest classes in our .
social scale; yet these Galloway marauders of last century

represent the latest phase of a very ancient and powerful

system. The plain little tombstone, with its simple in-

scription and grotesque emblems, that has been raised over

the remains of “William Marshall, Tinker,” in the old church-

yard overlooking Kirkcudbright town, records the existence of
an incorrigible old heathen, possessed, up to the last, of all

the faults and all the virtues of the savage chief. Such

people as he have quite fallen into disrepute throughout the

British Islands. And yet no one of his contemporaries filled

a position that was more intensely interesting. For this

man was really nothing less than the latest representative of

the Pictish lords of Galloway.
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CHAPTER 1II

GENERALLY, this remembrance of ancient rank forms one of
the most striking features of “gypsydom.” “With British
gipsies (says the writer in the “ Encyclopaedia Britannica,”)
one is bewildered by the host of soi-d7sant kings and queens,
from King John Buclle, laid side by side with Athelstan in
Malmesbury Abbey in 1657, down to the gipsy queen of the
United States, Matilda Stanley, royally buried at Dayton,
Ohio, in 1878.” The two cascs cited are not the most appro-
priate in a consideration of the Scottish divisions of the
race, but the remark itself applies with equal force to Scot-
land. Mr. Simson refers again and again to the high “pre-
tensions " of certain castes of North British gypsies.

That so many families claiming royal lineage should be
found among our lowest classes is not astonishing. History
tells us of change after change in the ruling dynasties of
these islands, and of the advent of races the most varied in
time and origin. During the last two thousand years enough
kings and nobles have sunk from power to furnish a royal
pedigree to half the population of the country. It is true
that the present Royal Family, and the present aristocracy,
inherit, to some extent, the blood of extinct dynastics. But
only to some extent. The Prince of Wales has lawfully
succeeded to various dignities ; but these are of such opposite
origin that they cannot possibly be typificd in the person of
one man. He cannot be, at the same time, a typical Prince
of Wales and a typical Prince of Scotland; a genuine Duke
of Cornwall and as genuine a Duke of Rothesay ; a perfect
specimen of the Lords of the Isles and an equally perfect
Earl of Chester; he cannot be a thoroughbred Plantagenet,
Stewart, Tudor, and Guelph—though a certain proportion of
the blood of each may run in his veins. The circumstances
that developed such titles have been matters of history for
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many generations ; the titles themselves are now merely
so many graceful honours, attaching by right of birth to the
Heir Apparent.

When, in a struggle between two factions, the one went
under, the chiefs of that faction were the very last that were
likely to appear in the ranks of the new aristocracy. They
were either killed or outlawed. The Douglases that obtained
lands and power in the latter part of the fifteenth century
were not the ckiefs of their race. These were hunted down
and killed ; or, when they managed to survive, it was only
as marauding banditti, or “gypsies.” - So, during the civil
wars that divided England at the same period, we are told
that “eighty princes of the blood, and the larger proportion
of the ancient nobility of the country” were slain ; and that
“many noble families were either extirpated on the field and
the scaffold, or completely ruined.” But when a family is
“ completely ruined,” it does not cease to exist. Being land-
less and penniless it disappears from the sight of all * respect-
able ” people, and the heralds very soon omit to chronicle the
births and alliances of its members. But they do get born
and married, nevertheless. And at what point does such a
family cease to forget its ancestry? Do the *banished
Duke” and his courtiers think themselves churls because
their places have been usurped ; or do they cease to address
each other by their titles because they have to camp like
gypsies in leafy Arden? And if their lost power is never
regained, do they not still continue to be kings and nobles,
in their owneyes ? Was the posterity of the Douglas leaders
likely to forget its headship of the Picts of Galloway, although
the Douglas lands and honours had been given to a younger
and half-breed branch, and to strangers ? Were they not still,
by virtue of their blood, Kings of the Faws, or dubk-glasses,
of the South-West of Scotland?

It has just been said that such “ banished Dukes” camped
like gypsies among the woods and fastnesses. But there was
more than /Jikeness ; there was identity. When such dis-
possessed nobles had to live from day to day, without either
revenue or beeves of their own, after what fashion did they
live ? Fate had decreed that the deer in the forest, and
the cattle in the fields were no longer theirs, legally ; but it i}
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not to be supposed that, therefore, they starved. Theidyllic
life of Shakespeare’s courtly outlaws may have been thcirs
occasionally, but they did not live from ycar's end to year’s
end singing catches “under the greenwood tree.” If they
were dispossessed Scottish nobles of the fifteenth century
(as the black Douglases were), they would shelter themselves
from the rain and snow under the covering of the turf-built,
conical wigwams, or the low, half-open tents of skin, or of
canvas, which were then *“the common building of their
country,” though we now call them the habitations of
“gypsies.” And if these outlawed nobles were the de-
scendants of any of the earlier J/auri, or “ blackamoors” of
Scotland, or of the later “black foreigners,” as were the
Galloway earls just referred to, and as were innumerable
other clans of the race of “Dubh of the three black divi-
sions,” then these coteries of marauding “kings” and
“ dukes” were, #n cvery detail, the people whom writers gene-
rally speak of as “ gypsies.” And, however ridiculous scemed
their high-sounding titles to people who were ignorant of
their history, these landless lords had once a legal right to
the titles they so usclessly clung to in their dcgradation.
The “ gypsy ” #ya had been once the 77 of Scottish history.*

The “king” of early British history, in general, was much
more regulus than rex ; more ria/ than £ing.  Withregard to
North Britain more particularly, this is pointed out by Mr.
Skene in various places (eg., * Celtic Scotland,” Vol. 1.
p- 343). And Northumbria, during the ninth century, was
partitioned into various districts, whose rulers were certainly
nothing more than »¢u/i. “There is no doubt that not long
before the accession of Kenneth Mac Alpin to the Pictish
throne the kingdom of Northumbria seems to have fallen into
a state of complete disintegration, and we find a number of

* This word 7ya is usually placed side by side with the Hindu rave/4, with
which it is almost identical.  But it is almost, or altogether, the same (also) as
the r7 or righ of Gaelic.  (The shorter spelling appears to be the earlier.) No
doubt the pronunciation of this word, in Gaelic, is usually ree, butitis also ry ;
as in Dal-ry (the king's dale), of which one spelling- -Dal-a-raidke (Dalriada)—
gives, according to Gaelic pronunciation, exactly the sound of Dal-a-rayak. In
Gaclic also, as in ““gypsy,” 77 or »pya is rather “‘a kinglet,” ‘““a chief,” “a
gentleman,” than a modern king.  The many ““kings” of Mr. Campbell’s

*“ West Highland Tales ” could not, it is clear, have been what we understand by
“Kking.” But they were exactly like the rya, or chief of the *‘gypsies.”
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independent chiefs, or ‘duces’ as they are termed, appearing
in different parts of the country and engaging in conflict with
the kings and with each other, slaying and being slain, con-
spiring against the king and being conspired against in their
turn, expelling him and each other, and being expelled. Out
of this confusion, however, one family emerges who appear
as lords of Bamborough and for a time govern Bernicia.”
(“ Celtic Scotland,” Vol. I. p. 373.) And we are told that
“ these dukes, or lords of Bamborough, seem to have had
some connection with Galloway.” Northumbria—a country
vastly greater than modern Northumberland, since it took in
South-Eastern Scotland up to the Forth—was thus, a thou-
sand years ago, altogether given over to marauding * kings”
and * dukes,” who—according to Mr. Skene—-were, in a great
measure, Picts, that is, Faws. Therefore, the chief difference
(and it is a vital one) between the Northumbria of the ninth
century, as pictured by a historian of unsurpassed ability,
and the Northumbria of the eighteenth century, as described
by the chief historian of the Scottish gypsies, is this—that, in
~ the ninth century, these painted tribes constituted the ruling,
if not the only power within that territory, whereas in the
eighteenth century the system that we call civilization had
almost wholly asserted its supremacy over barbarism. It
matters little, at the present moment, whether that civiliza-
tion was matured by a gradually-refining aristocracy of bar-
barians, or by the influx of people of a newer and higher
race, or by a combination of two such elements. It is
enough that it was so. It is quite clear that Mr. Simson’s
Northumbrian *“gypsydom ” was virtually the wreck of Mr.
Skene’s Northumbrian Picticism. Or, if this is not quite
clear at this juncture, it is more likely to become so as the
question is more closely examined. Thus the whole of the
South of Scotland (for Skene's Galloway of the ninth cen-
tury is not very different from his Northumbria of the same
period) was, a thousand years ago, the scene of many
rival conflicts between warring tribes of Picts, or Faws. And
this includes the North of England also, since Northumbria
included, at least, the modern county of Northumberland, as
well as a large division of Southern Scotland.

These Northumbrian chieftains were called “ dukes” by
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the monkish chroniclers who wrote about them. It is as well
to speak of them as “dukes.” We call them duces (in the
singular, 4ur), but no one can say that they were not spoken of
as dukes. 1f there is one thing more uncertain than another, in
questions of an archaological nature, it is this question of
accent. No one can say how the word duces was enunciated
in the ninth century. It is not unlikely (since we are told
that wen, vidi, vici was pronounced waynie, wecdie, weekie,)
that these duces were spoken of as dwkes.  Or, perhaps, in the
now obsolete accent (though it is quite a recent one, among
men of good education), as dooks. At any rate, ninth-century
Northumbria was distracted by the rivalries of innumerable
Faw dukes, very much as eighteenth century Northumbria
was, except that the latter was little more than the shadow
of the former (so far as concerns the doings of this particular
race). .

Ninth-century Northumbria—or Galloway of the same
period—is, of course, a great distance beyond the epoch of
the Wars of the Roses. But the principle involved is the
same. At whatever period one chooses to glance, one seen
innumerable jealousies between rival tribes, or kingdoms ;
and, out of this turmoil of rivalry, one dynasty emerges
triumphant. It may be “the lords of Bamborough” in the
tenth century, or it may be the Tudors in the fifteenth,—but,
at whatever time, one particular chiefship gains the ascen-
dency over the others, and these others, whether the scene
be Northumbria or England, disappear from history. But
the leaders of these varying factions counted themselves
“ kings"” quite as much as did thosc who eventually triumphed.
History—that arch time-server—may have ignored them
from the date of their final defeat, but *“kings ” these leaders
would still hold themselves to be. And, at the remote period
to which we are just now referring,—the ninth and tenth cen-
turies, namely,—these “kings” and ‘“dukes,” of Galloway
and Northumbria, were largely Picts, or Faws—that is,
Gypsies.

Our popular nursery tales are full of references to such
reguli ; who prove, by their ways and the extent of their
dominion, that their power and importance is very limited.
The West Highland Tales are full, also, of such “kings” :
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and Mr. Campbell received a great number of those traditions
from the narrations of “ Tinklers.” Henamesseveral. There
is the King of Sorcha, and the King of Laidkeann ; and we
have already referred to the King of Rualay. Many of such
kingdoms are nameless now. Others are still well-known in
Europe ; and these may, or may not (as recorded in legend)
point to a great antiquity. Such are the King of France,
the King of Spain, the King of Greece, A title may easily
be borne by a “king,” long after he has left the country. that
gave him his right to it. Whatever their origin, there were
several ‘ kings’ and ‘nobles’ of this sort in fifteenth-century
Scotland ; as the books of the Lord High Treasurer shew.
“In a ‘King of Rowmais’. .. ‘the Erle of Grece’ . .
‘King Cristal’ . .. and the ‘King of Cipre,’” says the
Encyclopedia writer, quoting from these records, “one dimly
recognizes four Gipsy chiefs.” And the “Lord and Earl of
Little Egypt” was formally acknowledged as a “peer” in
sixteenth-century Scotland.

Nothing but patience, and the critical examinations of
scholars, can ever tell us who such people really were.
Until the last generation or so, everything has been hearsay—
or mostly so. History of the Tales-of-a-Grandfather sort
has been quite content to accept everything printed as truz/.
Wiriters of that kind slump the earlier nations of Britain
under such a comprehensive and vague description as “ the
Picts and Scots.” Others tell us a little more by character-
izing them as so many “black herds ;” and relate how they
crossed the fenny watersof the Forth basin (“ the Scythian
Vale,”) in their skin canoes, and ravaged Wales and Southern
Britain. But they tell us nothing of the titles of their chiefs.
They were only the leaders of these “black herds of painted
people and vagabonds,”—Picts and Scots. Such leaders,—
black of skin, savage in nature, and yet possessed of the evi-
dences of a certain civilization (having jewels, gold ornaments,
chessmen of gold, of ivory,or of bone),—are confusedly remem-
bered in the popular traditions of Wales, of the Western High-
lands, and probably of other portions of the United King-
dom. And these legendary tales, in many cases, reveal those
savage chieftains as the kings, or regu/i, or dukes of various
neighbourhoods; in the centre of which is their stronghold. As,



58 Ancient and Modern Britons.

for example, the castle of the black “giant” Gwrnach, in the
Welsh Aabinogion ; or that of the Black Oppressor, or of the
Black Knight of Lancashire; or, more historically, that of
the Black Dubh-glass of Galloway—whose memory is still
execrated in that territory.

Without any more remarks of a general nature, let us turn
again to the consideration of the fory classcs of Scotland, as
thesc have figured in modern times, and regarding them
under their popular designation of gypsies or tinklers. By
scrutinising the person of a famous Galloway gypsy, we saw
that, in place of his bearing out—in the history of his family
and in his own characteristics—the accepted theory that such
people have straggled into Britain within the last few cent-
ries, “ Billy Marshall” displayed most strongly the attributes
that were the property of one or more of the earliest
known inhabitants of his fatherland. Lect us see if any
evidence of a parallel kind can be gleaned by the con-
sideration of any other Scottish gypsy of comparatively
recent date.

It may be remembered that, although Marshall was the
King of all the Torics in Galloway, there was some reference
made to another leader, of the same kind of people and in
the same territory, who was his contemporary. This man
was named William Baillie, and the writer who spoke of him
in this connection stated that he and his followers “ repre-
sented themsclves as horse dealers, but they were in reality
horse stealers and robbers.”

The recognition of #wo separate bands of these people,
living in the same territory but acknowledging a different
head, would at first sight seem antagonistic to the belief that
Marshall reigned supreme over tory Galloway. And it
really was not strictly accurate to say that that leader had
no “equal” in that province. This slip may be amended
by saying that he was the supreme chief of the Galloway
gypsies, when William Baillic was outside of the bounds of
Galloway. The reason for making this amendment will be-
come apparent when we look into the statements that are
made by Mr. Simson and others with regard to the Baillie
sept of the Scottish “gypsies.” If William Marshall, like
other gypsies of cqual rank, was a kinglet, or rye ; William
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Baillie was very much more. For he was a king, a baurie
rye, a very great gentleman indeed.

Of all the modern titular nobles, described by Mr. Simson
as Scottish gypsies, the head of the Baillie clan was facile
princeps. There was, it is true, a perpetual rivalry between
the Baillies and the Faws for the right to the “ gypsy crown :”
but until we can learn the pedigree of the family that was
specially distinguished by this latter name (once, as we have
seen, applied collectively to the Clarkes, the Winters, the
Herons, and other Border tribes ; and plainly signifying Pict)
—it is needless to speculate upon their possible right to the
supremacy. But with the Baillies it is otherwise.

So lately as the latter part of the last century, the leaders
of this formidable clan were men who arrogated to themselves
. the rank of gentlemen, and bore themselves as such. Not

“ gentlemen ” of the stamp that the heroine of the Wife of
Bath's Tale holds up for example (and which, of course, is
the highest kind), but “ gentlemen” of the Roger Wildrake
order ; “swashbucklers ;” “cavaliers.”* This is seen in a
story told by Mr. Simson (at page 196). “About the year
1770,” he tells us, “ the mother of the Baillies received some
personal injury, or rather insult, at a fair at Biggar, from a
gardener of thename of John Cree. The insult was instantly
. resented by the gipsies ; but Cree was luckily protected by
his friends. Incontempt and defiance of the whole multitude
in the market, four of the Baillies—Matthew, James, William,
and John—all brothers, appeared on horseback, dressed in
scarlet, and armed with broadswords, and, parading through
the crowd, threatened to be avenged of the gardener, and
those who had assisted him. Burning with revenge, they
threw off their coats, rolled up the sleeves of their shirts to

* The word *“ cavalier " has only an offensive meaping nowadays when used as
an adjective—the sense it then bears being ‘‘ arrogant,” ‘‘ overbearing,”  rude.”
It is with this shade of its meaning in view that it is used substantively above.
And it is not out of place to remark that the word ‘‘ rogue,” which was ultimately
applied to vagabonds and ‘‘gypsies,” signified originally a man of a *¢ cavalier ”
disposition. Mr. Skeat, in his ‘‘ Etymological Dictionary,” shows us that—as
French rogue, and Breton rog—this word is an equivalent of *‘arrogant, proud,
haughty, presumptuous, brusque.” Therefore, *‘cavalier” and ‘“‘rogue ” can be
used with equal fitness, in speaking of those sorners, masterful beggars, and such
lske runners about, who retarded so much the progress of civilization.
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the shoulder, like butchers when at work, and, with their
naked and brawny arms, and glittering swords in their
clenched hands, furiously rode up and down the fair, threaten-
ing death to all who should oppose them. Their bare arms,
naked weapons, and resolute looks, showed that they were
prepared to slaughter their enemies without mercy. No one
dared to interfere with them, till the minister of the parish
appeased their rage, and persuaded them to deliver up their
swords. It was found absolutely necessary, however, to keep
a watch upon the gardener’s house, for six months after the
occurrence, to protect him and his family from the vengeance
of the vindictive gipsies.”

William Baillie, the grandfather of these four “gypsies,”
has already been spoken of. He was “ well known, over the
greater part of Scotland, as chief of his tribe within the
kingdom.” A contemporary of his has described him as
“ the handsomest, the best dressed, the best looking, and the
best bred man he ever saw.” And another writer sketches
him thus :—* Before any considerable fair, if the gang were
at a distance from the place where it was to be held, whoever
of them were appointed to go, went singly, or, at most, never
above two travelled together. A day or so after, Mr. Baillie
himself followed, mounted like a nobleman—[Mr. Simson’s
ancestor, previously quoted, states that “ he generally rode
one of the best horses the kingdom could produce ; himself
attired in the finest scarlet, with his greyhounds following
him, as if he had been a man of the first rank:”]—and, as
journeys, in those days, were almost all performed on horse-
back, he sometimes rode, for many miles, with gentlemen of
the first respectability in the country. And, as he could dis-
course readily and fluently on almost any topic, he was often
taken to be some country gentleman of property, as his dress
and manners seemed to indicate.”

We shall find a parallel case to this of the Baillies (though
there are many others), by looking southward to Exmoor,
where, in the persons of the notorious Doones of “ Badgery,”
precisely the same characteristics are seen. It may be con-
venient to refer to that clan more particularly,—but every
reader of Lorna Doone is aware that they also were the dread
of their district, being guilty of endless acts of murder and
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rapine ; that they—like other “gypsies "—were never busier
than at local fairs ; that they—like the Baillies—were men
of proud bearing and good education; to which qualities they
—like the Baillies—added the claim of high descent. And it
is beyond question that such men, if found among the
Royalists of the preceding century, would not have differed
—in any degree—from many of their fellow-cavaliers.
However dark in complexion a Baillie was, he was not likely
to be swarthier than Charles II.: if he wore a gypsy love-
lock, tied with a gaudy ribbon, so did his brother cavaliers: if
he swaggered, and bullied, and rode through a crowd of pea-
sants with threatening looks and a brandished sword, so
would every alternate one of his comrades have done, had
they fancied themselves similarly insulted : and if, by a politi-
cal revolution, or by personal extravagance, such a family as
the Scottish Baillies had found themselves wholly bereft of
land and treasure ; and, finding themselves thus, had resorted
to means of violence, “enforcing a living on the common
road ;" they would only have acted as scores of ruined seven-
teenth and eighteenth-century “ gentlemen ” actually did. In
every way, such men were Zories. Their fault lay in not
recognizing the changed sentiment of the times. What at
one time was a common practice of the ruling classés (even
of the blood-royal, if Shakespeare’s Prince Henry may be
taken as a true picture)—became regarded, in course of time,
as criminal and disreputable. The swagger, the gay dresses,
the long hair, and the life of dissipation and crime, that were
inseparable concomitants of “Gypsy " life,—though latterly
regarded with disfavour by men of good station, were pre-
cisely the’ characteristics of the nobility of an earlier age.
Later on—such qualities, and the language of the classes who
displayed them, received the same contemptuous name,—
Sash. At the present day, no one with pretensions to good-
breeding would imitate the “loud ” manners, and ostentatious
style of dressing of the cavaliers. Noris it nowadays counted
more honourable for a reduced gentleman to live by sorning
and robbery, than to follow an honest calling, however humble,
So much higher is the nineteenth-century standard of gentil-
ity than that of the days of the Charleses.

Although convicted of the deliberate murder of his wife,
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James Baillie—one of the four brothers that distinguished
themselves at Biggar Fair—succeeded in obtaining a royal
pardon, “on condition that he transported himself beyond
seas within a limited time, otherwise the pardon was to have
no effect.” Not only did he quite ignore this condition, but,
on regaining his liberty, he resumed his former brigand exist-
ence; and, three years later, he was again sentenced to be
hanged. Again he was pardoned, on the same condition;
and again he scouted its terms. How often, afterwards, he
was imprisoned, and how often he attained his liberty, in one
way or another, is not particularly stated. But the fact that
a notorious thief and murderer was twice pardoned at a
period (1770-5) when hanging was an everyday matter is
rather startling. Or, at least, it would be startling, if we had
not already remarked a similar instance in Galloway. And
just as Billy Marshall lived under the protecting shicld of
the Selkirk influence, so had this James Baillie an advocate
in the person’of Mrs. Baillie, of Lamington ; to whose exer-
tions he is said to have been indebted for the pardons
‘referred to. A third case of this kind is also quoted by Mr.
Simson, the offenders being “ Captain ” Gordon, the head of
the Spittal gypsies, and his son-in-law, Ananias Faa. “They
were convicted and condemned for the crime [sheep-stealing
and threatening to kill]; ‘but afterwards, to the great sur-
prise of their Berwickshire neighbours, obtained a pardon, for
which, it was generally understood, they were indebted to
the interest of a noble northern family, of their own name.’”

Owing to the alleged aversion to owning the charge of the
possession of “gypsy ” blood, one might have some diffidence
in referring to particular families ; at any rate, when the date
under consideration is not very far removed from our own.
(When the period is more remote, such remarks cease to have
the slightest tinge of personality. For, even in the rare cases
in which a long pedigree is authentic from end to end, it only
shows one particular line of descent. An early ancestor on
such a tree is equally the ancestor of thousands of other
people, who may or may not be aware of their relation to him,
but who, in any case, would be as well entitled as any other
of his posterity to regard him as personal property.) That
the taint—if taint it be—is shared by a considerable number
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of people in the United Kingdom is shown by Mr. Huxley’s
statement, that the “ dark whites” constitute the majority of
our population. And if, as some gypsiologists aver—and as
there is every reason to believe—genuine “ gypsies,” of
thorough “gypsy” descent (and not merely nineteenth-
century men who have lapsed), can be found without the
faintest indication of “dark ” blood—and yet pure *‘ gypsies ”
—then the unreason and absurdity of the “ gypsy” prejudice
is revealed. For this would show, what everything in the
foregoing pages tends to prove, that “ British gypsy ” is only
an expression for “pagan” or “archaic Briton.” And that
the most a man of cultured ancestry can say is—that his
people ceased to be “ gypsies” at an earlier stage than some
others.

But, in the particular cases at present under discussion, it
is hardly necessary to say anything in the way of apology.
For the names of these “gypsies,” and their friends, have
been public property for some time past.

Although there is no proof that the celebrated Galloway
Faw was a kinsman of the Selkirk family, and perhaps the
actual chief (by blood) of one of its branches, this has been
inferred : with what justice may some day be ascertained.
But, in the instances of “ Captain” Gordon and James Baillie,
it is plainly stated that the two ladies of recognized position
who exerted themselves to save these two “ gypsies” from
the gallows, did so decause they were relations. Namesakes,
at any rate ; and relations in the case of Baillie. It is diffi-
cult to guess at any other motive that would prompt such
people to become the champions of notorious thieves and
cut-throats. In the last of these cases, it is stated that the
relationship was of an illegitimate kind, and that Baillie the
“gypsy ” was Baillie by surname, because he was the
offspring of an intrigue between a Baillie of Lamington and
a “gypsy ” girl. But, it has been already pointed out that,
if this had been so, it would knock on the head the theory
that the influential “ gypsy ” Baillies of the eighteenth
century were the male descendants of the influential “gypsy”
Baillies (or Bailyows—the name is admitted to be the same),
of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, which would be
manifestly absurd. Besides, not only is it alleged that James
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Baillie (of the Biggar Fair incident) “pretended” to be a
natural son of a Baillie of Lamington, but so did ‘his fathers
before him.” It is incredible that such ties between the two
families were formed in three or four successive generations,
or that they would be regarded by the reputable side of the
connection as so binding that everything must be done to
obtain pardon—again and again—for the crimes committed
by the morganatic branch. Nor is it likely, again, that if a
relationship did not really exist at all, as the use of the word
“pretended ” suggests, the landed Baillies would ever lift a
finger on behalf of a clan of alien “gypsies,” merely because
these claimed kinship with them.

Mr. Simson, the younger, arguing from his own standing-
point, speaks to the same effect: (and, indeed, the above
remarks are partly an unconscious reflection of the fol-
lowing) :—

1 am very much inclined to think that Mrs. Baillie, of Lamington,
mentioned under the head of Tweeddale and Clydesdale gipsies, was a
gipsy ; and the more so, from having learned, from two different sources,
that the present Baillie, of ——, is a gipsy. Considering that courts of
justice have always stretched a point, to convict, and execute, gipsies, it
looks like something very singular, that William Baillie, a gipsy, who was
condemned to death, in 1714, should have had his sentence commuted to
banishment, and been allowed to go at large, while others, condemned
with him, were executed. And three times did he escape in that manner,
till, at last, he was slain by one of his tribe. It also seems very singular,
that James Baillie, another gipsy, in 1772, should have been condemned
for the murder of his wife, and also had his sentence commuted to
banishment, and been allowed to go at large : and that twice, at least.
Well might McLaurin remark: “ Few cases have occurred in which
there has been such an expenditure of mercy.” And tradition states that
‘““the then Mistress Baillie, of Lamington, and her family used all their
interest in obtaining these pardons for James Baillie. No doubt of it.
But the reason for all this was, doubtless, different from that of * James

Baillie, like his fathers before him, prefending that he was a bastard
relative of the family of Lamington.”

At the same place (pp. 470-1), Mr. Simson hints that the
Duchess of Gordon, who obtained the pardon of “ Captain”
Gordon, was herself a “gypsy;” and the existence of
“ gypsies,” in great numbers, in all ranks of society, is a fact
he repeatedly insists upon.

But, all throughout, Mr. Simson is clogged with the con-
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ventional belief that “gypsies” are Orientals, who entered
these islands a few centuries ago (though there is no histori-
cal record of such an arrival) ; instead of being—as a fuller
examination of the question must inevitably prove them to
be—the un-christianized and un-modernized remnants of
various Oriental races, whose advent in this country, at a
much earlier period, is chronicled on a thousand pages of
history. Therefore, the most that Mr. Simson can urge, in
the case of “ Captain” Gordon is that the Duchess of Gor-
don who befriended him was herself a “gypsy.” Whatever
may be the ethnological history of her family (a well-known
division of the Maxwells) it is plain that the relationship
was much more likely to exist between the marauding chief
and her own husband, the nominal head of the Gordons,
than with herself. And the history of those Gordons
favours the idea. That they were once marsh-dwellers, or
“mossers,” is seen from the fact that the oldest title of the
Duke of Gordon was The Gudeman of the Bog; “from the
Bog-of-Gight, a morass in the parish of Bellie, Banffshire,
in the centre of which the former stronghold of this family
was placed.” Another title of this chief was T/ke Cock of
the North ; a style of name which, like Tke Wolf of Badenock,
and others,* once borne by men of real power, is now

® Other such names have been already noticed. It was remarked that the
early mormaers, or earls, of the territory of Buchan, bore the name of Mac
Dobharcon, that is, ‘‘the children of 7he Otter.” Also that one king of Alban,
in the tenth century, was known as Cuslean—in Latin, Caniculus— The Whelp »
that another was Hundason, The Som of the Dog: that the traditionary
Cuchullin was Zke Hound of Cullin, sometimes styled 4# Cu— The Hound, and
sometimes Cu nan Con, The Hound of the Hounds ; and that Allan, the swarthy
pirate that ravaged the Hebrides in the fifteenth century, was known as * the
black-skinnéd Boar.” The custom that gave rise to such titles was, it is
evident, the fashion of wearing the skins of various beasts, the animal chosen being
that which was the totem of the tribe. And that the whole tribe dressed itself in
one particular fashion was seen from an extract from a Gaelic poem, which stated
that—of three battalions in the army of the ‘‘King of Rualay”—one battalion
was composed of Cat-Aeads, and another of Dog-keads, and the third of White-
backs (*“brown the rest, though white the back™). This Dog-kead tribe is
known to have inhabited *‘ the marsh of the Dog-heads " (Moygonihy) in County
Kerry ; and to have been always at war with the race of Fionn. Other such-
named tribes that can be localized are the Cal/ves and Heifers (for so Mr. Skene
is inclined to render the Lugi and Merte of Ptolemy) of modern Sutherland, and
their neighbours the Cass, or Clan Chattan, Perhaps also the Adders of the
“black isle ” in Ross-shire, as suggested by the name Edderdale.

YOL. II F
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relegated to the ranks of prize-fighting “gypsies” of- the
Game Chicken order, or “ gypsy ” minstrels like the Soaring
Eagles and Cooing Doves of Wales. But the county of Banff
was not the earliest-known residence of the Gordons. They
are first found in Berwickshire, the district in which
“ Captain” Gordon and his band held sway. And we are
told* that the descendants of the first great man of the
family—those, that is, who remained in the earliest home
of the clan—*continued to possess their original estates in
Berwickshire till the beginning of the fifteenth century;”
in which century, the era of the Black-Douglas overthrow,
it is inferred that they became landless. But, though landless,
they did not cease to exist. And, if they acted like other men
of their time and station, they would continue to hold them-
selves as of as much consequence as ever, and take by force
what had formerly been theirs by law. They would become
sorners, or “ masterful beggars,” or (to use the more catholic
term) gypsies. Which would account for such a statement as
this—that “ in Berwickshire, the original seat of the Gordons,
the gipsies still retain the surname [Gordon],” and which
would account also for the assistance rendered by the titular
head of the Gordons to the chief of the Berwickshire division
of his race.

So, also, in remarking on the conduct of the lady of
Lamington, Mr. Simson assumes that ske was of “gypsy”
blood : which she may easily have been. But her maiden
name was not likely Baillie. In this case, also, the kinship
was evidently through the husband; more especially as
another squire of that blood was recognizably a gypsy.
Here, again, the presumption clearly is that the marauding
Baillies, who were gentlemen in manners, in dress and in
education ; who bore themselves as men placed above “the
common people,” though their real tangible warrant for
doing so had long been lost; and who, in their worst
moments, as robbers and murderers, were simply repro-
ductions of the medizval “noble ;” that these Baillies were
lineal descendants of the chiefs of their race, and that it
was for this reason that the more civilized branch of the
family did so much to aid them.

* Anderson’s * Scottish Nation,” Vol. IL. pp. 316-321.
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Of all the “gypsy” clans, none is of more importance
than that of the Baillies. Mr. Simson tells us that they and
the Faas (a most provoking surname, as it points nowhere)
are “ the two principal families in Scotland ;” “giving, accord-
ing to their customs, kings and queens to their countrymen.”
This recognition—among gypsies—of varying degrees of rank
is a fact of vital importance. That it is a fact, Mr. Simson
repeatedly mentions. “Among those who frequented the
south of Scotland were to be found various grades of rank, as
in all other communities of men. There were then [in
former times] wretched and ruffian-looking gangs, in whose
company the superior gipsies would not have been seen:”
(a statement which is quite in accordance with those made
by Mr. Leland and others, regarding the greatly-differ-
ing racial characteristics of *“gypsies,” who appear capable
of the most minute ethnological analysis). In referring to
the Johnstones of Annandale (known popularly as “the
Thieves of Annandale,”) he further says—“These were
counted a kind of lower caste than Baillie’s people, who
would have thought themselves degraded if they had
associated with any of the Johnstone gang.” Again, George
Drummond, whose manner of dancing the Morris-dance,
prototype of the harmless hornpipe and jig, has already
been referred to, is spoken of as “a gipsy chief of an inferior
gang in Fife,” and as being, “in rank, quite inferior to the
Lochgellie band, who called him a ‘beggar Tinkler,’ and
seemed to despise him.” Like Johnstone of Annandale,
this Drummond was a cki¢f, who never travelled without
his harem and his followers. Nevertheless, though chiefs,
there were “ gypsy ” castes higher than they.

That particular family of faws which latterly became
known by the surname of Faa, Faw, or Fall, was apparently
of nearly equal greatness with the Baillies. And in their
case, as in that of the Gunns, the Gordons, the Marshalls,
the Douglases, the Gremes, the Herons, and many others—
their social rank is more elevated the farther back one goes.
Prior to 1774, Henry Faa, a Border chief, “ was received, and
ate at the tables of people in public office,” and “men of con-
siderable fortune paid him a gratuity, called blackmail, in
order to have their goods protected from thieves.” In 1734,

F 2
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“Captain James Fall, of Dunbar, was elected memter of
parliament for the Dunbar district of burghs.” ¢ The family
of Fall gave Dunbar provosts and bailies, and ruled the
political interests of that burgh for many years.” “So far
back as about the year 1670, one of the bailies of Dunbar
was of the surname of Faa.” A century earlier, * John Faw,
Lord and Earl of Little Egypt,” was recognized as a man
of rank and authority, both by King James the Fifth, and by
Mary Queen of Scots; and McLaurin, in his Criminal
Trials, speaks of him as a ‘““ peer.” And, in the same cen-
tury, the Herons, whose descendant, Francis Heron, was
king of the English-Border Faws in the middle of last
century, were ranked among the most powerful clans on the
Border.

From this last-mentioned fact, it cannot be concluded
that Heron was necessarily the surname of this nameless
“Faa” family, in every generation. The original meaning
of faw having been gradually forgotten, it was confusedly
interchanged with such surnames as Winter, Clarke and
others ; as Wilson, in his Zales of the Borders has told us.
The first-named of these is included by Sir Walter Scott as
among ‘the most atrocious families” of the Borders, and
by his time he believes them to have been wholly extir-
pated.* But “ Faw” might have clung as a surname to any

* These Winters are referred to at pp. 96-7 of Mr. Simson’s ** History,” and
also in Sir Walter Scott's report of the gypsies in his shrievalty, transmitted to
Mr. Hoyland, Scott’s remarks upon the Border grames, formerly quoted, tend
to the same conclusion—namely, that the worst type of ‘‘ Picts " has long ago
disappeared. People like the cave-dwelling cannibals of St. Vigeans, Forfarshire,
who—in the fourteenth century—were eventually captured and burned alive by
the country people; or, like those other cave-dwelling cannibals, ‘‘ Sawney
Bean” and his incestuous clan, who—in the following century—infested a
certain district of the Galloway coast ; or, like the ferocious and untameable moss-
troopers generally—have been quite exterminated. The incessant and relentless
war between tribe and tribe, century after century, tells plainly of the continuous
elimination of the fiercer elements of these races. Where two tribes, equally
savage, lived in the same district, and in a state of continual antagonism, it is
clear that their numbers would constantly be thinning. Or where one ferocious
clan lingered on in a mountainous or marshy district-—long after the surrounding
country had been settled by people of peaceful tendencies (whether these were
new-comers or the cream of the older savages)—then that clan had either to
become civilized, or to be killed off as a league of criminals. So that, although

modern “‘ gypsies” are foris, as far as it is possible to be, yet they are not
unaltered specimens of the earliest Picts. The hideous Moor of heraldry has
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other family of Faws. Still, there is some ground for
believing that the later kings of the Border Faws were the
Herons of earlier history.

“1 am inclined to believe,” says Mr. Simson, ‘‘ that the
Faws and the Baillies, the two principal gipsy clans in Scot-
land, had frequently lived in a state of hostility with one
another. . . , . At the present day the Baillies consider
themselves quite superior in rank to the Faas; and, on the
other hand, the Faas and their friends speak with great
bitterness and contempt of the Baillies, calling them ‘a parcel
of thieves and vagabonds.’” In spite, however, of this last
remark, the Baillies must be regarded as distinctly the over-
ruling caste of the “gypsies” of the South-Eastern half of
Scotland (if not of the whole northern half of Great Britain,
including Northumberland). This will become apparent
presently.

Surnames do not form reliable supports in any genealogical
inquiry, extending over a great stretch of time. A dubk-
glass of Galloway may be the founder of a line of Scotts, or
of Moors, or of Mac Dubh-Galls, or of any of the similar
names already sufficiently reiterated. And from any one of
these may branch off innumerable Robert's-sons, Dick’s-sons,
Tom's-sons, and Will's-sons. The same family may be, as
Dr. Johnson learned, alternately called John’s-son and Mac-Ian
(which latter name is one of those popularly styled Gaelic;
but which may be as fitly called O/d English or Old Dutch,
since it is maga- or maag-Fan, ‘“the son of Yan™); or the
posterity of two brothers may become known, in the one line
as Saunders, or Sanderson, and in the other as Mac-Alastair.
While, again, a man may have received the surname of his
feudal superior, without having the slightest relationship to
his lord. A “Douglas’ man” was not, of necessity, a
“Douglas” (strictly so called).

Therefore, it would be somewhat rash to conclude that the
Baillies derived their unsurpassed rank, from the unequalled
position of the greatest man of their name. Nevertheless,

disappeared : partly by extirpation, partly by education, partly by intermarriage
with more refined races. When Hugh Miller’s colliers emerged from under-
ground, after an isolation of some centuries, they had no nearer *‘marrows ”
than the savages encountered in the memorable voyage of the Beagle.
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this is not unlikely. For the greatest (in rank) of the family
of Baillie, Bailyow, Balleul, Ballou, or Balliol, was once—as
everybody knows—the actual king of Scotland. The
Lamington Baillies,—those who identified themselves so
closely with the outlawed Baillies, and one of whom was, in
Mr. Simson’s eyes, a veritable “gypsy,”—these Baillies (if
not all of that surname) believe themselves to be the descen-
dants of John Baliol, the thirteenth-century king of Scot-
land. Which is quite in keeping with the exalted position
accorded to the Zory Baillies, claimed by them, and admitted
by those of inferior castes, who repeatedly affirm that “kings
and queens have come of that family.”

But Baliol is supposed to have been a Norman? And the
outlawed Baillies, being “ gypsies,” must have been men of
dark complexion, which the Normans are not supposed to
have been. If a descendant of the ex-king had really been
a man of swarthy skin, there would have been nothing
extraordinary in the matter ; since his own niece was married
to John, the Black Comyn, Earl of Badenoch. That she
herself was white, is hinted by the fact that the son of this
marriage was styled the red Comyn ; red or ruadl having
then the signification of “tawny,” and having been applied
to the half-breed branches of other black clans, such as the
Douglases and the Mercers. A daughter of this ruadk
Comyn—the Comyn slain by Robert Bruce—was also
married to the tenth Douglas chief, and so became the
grandmother of Archibald the Black. So that, at least, the
descendants of John Baliol’s sister became dubk-glasses. But
it is not necessary to assume that his own direct posterity
mixed their blood with that of the “ Moors.” The nomadic
Baillies of this century are described as, “in general, of a
colour rather cadaverous, or of a darkish pale; their cheek-
bones high ; their eyes small, and light-coloured ; their hair
of a dingy white or red colour, and wiry ; and their skin,
drier and of a tougher texture than that of the people of
this country.” That is, of the people of this country who
have lived civilized lives for many generations. The
“ Autocrat of the Breakfast Table” tells us that the posses-
sion of wealth for only four or five generations ¢ transforms

arace:” and what is true of individual families is true of
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societies. People who have never forsaken the wild life
of our common ancestors cannot be expected to be identical,
in body or in mind, with those who have made use of the
accumulating culture of many centuries.

This elastic nature of the term “gypsy ” (and its compre-
hensiveness is realized by few) allows us, therefore, to regard
the outlawed Baillies as direct descendants of the powerful
Baliol family. ¢ Gypsies,” we are beginning to see, are of
the most diverse character. This is not only enunciated
very distinctly by Mr. Simson ; but, in a more indirect way,
by Mr. Leland also. For, in spite of his various allusions to
the “gypsy eye,” and to the “black blood” that, beyond
question, marks the great majority of “gypsies,” he yet
includes, in his list of their various tribes, such clans as the
Bosvilles, Broadways, Grays, and Smalls, who are pure
“gypsies,” and, at the same time, of fair complexion.*
Moreover, he says of the class generally (for one cannot, in
the face of such statements, speak of the gypsy race) :—“In
the Danubian principalities there are at the present day
three kinds of gypsies: one very dark and barbarous, another
light brown and more intelligent, and the third, or iz, of
yellow-pine complexion, as American boys characterize the
hue of quadroons. Even in England there are straight-
haired and curly-haired Romanys, the two indicating ot a
difference resulting from white admixture, but entirely different
original stocks.” These two last divisions may be held to be
fairly represented by the long-haired, cave-dwelling ciuthacks
of West Highland tradition (the “glibbed ” fories of Queen
Elizabeth’s time) ; and by the curly-headed Moors of British
heraldry (historic specimens of whom are visible in the curly-
haired, swarthy Silurian “ Picts”). At any rate, it is easy to
see why—on the ground of difference of race—the I.och-
gellie caste of Fifeshire * gypsies” should despise the alleged
“inferior” race of Fifeshire Drummonds; or why the
Baillies “ would have thought themselves degraded if they

had associated with any of the Annandale Johnstones;” or

*® This is negative evidence, Mr. Leland does not characterize these clans
as ‘‘half-bloods” : therefore, it is to be presumed he regards them as pure,
It is important, however, to observe that most of his ‘‘fair” families are
labelled *¢ half-blood.”
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why the Baillies should “ consider themselves quite supetior
in rank to the Faws.”

And this last parallel may perhaps start from a very im-
portant historical fact. For, let it be granted that the so-
called “gypsy” Baillies are the posterity of the Norman
king, and it will be evident that they had an ancestral reason
for their self-conceit. Because the Balliols were of a race of
successful conquerors ; because their dynasty was for a while
the ruling family in the country ; because the Normans had
achieved a higher civilization than the Picts, under which
denomination the Faws must, of course, be classed. The
clan that came to be known specially as that of “the Faws,”
being so high in rank that it rivalled that of the Baillies,
must have been of a comparatively high caste; much above
those “ wretched and ruffian-looking gangs, in whose company
the superior gipsies would not have been seen.” But they
were Faws. Therefore, of the race, or races, that the
Normans overcame. There is great significance in this im-
memorial enmity of the Baillies. For the Normans are no-
where stated to have practised the customs of painting or
tattooing. And the Balliols are supposed to have been
Normans: therefore, they were not Faws, but the enemies of
such.

This view of the ancestry of the Zory Baillies, accords well
with what we know of them. For, though daring and
intractable outlaws, they have been always, so far as one
may see them—men of brave presence and of good educa-
tion: quite the equals, in every respect, of the highest
classes of their neighbourhood ; with whom they associated
on equal terms, as stated on several occasions. The only
differences between these and those were—and they were im-
portant differences—that, while the ordinary nobility and
gentry of, say, William Baillie’s time (about 1700), were
believers in the spread of liberty, of education, and of peace,
the zory Baillies, and others like them, adhered to the ideas
of earlier times, when a “noble” or a “gentleman” was
simply a robber on a very large scale, who took as much
land, and money, and power as his weaker neighbours per-
mitted him to take, and who paid no heed whatever to any
assertion of individual right, where the individual had not a
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backing of armed followers. (It is true that many kindly
and graceful acts are recorded of such #ories, in the way of
giving to the poor what they had taken from the rich, but
these were the outcome of a generous impulse; not the
acknowledgment of a demand) Hence, though worthy
enough representatives of the eleventh century, such men
became less and less in harmony with the spirit of their time,-
in each generation; as the rights of all men, strong or weak,
became more fully recognized. Consequently, they who
were once within the law became out-lawed; for, in the
modern estimation, what was once legal, or, at least, permis-
sible, is now crime. Thus, those Baillies who would not adapt
themselves to the newer ideas, and grow with the growth of
the nation, became, by degrees, a caste of landless outcasts,
without a fragment of that kind of power that the national
law recognized (though their ancient right of command was
still admitted by men of their own stamp).

It must be remembered that such #ories, though faithful
reproductions of their ancestors, represent only one phase of
the ancestral life. They are, as it were, petrifactions. They
are some of the roots out of which the British nation has
grown. Just as druidiszn or magic, fortune-telling, juggling,
astrology, and superstition, still exist among “gypsies” and
charlatans; while astronomy, science, and a high religion,
have been developed from the same fundamental source; so
the aggressive characteristics of these stunted “gypsies” are
seen in the conquests of the British people: and so the
higher attributes of this or that “gypsy” tribe are displayed
in the civilized familiecs who bear the same name and inherit
some of the same blood. The #7y Baillies are certainly
reproductions of the medizval noble, but not of a/ his
qualities. Those intractable robbers are suitablée descendants
of the Norman invaders ; but the qualities of the founder of
Baliol College were most fully inherited by such a man as
Robert Baillie of Jerviswood, “the Scottish Sidney.” Mr.
Simson may say, with all truth, “The nomadic gipsies in
general, like the Baillies in particular, have gradually declined
in appearance, till, at the present day, the greater part of
them have become little better than beggars, when compared
to what they were in former times.” But these only con-
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stitute the sediment of their race. What one loses another
gets. The fory Baillies have withered away: but the blood
of the same stock has flowed in the veins of thousands of
civilized and often eminent men.

In short, then, the claims of the “gypsy” Baillies to the
“gypsy” crown seem well-founded. Though, in one sense,
‘“the sediment of their race,”—it is by no means certain that
they are not its hereditary aristocracy. That is, by right of
primogeniture.  This, indeed, is what they claim. When
Mr. James Simson speaks of “the presumptuous pride, the
overweening conceit of a high-mettled Scottish gipsy; his
boasted descent—a descent at once high, illustrious, and lost
in antiquity ; his unbounded contempt for the rabble of town
and country "—he has in view that very class of *“gypsies”
of which this particular clan is avowedly the chief. It is
their boast that ‘“kings and queens” have come of their
family ; and their superiority is recognized by “gypsies” of
every degree of caste. To give every warrant to this asser-
tion,—the very branch of civilized Baillies that made such
strenuous cfforts to save the lives of their discredited name-
sakes, assert the same thing. The Lamington Baillies have
good reasons for believing themselves to be of a race that
gave at least one king to Scotland. An oral tradition,
handed down through centuries from sire to son is by no
means infallible ; but those who have studied such things
know how startlingly true such inherited beliefs some-
times are ; and how, after many generations, the discovery of
a lost document, or a lost fact, will demonstrate with absolute
certainty the truth of an unwritten tradition. It is impossible
to understand the attitude of the o7y Baillies, or of any of this
type of “gypsy,” without perceiving that they are cases in
point. No ordinary scamp, ignorant of grandparents, or
even of parents, could possible look down with contempt
upon those of his contemporaries who possess the wealth, the
education, and the authority of his day and generation ; the
men who may almost be said to hold his destiny in their
hands. It is incredible that such a man could hold the firm
conviction that his descent was “at once high, illustrious, and
lost in antiquity,” and that all the magistrates and “swells”
throughout the land were so much “rabble.” But such a



A Daughter of the Tories. 75

standing-point is perfectly conceivable in a man of really
high descent, however degraded he may be himself.

This opinion, that the “gypsy” Baillies and the landed
Baillies of that particular district of Scotland were, substan-
tially, the same people, has received confirmation from an
additional fact recently brought to light (and after the pre-
ceding sentences were written).

The English-speaking world has lately read and heard a
great deal about the private life of one of these Baillies,—
certainly not the least eminent of all that clan. In her
Letters and Memorials, so recently published, Mrs. Carlyle
states that . . . “my maternal grandmother was ‘descended
from a gang of gipsies;’ was in fact grand-niece to
Matthew Baillie who ‘suffered at Lanark,’ that is to say, was
hanged there . . . . By the way, my uncle has told me that
the wife of that Matthew Baillie, Margaret Euston by
name, was the original of Sir W. Scott's Meg Merrilees.#
Matthew himself was the last of the gipsies; could steal a
horse from under the owner if he liked, but left always the
saddle and bridle ; a thorough gentleman in his way, and
six feet four in stature!”

It is possible that Mrs. Carlyle’s uncle may have mixed
up the pedigree a little. The Matthew Baillie who married
Margaret Euston (Yowstor; sometimes Yorstoun ; some-
times Yorkston) was certainly not *the last of the gipsies,”
even of those bearing his own surname, For he had a son,
Matthew, and many other descendants, recognized as
“gypsies.” But we may accept as a fact that the Matthew
Baillie, senior, was the great-uncle of that Jane Baillie,
whose celebrated granddaughter has given an added interest
to the Baillie lineage. Jane Baillie’s grandfather, therefore,
was a brother of this elder Matthew Baillie; and these two
were sons of the celebrated William Baillie, king over all
the gypsies in Scotland ; accounted by one who knew him
to be “the handsomest, the best dressed, the best looking,

* This adds one to the many *‘originals ” of Meg Merrilees. Jean Gordon,
Billy Marshall's wife Flora, his sister, and now Margaret (who, by the way, is
sometimes called AMary) Yorstoun. At Gilsland, also, a belief has been
developed that *‘ Meg Merrilees ” lived there, and they show you her cottage as a
proof of it.
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and the best bred man he ever saw:” “the stories that are
told of this splendid gipsy (says Mr. Simson) are numerous
and interesting.” And Miss Baillie’s grandfather was also,
therefore, an uncle of those four cavaliers who, throwing
off their scarlet coats, and rolling up the sleeves of their
shirts to give full play to the sword-arm, *furiously rode
up and down the fair” at Biggar, “with glittering swords
in their clenched hands,”—roused by an insult offered to
their mother, the celebrated Margaret Yowston, or Yorkstoun,
wife of the elder Matthew Baillie. With this part of her
lineage before our eyes, can we wonder that a personal friend
of William Baillie’s eminent descendant should have said
of her, that “she was the proudest woman—as proud and
tenacious of her dignity as a savage chief”?

To speak of Mrs. Carlyle as “a Baillie” is not strictly
correct. But she was as much “a Baillie” as she was “a
Welsh.” Had her connection with the Baillies come to her
through her father, she would have been spoken of as “a
Baillie "—though not inheriting any more of that blood than
she actually did. To speak of her as “a gypsy” would be
quite incorrect ; unless one held, with Mr. Simson, that the
descendants of gypsies—though after generations of civiliz.
ation—ought always to be regarded as “ gypsies.” But
Mrs. Carlyle was, by blood, as much “a Baillie” as any
other of her Baillie kindred ; unless their fathers had married
back into the same stock.

Carlyle does not seem to have fully realized the exact
nature of his wife’s Baillie lineage. He does not speak of
her kin as “ gypsies.” In the second volume of his Reminis-
cences (page 103) he says—“ By her mother’s mother, who
was a Baillie, of somewhat noted kindred in Biggar country,
my Jeannie was further said to be descended from ‘Sir
William Wallace’ (the great) ; but this seemed to rest on
nothing but air and vague fireside rumour of obsolete date.”
Again (at page 128 of the same book)—* Walter [Welsh,
Mrs. Carlyle’s maternal grandfather] had been a buck in his
youth, a high-prancing horseman, etc.; I forget what image
there was of him, in buckskins, pipe hair-dressings, grand
equipments, riding somewhither . . .. He had married a
good and beautiful Miss Baillie (of whom already) and settled
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with her at Capelgill, in the Moffatt region . . . . From her
my Jeannie was called ‘ Jane Baillie Welsh.””

The impression derived from these remarks of Carlyle’s is
quite in keeping with the statements made by Mr. Simson,
as to the fine manners, rich dress, and good education of
this Jane Baillie's great-grandfather (“Captain” William
Baillie) and the other near relatives of that “splendid gipsy.”
His great grand-daughter is remembered as “a good and
beautiful Miss Baillie ;” she is regarded as the suitable wife of
a dashing young squire ; and there is no word of her “ gypsy ”
belongings. If we had learned these facts about her fore-
fathers through some other source, who would ever have
thought of calling her a “gypsy”? We should probably
have said that these Baillies, by their bearing, education, and
dress, were nothing else than broken-down aristocrats,—the
landless descendants of the cavaliers of the preceding (the
seventeenth) century.

What may be regarded as the most important point—zke
point of the evidence brought forward by the Carlyles*—is
the statement that Jane Welsh was descended from the Scotch
hero of the thirteenth century Zkhrough these very “ gypsy”
Baillies—through a race of assumed wanderers who “entered
Europe about the fifteenth century.” Not only does this
fact show, by implication, that (like other Scotch-gypsy
families) these Baillies have been associated with the history
of Scotland from a very early period, but it also helps to
clinch the connection between the landed and the landless
sections of that race. For this alleged descent from Sir
William Wallace is one of the articles of belief of the family
who did so much to succour the “gypsy” Baillies when in
distress,—saving them from death and banishment, on several
occasions. *“ It is traditionally stated that the celebrated Sir
William Wallace acquired the estate of Lamington by
marrying Marion Braidfoot, the heiress of that family, and
that it passed to Sir William Baillie on his marriage with

* Quoted from Mr. Froude's ‘‘Letters and Memorials of Jane Welsh
Carlyle,” Vol. IL p. 54 ; also from pp. 103 and 128 of the second volume of
Carlyle’s ‘* Reminiscences.” It is perhaps superfluous to add that the reference
to Mrs. Carlyle’s characteristics is found in the article contributed to the Con-
temporary Review (May, 1883) by Mrs. Oliphant.
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the eldest daughter and heiress of Wallace. The statement,
however, is incorrect. Sir William Wallace left no legitimate
offspring, but his natural daughter is said to have married
Sir William Baillie of Hoprig, the progenitor of the Baillies
of Lamington.”* So that, peaceable squire and robber-chief,
the same pedigree is claimed by each.

When one glances at these Baillies, in the mass, there
seems no reason why one should ever imagine that they
owned a differing origin. Biggar, Lamington, Lanark (where,
alas! Matthew Baillie was at last doomed to “suffer ”),—all
these, and other localities connected with that name, are
situated within a radius of twenty miles orso. The favour-
ite family-naines of the two sections of the clan are the same.
The celebrated * Captain” William Baillie (who was killed
in November 1724, and of whom we have just been speaking)
was succeeded in his fory kingship, by his son Matthew (the
husband of Mary Yorstoun); and the four sons of this
Matthew that have been noticed in the incident at Biggar
Fair were named respectively— Matthew, James, William
and John. Hoprig and Lamington seem to be the names of
the oldest possessions accorded to this clan, and that chief of
the name who is said to have married the daughter of Wal-
lace, and who is described as the lord of these places, was
a William Baillie. It must be through him that Mrs. Carlyle,
and other descendants of the “gypsy ” William Baillie, claim
a descent from the hero of Scotland. Itis through him that
the records of the other branches (not called *gypsies”)
proclaim a like ancestry. The names of the four “gypsy”
Baillies, just named, may be found among the “ civilized ”
divisions of the same stock. Matthew Baillie, a boy of nine
years old at the time when his namesake, with his three
brothers, was scaring the peasants at Biggar Fair,—is known
to history as “ a distinguished anatomist and the first physician
of his time.” And his sister's name is more widely known
than his—the celebrated Joanna Baillie. These two—
brother and sister—were born in Lanarkshire (1761-2) and
were the children of Dr. Fawmes Baillie, a Presbyterian
clergyman, and latterly a professor of divinity in Glasgow
University. This James Baillie was believed to have

® Anderson’s ¢‘ Scottish Nation ” : name Basllie.
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descended of the Baillie of Jerviswood line,—an offshoot
from the Lamington stock, which branched off in the person
of a ¥okn Baillie. In looking at these Baillies from the
“ stud-book ” or Herald’s Office point of view, we discover
“that Mr. Alexander Baillie of Castlecarry, a learned anti-
quarian, was of opinion that the family of Lamington were
a branch of the illustrious house of the Baliols, who were
lords of Galloway, and kings of Scotland.”* In viewing the
condition of those members of the clan who represented
toryism, we see that their eldest-born was held, by all men of
that kind in Scotlalnd to be the daurie rye, ard-ri, or King of
all the “gypsies” in the country ; that, therefore, being lord
of the lord of Galloway, he was himself lord of Galloway ;
and that his family was believed by all their archaically-dis-
posed followers to have “given kings and queens to
Scotland.” What difference between the two varieties of
these Baillies was there but this—that the one, throughout
a constantly increasing civilization, adhered to the ideas and
manners of the remote ancestors common to both divisions,
—while the other continued, generation after generation, to
rise to the level of the tide of progress? A Baillie who
lived after the fashion of the horse-stealing “gypsy” who
* suffered ” at Lanark was no rarity in that part of Scotland
a thousand years ago ; he was then the rule. But a Baillie
who was born in a “manse,” or who lived a quiet, harmless
life as a country squire,in a modern mansion, and in the
modern way, was a being who could not possibly have
existed under the conditions prevailing in Lanarkshire at the
date of the War of Independence in Scotland. If there
could be no such thing as increasing culture ; if Scotland had
ceased to advance in the thirteenth century ; a// of these
Baillies would have been “ gypsies.” There would have been
no manse, and no mansion ; and, instead of the trim, sleek
ways of modern life, in the houses of the well-to-do, there
would have been the dingy, turf-built wigwam, or the rude
gypsy-tent, at one time “ the common building of the coun-
try,”—without a chimney but the hole in the roof that served,
in windy weather, to blow the smoke downward into the
tent,—without any of the thousand household comforts of

* Anderson’s *‘ Scottish Nation” : name Basllie.
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the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries,—and with the
primitive “gypsy” modes of cooking that were commonly
practised in the Scotland of earlier days.

It is not to be supposed that this divergence between the
two kinds of Baillies began at one easily-determined date ;
and that, from that period onward, the one division went
on its way “civilizing,” while the other continued as steadily
todecay. Nothing but a complete knowledge of all the
histories (not the alleged histories) of all the families of that
clan could enable one to realize the truth. This is as impos-
sible to obtain as it is superfluous. But one can guess that,
in each generation, there was at least one conversion from
gypsydom to civilization. Some Baillies have been “educa-
ting ” themselves for centuries—others for generations only.
When Joanna Baillie’s father was an inoffensive divine, Mrs.
Carlyle’s ancestor was a fierce, marauding robber, a gentle-
man-of-a-very-old-school. But it must only be necessary to
ascend Joanna Baillie’s family-tree a little higher, in order to
discover that she, too, possessed forefathers of a like type to
Matthew Baillie, the “gypsy.” Even one of the best
specimens of her’clan, Robert Baillie of Jerviswood, “the
Scottish Sidney” (a probable ancestor of Joanna Baillie),
belonged to a period when he might have lived as reckless
and wild an existence as his contemporary, Captain William
Baillie, without losing caste. It does not require much
acquaintance with seventeenth-century ideas, to be able to
say this. And, as a matter of fact, we know that the “ dis-
tinguished gypsy ” just referred to, used to associate on an
equal footing with “gentlemen of the first respectability in
the country.” And that he himself not only was a gentle-
man by education and in manners, but a very prince of
men : “the handsomest, the best dressed, the best looking,
and the best bred man I ever saw,” says one of his local
contemporaries. “ He was considered, in his time, the best
swordsman in all Scotland :” and “his sword is still preserved
by his descendants, as a relic of their powerful ancestor.”
Such a man, had he chosen, might have rivalled a Raleigh,
or a Drake: from whom he did not differ in any essential
degree. If the eighteenth-century descendants of Drake
and Raleigh had lived as their great ancestors did—if they
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had been genuine #ries—they would have been little else
than outlawed adventurers, as liable to be hanged as any-
“gypsy ” Baillie. And, being foyies, their way of dressing
would have been that of their sixteenth-century ancestors—
and of high-caste “ gypsies.” One reads everywhere that the
gypsies wore dresses of scarlet and of green: what did the
sixteenth-century Cavaliers wear? Certainly not the “sad-
coloured ” garments of the nineteenth century. The class
that—eighty years ago—most resembled the Cavaliers, in
dress—as in other traits—was assuredly our British
“gypsies.” When Mr. Borrow’s friend, Jasper Petulengro,
came in his best attire to visit the strangely-associated
dwellers in “ Mumpers’ Dingle,” he was dressed much more
like a Cavalier, than any ordinary gentleman of that period :
—*“with a somewhat smartly-cut sporting-coat, the buttons
of which were half-crowns—and a waistcoat, scarlet and
black, the buttons of which were spaded half-guineas ; his
breeches were of a stuff half velveteen, half corduroy, the
cords exceedingly broad.” His shirt was of “very fine
white holland.” “ Uander his left arm was a long black whale-
bone riding-whip, with a red lash, and an immense silver
knob. Upon his head was a hat with a high peak, somewhat"
of the kind which the Spaniards call calané, so much in
favour with the bravoes of Seville and Madrid.” Among the
articles of his wife’s apparel was a necklace of “what seemed
very much like very large pearls, somewhat tarnished,
however, and apparently of considerable antiquity.” She
had inherited this “from her grandmother, who died at the
age of a hundred and three, and sleeps in Coggeshall
churchyard. She got it from her mother, who also died
very old, and who could give no other account of it than that
it had been in the family time out of mind.”* These people
when they took it into their heads to go to church, selected
the (then vacant) pew of the lord of the manor as their
proper place: and the fact that they could not read the

* Mr. Borrow’s gypsy descriptions, though placed before us in a half-fictitious
framing, are believed to be from life ; and the eccentric doings of the *“ Romany
Rye” are understood to be largely the experiences of the author himself.
Therefore, the above quotations can be reasonably accepted as the descriptions of
realities.

VOL. IL G
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Prayer-Books which they held in their hands rather increases
than diminishes their affinity with the gentry of an earlier
period, who despised such attainments as only fit for
“clerics” and “scriveners.” These were gypsies of England,
but Mr. Simson has much the same thing to say of the high-
caste gypsies of North Britain. “ I have already mentioned
how handsomely the superior order of gipsies dressed at the
period of which we are speaking [more than a century ago].
The male head of the Ruthvens—3a man six feet some inches
in height—who, according to the newspapers of the day,
lived to the advanced age of one hundred and fifteen years,
when in full dress, in his youth, wore a white wig, a
rufled shirt, a blue Scottish bonnet, scarlet breeches and
waistcoat, a long blue superfine coat, white stockings,
with silver buckles in his shoes. Others wore silver
brooches in- their breasts, and gold rings on their fingers.”
The females of the Baillie clan “also rode to the fairs
at Moffat and Biggar, on horses, with side-saddles and
bridles, the ladies themselves being very gaily dressed. The
males wore scarlet cloaks, reaching to their knees, and
resembling exactly the Spanish fashion of the present day.”#*
They were also 4dressed in long green coats, cocked hats,
riding-boots and spurs, armed with broadswords, and mounted
on handsome gray ponies saddled and bridled ; everything,
in short, in style, and of the best quality.” Whether these.
Baillies wore powdered wigs, like the Ruthven chief, is not
stated : but if they wore their natural hair only, it is likely
they wore it as the Cavaliers did. We get a hint or two
that comparatively-modern “ gypsies” let their long tresses
hang down either cheek : we know that the earlier “ Cava-
liers ” did so, tying a bright-coloured ribbon, sometimes, to a
favourite lock. ‘The Scottish Sidney” himself, *learned
and worthy gentleman ” though he was, wore his dark, abun-
dant hair in great masses falling down upon his shoulders—
just as a thousand of the best men of his time were accus-
tomed to do. Had his own nature been fiercer, and had he
lived an out-door life for a few months, his general appearance
would have been quite as “ barbarous ” as that of the English
gypsy whom Mr. Simson saw at St. Boswell’s fair. If his
* Or the Cavalier fashion of the sixteenth century.
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kinsman, Captain William Baillie, was as fair of skin ds some
of his descendants are pictured, a hundred years later,—
then “ the Scottish Sidney ” (supposing him to be of a wilder
nature than he really was) would have looked more like the
conventional “gypsy” than his redoubted cousin, the head
chief of all the “gypsies” in Scotland. For though not of
an actually swar¢/y hue, his complexion seems* to have been
rather dark than fair,—his eyes were apparently black,— and
his hair unmistakeably so. Joanna Baillie and her brother,
Dr. Matthew, though not particularly gypsy-like, yet resemble
the conventional dark gypsy, much more than do those fair-
skinned nomadic Baillies, of later times, described in the
Scottish History. The distinction between the two kinds of
Lanarkshire Baillies seems to have been purely one of Zabiz -
there is no hint of a racial difference. Or if there is
(though one cannot argue from a few examples), the black-
haired individuals would appear to belong rather to the
civilized than to the predatory section.

This leads one to consider, in passing, the question of
gypsy colour. The statements made by the Messrs. Simson
(though not necessarily the theories deduced therefrom),
with regard to the Scottish gypsies of the last two centuries,’
must always be accounted as of great value. In their book,
we get glimpses of an archaic state of society which no one
else has so fully described ; and which it is probably too late’
for any one to attempt to investigate now, when gypsydom
is only “the shadow of a shade.” It seems certain that, but
for this book, many valuable facts would have been wholly
lost. But, to turn to this question of the complexion of the
Scottish gypsies, it is plain that neither of these gentlemen
had very clearly formulated their ideas respecting the ethno-
logical position of the people they wrote about. We are
told of the dark skin as being a gypsy feature, and that their
name for “us” (the general, sedentary population of these
islands, popularly assumed to be white people, though scien-
tifically asserted to be mostly dark-white people, or Melano-

* This is only based upon the woodcut in Anderson’s “Scottish Nation" ;
but as the portraits in that work are carefully executed, and show the light and
shade sufficiently well, it is probable that an inspecvlion of the original painting '
would not contradict the above statements.

G 2
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chroi) is gorgio (in the plural gorgios), or “white man:”
“gorgio-like ” being rendered “like the white.,” But, in the
same book, we are told that there are pure “gypsies,” who
are perfectly white people. For instance, we read such a
description as this, which is of a Fifeshire family : —“ Not
one of the whole party could have been taken for a gipsy,
but all had the exact appearance of being the family of
some indigent tradesman or labourer. Excepting the
woman, whose hair was dark, all of the company had hair of
a light colour, some of them inclining to yellow, with fair
complexions. In not one of their countenances could be
seen those features by which many pretend the gypsies can,
at all times, be distinguished from the rest of the community.
The manner, however, in which the woman at first addressed
me created in my mind a suspicion that she was one of the
tribe.”* The test applied was the putting a question in that
particular form of speech commonly used by such people;
and this family being accustomed to speak in that fashion
are, thereafter, conclusively gipsies in the estimation of
their interlocutor. Other such examples might be cited, but
this is enough to show the catholic nature of the term
“gipsy,” as that word is used by the principal historian of
these people in Scotland. The vagueness of his creed is
seen in a single sentence (p. 341), relative to this subject :
“This question of colour has been illustrated in my enquiry
into the history of the gipsy language ; for the language is
the only satisfactory thing by which to test a gipsy, let his
colour be what it may.” Now, if there is one thing about
which there is more unanimity than about another, at the
present day, it is this, that language is the /least satisfactory
thing by which to-ascertain the ethnological position of a
people. Curiously enough, a most apt illustration of the
truth of this is furnished by Mr. Simson, the younger, who,
in his introduction, points out that an implicit belief in the
identity between language and race would lead one “to
maintain that the Negroes in Liberia originated in England
because they speak the English language.”

A few pages back the Baillies and other Midlothian gypsies
of this century were spoken of as “in general, of a colour

* ¢ History of the Gipsies,” p. 299.
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rather cadaverous, or of a darkish pale ; their cheek-bones
high ; their eyes small, and light coloured ; their hair of a
dingy white or red colour, and wiry ; and their skin, drier and
of a tougher texture than that of the people of this country.”
This was quoted by Mr. Simson from a local account. On
reflection this description seems of little value. It refers to
a single generation (of the year 1839) of at least three
families—Baillies, Wilsons, and Taits—in one parish of Mid-
Lothian; to any one of whom these physical peculiarities
might be said to belong ; and there is no good reason why
we should hold this representation as descriptive of the
seventeenth and eighteenth century Baillie chiefs. If any
of these Mid-Lothian Baillies of 1839 had inherited some
drops of the blood of that line, it is quite evident that none
of the good looks of the family had come down to them,
Of the civilized branches, the three members who have been
" particularised—Robert Baillie of Jerviswood, Joanna Baillie,
and her brother Dr. Matthew Baillie—are comely-featured
people, Miss Baillie being, indeed, handsome. Of the zory
division, its most celebrated representative, William Baillie,
has already been referred to as one of the best-looking men
of his day ; and it is said of his grandson, Matthew (son of
Matthew Baillie and Mary Yorstoun, and one of the four
heroes at Biggar Fair), that he “ married Margaret Campbell,
and had by her a family of remarkably handsome and pretty
daughters.” It is idle, however, to attempt to show that
handsome features belonged peculiarly to that Baillie line:
and it may easily be that the “remarkably handsome and
pretty daughters” of the younger Matthew had inherited
their good looks through the mother, Margaret Campbell.
But this, at least, may be said, that if “ Captain” William
Baillie, who died in 1724, was as white of skin and as golden-
haired as the Fifeshire “ gypsies” just referred to, he was—
being “ the handsomest man,” etc.—a very good specimen of
the ideal aristocrat of the Norman era (a type of man whose
existence in Western Europe may be vastly more ancient
than that period), possessing, as he did, many of the chief
characteristics of that extinct form of “ gentleman.” 1In his
day the cavalier was still chivalrous (as many stories of him
show). The declination of his kind of men had just begun.
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‘A man could be a “gypsy ” chief and yet, on the whole, as
good a “gentleman” as most of his civilized brethren.
Therefore, it is pleasant to think of this “ splendid gypsy”
as the descendant of one of the most courageous figures in
history ; and as, at the same time, the chief (by primogeni-
ture) of another celebrated line. For it is pretty evident
that the acknowledged head of all his tribe was the most
probable seventeenth-eighteenth-century representative of
the son-in-law of Wallace, William Baillie of Hoprig and
Lamington. Which view is quite supported by the history
of these estates; apparently often owned by junior and
female members of the family : in the latter cases, the sur-
name being artificially continued.

To recognize, however, that there are or were “gypsies”
who did not, in the least, resemble the conventional dark-
skinned “ Egyptian,” is to make a very important admission,
with regard to which much might be said. For the present,
then, the complexion of the gypsy Baillies need not be enter-
tained. It is enough to point out that this redoubtable clan,
like other Scotch-gypsy tribes already glanced at, possess
several indications of an immemorial connection with Scot-
land. But as it would appear that the date of their supremacy
over the robber-tribes was vastly later than that of other—and
dark-skinned—clans, it will be better to defer the considera-
tion of any other white-skinned “ gypsies,” and rather turn
to those who were Mauri as well as Picts.
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CHAPTER IIL

THE supreme ruler of Alban during onc portion of the
tenth century was, we have been told, Kenneth (or Cinaed)
alias “Niger” or “Dubh,”—“The Black.” He seems to
have reigned for some years over * white ” provinces, as well
as those inhabited by people of his own colour; but
he is particularised as “ Tke Black,—of the three black
divisions.” The names of these divisions,—*kingdoms,”
they were then called,—are given us in Gaelic, “the language
of the white men,” and in Latin. Being thus given, they tell
us as little of the designations given to these kingdoms, by
their own inhabitants, as do the words Aus?ralia or Patagonia
inform us of the language of the aborigines; or the names
which z4ey give to their country, or to their kings. We have.
guessed that one division of the posterity of this powerful
black king, of the tenth century, became known to Gaelic-
speaking people as Maga Dubk (shortened into Mac Duff),
or “the clan of The Black :” which race was for a long time
paramount in the kingdom of Fibh (Fife)—itself, in all prob-
ability, one of “the three black divisions.” And we noticed
that, so recently as Queen Mary’s time, a descendant of this
clan (though bearing a different surname) was one of the
ruling class in that district ; and when spoken of was particu-
larised as “black.” And, further, that those of the natives of
Fife who—two centuries after the death of Queen Mary—
still continued to follow the fierce, marauding habits, and to
display the haughty, overbearing disposition of the early
“ noble,” were to be found among the confederacy of swarthy
“ gypsies,” known as “the Lochgellie band :” who were
precisely the kind of “gypsies ” that their historian has in
mind, when he dilates upon *“ the presumptuous pride, the’
overweening conceit of a high-mettled Scottish gipsy ; his
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boasted descent—a descent at once high, illustrious, and lost
in antiquity ; his unbounded contempt for the rabble of town
and country.” And, as the earlier Pictish language was un-
intelligible to the Gaels and to the Normans, so the speech of
those eighteenth-century Picts was described as “ gibberish ”
and “jargon,” by the civilized and modernized portion of the
community.

The life of those painted Moors, or faws, therefore, has
never been specially described until recent times. Or only
described from the outside. The names by which their kings
are remembered show this. Such names as that by which
“ Niger of the three black divisions ” is generally known are
purely outside names, or nick-names, given by another people.
Kenneth, or Cinaed, when analysed, seems to mean nothing
more than ke King,—or, possibly, The Chicf of the race of
Aedh. At any rate, the Cinaed vel Dubk who reigned from
962 to 967, was succeeded by his own brother, also named
Kenneth ; which seems to show that the name was more a
designation than an individual cognomen : and that it be-
longed to the occupier of a certain position, for the time
being. This particular Niger would thus be #%¢ Black, in the
sense that his chief rival was z4¢ White, and #2¢ Whelp ;—or
as their contemporary, Dubdon Satrapas Athocklach, was the
Black-Brown, Satrap of Athole ;—or as the chief of the
Moraymen was Dobkarcu, the Otter. The most notable of all
those who bore this appellation of Kenneth, Kynadius, Kinat,
or Cinaed,* was assuredly the son of Alpin who, “was the
first king of the Scots who acquired the monarchy of the
whole of Alban, and ruled in it over the Scots.” This was
in the year 844, “the twelfth year of Kenneth’s reign, and
the Chronicle of Huntingdon tells us that ‘in his twelfth year
Kenneth encountered the Picts seven times in one day, and
having destroyed many, confirmed the kingdom to himself.’ "+
Thus, by the year 844, “ the black herds of Scots and Picts,

* A son of this Cin-aed, who reigned over the Picts for one year (877-8), was
known as Aed, or Aedh. And the name is frequently introduced in Mr. Skene’s
last book. It is quite likely an appellative name, translateable into some such
expression as ¢ The Foreigner ” or ‘‘ The Moor.” Generally, it is translated
¢« Hugh” ; but * Hugh " must have signified something, at one time. It is also,
more rarely, rendered *“king.”

4 % Celtic Scotland,” Vol. I. pp. 308 321, 366
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somewhat different in manners, but all alike thirsting for
blood,” had completely fallen out among themselves, and the
former had conquered the latter. To use their alternative
titles—the vagabond “ Egyptians ” had overcome the painted
“blackamoors.” The latter, it is believed, were half-extermin-
ated ; though the year 844 did not put an end to the reign of
Picts in Scotland. From that date, however, the customs of
the Egyptians [Scots Proper] must have been paramount for
a considerable time, in certain parts of North Britain.

Whatever the genealogy of this conquering Cinaed (and
he is said to have descended from Swarthy Conall, son of
Yellow Eochaid), he had apparently ruled over the Galloway
district before attaining the supreme power. One writer (not
of Mr. Skene’s calibre, but at least the recorder of a tradition)
states that “in 850, Kenneth was thane of Carrick.” And
he adds that “in that district and in Galloway [which really
included “that district” at one time], where the Kennedys
had, at one time, extensive possessions, the surname Kennedy
is to this day pronounced Kennettie.”* From which we see
that the name of Kenneth, or Kynadius, or Cinaed, has come
down to us in the form of Kennedy, as well as in that of
Kenneth : (and that the earliest Kenneths and Kennedys
were probably of the same stock as the race named MacDuff).
The Clan of Kennedy, the son of Alpin, of the stock of
Swarthy Conall and Tawny Eochaid, were thus the kings of
Carrick a thousand years ago. They remained so for a long
time. Scott tellst us that “the name of Kennedy held so
great a sway [in that district] as to give rise to the popular,
rhyme,—

¢’Twixt Wigton and the town of Air,
Portpatrick and the Cruives of Cree,

No man need think for to bide there,
Unless he court Saint Kennedie.’”

This district—the south-western corner of Scotland—re-
mained, therefore, under the dominion of the race of Kennedy
from the middle of the ninth century onward to very recent
times: the designation of the first Kennedy, Cinaed, or
Kenneth, becoming gradually fossilized, in that quarter, into

* Anderson’s *‘ Scottish Nation,” Vol. II. p. 600.
+ In his preface to * The Ayrshire Tragedy.”
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a tribal name. The chiefs of those south-western Kennedys
from 840-850 onward, were styled (it is stated) Thanes, or
Kings of Carrick. A title, rooted so far down, naturally
became overshadowed in course of time by the later creations
of an incoming and successful Norman power,—until, at
length, the Chiefs of those Kennedys were only remembered
locally as Kings of Carrick. So lately as the dawn of the
seventeenth century the holder of this position was known as
“ King of Carrick ;” although there had only been one legiti-
mate kingship in Scotland for several generations prior to
that. The King of Carrick who preceded this one just
referred to, is chiefly remembered by an act that reveals his
ferocious nature, His attitude is best understood and de-
fended, by bearing in mind that he held his lands—or dclieved
that he held them—by right of a conquest preceding that of
the Normans by four or five centuries: and that, therefore,
deeds and grants proceeding from a race that did not come
into power till the fourteenth century were only respected by
him when it suited his arrangements. We are told that,
“after he had, by forgery and murder, possessed himself of
the abbacy of Glenluce, he cast his eye on Crossraguel,”—a
neighbouring abbacy. Securing the person of the Commen-
dator of that Abbey, he conveyed him to his castle of Dunure ;
the earliest stronghold of the Kennedy chiefs. In order to
compel him to sign a feu charter conveying the Crossraguel
lands to him—(the King of Carrick)—this savage chief caused
his servants “ to convey the commendator to the ¢ black vault
of Dunure,’ where a large fire was blazing, under a grit iron
chimblay.”” “He then presented to him certain documents
to sign, and, on his refusal, he commanded ¢his cooks,’ says
the annalist, ‘to prepare the banquet,’ and so, first, they
stripped the unhappy commendator, to his ‘ sark and doublet,’
and next they bound him to the chimney, ‘his legs to the one
end and his arms to the other,’ basting him well with oil, that
‘the roast should not burn” When nearly half roasted he
consented to subscribe the documents, without reading or
knowing what was contained in them.” “And thus the earl
obtained, in the indignant words of the describer of the scene,
‘a fyve yeare tack’ [lease] and a 19 yeare tack, and a charter
of feu of all the landis of Croceraguall, with the clausses
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necessaire for the erle to haist him to hell. For gif adulterie,
sacriledge, oppressione, barbarous creweltie, and thift heaped
upon thift diserve hell, the great king of Carrick can no more
eschape hell for ever nor the imprudent abbott eschaped the
fyre for a seasoune.’”

John Kennedy, the son and successor of this King of
Carrick, was not very different in nature from his father.
He “is remarkable chiefly for the slaughter of Gilbert
Kennedy of Bargany.” The Bargany branch was only
second in importance to the Kings of Carrick themselves,
and a constant vendetta seems to have been pursued, between
these two septs. Hearing that the Bargany chief was about
to go from Ayr to his house on the water of Girvan, with
only a small following, the King of Carrick, attended by two
hundred armed men “took his station at the Lady Corse,
about half a mile north of Maybole.” (This was in the year
1601.) Bargany soon appeared “at the Brochloch, on the
opposite side of the valley ;” but, when he saw the strength
of the enemy, he “said to his men that he desired no quar-
rel, and accordingly led them down the left bank of the
rivulet by Bogside, with the view of avoiding a collision.”
But his relentless foe “followed down the south side, and’
coming to some ‘feal dykes,’ which offered a good support
for the fire-arms of his followers, he ordered them to discharge
their pieces at Bargany and his men.” Thus brought to bay,
Bargany and his few followers fought with great courage, but
he and two of them were killed. One of those who escaped
—Mure of Auchindrane, the brother-in-law of the slain
chief,—then set about plotting an act of revenge. This was
consummated a few months later, the victim being the guar-
dian of the King of Carrick (during his minority) and the
actors being Mure and another of his name, along with the
brother of the slain Kennedy, and five or six followers.
These, having waylaid this kinsman of the King of Carrick,
“ assaulted and cruelly murdered him with many wounds.
They then plundered the dead corpse of his purse, contain-
ing a thousand merks in gold, cut off the gold buttons which
he wore on his coat, and despoiled the body of some valuable’
rings and jewels.” So the vendetta went on. During the
same year, the King of Carrick bribed his brother, Hugh



92 Ancient and Modern Britons.

Kennedy of Browns'-town, “ commonly called the master of
Cassillis,” by the promise of a yearly payment, to undertake
the murder of Mure, the ringleader of his enemies. But this
villain, after skulking about the west country for several ycars,
and committing at least one more murder, was finally be-
headed at Edinburgh, and his lands forfeited.*

These two Kings of Carrick seem to have been examples
of atavism, or “throw-back,” upon the most savage line of
their ancestry. For their immediate predecessors, and suc-
cessors, were men of a much higher quality. It is because
they were, in disposition, true representatives of that “ Egypt-
ian ” Keunedy, or Cinaed, who, in the year 844, “ encountered
the Picts seven times in one day, and having destroyed many,
confirmed the kingdom to himself,” that I have preferred to
regard them under the title which he and they were known
by—that of “King of Carrick.” But the Cinaed of the year
1509 had reccived a new title from King James the Fourth
of Scotland ; one of whose advisers he was, and with whose
ancestors his own forefathers had intermarried. The new
title he received was not “ Earl of Carrick ;” because his
family were not recognized as thanes of that territory by the
Stewart power. “Earl of Carrick” was a Norman creation,
and had been borne by Bruces and Stewarts, through whom
it became a title of the Prince of Scotland (and, on the erec-
tion of the new monarchy of 1603, of the eldest son of the
reigning British monarch). Accordingly, the Early-Scottish
Kings or Thanes of Carrick, became, in 1509, the Norman-
Scotch “Earls of Cassillis,”"—that name being taken from
one of their possessions in Carrick. But, though nominal
Earls of Cassillis, those two occupiers of that position, who
have just been glanced at; with their miserable clan-fights,
their murders from behind “feal-dykes,” and by hired assassins:
their constant petty jealousies and wranglings, their treach-
erous robberies of lagd and goods, their “adulterie, sacriledge,
oppressione, barbarous creweltie, and thift heaped upon thift,”
were in no way worthy of being regarded as noblemen and
statesmen, but only as (what they were) the chiefs of a tribe
of sixteenth-century Egyptians, or Scots Proper,—the kind

* See Anderson’s ‘“ Scottish Nation,” Vol. I. p. 604 ; and Sir Walter Scott’s
Preface to * The Ayrshire Tragedy.”
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of people that the Stewart kings, and the best portion of
their countrymen, were endeavouring to put down by enact-
ments of the severest kind. If these two Kings of Carrick
ever did figure in a higher attitude, it was because they could
not wholly evade the duties of their rank. But in nature
they were truculent “ Egyptians ;” and, for that reason, they
ought to be regarded under their popular and traditional title.
For, it must be remembered, they were not the actual
possessors of the whole of the large district of Carrick.
Their “kingship” had faded away long ago: though they
were still called “kings.” By the latter part of the sixteenth
century—the date of these incidents—there was only one
real king in the whole of Scotland. Those Kennedys were
neither kings nor earls of Carrick : they were only the earls
of Cassillis. But the first man ever distinguished by their
name was King of the Scots of Carrick—then a race of
conquerors. And, if those Kennedys were his descendants,
they too were Kings of the Scots of Carrick,—by right of
blood. But the Scots, as a distinct people, had long ago
been overcome. The Scots of that very district of Carrick
were those naked warriors, who, in the beginning of the
fourteenth-century, had assailed the new Earl of Carrick,
Robert Bruce, at the crossing of one of their own rivers:
and, assailing, they had been vanquished. And, as in this
one instance, so throughout Scotland. The early kingdoms
of Picts, Scoto-Picts, Scots, and Black-Danes, gave way
before the advance of the national Scottish movement,
initiated (though not for the first time) by Wallace and Bruce :
the motive power of which was newer, and better, than that
of the early Scots. From the time that the Norman Earl of:
Carrick gained the Scottish throne, the decay of the Scots of
Carrick had begun. And, by the close of the sixteenth-
century, their power was fast approaching its end. The best.
part of the various races of Scotlandghad, by this time,
become welded into one nation: and the Nationalists would
not tolerate the survival of ancient sovereignties and barbar-
ous usages (though these had really formed the foundation
of the new system). Statutes were framed every year with
the aim of wholly stamping out those expiring kingships ; and
the system of force and oppression upon which they were
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based. ~ Scotland was, in short, becoming “respectable.”
By the year 1612, the modernized and hybrid Scots of the
Borders who were distinguished by that name (Scott), finally
agreed to repudiate those of their kindred who came under
the designation of “common thieves and broken clans.” By
the year 1662, civilized Scotchmen spoke of the “ Scots ” and
“ mossers ” as criminals and outlaws : as “felons—commonly
known, or called by the name of moss-troopers:” as murder-
ers and thieves: as “gypsies.”* Therefore, although it had
been once necessary for those living in the modern county
of Wigtown, and the south of Ayrshire, to *“court Saint
Kennedie,”—in other words, to acknowledge the Kennedy
supremacy,—that supremacy became less and less felt as the
power of the Norman-Scottish Kings became consolidated.
And when the last of these kings became the first king of
United Britain, the blows dealt against such threadbare
“kingships,” as that of the Scots of Carrick, were rapid and
decisive : resulting, as just observed, in the general outlawry
of all who followed the customs of the Early Scots. With
this effect, among others, that the threefold use of the term
“Scot ” (as distinguishing the general Scottish nation,—the
mixed clan of “ Scott,”—and the “mossers” of the south of
Scotland), became contracted so as to bear only two mean-
ing§,—the designation of all North Britons, and of “ Scott”
families. While the marauding Sco# became known chiefly
by the name he had apparently always given to himself, the
name of Egyptian.

" Consequently, the “kingship ” exercised by the Kennedys
over the district of Western Galloway was the kingship of its
“ Egyptians,” or “ gypsies.” But it was a kingship that had"
been one of a genuine kind. And, just as the Earl of Angus
was admitted by the ruling party to have inherited the right
of leading the van of the Scottish army (he being nominal

* Simson's *‘ History,” 1:1) 113, 201, note ; and Scott’s introduction to *‘ The
Minstrelsy.” The identity of *‘thieves” with ‘‘gypsies” has already been
shown. For example, when the chief of the Annandale Johnstones (gypsies) was
hanged at Dumfries—about the year 1733—it was necessary that the execution
should take place in front of the prison, and under the protection of a strong
guard, because it was reported that ** the tkieves were collecting from all quarters "
to effect a rescue. And it may be remembered that the severe statutes, formerly
quoted, were enacted against *‘ common thieves, commonly called Egyptians.”
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leader of the dubk-glasses, Moors, or Picts of Galloway, after
the overthrow and outlawry of the real chiefs) so was the
kingship of Carrick—quite an independent thing from the
ownerskip of all that territory—held to be vested in that
Kennedy line. In acknowledgment of which, the eighth Earl
of Cassillis received the sum of eighteen hundred pounds in
the year 1747, as compensation for the quasi-regal power
possessed by his line ; which power was abolished, with all
others of that nature throughout Scotland, by the Act of
Parliament passed in that year—for the purpose of prevent-
ing a second Culloden.

But the Earls of Cassillis—considered as such—were in the
position of the Earls of Angus. Ineach case the substantial
privileges of the line were possessed by the nominal repre-
sentative of the man who had gained those privileges. Butin
the Angus case (at least) the nominal head of that line was
only a dubk-glass in a very slight degree. The real, inveterate
dubk-glasses—the main stem of the tree—were underfoot. In
such a case, family honours, or those of a royal dynasty, do
not utterly lapse, until there is no one left to claim them—a
rare circumstance. But it often happens—and, plainly, in the
Douglas instance it did happen—that the oldest wearers of
the title have to give place to those in whom the claim of
blood is less strong, or wholly absent. That this had been
gradually happening in the case of the Kennedy chiefs, seems
clear from the records of their marriages; and also from the
characteristics of most of these chiefs, within historical times.
For the two Kings of Carrick, who have been sketched, were
quite exceptional Earls of Cassillis. Either that portion of
the pedigree is at fault, or else they were, as suggested,
reproductions of their earlier marauding Scot-Egyptian
ancestors—those “shameless Irish robbers” who desolated
the civilized portions of Early Britain. At any rate, the
latter of these two was the last Earl of Cassillis who was a’
“ King of Carrick "—in the earliest sense.

Who it was that took up the kingship of the Carrick
Egyptians, when their nominal leaders rose to the higher duties
of Scottish nobles,—cannot easily be ascertained. It is
curious to notice that the Cassillis-Egyptian connection did
not cease altogether with the death of the last “King of
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Carrick.” It was the wife of his successor, the sixth earl
who eloped with the Faw leader, celebrated in the ballad.
This event took place about the middle of the seventeenth
century. But the lineage of the Countess's lover, John the
Faw, has never been ascertained. It is important to notice
how full of “ gypsy ” memories this Cassillis neighbourhood
is.* The ford near the castle is called “ the gypsies’ steps :”
and, from the word *steps,” one may guess that it is not so
much a ford as a crossing,—formed by large stones, placed at
intervals,—a kind of crossing that antiquaries agree in ascrib-
ing to “ Ancient Britons.,” Moreover, Cassillis is situated in
the parish of Kirkmichael, and it was in that parish that the
famous leader of the Galloway Picts of the eighteenth century
was born,—*“about the year 1671.” And there was nothing in
his history at variance with his birthplace. Because he was
specially the King of the Scots of Carrick. Thedistrict that
was particularly connected with one of his titles—* The Caird
of Barullion "—lies in the south-eastern corner of Carrick,
between “Portpatrick and the Cruives of Cree.” He was more
than King of the eighteenth-century Scots of Carrick : he was
King of all the Scots and Picts in Galloway (of which Carrick
is—or was—a part). And though Barullion was his most
notable retreat,—he was (as Mactaggart tells us) almost as
much in his own country when haunting the wilds of Cairns-
moor, that lie to the south-east of the Cruives of Cree.
While the extent of the territory over which he ranged—
sorning for weeks at a time on the country lairds—was only
limited by the limits of Galloway. Barullion, his peculiar
haunt,—Kirkcudbright, the place of his burial,—and Kirk-
michael, the place of his birth—denote, by their far-separated
positions, the wideness of the territory over which he exercised

* And, therefore, of ‘black ” memories. The district of Carrick teems with
“black " localities, some of which have been previously given. Moors’-town,
Morris-town, Dubh-glass-town, are in the centre of the Kennedy country ; and
such names as these abound in the neighbourhood—Dunduff (the Black Dun),
Craigdow (the Black Craig), Dalduff (the Black Dale), Blackdales (another form
of the preceding) ; while there are very many Black Burns, Black Lochs, and
Black Craigs. The Devils’ Dyke, or Picts’ Dyke (and, therefore, the Moors’,
Blacks’, Carrs', or Grims' Dyke), crosses the south of Carrick from west to east
and there is another Black Dyke at its northern boundary, besides a stretch of
marsh, called Airds’ Moss,
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a certain kind of influence. And the closing years of his life
(sufficiently enlarged upon, already) have shown us something
of the peculiar rank he held. Whatever his connection with
the seventeenth-century Kennedys, this man had all the
characteristics of a king of the Galloway Scots.

Though holding . the hereditary position of Kings of the
Scots of Carrick, and showing—in two notable instances—
the fierce disposition of that race, the Kennedys of Cassillis
may have had little of the Early-Scottish blood. They may
have had as little of the “gypsy ” in them as some of Mr.
Simson’s scarcely-to-be-recognized “ gypsies”: (such as Wil-
son of Stirlingshire). But though the Cassi//is Kennedys
ceased to be “ gypsies,” it was not so with all of their name.
“ The Battle of the Bridge” at Hawick, fought in 1772-3,
was between Kennedys and Ruthvens on the one side, and
Taits and Gordons on the other. Like that Kennedy of
Bargany who was shot at from behind a “feal dyke,” in the
previous century, the chief of the Kennedys in this fight was
“a handsome and athletic man.” He is placed, in rank, as
above all of his party, including his own father-in-law, “ the
Earl of Hell.” ¢ Battle” is rather a large name to give to
this struggle, though no battle could have been fought more
desperately. And most of the weapons used were only blud-
geons, though some of the Kennedys’ foes were armed with
cutlasses, and other deadly weapons. Like their predecessors
—the druidesses (* witches,” or “female gypsies ") of Anglesey
—the women of either party fought as savagely as the men:
the chieftainess, Jean Kennedy, being slashed all over with
cutlass-strokes. It is stated that every one of the com-
batants “ except Alexander Kennedy, the brave chief, was
severely wounded ; and that the ground on which they fought
was wet with blood.” Curiously enough, this battle was not
decisive, although all of Kennedy’s followers were beaten
from the field, which he himself would not desert. “Posting
himself on the narrow bridge of Hawick, he defended himself
in the defile, with his bludgeon, against the whole of his
infuriated enemies. His handsome person, his undaunted
bravery, his extraordinary dexterity in handling his weapon,
and his desperate situation (for it was evident to all that the
Taits thirsted for his blood, and were determined to despatch
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him on the spot), excited a general and lively interest in his
favour, among the inhabitants of the town, who were present,
and had witnessed the conflict with amazement and horror.
In one dash to the front, and with one powerful sweep of his
cudgel, he disarmed two of the Taits, and cutting a third to
the skull, felled him to the ground. He sometimes daringly
advanced upon his assailants, and drove the whole band
before him, pell-mell. When he broke one cudgel on his
enemies, by his powerful arm, the townspeople were ready to
hand him another. Still, the vindictive Taits rallied, and
renewed the charge with unabated vigour: and every one
present expected that Kennedy would fall a sacrifice to their
desperate fury. A party of messengers and constables at
last arrived to his relief, when the Taits were all apprehended,
and imprisoned ; but, as none of the gipsies were actually
slain in the fray, they were soon set at liberty.”

“ The hostile bands, a short time afterwards, came in con-
tact in Ettrick Forest, at a place on the water of Teema,
called Deephope. They did not, however, engage here ; but
the females on both sides, at some distance from one another,
with a stream between them, scolded and cursed, and, clapping
their hands, urged the males again to fight. The men, how-
ever, more cautious, only observed a sullen and gloomy
silence at this meeting. . . . . In the course of a few days,
they again met in Eskdale Moor, when a second desperate
conflict ensued. The Taits were here completely routed, and
driven from the district, in which they had attempted to
travel by force.”

“The country people were horrified at the sight of the
wounded Tinklers, after these sanguinary engagements.
Several of them, lame and exhausted, in consequence of the
severity of their numerous wounds, were, by the assistance of
their tribe, carried through the country on the backs of asses ;
so much were they cut up in their persons. Some of them, it
was said, were slain outright, and never more heard of. . . . .
These battles were talked of for thirty miles around the
country. I have heard old people speak of them, with fear
and wonder at the fierce, unyielding disposition of the wilful
and vindictive Tinklers.””*

* Simson’s * History,"” pp. 190-193.
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These rather long extracts have been made with the pur-
pose of showing those who have not read Mr. Simson’s
graphic descriptions, the exact nature of those tribal wars.
And the sanguinary engagements of these eighteenth-century
Kennedys do not differ, iz essence, from those of their fore-
fathers of the previous centuries by a single hair’s-breadth.
Kennedy of Bargany, keeping the stream between him and
his foes, because they were in greater force, or Kennedy of
Cassillis, firing at Bargany and his men from behind the
shelter of a “feal dyke,” are only prototypes of Alexander
Kennedy and his vindictive enemies, the Taits, at the Bridge
of Hawick, or on either side the water of Teema. There is
no real difference between the two sets of men. The Ken-
nedys of the sixteenth century where they were pure Scots,
were dubk-glasses, or men of swarthy skin: all of them,
except the very chiefs, lived in turf-covered, conical wigwams,
and “ gypsy” tents—* the common building of their country :”
they cooked their food as “gypsies”: their superstitions,
legends, and manners were those of “gypsies” : they were
“gypsies.” The only distinction between the men of the two
periods is one of degree. By the eighteenth century the
savage, high-handed ideas of those robber races were almost
wholly out of fashion ; and the men who persisted in putting
them into practice became degraded outlaws. Before their
day the better qualities of their race had floated away from
its most inveterate section, and were turned to higher and
national uses. But the Kennedys, and such-like, of the
sixteenth and those of the eighteenth centuries are almost
identical. And, in either case, the forces of order eventually
interfere, and measure out punishment to those offenders
against civilization. In either scene there is a background of
quiet, undemonstrative spectators,—“the country people” and
“the town's people "—people who do not particularly care for
bullying and cutting throats,—people who may possibly be
styled poltroons and cowards ; but who, from their very avoid-
ance of warfare, have necessarily been the progenitors of the
great majority of our present population. And although it
is “a far cry” from the ninth century to the eighteenth, and
there is little light in those dim regions to guide us, it is by
no means improbable that the men who wrote down the wars

H 2
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of the Scots and Picts,—who tell us how the gypsy Kennedy
of the year 844 “encountered the Faws seven times in one
day, and having destroyed many, confirmed the kingdom to
himself,”—were as little akin to those Kennedys and Faws as
are many of our living “gypsy ” writers to the people they
write about.
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CHAPTER IV.

IN speaking of “gypsies,” however, one must discriminate.
The greatest family of all the Scottish gypsies, says Mr.
Simson, is that of Baillie. And the Baillies are white men :
as their reputed ancestor, Baliol, King of Scotland, pretty
surely was. Nevertheless, although more than one gypsio-
logist indicates that pure “ gypsies ” may be out-and-out white
men, yet it is beyond question that the generally-accepted
representative of that type of man is black-eyed, black-haired,
swarthy-skinned. If we do not now say, like Penn, “as
black as a gypsy,” we at least say “as dark as a gypsy.” And
this—the main body of the class—is' divided by Mr. Leland
into two distinct sections: the one straight-haired, the other
curly-haired ; “the two indicating not a difference resulting
from white admixture, but entirely different original stocks.”

Those of us who are dark-whites, therefore, may represent
—in a partial degree—either of these stocks ; or both. (“Re-
present,” only,—because the British population has so long been
mingled that, as already stated, dark-whites and fair-whites
are, often enough, brothers: and, while the dark brother is the
modified representative of a swarthy ancestor, his fair-skinned
brother is equally that ancestor's descendant.) Accordingly,
any dark-white—or any man owning a dark-skinned, or black-
haired progenitor cannot be regarded as altogether no¢ akin
to the conventional *“gypsy ;” whether of the ninth century
or of the nineteenth. But it is probable that the men who
wrote about the “ dlack herds of Scots and Picts,” and who
designated the latter division, “nimble &lackamoors” (as
Claudian did), were themselves of almost—or wholly—white
stock.

Whether the whites of Britain were always in the majority
may be questioned. A mere handful oi successful invaders
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~being successful—might kill off the earlier races in great
numbers: at first, in open warfare, and latterly by passing
laws which awarded death to all those practising the religion
and customs of the conquered people. Thus, although the
British Islands, at the present day, contain many millions of
fair-whites, and not a single pure black (of British descent),
this fact does not predicate a similar distribution of colour at
—say—the date of the Norman Conquest. At any rate,
whatever the date of its ascendancy, and whatever the mode,
it is clear that the white race (or races) gained the victory,
Dlrysically,over the black. This is seen in the greater numbers of
the former, at this time ; in certain words which make “black”
a term of reproach or contempt; and in the fact that the
modern British tone is w/kite. (Since the swarthiest Modern-
Briton will talk of the Chinese as “yellow men,” without reflect-
ing that he himself is much darker than a Chinaman.) This
physical ascendancy may, or may not, be the result of a white
conquest. If the quasi-white conquerors of India—or, rather,
if those of them now living in that Dependency—were
to become wholly isolated from all other white races for five
hundred years, the rulers of India in the twenty-fourth century
might call themselves “ British,” and might speak something
very like the present English speech, but the chances are that
they would have lost many of the physical traits that now
distinguish them. Indeed, this future ruling caste might be
largely, or altogether, composed of one or other of the native
races that at present occupy a subordinate position. Not by
any sudden political movement, but by the bloodless victory
that time and numbers bring about. An example of which
we saw not very long ago, when an Indian Juarez ruled over
the whole country that a semi-white race had conquered
only three centuries earlier. What has' happened in Mexico
may easily happen in the India of the future,* or may have
happened in the Britain of the past. A conquering race—
white or black—may gain a temporary ascendancy ; but, if
numerically weak, it will certainly become quite lost in the
subject race, in course of time; if the latter be not extermi-
nated, or diminished by violence.

* So long as India remains a dependency of this country it will not, of course,
form a case in point.



British Ethnology. 103

But, whether the victory was political or physical, the
prevailing British tone, at the present day, is white. And
this too, was the tone of the educated men, in remote
centuries, who have been quoted. Therefore, there are
grounds for believing that the historians of “ gypsies"—then
and now-—need not themselves be regarded as much akin
(if at all) to the fierce, swarthy races they describe. Not
although those races were actually the temporary rulers of
the country.

“Gypsy ” has, however, been used in its conventional
sense,—in the last two or three paragraphs. That is, it has
been taken to denote a dusky, black-eyed, black-haired people.
But “gypsy” seems capable of infinite dissection. The
royal Lochgellie, Fifeshire gypsies, hold their heads (or once
did) above all other gypsies in their neighbourhood. These
again were made up of layer under layer, each of which may
represent a separate phase of history, and of race. And over-
lording all the heterogeneous mass of conventional, dark-
skinned gypsies, there is (in Scotland) the ruling caste of the
Baillies—who are whites.

As these Baillies are apparently no other than the Norman
Balliols, it seems unnecessary to call them “gypsies.” Being
Normans, they were certainly not Egyptians. Their suprem-
acy is of a much more recent date than that of any Scot or
Pict. The Baillie chiefs look down with the greatest con-
tempt upon the dusky Pictish tribes that their ancestors
subdued. The date of the Baillie supremacy is the date
of the Norman Conquest, and the “gypsy” Baillies are
stunted Normans. To admit this is to take the first step
toward ascertaining the “gypsy ” pedigrees, which are mani-
fold and various.

There is thus really nothing—on consideration—to connect
this tribe with the black-eyed, black-skinned sections of the
“gypsy ” classes ; the naked Picts of history. No kinship,
that is to say. The common bond of outlawry has placed
them all on the same level in the eyes of the Moderns; and
it is possible that, in course of time, they have also occa-
sionally forgotten the restrictions of caste. But the pure fory
Baillie is simply the embodiment of certain phases of the
character of the Norman chief. The distinction between him
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(at his best ; not nowadays—when, if he exists,* itis as a
poverty-stricken outcast,) and his kinsman, the civilized
Baillie, is the difference between the meaning of the adjectives
cavalier and chivalrous. Both have the same origin, but they
have come to denote very different attributes.

After all, then, we do not get very far back by examining
the Baillie lineage : if we want to learn more, we must look
at the tribes that underlie them. These are really all com-
prehended under the denomination Faws. Or, at least,
they ought to be.

The habitat of the Faws (so-called, latterly,) is delineated
by Mr. Simson in these words: “ It would appear that the
district in which the Faw tribe commonly travelled compre-
hended East-Lothian, Berwickshire and Roxburghshire ; and
that Northumberland was also part of their walk.” He
adds—“I can find no traces of gipsies, of that surname,
having, in families, traversed the midland or western parts of
the south of Scotland, for nearly the last seventy years ; and
almost all the few ancient public documents relative to this
clan seem to imply that they occupied the counties above
mentioned.” As the statement of a man who has preserved
a great deal of most valuable information, regarding the
lapsed classes of Scotland,—information which was the result
of close personal observation,—this statement has a certain
value. But, unfortunately, it does not reach very far back.
The name of the faw kirk, beside the gracmes’ towsn, in the
fens of what is now Stirlingshire, indicates the presence of
the Faws in that district also; which, from many other sources,
we are aware was once Pictish territory. In fact, wherever
the word fa/ signified “of various colours,” there were the
painted “ gypsy ” classes denominated “ Faws.” Moreover,
we know that the “ Moors ” of Galloway were Picts up till
the very close of the eighteenth century. It is possible that
such ruddled tribes as those of Galloway were not painted
“of various colours,” and, therefore, were not Faws: (though

* Although the Scottish Gypsies are spoken of in these pages in the present
tense, the remarks made with regard to them ought to be held to apply to the
period at which the elder Simson wrote. An examination of any vestiges that
may yet remain of Scottish Gypsydom would, in all probability, show that little
is left of those characteristics and of that state of society which Mr. Simson
described.
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it has; hitherto, seemed scarcely necessary to make this dis-
tinction between the two terms). Be this as it mayj, it is clear
that the Faws were not confined to the district limited: by
Mr. Simson.

The territory marked out by their historian as that within
which the reigning Faws exercised jurisdiction includes the
counties of Haddington, Roxburgh, Berwick, and North-
umberland. There is no doubt that the last of these was
distinctly a Faw district. Francis Heron, the Faw king who
died in 1756, was buried at Jarrow, on the southern shore of
the Tyne estuary. Wilson, in speaking of the bardic clan of
the Allans, the' gypsy bagpipers already referred to, teils us
they were Northumbrians and Faws. If he does not dis-
tinctly say so in so many words, he does so inferentially.
Besides, he gives as his impression that “the ‘ muggers’ of
the present day belong to the Faa aristocracy :” and the
Allans were muggers ; according to Dr. John Brown, whose
dog “of the pure Piper Allan’s breed " is styled ‘“the mugger’s
dog.” Wright, in his Provincial Dictionary, broadly defines
a Faw as “an itinerant tinker, potter, &c.;” while Halliwell
seems to limit the term to Cumberland. Wright's definition
is the most correct, because even so lately as Grose's time,
all “gypsies ” were accustomed to * artificially discolour their
faces.” But, without farther hair-splitting as to whether the
muggers (potters) constituted the ruling caste of all the
Border Faws, or as to the exact date at which the term Faw
died out in this or that district,—it is evident that Mr. Simson
is mainly right in associating the name, in later times, with
the territory he circumscribes.

The division of the country into various provinces is a
feature of “gypsydom ” that is more than once pointed out.
When “ the distinguished northern poet, Walter Scott, who
is Sheriff of Selkirkshire,” sent in his regort to Mr. Hoyland,
he made this remark, with respect to the Scottish “ gypsies,”
generally : “ They are said to keep up a communication with
each other through Scotland, and to have some internal
government and regulation as to the districts which each
family travels.” And he indicates something of this kind
when he quotes the seventeenth-century author, Martin, (he
who “conceived ” the wandering Cairds, or Jockies of Scot-



106 Ancient and Modern Britons.

land,—pipers and harpers—*“to be descended from the ancient
bards ")—to this effect :—*“ One of them told me there were
not now above twelve of them in the whole isle; but he
remembered when they abounded, so as at one time he was
one of five that usually met at St. Andrews.” The dub/i-citis,
or “black tribute” that they levied in their days of power is
another evidence of this. It is not to be supposed that John
Gunn and his Abcrdeenshire “black watch” would permit
the Captain of an Argyleshire band to finger a penny of the
ycarly ‘“watch-moncy” that was paid by the lairds and
farmers of Aberdcenshire ; or that he would calmly allow the
Cairds of another district to encroach upon his territory. And
the Taits, we have seen, were ultimately expelled from the coun-
try of the Kennedys, “in which they had attempted to travel
by force.” In speaking of the Jlorner caste of * gypsies,”
Mr. Simson remarks:—*“ Some of the principal families of
these nomadic horner bands have yet districts on which none
others of the tribe [that is of the zery castes] dare encroach.”
And, regarding the Scottish “ gypsies” in general, he makes
the following most pregnant statements :—

“These curious people stated to me that Scotland was at
one time divided into districts, and that each district was as-
signed to a particular tribe. The chieftains of these tribes
issued tokens to the members of their respective hordes,
‘when they scattered themselves over the face of the country.’
The token of a local chieftain protected its bearer only while
within his own district. If found without this token, or
dctected travelling in a district for which the token was not
issued, the individual was liable to be plundered, beaten, and
driven back into his own proper territory by those gipsies on
whose rights and privileges he had infringed.  These tokens
were, at certain periods, called in and rencwed, to prevent
any one from forging them. They were generally made of
tin, with certain characters impressed upon them ; and the
token of each tribe had its own particular mark, and was well
known to all the gipsies in Scotland. But while these passes
of the provincial chicftains were issued only for particular
districts, a token of the Baillie family protected its bearer
throughout the kingdom of Scotland ; a fact which clearly
proves the superiority of that ancient clan. Several gipsics
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have assured me that ‘a token from a Baillie was good over
all Scotland, and that kings and queens had come of that
family” And an old gipsy also declared to me that the tribes
would get into utter confusion were the country not divided
into districts, under the regulations of tokens.”

Here, then, is a most vivid illustration of what has been
said on a previous page. By sheer force of tradition the
modern Picts of Scotland have preserved the memory of a
state of things which the eminent historian of the ancient
Picts has lately presented to us. What the latter has ascer-
tained by painful and scholarly research, the former could
have told him as an indisputable, inherited truth. Scoto-
Pictish Scotland, says Mr. Skene, was once partitioned off
into various provinces. According to one account, Trans-
marine Scotland, or Scotland north of the Scythian Valley
(the basin of the modern River Forth), was divided into
seven provinces, each of which was made up of two districts.
These had their respective kings and sub-kings. So lately
as the tenth century three of these provinces were wholly
“black ;” and the supreme ruler of these became, for a time,
the paramount king of Transmarine Scotland : being known
to history as Kenneth, Cin-aed, Kennedy, Niger, Dubk, or The
Black, “ of the three black divisions.” Whether The Wiite,
who eventually displaced him, was in any way the ancestor of
the royal, white-skinned Balliol line (who may at the same
time have been Normans,—or earlier Nor’-men) can only be
a matter of conjecture : though not an improbability.

These divisions do not include Southern Scotland. And,
possibly, the long-standing rivalry between the Faw chiefs
(whose country, as described by Mr. Simson, is very like
ancient Northumbria) and the Baillies—for the kingship of
the tories of Scotland—may be properly regarded as the clash-
ing of “ Transmarine Scotland " with the important kingship
that stretched from the Forth to the Humber. While the
Galloway confederacy may have had an origin independent of
either. But these, being matters of speculation, need not be
longer dwelt upon.

Of the use of these passes, or tokens, we have some interest-
ing instances in modern times. (Of the fory passes—that is
to say—the ordinary documentary passport being the modern
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outcome of this custom.) In Mr. Simson's chapter on the
“gypsies” of the county of Linlithgow, we are told that two
local chiefs, “McDonald and Jamieson, like others of the
superior classes of gipsies, gave tokens of protection to their
particular friends of the community generally. The butchers
of Linlithgow, when they went to the country, with money
to buy cattle, frequently procured these assurances from the
gipsies. The shoemakers did likewise, when they had to go
to distant markets with their shoes. Linlithgow appears
even to have been under the special protection of these
banditti. Mr. George Hart, and Mr. William Baird, two of
the most respectable merchants of Bo’ness, who had been
peddlers in their early years, scrupled not to say that, when
travelling through the country, they were seldom without
tokens from the gipsies.” Again,—it is said, that “the
gipsies gave passes or tokens to some of their particular
favourites who were not of their own race” (that is, of their
own way of living); and that one particular chief,—of a
Stirlingshire gang— not only “issued tokens to the members
of his own tribe,” but, “ besides these regular gipsy tokens,
he, like many of his nation, gave tokens of protection to his
particular friends of the community at large.”

This chief, last referred to,*—a *principal gipsy” of
Stirlingshire, but “closely connected by blood with the Fife
bands,”—is stated to have been “ of that rank that entitled
him to issue tokens to the members of his tribe.” And the
two Linlithgowshire chiefs, above-mentioned, possessed the

* ¢ The name of this chief was Charles Wilson, and his place of residence at
one time was Raploch, close by Stirling Castle, where he possessed some herit-
able property in houses. He was a stout, athletic, good-looking man, fully six
feet in stature, and of a fair complexion; and was, in general, handsomely
dressed, frequently displaying a gold watch, with many seals attached to its
chain. In his appearance he was respectable, very polite in his manners, and
had altogether little or nothing about him which, at first sight, or to the general
public, indicated him to be a gipsy. But, nevertheless, I was assured by one of
the tribe, who was well acquainted with him, that he spoke the language, and
observed all the customs, and followed the practices of the gipsies. . . . . This
gipsy chief died within these thirty-five years [say, about 1810-15] in his own
house on the castle hill at Stirling, whither he had removed from Raploch. It is
stated that for a considerable time before his death he relinquished his former
practices, and died in full communion with the church.”

This, again, is one of those ‘‘gypsies” of the Baillie order. A gentleman in
dress and bearing, and belonging to the class of ‘‘fair whites.”
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same privilege, “like others of the superior classes of
gipsies.”

“But while these passes of the provincial chieftains were
issued only for particular districts, a token of the Baillie
family protected its bearer throughout the kingdom of Scot-
land.” In other words, a Baillie token was a royal warrant :
the passes of the other ruling families were those of sub-
ordinate kinglets. “If found without this token, or detected
travelling in a district for which the token was not issued,
the individual was liable to be plundered, beaten, and driven
. back into his own proper territory, by those gipsies on whose
rights and privileges he had infringed.”

These tokens, it is said, “ were generally made of tin, with
certain characters impressed upon them; and the token of
each tribe had its own particular mark, and was well known
to all the gipsies in Scotland.” They were not invariably of
tin. There is a story told of a Dumfriesshire carrier of the
early part of last century, who encountered the head of the
royal Baillies one evening at a country inn. “This man,
once, in returning from Edinburgh, stopt at Broughton, and
in coming out of the stable he met a man, who asked him if
he knew him. Robert, after looking at him for a little, said :
‘1 think you are Mr. Baillie”. He said, ‘I am,’ and asked if
Robert could lend him two guineas, and it should be faithfully
repaid. As there were few people who wished to differ with
Baillie, Robert told him he was welcome to two guineas, or
more if he wanted it. . . . [The money being accepted,] .
Baillie then gave him a kind of brass token, about the size of
a half-crown, with some marks upon it, which he desired him
to carry in his purse, and it might be of use to him some
time, as he was to show it, if any person offered to rob him.
Baillie then mounted his horse and rode off.” The story goes
on to say, that some time afterwards this man was accosted
by two suspicious looking men, while travelling through an
out of the way district. “ But recollecting his token, he said
a gentleman had once given him a piece of brass, to show, if
ever any person troubled him. They desired him to show it,
as it was moonlight. He gave it to them. On seeing it,
they looked at one another, and then, whispering a few words,
told him it was well for him he had the token, which they
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returned ; and they left him directly.” Now this was a
Baillie token, and good for the whole of Scotland; so it is
possible that, being such, it was made of a different mctal
from the ordinary counters, which were of tin. But the chief
feature of the token was the writing impressed upon it.
These circular counters were plainly the orthodox style of
pass,—but any other article could be transformed into one,
by the marking of certain characters upon it. This is
exemplified in two or three other incidents, similar to that
just related. And Mr. James Simson plainly states: “A
pen-knife, a snuff-box, and a ring are some of the gipsy pass-
ports. It is what is marked upon them that protects the
bearer from being disturbed by others of the tribe.”

What was marked upon them ? It is too likely that not
one of these tokens is now extant. The unceasing perse-
cution of “gypsies,” gencration after generation; the
numerous statutes enacted against “sorners, masterful
beggars, and such like runners about;” the belief, so often
acted upon, that they “ might lawfully be destroyed, without
any judicial inquisition, as who carry their own condemnation
about them ”; all these—down to the milder laws of recent
days—have most effectually done their work. No civilized
man can regret the result, however harshly attained; but
such a complete effacement of an ancient polity must be a
source of sorrow to all of the Dryasdust clan. That these
characters impressed upon the tokens of the Scoto-Pictish
kinglets were of the same kind as those which Bishop
Nicolson saw in the “book of spells, and magical receipts,
taken, two or three days before, in the pocket of one
of our moss-troopers,”*—may be regarded as extremely
probable. It is true that the bishop regarded these *bar-
barous characters” as derived from the black Danes, being
“very near akin to Wormius’s Ram Runer, which, he says,
differed wholly in figure and shape from the common runz.”

* Referred to in a previous chapter, and quoted from the Introduction to
““ The Minstrelsy of the Scottish Border.”  Bishop Nicolson cites this ** book of
spells ™ as a proof that the Border mossers, or marsh-dwellers, or bog-trotters of his
day were not *‘utter strangers to the black art of their forefathers.” It may be
remembered that, in this *‘book of spells,” ‘‘among many other conjuring feats,
was prescribed a certain remedy for an ague, by applying a few barbarous
characters to the body of the party distempered.”
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Whatever they were, it is plain they were unintelligble to a
man of mere Latin training. If they were black-Danish,
their use in Scotland must have been more recent than the
Pictish, or the later Scoto-Pictish dominion. But “Gyp-
sydom” ranges from a quite recent period back to an
undefinable limit ; and it is within the bounds of possibility
that the “ particular mark ” of each tribe differed 7z origin
from each of the others. But this is much less likely than
that all the tribal tokens bore a legend, stamped in “com-
mon runz,” and that the “particular mark” was only the
totem of the clan. And, since the bulk of the “gypsy”
classes seem, by complexion and other characteristics, to
belong to the race of Egyptians (Scots) and Moors (Picts),
it is probable that the prevailing character of these symbols
was of the kind intimated by Boece; who, writing of the
Auld Mannieres of Scottis, says—** In all their secret besiness
they usit not to write with common letteris usit among other
peplis, but erer with sifars, and figures of beistis maid in
maner of letteris ; sic as thair epitaphis and superscriptions
above thair sepulturis schew.” And that the determined—
and excusable—persecution of these Scottish Egyptians
(whose alternative title of Scof gradually floated away from
its original possessors, and became the national designation
of the hybrid Scotch people) ;—and the attitude which the
best part of the Scotch people eventually reached,—namely,
the regarding of a ‘“habit and repute Egyptian” as the
equivalent of everything shiftless, savage, and irreconcilable ;
—gave rise to the state of things that Boece indicates when
he adds :—“noch-the-less this crafty maner of writing, be
quhat slenth I can not say, is perist, and yet they have
certaine letteris propir amang themself, quilkis war some
time vulgar and common.” That this assumption is correct,
there is no reason to doubt. For Boece, born at Dundee,
in the fifteenth century, of a family that had been landowners
in Forfarshire for four or five generations, wrote as a Scotck-
man—not as a Scot: when he spoke of the Scots he used
the third person (though his own family-tree may quite easily
have contained pure Scofs, as well as Normans, Angles,
Danes, Moray-men, and all the ingredients that compose
a Scotchman). And it is quite evident that he had in view
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a distinct division of the people of Scotland; the same
division—there can be no question—as that spoken of by the
Scotch writer in the Mercurius Politicus of the year 1662,#
when, writing from Edinburgh, he relates that “the Scots
and moss-troopers have again revived #keir old custom, of
robbing and murthering the English.” That this man writes
in the broad spirit of a Modern Briton (using “ English”
only as a convenient designation for the southern portion
of his fellow-countrymen) is proved by his added statement
that “a Scotchman, who was with them [the English],”
escaped from the clutches of these Scoss, to tell the tale.
Therefore when Boece, and his fellow-Scotchman, Leslie,
described the ancient manners of the Scofs, it is an absolute
certainty that they had in view the Egyptians of Scotland.
And, consequently, the “ barbarous characters ” that neither
Bishop Nicolson, nor the peaceful traders and hinds who
received those passes could read, must have been mainly
(if not wholly) those “sifars and figures of beistis maid in
maner of letters” that the Egyptian-Scots had made use of
from the earliest times. In short, they were Egyptian hiero-
glyphics.

Farther, the symbols and pictures that are carved upon
the well-known “sculptured stones of Scotland,” must be
the work of the same Egyptian people. Boece distinctly
says so :—* In all their secret business, they (the Egyptians of
Scotland) used not to write with common letters used among
other peoples, but formerly with cyphers, and figures of
beasts made in manner of letters; suck as their epitaphs and
superscriptions above their sepultures show.” That the “ Sculp-
tured Stones ” are of a sepulchral nature is what all the best
modern antiquaries are agreed upon: and here is a fifteenth-
century writer stating as a matter of course that the sculp-
tors were the Early Egyptians of Scotland.

Whatever of uncertainty and error may attach to the con-
clusions reached in the foregoing pages, now, at any rate,
we are on solid ground. Ethnology tells us that one stream
of Modern British blood has come down from a common
source with that of the aboriginal people of Egypt. Tra-

* Formerly quoted. The extract is given by Sir Walter Scott in his Intro-
duction to the *‘ Minstrelsy”” (Murray's reprint, London, 1869, p. 27, notc).
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dition states that our islands were overrun, at an early
period, by swarthy marauding tribes ;—of which one section
alleged its descent from the daughter of a Pharaoh, from
whom they took their name of Scoz: that word, therefore,
becoming synonymous with “vagabond,”—in the speech of
the Celtic peoples who tried to repel these invaders. This
name of Scoz did not cease, until (at most) two centuries
ago, to designate one particular division of the people of
North Britain ; although, by a common freak of nomencla-
ture, it also became identified with the heterogeneous Scottish
nation.* And that particular division was composed of those
dusky, ferocious, pagan, and magic-working Egyptians, whose
ideas and practices the more peaceable and civilized of the
Scottish people have always regarded with abhorrence. For
which reason, this element of semi-Christianity (though doing
the greatest violence to its professed creed) continually
fcught against and eventually persecuted and hunted down
all those who perversely remained “habit and repute Egyp-
tians : ” so that that title was at length equivalent to “ outlaw ”
and “criminal,” and its bearer liable to be killed without
mercy. The name of “ Egyptian ”"—loosely and erroneously
given to a whole class—is still claimed by certain of the

* We still find it convenient to use the name of a long-defunct kingdom when
speaking of Scotland, and to designate those of us who are born within its limits
as Scotchmen, or Scotsmen. These are slightly-different pronunciations of
Scottish-men or Scottis-men : the former being the equivalent of the modern
sound of /nglis, which we now call English. When Archdeacon Barbour wrote
of Scottis-men, and Boece of the Scottss, they may have pronounced the word as
Scottish, Scotch, or Scots. That Barbour used ‘‘Scottis” in its widest sense is
clear; and when he spoke of the Scots (Proper) of Galloway, he called them
¢ Galloways.” But, like ** Englishman ” (of this century) and * American,” the
words Scottish, Scots, &c., must have meant very different things in different
mouths, Mr. Skene (‘‘Celtic Scotland,” Vol. II. pp. 460-462) tells us that
about the twelfth century ‘‘the name applied to the Gaelic language of Scotland
was that of Scotic or Scotch”; but that, while Barbour denominated his lan-
guage ‘“ the Ingli; toung ” (and it is almost identical with what we still call
English), Gavin Douglas, writingin 1516, ‘‘in the same Lowland dialect,” terms
it *“ Scottés,” or Scotch. And the miscellaneous natives of Galloway, who—
referring to Barbour’s ‘ Galloways "—-style them *‘ the wild Scots of Galloway,”
lay claim to the general title of Scots themselves. There has, therefore, been a
great diversity of meaning attached to this epithet, as there is to-day in the two
parallel instances just cited. Nevertheless, the various references in the fore-
going pages show very plainly that a distinction between the Scot Proper and the
Scot General has long been observed.

VOL. 1I. 1
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Scottish “ gypsies,” who believe themselves to be “ Pharaoh’s
folk.” As gypsies and faws, they were—till quite lately—
dictators of the whole of Scotland ; so far as concerned the
safety of travellers passing through the various provinces
into which they had divided that country ; each province the
home of a certain tribe, and obeying the laws of its tribal
chief—and all the provinces and all those tribal chiefs
recognizing the supremacy of one ruling family. ‘As Egyp-
tians, or Scots,and Moors, or Picts,—precisely the same thing
is recorded of them: except, that, under these names, they
had undoubted power and a historical position. As gypsies,
we have seen that each tribe protected the infringement of
its territory by a system of passes, issued by the higher
castes ; and there may yet be proof that this custom was in
full force during the historic age of the Scoto-Pictish king-
dom,—as, manifestly, it must have been. The writing upon
these tokens was illegible to men of modern English educa-
tion,—and was only so many “ barbarous characters” in the
eyes of a bishop, of presumed latinity. “In all their secret
business,” these gypsies “used not to write with common
letters used among other peoples.” We do not actually know
that the characters impressed upon such tribal tokens were
“ cyphers, and figures of beasts made in manner of letters:”
though this is very probable. We do know, however, that
the swarthy dwellers in the Hebridean wigwams of last
century wore, upon their persons, broad plates of silver or
brass, “ curiously engraven with various animals, &c.;” and
we do know that, prior to the fifteenth century, the
“cyphers and figures of beasts made in manner of letters,”
which the Scots Proper of that period made use of in their
“secret business,” were identical with those composing
the ‘“epitaphs and superscriptions” above their tombs.
And this confronts us with the Sculptured Stones of Scot-
land.

" These have been sketched, their inscriptions transcribed
and deeply studied, and the result of these studies published
—by men of great linguistic and antiquarian knowledge :
who are, indeed, the only kind of men qualified to discuss
such a subject. There are, of course, differences of opinion
as to their meaning, and their probable age. On this last
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point, Colonel Forbes Leslie makes these remarks:* “The
sandstone, on which so many of the Roman inscriptions
taken from the walls of Hadrian and Antoninus are graven,
is not to be compared in durability to Aberdeenshire granite ;
yet Roman inscriptions carry us back sixteen or seventeen
hundred years. There is therefore no limit within the
historical or even the traditionary period to which sculptures
in Aberdeenshire granite need be restricted, so far as depends
on arguments founded on the wasting effect of atmospheric
action on the surface of the stone. By far the greatest
number, and those of most interest in the sculptured stones,
in which there is no Christian emblem, are found in Aberdeen-
shire, and are of Aberdeenshire granite.” Against this, how-
ever, must be placed the effects of time, in raising the superfi-
cies of the earth (principally through the agency of worms,—
we have lately been told) : thereby rendering it improbable
that an upright stone would be visible at the present day,
had it been reared at a very remote period.

The sculptured stones of Scotland,—dotted here and there
over the country, are found in greatest numbers in the north-
eastern district. Of their inscriptions, it is said :+ “ Some of
these emblems indisputably, and all of them probably, are of
Oriental derivation.” *“The most remarkable of these are
the double disc ; double disc and sceptre ; crescent ; crescent
and sceptre ; altar ; altar and sceptre and hawk ; serpent ;
serpent and sceptre ; elephant; horse; bull; boar; bird of
prey ; human figure with dog’s head; fish; dog's head;
horseshoe arch; mirror; mirror-case; comb; comb-case,
etc.” To these may be added lions, apes, camels, dragons
and other “ monsters,” and the inter-linked loop known as
“Solomon’s Seal.”

As these are admittedly sepulchral monuments, the most
natural explanation of such devices is that they were the
badges or totems of the dead. Thus the crescent would be
the proper emblem for one of the many moss-trooping
“ thieves” or “gypsies” of the Border country; of whom
Scott says that the heavenly bodies formed their favourite
crests. Thedog’s head would represent any one of that dog-
headed battalion of the clan of the “ King of Rualay"—

* ¢“Early Races of Scotland,” chapter xv. + Zbid.
12
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already noticed: the bull, such a man as the bovine-headed
figure of the (Eland sculptures, or the cow’s-skin-clad tinker
of Cornish tradition, or any one of the “Calves” and “ Heifers”
of Sutherlandshire : the serpent, any native of Edder-dale:
the boar, such a warrior as the fifteenth-century “black-
skinned boar” of the Hebrides : and the horse, such a “ giant
with horse’s ears ” as that one slain at the battle near Bally-
beg Abbey, County Cork, “in the time of all the battles.”
In this way, the lion would indicate the grave of one of the
race of “ Dub/Z of the three black divisions;” and the ele-
phant, one of the progenitors of the Olifant clan; both of
these tribes having borne such cognizances. And the dragon
might fitly be carved upon the tombstone of any one of the
“ Sons of Uisneach,”—who are remembered as “the three
dragons of Dunmonadh.” The addition of the sceptre
might be taken to denote that a king was buried below:
while the altar may possibly bear reference to a priest.

It is doubtful to what extent the drawings of animals—
now strangers to Britain—are tests of the foreign extraction
of the artists. Although camels were not familiar objects in
this country at the date of the Norman Conquest, or soon
after, they were not unknown. The Irish Annals record
that, in the year 1105, “a camel, which is an animal of
wonderful size, was presented by the King of Alban to
Murcertac O'Brian.” And, no doubt, it was not the only one
imported. Besides this, it is sometimes argued that, because
the elephants carved upon Scottish monoliths show, by their
grotesque outlines, that the artist had never seen a living
elephant,—¢t/erefore, the forefathers of such a man belonged
originally to a warmer climate than that of Britain. This,
however, need not have been the case. The artist may have
learned, incorrectly enough, the appearance of an elephant,—
and that by tradition,—although his ancestors had inhabited
Britain for an illimitable period. Mr. Bonwick has some
remarks bearing closely upon this. “A human skull, near
Falkirk (he states*), was discovered twenty feet below the
surface, and associated with the fossil elephant. In Essex
such remains have been side by side with the hippopotamus
and rhinoceros, which then roamed about all England. At

* ¢ The Daily Life of the Tasmanians,” pp. 219, 220.
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Curragh, an older Irishman than the Celt hunted after what
we call the fossil elk. The Betages, or slaves of the Celts,
may have been his descendants.” In the limestone caves of
Denbighshire, the skeletons of men are found beside those of
the hippopotamus, elephant, rhinoceros, lion, hyena, bear, and
reindeer. Noone can tell at what date the last lion, elephant,
or hippopotamus of the British Islands was seen and slain.
If tradition is to be believed, the last-named of these was of
very recent date (comparatively speaking): for the Celtic
legends are full of stories of water-horses and water-bulls,
(But as this may have another, and wholly different explana-
tion— this point need not be pressed.) At any rate, it is not
impossible that descendants of the men who hunted the
living British elephant may have incised its likeness—though
not very faithfully—upon pillars of Aberdeen granite. There
is indeed a curious hint of such a traditional elephant, in the
form of the supporters of the Oliphant shield. The earliest
known chief of this tribe seems to have been a David de
Oliphant, one of those twelfth-century Scottish barons who
accompanied King David of Scotland in his unsuccessful
invasion of England. Likely enough, this David (of
Oliphant) was a Norman. But the people of the district
over which he ruled may have been British for countless
generations. At any rate, the supporters of that shield—
“two elephants proper”—are, according to a very carefully-
drawn representation of the year 1826* delineated with tufts
of shaggy hair upon the haunch ; unlike any elephant that a
modern herald could have seen, though suggestive of some
animal that had not lost all resemblance to the hairymammoth.

Accordingly, those creatures on the Scottish monuments
need not of necessity be exotic,—though strangers to this
country for a long period. But with regard to others of the
inscriptions, there is no doubt. “Some of these emblems
indisputably . . . .. are of Oriental derivation,” says Colonel
Forbes Leslie. And a more recent authority, speaking less
dogmatically, but with conviction, has expressed the opinion
that the inscriptions upon the “Newton Stone,” in the Garioch,

* Given in ‘* The Pocket Peerage of Scotland,” Edinburgh, 1826,
+ Lord Southesk, in a paper read before the Society of Antiquaries of Scot-

land, 11th December, 1882.
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Aberdeenshire, form a compound of Oriental and Western
ideas, beliefs, and languages. And among these elements,
he includes the Egyptian.

Inscriptions of this variety are not emblematic, but are
written in various recognized characters. That one stone,
such as the Newton Stone, should bear on its surface an
inscription that unites Greek with Irish, Gothic, and Egyp-
tian, is extremely probable. Whatever the origin of an in-
coming race, it could not possibly preserve its distinctive
features for several centuries, unaffected in the slightest degree
by the customs of those with whom it came in contact.
Though the Egyptian-Scots were at first “ somewhat different
in manners ” from the painted Moors who were their allies in
the invasion of South Britain, such an alliance would of
itself result in a blending of ideas, of manners, of speech,
and of blood. And this again would be affected by the in-
vasions of later races. Therefore, when a man’s investiga-
tions lead him to see a mixture of several languages and
creeds in one individual inscription, on a Scottish monument,
the likelihood is that his conjectures are pretty correct.

The belief in an Eastern origin of certain intra-British
languages and peoples is very old, and very old-fashioned.
There is, I believe, a mass of presumptive evidence in its
favour—in what is called the Gaelic language. Those of us
who know little or nothing of Gaelic can guess at its hetero-
geneous character, from the fact (already noticed) that when
Shaw’s “ Gaelic ” dictionary was brought out a hundred years
ago, it was pronounced by others of his fellow-countrymen
to be something that was no¢ Gaelic, whatever it was. And
it was also noticed that an eminent living student of Scottish
Gaelic has stated that that form in use a few centuries ago
was very different from that spoken and written at the
present day. In whatever part of the world—and at what-
ever epoch—*the language of the white men” reached
maturity, it is plain that it has become greatly altered, in
various places, and in varying degrees, by amalgamation
with other forms of speech. ‘“Black speech,” for example.
A last-century archaologist,* with what correctness I do not

* A contributor to the Transactions of the Royal Irish Academy for the year

1788,
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know, makes these statements regarding this question: “If
they [the inhabitants of ancient Scotia, now Ireland] had not
an intercourse in former days with the Pheenicians, Egyptians
and Persians, how is it possible so many hundreds of words,
so many idioms of speech, so many technical terms in the
arts of those ages, could have been introduced into the old
Irish dialect ? . . . . . What people, the Egyptians and Irish
excepted, named the harp or music ouini, Irish Aine . . ...
What people in the world, the Orientalists and the Irish ex-
cepted, call the copy of a book the son of a book, and echo
the daughter of a voice? With what northern nation, the
Irish excepted, can the Oriental names of the tools and
implements of the stone-cutter, the carpenter, the ship-builder,
the weaver be found ? And with what people, the old Irish
and Egyptians excepted, does the word: Ogkam signify a
book, and the name of Hercules or Mercury ?” If only one
half of these queries be grounded on positive truth, the con-
nection between the old East and the later West is most
distinctly proved by the evidence of language.

These are questions that belong to Egyptology rather than
to Gypsiology—though it is difficult to say where the one
begins and the other ends. And as “gypsies” are of all
races, so are these references to Persians and Pheenicians not
outof place. For,like gypsy, Egyptian must be taken to include
a good deal: Assyrian, Jewish, Chaldean ; as well as Pheeni-
cian and Persian. The “black art” (dubk-chleasackd) of the
conjurers and ‘ magicians” (druidican*) of Early Britain,
was regarded by Pliny as almost identical with that practised
by the magi of Persia. And the “enchanters,” “ magicians,”
and “wise-men,” attached to the court of the Pharaoh
mentioned in the Book of Exodus, were akin to both of
these, in custom. The Liuth Messeath, and the Fodhan
Morain, worn by the druidhean of Ancient Scotia, were—it
has been observed—identical with the breastplates and the
Urim and Thummim of Jewish and Chaldee priests: which

* The name of one of these magicians, Dearg or Dargv, indicates a history
similar to that of the word rwadh, which means both ‘‘red” and ‘‘ dusky.”
Dearg nan Druidkean, as he was called, was literally—Z7%¢ Red One of the
Magicians. In Gaelic dictionaries (as we have seen) this word is translated
*red”; but when it is called an Anglo-Saxon word, it is translated ‘‘dark” :
and it is so spelled nowadays, and has this meaning, in what we call ¢ English.”
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is not at all remarkable if those priests of Ireland were
Early Scots,—that is, Egyptians. The hieroglyphical tablets
of the Early Scots, their long “glibbed ” tresses, and the
ruddle with which they smeared their dusky faces, may all be
matched in Egypt and Assyria. While such varieties of the
“ magic,” just referred to, as sun-worship, serpent-worship,
astrology, and soothsaying or fortune-telling; and also the
customs of passing children *through the fire to Baal,”* and
the burying of the dead in sarcophagi,} are as much the
property of the British Islands as of the East.

And most of these properties have remained longest in
the possession of those 7y classes,—commonly called
gypsies. The divining-rod with which the magician at the
court of the Pharaohs performed his incantations was
swayed also by the British druidk.t And by the ban-druidh,
female gypsy, or witch, also: and, just as this modern sibyl
of the hedgerows refuses to prophesy unless her palm is
crossed with silver, so have her kidney done in Britain as
far back as the days of Cesar.§ Like these also, she
pretends to gain her prophetic knowledge from the stars.
Thimble-rigging,—the peculiar property of those classes
who, in Mr. Leland’s opinion, are more or less of gypsy
blood, and who, according to Mr. Simson, are distinctly
gypsies,—is of Egyptian origin,—or, at least, was a practice

¢ Some modern authorities (both Mr. Skene and Dr. Hill Burton, I think,
and perhaps others) agree in deciding that the word Beltane, Bel-teinne, or Beal-
tine—popularly translated ¢ Baal-fire"—is nof connected with the name of the
god Baal. If this be the case, the similarity of name is only a coincidence. But
the zame is of little importance : it is beyond question that the ceremony of
passing children through the fire was quite commonly practised in Britain a
thousand years ago, and survived in some parts of the country up till last century.
(For remarks upon this, and instances adduced, see, for example, Colonel Forbes
Leslie’s ¢ Early Races,” pp. 113-115.)

+ How common this custom was in this country we cannot tell, the question-
able practice of opening our ancient burial-mounds being yet in its infancy.
But there is, at least, one instance of the discovery of sarcophagi—namely, in the
neighbourhood—or at the base—of a hill in East Lothian, named Traprain Law.

I ‘It appears all the gipsies, male as well as female, who perform ceremonies
for their tribe, carry long staffs.” (Simson’s *‘ History,” p. 272, note.)

§ ‘“ The fraud of the astrologers in taking money for predictions pretended to
be derived from the stars is here compared to a similar imposition practised by
the Druids, who borrowed money on promises of repayment after death.” (Note
to Bell’s edition of *‘ Hudibras,” Part II. Canto III.)
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of Ancient Egypt (Siémson, p. 325, note). The Morris-dance,
Moors’-dance or Blackamoors’-dance,—so distinctly a British
dance that Handel regarded it as the national dance of our
country,—was, even so recently as the era of the Fifeshire
gypsies, described by Mr. Simson, scarcely one remove better
than the degrading riot of the worshippers of Osiris.*
Survivals of such worship may be seen (says Mr. Groome in
his Britannica * gypsy ” article) “in the honour paid by the
three great German gypsy clans to the fir-tree, the birch, and
the hawthorn . . . . and in the veneration in which Welsh
Gipsies hold the fasciated vegetable growth known as the
broado koro.” The same low religion (Colonel Forbes Leslie
points out in his chapter on menkirs) has been firmly rooted
in Armorica and Brittany, and in portions of the British
Islands. Of the serpent-worship with which this is inextric-
ably mingled, traces “ may be also found in various phrases,
stories, emblems, and customs,” belonging to ‘“gypsies” in
general,—says the article in the Encyclopedia : and a relic of
this is also visible in the Gaelic language, in which there is
one word for “ serpent ” and “father.”+ And, as the effect

* Mr. Tylor, iu his *Anthropology,” suggests that *‘the eye of Osiris,
painted on the Egyptian funeral bark,” is connected with all such *‘eyes”
painted on the bows of boats from Valetta to Canton. It is possible that this
‘“ eye of Osiris,” if used as a caste-mark, is the explanation of all Polyphemuses,
Gaelic or Greek, whose huge, solitary eye in the middle of the forehead cannot
be accounted for, either naturally or mythologically.

¢+ The words given in Armstrong’s Gaelic Dictionary as signifying * father”
are—athair, daidean and gintear. The second of these is plainly a variation of
the ¢ gypsy " dad or dada, which is claimed by so many languages : being styled
Welsh when it is fad, Transylvanian gypsy (*‘ the Kolosvarer dialect ') when it is
dad, Modern-Slang when it is dad or daddy, Irish-Gacelic whenit is dada, English-
Romany when it is dadas. Gintear, says Armstrong, is simply gemitor. But the
other word, athair, was once nathair. In an Irish-Gaelic Ptayer-book of 1712,
the Lord’s Prayer begins with 4» Natkair. (Probably the feminine of this was
mnathasr : at least, this is suggested by certain cases of the word dean, ‘‘a wife,
a woman ;” which, in the genitive singular, is mna, in the nominative plural
mnai and mnathan, and mnathasbh in the dative plural.) But ar Nathasy, which,
in the Lord’s Prayer, must be translated ‘‘our Father,” is literally ““our Ser-
pent.” The modern Gaelic dictionaries give no other meaning but *‘ serpent ” to
mathasir ; and athair with them means only “father.” It is in what we call
¢¢ English ” that the former of these meanings has adhered to both variations of
the word. In ‘“English” we pronounce athasr as adder. Nadder or adder is
claimed as ** Anglo-Saxon,” natkas» or athair as ** Gaelic” ; but they are clearly
the same word. In Gaelic, natkair has become athair, just as a nadder has
become an adder (or as, conversely, an cke-name became a nick-name, and an
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of such beliefs, it has been shrewdly remarked by an observer,
who has been already quoted, that the area which is most
thickly studded with “the sculptured stones of Scotland,” is
that in which the Christian ideas of marriage have found
least favour.

It is also worthy of notice that, in *the language of the
white men,” the word dubh-cheist—literally, “a black cnigma”
—is rendered (by Armstrong) not only as *a puzzle,” “an
enigma,” but also as “a motto,” ‘“a superscription.” In the
first two instances, it might be understood as meaning nothing
more than ‘a dark saying;” which expression may be
derived with equal reason from the darkness or obscurity of
the thing it expresses, and from the complexion of such
people as those who were essentially adepts in “ magic,” or
“black” art. But it is difficult to see why “a motto,” “a
superscription,” should be designated *“a black enigma”
(duble-cheist), unless one particular class of superscriptions
was originally signified by this name: the class of superscrip-
tions to which Boyce (or Boece) refers, when he speaks of
the epitaphs of “ciphers and figures of beasts made in
manner of letters,” inscribed on the grave-stones of the
Larly Scots, Scots Proper, or Egyptians of Scotland.

With regard to the dates of such inscriptions, there can be
little unanimity of opinion— until the meaning of the legends
has been thoroughly mastered by scientific men. Colonel
Leslie’s comparison between the hardness of the granite on
which they are carved, and the less durable nature of the
stone that still bears the impression of Roman graving-tools,
would give a greater antiquity to the Aberdeen sculptures—
were that required. But the tomb-stones of the Early Scots
of Scotland nfay post-date the Roman invasion ; because the
Scot invasion of Scotland was apparently subsequent to the
days of Casar. The supremacy of the Scots in Scotland
most certainly was : and th