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ON THE STATE OF THE WESTERN PORTION

OF THE ANCIENT KINGDOM OF NORTHUMBERLAND,

DOWN TO THE PERIOD OF THE NOttMAN CONQUEST.

By John Hodgson Hinde, Esq. 

(BEAD ON THE 3nD AND 17TH OF JANUARY, 1856.)

The kingdom of Northumberland, in its integrity, comprised the entire 
district which lies between the Mersey and the Humber to the South, and 
the Friths of Clyde and Forth to the North. The Northern limits have 
never been disputed, and, although Dr. Whitaker has suggested that the 
Ribble, rather than the Mersey, formed its South-western boundary, we 
have on the other side the unquestionable testimony of the Saxon Chronicle, 
that Manchester, seated on the latter river, was subject to the Northumbrian 
kings, not only during the early preponderance of that state, but almost to 
the close of its existence, a century after the other members of the Heptarchy 
were absorbed in the monarchy of Egbert. " In the year 923," we read 
that " King Edward commanded a body of Mercians to take possession of 
Manchester, in Northumberland, and to repair and occupy it." To the 
South-east, the Humber furnished both a limit and a name to this extensive 
territory.

If history had been altogether silent, the nomenclature of the district 
would of itself afford sufficient evidence that a people speaking a language 
radically different from the Saxon, were its earliest colonists. It is true, 
that in the names of the towns and villages, we generally find indications 
of an Anglo-Saxon etymology, and such we should expect to be the case 
from our experience in all parallel instances. Wherever a new people settle, 
they invariably give, to their acquired abodes, names which are significant in 
their own language ; and the more complete the extermination or subjection 
of their predecessors, the more universal the change *f topographical



designation. It extends, indeed, not merely to the hamlets which they 
occupy, but to the fields which they till, and to the hill-sides where their 
flocks are depastured. If we go beyond this, and inquire amongst the 
rugged mountains, the crags, the caverns, and, above all, the rivers, we 
invariably meet with traces of the earlier inhabitants. Throughout the 
ancient limits of Northumbria, whilst the towns and  villages remind us of 
the Anglo-Saxon settlement, or the more recent domination of the Danes, 
the rivers and bolder features of the country reveal, in their names, the antient 
haunts of a Celtic people. If, in other districts of Britain, the traces of this 
primseval race are faint or uncertain (which, however, I must not be understood 
to affirm), the case is far otherwise here. In the rivers especially, whether 
they fall into the Western or Eastern sea, in the Clyde, the Eden, and the 
Lune, equally with the Tweed, the Tyne, and the Ouse, we have indisputable 
remains of a Celtic language.

Whatever mixture of race took place previous to Caesar's invasion, 
between the Britons and their continental neighbours, was confined, as far 
as our information extends, to the southern coast of the island if, indeed, 
even here the intruders were not descended from the same stock as those 
amongst whom they established themselves. That the original inhabi 
tants of Gaul were of the same lineage as the Britons has never been 
questioned ; but the more recent settlers in this island were derived from 
the Belgic, as distinguished from the Celtic portion of that country, and 
Ceesar tells us, on the authority of the best informed of the Belgian people, 
that the latter were the descendants of a band of adventurers who had 
emigrated in comparatively recent times from the German banks of the 
Rhine. There is no reason to doubt the strict accuracy of this account; 
nor is it to be wondered that Ctesar, who was no critical ethnologist, 
accepted this fact as a proof of identity of race between the Belgians and 
the Germans. We know, however, that the tribes who were familiar to 
Cffisar as Germans, and whom we still recognize as such, were not the 
original inhabitants of Germany, but that that vast territory, extending to 
the sources of the Danube, was possessed in the time of Herodotus by the 
same Celtic race who occupied Gaul and all Western Europe, to the con 
fines of the Cynetce. Even in Caesar's time the Germans were but recent 
colonists in their adopted country, and it is more probable that the Belgse 
were the last remnants of the original Celtic population of Germany, and 
were driven across the Rhine by the invading Germans, than that they



were themselves a portion of the invading host. It is sufficiently wonderful 
that a district so wide as Germany should have heen occupied in a com 
paratively short period hy a people previously unknown to the civilized 
world, without assigning to them a third of Gaul also, separated as it is 
from their actual conquests by so formidable a natural barrier as the Rhine. 
Even, however, admitting the German origin of the Belgse, and their 
amalgamation with the maritime tribes of Southern Britain, still, in the 
district immediately under consideration, the Celtic blood remained unaffected 
by foreign alliances, when the expedition of Csesar directed attention to 
an island previously almost unknown to geographers beyond its name.

After the establishment of the Roman supremacy, there can be no doubt 
that the exclusively Celtic character of the population was considerably 
modified ; first by the settlement of Roman citizens either holding official 
appointments or engaged in commerce ; secondly, and to a much greater 
extent, from the legionary and auxiliary forces quartered in the island. If 
the auxiliary troops had been solely or chiefly derived from one province 
of the empire, there is no question that their long residence amongst a 
subject people must have had a tendency to introduce their own customs, 
arts, and, to a certain extent, their language, amongst the general popula 
tion ; but so far was this from being the case, that amongst the garrisons 
scattered over the island we find representatives of almost every nation 
which owed allegiance to Rome, and the influence of each corps must 
either have been purely local, or, which is more probable, the whole must 
have merged their provincial peculiarities in their acquired characteristics 
as Roman soldiers. In this way, the tendency of this vast military estab 
lishment was to effect the complete Romanization of the British people. 
An idea has indeed been put forth by some writers that an element of 
Saxon, or at least of German, nationality was predominant amongst the 
auxiliary forces; but this has been advanced without dne consideration of 
the authentic documentary information which we possess on this subject. 
In the Notitia we have a complete list of all the garrisons in Britain. 
Excluding the legionary troops, we find eight garrisons of auxiliaries under 
the command of the Count of the Saxon Shore, of which two only were Ger 
mans, a troop of Tungrecani at Dover, and a cohort of Vetasii at Reculver. 
Under the Duke of Britain we find thirty-six, of which not more than three 
were Germans, the first cohort of the Batavians, the first cohort of Tungri, 
and the first cohort of Frixagi, if, indeed, the last were Germans, but their



nationality is not clearly ascertained. Of the other garrisons under the 
Duke of Britain, thirteen were either not derived exclusively from any 
particular locality, or their country cannot be determined.* The remaining 
twenty are derived from no fewer than ten distinct provinces of the Roman 
Empire, and as the whole were quartered in the district now under con 
sideration, it may be well to mention the number from each, viz. : six 
from Belgium,! and two from the other provinces of Gaul,J five from Spain,§ 
two from Dalmatia,|| and one each from Pannonia.U Dacia,** Thrace,ft 
Mauritania,JJ and Sarmatia.§§ These garrisons were not mere moveable 
forces, subject at any time to be transferred from one station to another, 
but rather military colonies which occupied the same position for ages, as 
appears from numerous inscriptions commemorating the same troop or 
cohort, resident in the same locality during a long series of years. Whether 
each company was recruited from the colony of which it was the nucleus, 
or by drafts from the province to which it originally belonged, or by indis 
criminate enlistment from any quarter, we are not in a condition to deter 
mine ; neither do we know whether the officers, as well as the men, were 
provincials, or whether, like our own Indian Army, the officers belonged to 
the parent state, the men to the provinces, or if any general rule prevailed 
ou this head ; and yet all these are considerations which would materially 
affect the social position not only of the colony but of the district in which 
it was situated. It is not probable that any considerable portion of the 
auxiliary forces were withdrawn with the legionary from Britain, when the

» Equites Catafractarij, Ala Prima Herculea.
Numerus Vigilum. ' Ala Saviniana.
Numerus Exploratorum. Ala Petiiana.
Nnmerus Directorum. Numerus Pacensium.
Numerus Defensorum. Numerus Longovicarisium.
Numerus Supervenientum. Cohors prima Cornoviorum. 
Cohors prima jElia Classica.

* Numerus Nerviorum. Cohors secnndaLingnnnm.
Cohors tertia Nerviorum. Cohors quarta Lingonum.
Cohors sexta Nerviorum. Cohors priina Morinorum.

J Cohors quarta Gallomm. Numerus Solensium.
8 Cohors prima Hispanorum. Ala secnnda Asturum. 

Numerus Barcariorum Tigrenaium. Cohors prima Asturum. 
Ala priina Astnrum.

|| Equites Dalmalte. Cohors secunda Dalmatarum. 
5T Equites Crispiani. ** Cohors prima JE\w Dacorum.

 ft Cohors secunda Thracum. 
{} Numerus Mnurinorum. 5§ Cunens Sarmatarum.



Romans relinquished the sovereignty of the island ; many garrisons were 
no doubt overwhelmed and annihilated, especially on the frontier, by the 
northern barbarians, and many were probably merged in the general popu 
lation, with whom they must, from long residence and frequent alliances, 
have become identified in interest and feelings.

All these considerations seem to point to the conclusion, that on the 
termination of the Roman power the original Celtic element was still 
predominant in the population, mixed indeed with many others by a 
variety of foreign connections, and improved and refined by contact with 
the Roman citizens. The presence of a Belgian corps in one locality, of a 
Spanish in another, and of a German in a third, would, to some extent, 
alter the provincial characteristics in each, but not to such an extent as 
materially to affect the national character of the Briton civilized by the 
Roman, or in the appropriate phrase, which has been generally adopted, 
the Romanized-Briton.

The Saxons are known to us by name as early as the time of Ptolemy, 
about A.D. 120, but they were then an obscure tribe, sharing, with 
seven others, the contracted territory of the Cimbric Chersonese; and more 
than a century and a half elapsed before they did anything to merit the 
notice of historians. In the year 287, we read of a confederacy of Saxons 
and Franks, who had made themselves so formidable by their incursions 
on the coasts of Belgium and Armorica, that a Roman fleet was stationed 
at Boulogne to check their piracies, and the celebrated Carausius, who 
afterwards assumed the purple in Britain, was appointed to the command. 
The shores of Britain were before long subjected to similar devastations, 
and an officer was appointed, with the title of Count of the Maritime Trac*, 
whose special duty was to defend the Southern and Eastern coasts from 
the barbarians. In the year 367, the Count of the Maritime Tract was 
slain, together with his brother-officer, the Duke of Britain, in an incursion 
of the Picts and Scots. The Saxons do not, at that period, occur amongst 
the invaders of Britain, but they made a simultaneous movement against 
the shores of Gaul, which added to the perplexities of the Roman Emperor, 
Valentinian, and might even have been fatal to his power, but for the 
vigorous measures taken by his General, Theodosius.

The title given to the guardian of the sea-coast in the Notitiais " Count 
of the Saxon Shore," and the garrisons under his command extended from
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Lyfiae in Dorsetshire, to the coast of Norfolk, between which points one 
legion and eight bodies of auxiliaries were stationed in strong positions.

Whilst the imperial government continued, and these garrisons were 
maintained, it is difficult to believe that any permanent Saxon settlements 
were effected within the limits specified, nor do historians record any 
further Morth, although the coast from the Tyne to the Forth seems to 
have been altogether unprotected.

The withdrawal of the Roman legions seems to have opened to the 
Saxons a new sphere of action. Their enterprises were no longer confined 
to mere predatory expeditions, but they carried out, on a small scale indeed 
at first, plans of permanent conquest. The first Saxon settlement on 
record was in the Isle of Thanet, and was subsequently extended to the 
whole of Kent. The second, and at no distant interval, was at the North 
eastern extremity of what was afterwards the kingdom of Northum 
berland, adjacent, as we read in Nennius, to the great barrier, erected in 
the reign of Antoninus Pius, between the Forth and the Clyde. We may 
criticise the narrative of Nennius ; we may question his details, and refuse 
to credit the alleged relationship between the two leaders, Octa and Ebissa, 
and the Kentish Hengist; but there is no reason to doubt the fact of a 
very early Saxon settlement in this district. No part of the coast held out 
greater temptations. The shortness of the voyage, the fertility of the land, 
the utter want of all means of defence, in a district which had already been 
drained of its population during the Pictish inroads, were recommendations 
which were not likely to be neglected, and the fact of a settlement having 
been effected in this quarter is indirectly confirmed, though not directly 
stated by Beda. * This early colonization of Lothian is not without 
interest, as affording materials for speculation on the historical realities of 
the reign of king Arthur, divested of the absurd legends with which they

* Having briefly noticed the settlement of Hengist and Horsa, in Kent, he proceeds 
to say, " In a short time, swarms of the aforesaid nations came over into the island, and 
increased so much, that they became terrible to the nations who had invited them. Then 
having on a sudden entered into alliance with llie Picts, they turned their arms against 
their former confederates." These new invaders can hardly have been the bands of 
Aella, or Cerdic, the only leaders whose names occur in the Saxon Chronicle, as invaders 
of Britain, for many years after the arrival of Heugist. Hengist himself, as well as 
Aella and Cerdic, had sufficient occupation within the districts in which they severally 
settled, in the South of Britain, without involving themselves in an offensive alliance 
with an alien people, at the further extremity of the island. The Saxons who entered 
into this alliance, must have been neighbours of the Picts, and such were the colonists 
of Lothian, as described by Nennius.



have been blended. The names, at all events, of several of his battle-fields, 
exist in the locality, and the ancient name of Lothian itself does not mate 
rially differ from that of " the region Linnuis," in which the site of four of 
these battles is placed by Nennius and Henry of Huntingdon.*

In tracing the establishment of the kingdom of Northumberland, how 
ever, we have a void of a century before we-reach the times of Ida, from 
whom, as Beda and the Saxon Chronicle inform us, the Royal race of 
Northumberland sprung. From this intimation, we are apt to conceive 
rather exaggerated notions of the magnitude of Ida's kingdom, which was 
not that of Northumberland, but Bernicia only, one of the petty States out 
of which that kingdom was afterwards formed. Bernicia itself, in after 
times, was a province of very considerable magnitude, extending from the 
Tees to the Frith of Forth, but it would be rash to affirm that the kingdom 
of Ida enjoyed such ample limits. We know not, indeed, whether Lothian 
formed any part of it; all that is recorded on this head being the situation 
of its capital at Bamburgh, within the present county of Northumberland. 
The reign of Ida lasted twelve years, from A. D. 547 to 660 ; the reigns of 
six of his successors occupied thirty-three years. Contemporary with the 
latter, for thirty years, was 2Ella, king of Deira, the district between the 
Humber and the Tees. In 593, Ethelfrith, the grandson of Ida, succeeded 
to the throne of Bernicia, to which he added that of Deira also, by the 
expulsion of Edwine, the son of ^Ella, and so established the kingdom of 
Northumberland. The coast from the Humber to the Forth had been 
gradually filled with a Saxon population, the original inhabitants having 
been exterminated, or driven, into the interior, after a desperate but 
ineffectual resistance. Of this struggle we gather a few details from the 
Saxon genealogies, appended to Nennuis; and several of the lays, yet 
extant, of the British Bards of the sixth century, are devoted to the praise 
of the native chieftains, who for a while withstood the onslaught of Ida 
and his successors. To Ethelfrith was reserved the conquest of the central 
and Western portion of Northumbria, and we find in the pages of Beda 
ample testimony to the completeness of his success. " He conquered," as

* " The second, third, fourth, and fifth battles, w»re on a river called Dubglas, in the 
region Linnuis." Giraldus Cambrensis applies the name Leonis to Lothian, and in an 
ancient record, of the reign of Henry II., we find the same district described as Loeneis, 
a name which still more nearly approximates to Linnuis. Again, if Linnuis be Lothian, 
we have no difficulty in identifying tJie Dubglas with the little river Dunglas, which is in 
that district.



 we read, " more territories figj&,the Britons than any other king or tribune;" 
but though he was thus able to overrun a vast district of country, his 
followers were not sufficiently nujnerous to colonise it. In some places, 
indeed, " he expelled the inhabitants, and placed Angles in their stead," 
but " in others," and doubtless to a much greater extent, " he allowed the 
vanquished to retain their lands, on payment of tribute." Even in the 
succeeding reign of Edwine, the West Riding of Yorkshire retained its 
British population and ff/jpn. of government, and one of the incidents of 
which we read, is the expulsion of a petty prince, on the very outskirts of 
that district, Gertie, l$iig of Elmet, The only exploit of Ethelfrith within 
the Western limits of Northumberland, of which Beda gives any account, 
is the defeat of Aidan, king of the Scots, at Degsastan, or Dawston, in 
Liddisdale, but that he was master of the whole country Southwards, to the 
extreme boundary of Lancashire, may be inferred from the details which 
we possess of his successful invasion of the present county of Chester. 
The defeat of Brocmail, at Carlegion, and the slaughter of the monks of 
Bangor, are familiar to every reader; nor are we without grounds for 
believing that this victory was followed by the permanent subjugation of 
the country South of the Mersey, and that Ethelfrith may be regarded as 
the founder of the Mercian, as well as the Northumbrian kingdom. Crida 
is indeed described by some of our historians as the first king of Mercia, 
but he seems to have been the tributary, as he was the contemporary, of 
Ethelfrith, for his grandson Penda was, as we learn from the Saxon 
genealogies above referred to, the first of the Mercian rulers who established 
an independent monarchy, and threw off the yoke of the Northern kings.

Except as regards the absorption of the little kingdom of Elmet, the 
reign of Edwiue does not appear to have been distinguished by any altera 
tion in the internal condition of his dominions. The Anglo-Saxon popula 
tion were under his immediate government; the petty British States were 
still ruled by tributary princes. His ambition was rather to extend his 
authority beyond the limits of his own kingdom, than to consolidate his 
power at home. In this larger object he was for a while preeminently suc 
cessful ; " he obtained the supremacy over all the nations, as well Angles 
as Britons, who inhabit Britain;" and he is even said to have subdued 
Man and Aiiglesea. The impolicy of his conduct was however apparent 
in the sequel. The submission of Caedualla, king of North Wales, was 
neither cordially tendered, nor easy to be enforced, whilst Penda, the tribu-
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tary king of Mercia, bore with impatience his dependent position. The 
union of these two powerful neighbours, aided, in all probability, by the 
British States within his own territory, exposed him to an invasion on a 
scale so formidable, that he was unable to offer any adequate resistance, 
and, although he hastened to meet the enemy with such forces as he could 
muster, the event of the battle was not only fatal to himself, but destruc 
tive to the military power of his kingdom, his troops being all either slain, 
or hopelessly dispersed. The conflict took place at Hatfield, in the Southern 
part of Yorkshire. That Edwine should have moved thus hurriedly forward 
to meet the invaders on the frontier, rather than taken time to collect the 
strength of his kingdom in a more central position, was, perhaps, the result 
of distrust in the native population, who were at least as likely to join the 
kindred ranks of the invaders, as to aid a sovereign, to whom they were 
bound by no tie, but the yoke of conquest. At all events, if we are without 
direct information of their participation in the revolt, we know that they 
were not slow in availing themselves of its result. The kingg of Strath- 
clyde, the most important of the tributary States, of whom we hear nothing 
since the time of Ethelfrith, again appear o.n the page of history, having 
seized on this opportunity of asserting their independence. Of the British 
kingdoms which subsisted in Northumberland prior to the Saxon invasion, 
Birneich and Deur (Bernicia and Deira) were, as we have seen, overwhelmed 
by the followers of Ida, and of JElla. Reged, to the West of Birneich, 
fell, after a vigorous resistance, under the repeated assaults of the Saxon 
chieftains, whose reigns intervened between those of Ida and Ethelfrith. 
Elmet again was colonised by Edwine, but to the West of theae limits, 
Saxon occupation does not appear to have extended. Of the petty rulers, 
however, of the tributary provinces, no notices have been transmitted to us, 
except as regards the kings of Strathclyde, or, as they are designated by 
our earliest informants, of Alclyde, the latter being the name of their 
capital, on a rocky eminence, adjacent to the modern town of Dumbarton, 
whilst the former significantly describes the position of tbeir territory in 
the great Strath or valley of the Clyde. Amongst the British kings, who 
warred against Hussa, king of Bernicia, the predecessor of Ethelfritb, 
besides Urien, of Reged, and Guallane, Nennius mentions Morcant and 
Riderch-hen, names we cannot fail to identify with Morken, and his suc 
cessor, Ryderic, whom we meet with in Joceline's Life of Kentigern, as 
kings of Strathclyde, or, as he chooses to designate it, " the kingdom of
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the Cambri." For our meagre knowledge of their successors, we are 
indebted almost exclusively to the brief notices of the Irish annalists.

On the death of Edwine, the antient divisions of Bernicia and Deira 
were again held for a short period as separate kingdoms, the former by 
Eanfrid, the son of Ethelfrith, the latter by Osric, the son of jElfric, the 
brother of j?Ella, and uncle of Edwine. It was not, however, to be expected 
that either state, weakened as each was by the late disaster, could success 
fully resist a power which had overthrown the sovereign who wielded the 
resources of both. Accordingly, we find Osric slain, with all his forces, 
in an attack upon the British king, and Eanfrid compelled to appeal to 
the mercy of the conqueror, and by him barbarously murdered. For the 
space of a year we have the unusual spectacle of a British monarch reign 
ing over a great Saxon state, " not," says Beda, " like a victorious king, 
but like a rapacious tyrant, ravaging and destroying." This state of affairs 
was put an end to by Oswald, the brother of the murdered Eanfrid, who 
engaged and defeated the usurper in the neighbourhood of Hexham. Of 
Oswald we are told, " he brought under his dominion all the nations and 
provinces of Britain, which are divided into four languages, the Britons, 
the Picts, the Scots, and the English." This is, however, somewhat incon 
sistent with another statement of the same venerable historian, in which 
he claims for Oswald only the same extent of dominion which had been 
attained by Edwine, and ascribes to his brother Osric the subjection, and 
that only partially, of the Picts and Scots. It is not to be concealed, indeed, 
that Beda somewhat unduly magnifies the prowess and temporal grandeur 
of the patrons of his own church, whilst the heretic Britons meet with even 
less favour at his hands than his Pagan countrymen. However great the 
power of Oswald, he was defeated and slain by Penda, king of Mercia, 
who appeared as an auxiliary only in the former battle, which terminated 
in the death of Edwine. The reign of Osric extended from the year 642 
to 684, during which period, whatever might be his success against the 
Picts and Scots, we have no record of any attempt to bring the British 
population of his own dominions under his more immediate control. This 
work seems to have been reserved for his son and successor, Ecgfrith, to 
whose reign may be ascribed.with tolerable certainty,the complete subjugation 
of the Britons of Lancashire, Cumberland, and Galloway, the entire remnant 
of the native population within his limits, with the single exception of 
IStrathclyde. We have not, indeed, any account of the abolition of the
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tributary domestic government either in Cumberland or Lancashire, but 
we have authentic records of the share of the spoil, which Ecgfrith rendered 
to the Church. In Cumberland, he gave to Saint Cuthbert, Carlisle with 
the country for fifteen miles roundabout; in Lancashire he gave him 
Cartmel, " with all its Britons." Had these districts been in the immediate 
possession of the preceding Christian kings of Northumberland, it is not 
probable that until this reign the ecclesiastical historian would have been 
utterly silent as to any religious foundation, or donation to the church, 
between the Solwar and the Mersey. Even now we have no evidence that 
the Northumbrian kings resided at all amongst their western subjects, as 
they did, sometimes at one place, sometimes at another, at different seasons 
of the year, amongst the Anglo-Saxon population of the east. Even in 
Beda's time, half a century later, amongst the numerous villas maintained 
for the migratory residence of the royal household, not one occurs beyond 
the chain of hills which separated the eastern district of the Northumbrian 
kingdom from the west. The reason is obvious, that even then no attempt 
had been made to colonise the latter. Of Galloway we only know that it 
was incorporated with the province of Bernicia in Beda's time ; and when 
 we look to the disorganized and abject state of Northumberland, as 
described by himself, for forty-six years previous, we can hardly ascribe its 
subjugation to a later period than the reign of Ecgfrith. After his disas 
trous death " the hopes and strength of the English crown began to waver 
and retrograde ; for the Picts recovered their land, which had been held by 
the Angles, and the Scots that were in Britain, and some, also, of the 
Britons themselves, recovered their liberty, which they still retain after a 
period of forty-six years." These Britons who recovered their liberty were, un 
doubtedly, the people of Strathclyd*: If Galloway had, like Strathclyde, 
maintained a domestic, though dependent, government at the critical period 
of Ecgfrith's death, we can hardly doubt that, like her northern neighbour, 
she would then have achieved her independence. That she did not do so, 
but continued a member of the province of Bernicia, we have already seen.

Of the civil government of Galloway during the century which succeeded 
the death of Beda, we have no particulars, but for more than half that 
period we may infer that no change took place, as during that time the series 
of Anglo-Saxon bishops was uninterrupted. The last of these was Baedulph, 
who was appointed A.D. 790, but how long he held the see is altogether 
uncertain; neither do any of our historians mention the cause of the
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abolition of the episcopate. Little doubt, however, exists on this head, for 
we learn indirectly, from several sources, that not long after this time the 
government of the province must have passed out of the hands of the kings 
of Northumberland, and that this revolution was brought about by the 
invasion of a people, from whose residence, within its bounds, the district 
acquired the name of " Terra Pictorum," the land of the Picts. Chalmers, 
and other Scotch antiquarians, maintain that these intruders were not the 
well known Picts of North Britain, but a tribe who long resided in Ireland, 
under the designation of " Cruithne," of which they inform us " Pict" is a 
translation. Notwithstanding this respectable authority, it may be fairly 
questioned, whether an invasion by the Picts of the north is not at 
least as probable as by the " Cruithne " from the west; and whether it is 
not more likely that the term " Picts " was applied by the neighbouring 
people to a race who had long borne it, and who still existed under it at no 
remote distance, than that this familiar term was transferred as a transla 
tion of the barbarous name of new settlers from another island. In sup 
port of this view we may also refer to the events, in connection with which 
we first hear of the Picts of Galloway. In the year 837, we read in an 
antient document, printed by Innes, under the title of " Nomina Regum," 
that Alpin, king of the Scots, was slain by the Picts in a locality which is 
clearly recognised within this district. Again, we learn that his death was 
avenged by his son Kenneth, and " hence," says our authority, " the 
government of the Picts was superseded by the government of the Scots." 
Now the government which was superseded was not, that of the Cruithne, 
but of the antient Picts, and we may surely infer that the people whose 
atrocity led to this retribution were Picts also, and not Cruithne. From 
the accession of Kenneth to the join^rule of the Picts and Scots, the 
term " Picts " ceased to be applied to any portion of the united people. 
So complete, indeed, is the disuse of the name, that it was long contended 
that the people themselves were exterminated by the avenging Scots. In 
Galloway, however, the name still subsisted. In 875 the Danes ravaged 
the territory of the Picts and Strathclyde Britons. Joceline, in his life of 
Kentigern, uses " Terra Pictorum," in speaking of Galloway ; and Reginald 
of Coldingham, in describing the wanderings of the monks of Lindisfanie 
with the body of their patron, St. Cuthbert, places beyond dispute, the 
locality cf the land of the Picts, by noticing Kirkcudbright as within its 
limits. As late as the middle of the twelfth century, Richard of Hexham,
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a contemporary writer, speaking of the natives of Galloway, who formed 
part of the miscellaneous forces of the Scotch king at the battle of the 
Standard, describes them as Picts.

Of the government of these people, till they passed under the rule first of 
the kings of Cumberland, and afterwards of those of Scotland, we know 
nothing, but for ages after they were united to the latter monarchy, they 
preserved traces of laws and customs peculiar to themselves.

Two of the kings of Strathclyde, Morken and Ryderic, have already been 
noticed, as the opponents of the Saxon conquerors of Bernicia, in the sixth 
century. It may not be out of place to collect here such further particu 
lars of this little State as are to be met with in the pages of the English 
and Irish annalists. The latter speak of them as kings of Alclyde, and 
sometimes as kings of the Britons, under which latter denomination it is 
not always easy to determine whether these princes, or the kindred rulers 
of North Wales, are the parties indicated. In the Saxon Chronicle, the 
term " Strathclyde Welch " is used. This is rendered " Cumbri " by 
Ethelward, whose anuals are little more than an abridged translation of the 
chronicle. Joceline again, who wrote in the twelfth century, extending this 
nomenclature from the people to their country, talks of the latter as 
" Regnum Cambrense," " Eegnum Cambriuum," and " Cambria," thus 
causing succeeding writers to confound the little district of Strathclyde with 
the larger territory of Cumbria, which as yet had no existence under any 
general government, or common name. Even Chaltners, although he 
emphatically cautious his readers against the mistakes of his predecessors 
in this very particular, does not avoid error himself, in respect to the limits 
either of the Regnum Cambrense of Joceline, or of the kingdom of Cumbria. 
In the former he includes Galloway, from the latter he excludes Cumber 
land, South of the Solway, and thus asserts the identity of the two. The 
limits of Cumbria will form a necessary subject of enquiry, by and by. As 
regards the Regnum Cambrense, or kingdom of Strathclyde, we have 
already seen that it enjoyed an independent existence, whilst Galloway was 
comprised within the Saxon province of Bernicia. Even Joceline himself, 
whose inaccurate nomenclature has led others into error, does not claim Gallo 
way as within the Reg nuin Cambrense. On the contrary, when he speaks of the 
missionary labours of Kentigern, in " the land of the Picts " (the name by 
which Galloway was known in his time), he expressly tells us that it was
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beyond the precincts of the diocese of the Saint, which was co-extensive 
with the Cambrian kingdom. Assigning to Galloway the utmost extent 
which has ever been claimed for it, there still remain for the kingdom of 
Strathclyde the modern counties of Lanark, Ayr, and Renfrew, on the 
South of the Clyde, and, probably, Dumbartonshire on the North. This 
last, including the city of Alclyde itself, was not originally British terri 
tory, for we are expressly told by Beda, that in former times, before the 
settlement of the Scots in Britain, the Frith of Clyde separated the Britons 
from the Picts. In his own time, however, he informs us, the Britons pos 
sessed the impregnable city of Alcluith, on its Northern shore. " The 
Scots, also, arriving on the North side of this gulf, had formed a settlement 
there." The capital of the Strathclyde Britons was thus placed between 
the territories of the Scots and Picts, the former of whom occupied Argyle- 
shire, and the lower district of the Clyde, whilst the latter still retained 
the dominion of the Eastern side of the island, from the Forth Northwards. 
The position of Alclyde beyond the deep-water barrier of the Frith, on 
which it stands, was doubtless of the utmost importance to the Britons, in 
their struggles for independence with the Saxon kings of Northumberland. 
When their rich lands in Clydesdale were overrun, they could still maintain 
the contest with their baffled pursuers, in this rocky fastness, although, 
even here, the Saxons, in alliance with the Picts, on one occasion, succeeded 
in capturing their stronghold.

Chalmers places at the head of his series of Strathclydian kings, Nau 
or Can, * the reputed father of Gildas, but if Nau is entitled to any place 
at all in authentic history, it is on the authority of a Life of Gildas, in 
which he is represented as a Scottish, and not a British prince. Huail, 
his son, is said to have been driven from the throne by the celebrated king 
Arthur, and though we must receive this statement with caution, as based 
on very meagre testimony, it is by no means inconsistent with the account 
given by Beda, of the successive occupations of the district North of the 
Clyde, by the Picts and the Scots, and the subsequent acquisition of Alclyde 
by the Biitons. Nau, in this case, must have been contemporary with the 
earliest Scottish settlers on record, as Arthur appears to have commenced

* See the Life of Gildas, prefixed to Mr. Stevenson's edition of that writer ; also, the 
Life of Gildas, by Caradoc, of Lancurvan. Both are manifestly apocryphal as regards 
Gildus, but it does not necessarily follow that the historical personages who are 
introduced are unreal.
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his reign towards the close of the fifth century, and Fergus, the son of 
Ere, the founder of the Scottish dynasty, at the beginning of the sixth. 
However this may be, tradition has connected Arthur with the South and 
South-west of Scotland, and the North of England, and the local nomen 
clature affords many traces of his fame, especially in the case of this very 
citadel of Alclyde, or Dumbarton, which is styled " Castrum Arthuri," in 
a record of the reign of David II.*

The battle of Badon, the crowning exploit of Arthur's career, is placed 
by the most trustworthy authorities, in A.D. 516, and it is probable that he 
did not survive it many years. If he were really king of Strathclyde, it is 
not likely that he was the immediate predecesssor of Morken, as the latter 
was still living in the reign of Hussa, king of Bernicia, at least sixty years 
later. The names of the intervening reguli, however, no where occur, nor 
is their loss of much importance. Eyderic, his successor, died in 601, in 
the eighth year of the reign of Ethelfrith, king of Northumberland. Two 
years later occurred the signal defeat of Aidan, king of the Scots, at 
Dawston, and it is probable that the subjection of the Britons was the 
immediate consequence. At all events, during this and the succeeding 
reign of Edwine, we hear nothing of the independent existence of this 
people, nor do we even know the names of their chieftains. The same 
state of dependent inaction prevailed during the reign of Oswald, but in 
the very year of his disastrous death, A. D. 642, we find the Britons carrying 
on important military operations on their own account, in which Owen 
their king distinguished himself, by slaying on the battle-field of Strath- 
carmaic, Donal Break, king of the Scots. During the long reign of Oswi, 
in Northumberland, we read of one king of Strathclyde, Guiret, but the 
record is only of his death, A.D. 657, not of any exploits which he 
performed.

On the death of Ecgfrith, A.D. 670, the Britons, as we have seen, 
recovered their liberty, and henceforward we have a tolerably complete list

* See Chalmere' Caledonia, Book II. Chapter ii., in which he gives a variety of local 
names derived from king Arthur. To this list many additions might be made. Chalmers 
also gives a list of the kings of Strathclyde, from the Ulster Annals, Symeon of Durham, 
ifec. See also Bitson's " Annals of the Caledonians, Picts and Scots," in which he has 
inserted whatever he has been able to collect, relative to the various tribes who have at 
any time dwelt within the limits of modern Scotland, as well from the classic authors, 
as the mediceval historians, and the Lives of the Scottish and British Saiuts.
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of the kings of Strathclyde, with notices of their conflicts with the Scots, 
Picts, Northumbrians, and Danes, during the two succeeding centuries.

In the year 869 Alclyde was utterly destroyed by the Danes ; and 
henceforward the Northern Britons are no longer distinguished in the 
Ulster Annals as of Alclyde, but of Strathclyde, from which we may infer 
that the citadel was never rebuilt, if, indeed, they continued to retain any 
territory north of the Clyde. In 872 we are briefly told by the same 
authority, that Artga, king of the Strathelyde Britons, was slain at the 
instance of Constantine II. of Scotland. The motives which prompted 
this sanguinary act may be gathered from a notice in the antient Pictish 
Chronicle, published by Innes, from which we learn, that Ku, who had 
married the sister of Constantine, ascended the vacant throne. After the 
death of Constantine and his brother Aodh, who reigned after him a single 
year, Eocha, the son of Ku and nephew of Constantine, succeeded to the 
crown of Scotland, as well as of Strathclyde, A D. 882. Eocha was a minor 
under the tutelage of Gregory, or Grig, to whom he was indebted for his 
accession to a throne rendered vacant by the death of Aodh in battle. 
Gregory was so distinguished by his prowess and the success of his arms, 
that he is represented by most of the Scottish historians, not as th§ regent, 
but the king of that country, and his exploits are magnified beyond those 
of any of his predecessors. Whatever amount of exaggeration we may 
attribute to the accounts of his conquests in England and in Ireland, there 
is every reason to believe that the history given by Fordun, of his peaceful 
acquisition of certain British provinces, is entitled to credit. " The indi 
genous inhabitants," we are told, " of certain provinces voluntarily sub 
mitted themselves to Gregory, with their lands and possessions, thinking 
it preferable to be subject to the Scots, who, although enemies, were 
Christians, than to infidel pagans." These " Indigence " must have been 
the people of Galloway, and of the district around Carlisle ; for the Strath 
clyde Britons, the only other people within the sphere of his influence, to 
whom the designation could be applied, were already under his authority 
as the guardian of Eocha. The transaction is what might have been ex 
pected from the relative position of the parties, for nothing was more natural 
than that two petty states, too weak to defend themselves from the hateful 
aggression of the Danes, and deprived of the protection of the Saxon kings 
of Northumberland, who had themselves succumbed to the common enemy, 
should turn for aid to the only neighbour who seems sufficiently powerful
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to resist the invaders. The vigour of Gregory, however, was inadequate to 
support his usurped authority, and after holding the reins of government 
eleven years, he was expelled, together with Eocha, hy Donal the son of 
Constantine, A.D. 893. To Donal, who was slain by the Danes in 904, 
succeeded Constantine III., the son of Aodh, who was slain by Gregory. 
Four years before his accession to the throne of Scotland his brother 
Donal had been " elected " king of the Strathclyde Britons, on the death 
of another Donal, who was probably the immediate successor of Eocha. 
During the life of Donal the districts of Carlisle and Galloway were not 
united to Strathclyde, but remained attached to Scotland ; from which, 
however, they were separated after his decease, and given to his son and 
successor, Eugenius. To this new kingdom, thus founded hy Constanline 
in favour of his nephew and presumptive heir, by the union of Carlisle and 
Galloway with Strathclyde, was given the name of Cumbria, derived from 
Cumbri, the common appellation of its inhabitants. Its extent is precisely 
defined in a return made by the prior and convent of Carlisle to a writ 
of Edward I., requiring them, as well as other religious houses, to furnish, 
from chronicles or other documents in their possession, any information 
bearing upon the alleged right of supremacy over Scotland vested in the 
English crown. The return sets forth that " That district was called 
Cumbria, which is now included in the bishoprics of Carlisle, Glasgow and 
Wbitherrie, together with the country lying between the bishopric of 
Carlisle and the river Duddon ;" in other words, the entire tract from the 
Clyde to the confines of Lancashire. In the " Inquisitio Davidis," which 
does indeed extend to all parts of Cumbria which remained in David's 
possession, we are expressly told that " he had not then within his do 
minion the whole Cumbrian region," the present county of Cumberland, or 
as it was then called, of Carlisle, having been severed from it soon after 
the Norman conquest. Although Fordun is the only author who narrates the 
cession of Carlisle and Galloway to Gregory, and the subsequent grant of 
these districts by Constantine to Eugenius, whereby they were united to 
Strathclyde, and the whole merged in a-single government, we have abun 
dant evidence of the existence of Cumberland and the intimate union of 
Constantine and Eugenius at this period. In the year 938 these princes, 
in conjunction with the Danes and Welsh, attempted to wrest the sovereign 
power out of the vigorous hands of Athelstane. The combined forces 
were signally defeated by the Anglo Saxon monarch at Brunanburgh;
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Eugenius was slain, and Constantine escaped only by a precipitate retreat.

Edmund having completely wasted Cumberland, placed it at the disposal 
of Malcolm, king of Scotland, an acknowledgment, it would seem, of the 
right of the Scottish crown to that territory, and a presumptive proof of the 
accuracy of Fordun's narrative.

From this period, Cumberland continued in the possession of the royal 
family of Scotland, sometimes retained by the king himself, at others, held 
by a member of his family ; usually, if we may credit the national histo 
rians, by the proximate heir. The only circumstance which is recorded of 
it for many years, is its total devastation by Ethelred, king of England, 
A.D. 1000, at which time it is represented by Henry of Huntingdon as the 
principal rendezvous of the marauding Danes. In 1052, Macbeth held 
the Scottish throne, whilst Malcolm, the son of his predecessor, Duncan, 
sat on that of Cumberland. Siward, Earl of Northumberland, was com 
missioned by Edward the Confessor to invade Scotland, and avenge the 
'* murder" of Duncan. In this he succeeded, defeated and slew Macbeth, 
and placed the king of Cumberland, or, as some historians assert, his son, on 
the throne of Scotland. This Malcolm, surnamed Caenmore, held at the 
time of the conquest, Cumberland and Lothian, in addition to the ancient 
kingdom of Scotland. During the reign of William the Conqueror, the 
Earldom of Carlisle, containing the present county of Cumberland, and 
part of Westmoreland, was severed from Malcolm's possessions, and the 
existing limits established between England and Scotland. The kingdom 
of Cumbria was thus reduced to the dimensions indicated in the Inquisitio 
Davidis, and was held as a principality dependent on the crown of Scotland. 
Lothian, on the contrary, was held by the successive kings of Scotland, as 
a feof of the crown of England, and Odericus Vitalis says it was for this 
province, and neither for Scotland, nor for Cumberland, that the much con 
tested homage was due.

Having thus traced the history of Strathclyde, Galloway, and Carlisle, 
from the remotest period, respecting which any information is to be found, 
down to their amalgamation, under the name of Cumbria, and the ultimate 
division of that territory between England and Scotland, it remains to 
collect such traces as exist of the condition of the district between the 
Duddon and the Mersey,

So long as the native chieftains were allowed to exercise a subordinate
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authority, the Northumbrian kings had no occasion to interfere with the 
internal government of the subject provinces. If the tribute was duly 
rendered they remained unmolested; if it was withheld, payment was 
enforced by arms; or, in extreme cases, the refractory state (to use a 
modern phrase) was "annexed," as we have seen in the instance of Elmet. 
When, however, the domestic government was extinguished, it was 
necessary to provide a new administrative machinery. Accordingly, at the 
very period to which, on other grounds, we have assigned the extermination 
of the native dynasties in Lancashire, Cumberland and Galloway, we find 
for the first time in the Northumbrian annals, the appointment of a new 
class of officers, who are variously styled by Beda " tribuni," " duces," 
and " pKefecti " whose administration appears to have extended not only 
to the Britons, but to the subject Picts, and even to the Irish, who were 
partially subdued by Ecgfrith. After his reign and the contraction of the 
territory of his successors, the authority of these officers was necessarily 
confined to the Britons. Henceforward the names of several " duces," or 
as they are termed in the Saxon Chronicle, " ealdormen " occur, but the 
only one whom we can distinctly identify as connected with Lancashire is 
Wada, whom we find in the year 798 stationed in the neighbour 
hood of Whalley, which, as well as Manchester, is expressly stated 
in the Saxon Chronicle to be in Northumberland. The grounds on 
which Dr. Whitaker contends against this direct historical testimony, that 
the Ribble and not the Mersey was from the first the south-western 
boundary of Northumberland, are, first, that the district between these 
rivers formed part of the Mercian diocese of Lichfield, and not the North 
umbrian diocese of York; and, second, that the local nomenclature 
bespeaks the Mercian dialect to the south of the Ribble, whereas the 
Northumbrian prevails on the north. But surely both these circumstances 
are consistent with the supposition that the territory between the Ribble 
and the Mersey was taken from Northumberland by Edward the elder, and 
annexed to his own dominions, when he directed the occupation of Man 
chester in 923. It is natural to suppose that he would unite his ne\i 
acquisition to a bishopric within his own dominions ; and the only autho 
rity which Dr. Whitaker adduces in support of his assertion, that it was 
always a portion of the diocese of Lichfield, is a document which he cites 
under the title of " Status de Blackburnshire," to which he does not 
attempt to assign an earlier date than the fourteenth century.

f
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As regards the etymological argument, it may be remarked, that the 
dialectic differences of speech between the Mercians and Northumbrians 
did not originate in any diversity of race in the first instance, for both were 
Angles, but were introduced when Northumberland was overrun by the 
Danes, to whose vocabulary nearly every peculiarity of the Northumber 
land dialect may be traced. Although it may be true of Northumberland 
generally that it was parcelled out amongst the Danish invaders as early 
as the year 870, it is probable that many years would elapse before any 
actual colonization could be effected in this quarter the most remote of 
all from the basis of their operations on the Tyne. In the mean time the 
occupation by Edward the elder effectually secured it from molestation.

During the long period which intervened between the reigns of Ecgfrith 
and Edward the elder, there can be no doubt that a considerable Saxon popu 
lation was introduced ; the land probably was enjoyed almost entirely by 
Saxons, still, perhaps, the great body of the inhabitants were of the old 
British stock. Had it been otherwise the district would either have been 
formed into a county of itself, or have been incorporated with some other 
county. That such was not the case even at the period of the Norman Con 
quest we know on the unquestionable authority of Doomsday, in which it 
appears, not as shire-land, but as a detached possession of the crown, under 
the title of " Terra inter Eipham et Mersham." This invaluable document 
affords additional confirmation to the views expressed above, first, that this 
district was originally part of Northumberland; second, that it had, at a 
later period, been united to the monarchy of England. Of the former pro 
position we have proof in the prevalence within its limits of the ancient 
tenure of Drengage, of which we have no instance beyond the bounds of 
Northumberland : of the latter in the circumstance, that whilst the country 
to the north of Ribble, itself no part of any county, is appended, in the sur 
vey, to Yorkshire, the " Terra inter Ripham et Mersham " is appended to 
Cheshire, which was always recognized as within the province of Mercia.

Seven years afterwards, we learn from Roger of Wendover, that Edmund, 
king of England, with the aid of Leoline, king of South Wales, ravaged 
the whole of Cumberland, and put out the eyes of the two sons of Dunmail, 
king of that province. Duumail, himself, seems to have escaped. He was 
probably the son of Eugenius, or Owen, the preceding king, and the same 
person who is described as Dunwallon, " the son of Owen," and who died at 
Rome thirty years afterwards. In the annals of Ulster, indeed, this Dun-
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wallon is described as king of Wales, but Caradoc calls him prince of Strath- 
clyde, and his patronymic designation seems to identify him with Dunmail, 
if, as we assume, the latter was the son of the first king of Cumberland.

The Northern part of Lancashire, which is described in Doomsday as 
Agemundrenessa (Amouuderness) continued, after the abolition of the royal 
dignity in Northumberland, A. D. 952, under the government of the Earls 
of that province. One of these, Eadulf, about a century after the above 
date, is accused by Symeon of Durham, of committing savage atrocities 
amongst the Britons. These may either have been the British inhabitants 
of his province, or the neighbouring people of Cumberland. We know 
that a small district of the latter county, beyond the Duddon, was 
brought under the dominion of the Northumbrian Earls, and is de 
scribed in Doomsday as part of Amounderness, in which is included 
also the Barony of Kendal, which forms a moiety of the present county of 
Westmorland. The whole district is returned as the property of the 
Crown, the greater part having been held, in Edward the Confessor's time,, 
by Tosti, Earl of Northumberland. In fact, up to the period of the Con 
quest, the " Terra inter Kipam et Mersham," and Amounderness, appear 
to have been two vast seignouries or honors, the one appertinent to the Crown 
of England, the other to the Earldom of Northumberland, within which 
existed many manors and estates, held by private individuals, both under 
free and servile tenures. For a short period after the Conquest, the whole 
of the Southern seignoury, and a large portion of the Northern, were held 
by Roger of Poitou, but had reverted to the Crown before the Doomsday 
era. It is remarkable that the district of Cartmel, although it lies directly 
between the main body of the county of Lancaster and Furness, which is 
described as part of Amounderness, is unnoticed in Doomsday. From the 
period of the grant of this district by king Ecgfrith to Saint Cuthbert, not 
a trace is to be met with, either of Cartmel or its population of Britons, 
till the year 1188, when a Priory was founded here, by William Marshall, 
Earl of Pembroke. Long before that, it is probable that the distinctive 
features of a Celtic people had disappeared, not only here, but throughout 
Lancashire. Even in the Doomsday survey, there is little in the names of 
the proprietors, or in any other particular, to remind us how large an 
amount of Celtic blood must still have been diffused amongst the natives of 
that county. We might almost be led, from this consideration, to suppose 
that a system of extermination must have been pursued towards the Indi-
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gense, had we not found the same state of things to exist in Strathclyde, 
where the Britons were so long not only the most numerous, but the domi 
nant race; and yet in the course of a few generations, there is little to 
distinguish the Strathclydians from the Saxon people of the neighbouring 
counties. Wherever a Celtic people have remained isolated, as the Welsh, 
the Highlanders of Scotland, and the Irish, they have preserved with 
wonderful fidelity the characteristics peculiar to their race; but where they 
have mingled with alien tribes, they have invariably received the impress 
of those with whom they came in contact, rather than imbued those with 
any portion of their own national peculiarities. Of the British communi 
ties between the Mersey and the Clyde, the only people who preserved 
anything of their Gaelic features, a century after the Conquest, were the 
Galwegians, and these, though of a cognate race, appear to have been less 
the descendents of the ancient British population, than of the Pictish 
immigrants of the eighth century. Their intercourse with other districts 
was, from the nature of their position, extremely limited, and even after 
their nominal subjection to Scotland, they remained under the immediate 
dominion of their own lords.

In Lancashire the case was very different. So long as the " Terra inter 
Eipham et Mersham " remained a part of Northumberland, the communi 
cation with other parts of that state was indeed difficult, separated by a 
ridge of lofty moors which were not then rendered accessible by the skill 
and science of engineers ; but the circumstances were completely changed 
when it was annexed to the same state to which the neighbouring county of 
Chester belonged. No greater obstacle then existed to the utmost freedom of 
communication, than a river easily passable at all points, in boats, and in its 
upper portion by fords or bridges. A little later, the same facilities which 
enabled Saxon enterprise to cross the Mersey into South Lancashire were 
extended to its further progress across the Kibble into Amoundemess, when 
that district also was severed from the Northumbrian earldom, and placed 
under the central government of England. If in the Earldom of Carlisle, 
in which the authority of the central government was neither exercised nor 
acknowledged, the language and usages of the Britons had yielded to Saxon 
influence, it is not to be supposed that they would maintain their ground in 
Lancashire under circumstances so much less favourable to theirperpetuation




