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FRIDAY, J A N U A R Y 29, 1886. 

M E E T I N G AT B A N F F . 

A MEETING of this Club was held in the Academy 
Buildings, Banff, on Fr iday evening. There was a 
large attendance. Mr James Spence, Peterhead, pre-
sident of the Club, occupied t h e chair. 

By the kindness of Mr J o h n Coutts , clothier, Banff, 
the meeting had an opportunity of examining an ex-
tensive collection of botanical specimens, mostly from 
South Africa. The specimens were carefully classified, 
named, and neatly mounted in books. The specimens 
were greatly admired, and i t was observed by botanists 
present that they were in exceptionally fine condition, 
t he original colours in many cases being almost per-
fectly preserved. They were collected by Mr Joseph 
Mackie, late of the Town and County Bank, Banff. 

Thereafter Mr Spence read a paper on Megalithic 
Circles, which gave rise to some discussion, and for 
which, on the motion of Rev. J ames Davidson, he re-
ceived a cordial vote of thanks . Mr Spence spoke 
as follows:— 

MEGALITHIC CIBCLES. 
I t is said tha t when t h e Israeli tes crossed the Jordan 

they set up at Gilgal twelve boulders taken f rom the 
bed of the river, and i t is also said t ha t Joshua explained 
to the people the purpose of th i s act in the following 
words—* When your children shall ask their fa thers in 
t ime to come, saying, " W h a t mean these stoneB?" 
Then ye shall le t your children know, saying, " Israel 
came over this Jordan on dry l and ; for the Lord your 
God dried up the waters of Jordan from before you, 
unti l ye were passed over ." ' F rom th is i t may be in-
ferred that the leader of Israel, looking forward, desired 
tha t , when fu tu re generations should ask, as they 
certainly would ask, " What mean these s tones?" they 
should be told not only why, bu t also by whom, the 
stones were erected, in order t ha t t he memory of a very 
remarkable event in thei r early history should not perish. 
Now, i t is not in Palestine alone t ha t rude stones of 
th i s character have been set up. We find numerous 
specimens of unhewn stones erected in a variety of 
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forms in our own as well as in many other countries, 
and as the Gilgal stones had the tale of their origin 
impressed upon them, as i t were, so do we find in this 
country also that to similar stones there is generally 
attached some legend or fabulous story invented for the 
purpose of satisfying the inquiring mind when it asks. 
' What mean these stones ?' There was a time, of 
course, when the character and purpose of those stone 
groups were well understood. Those who reared 
them knew exactly what was intended, as did also 
their immediate successors, but human history is 
simply a record of change, and in the early 
t ime great changes seem to have occurred, not only more 
frequently, but even more thoroughly than now. 
A new race of men or a new religion, or both together, 
displaced the earlier race and the earlier religion, and 
soon the manners and customs and the religious rites 
and ceremonies of the earlier period passed away, and 
stones tha t had then been raised as monuments ot the 
dead, or to mark some sacred spot, were neglected, 
and their purpose soon forgotten. Then the myth-
inventing faculty came into play, and legends were 
devised to account for the existence of the stones, and 
to attach to them a meaning. At no distant date 
backward from the present day the popular mind was 
apparently satisfied with the explanations afforded by 
such fables, but now in all matters of this kind we mast 
be rational or nothing. Our speculations must rest npon 
a good solid basis of fact, and also have a reasonable pro-
bability in themselves, or they are vain and the discus-
sion of them useless. 

This country is particularly rich in megalithic monu-
ments. We find huge single standing-stones m abun. 
dance, some of them inscribed with literal forms all hut 
illegible, and often unintelligible when legible s some of 
them sculptured with fantastic forms that equally 
baffle inquiry ; some of them cup-marked and equally 
mysterions, and some unadorned, cold, gray, or moss-
grown stones. Again we find them placed together in 
groups of various forms, that of the circle being the 
most frequent. Each and all of these varieties present 
us with riddles tha t are still to be read, for no archse-
ologist, so far as I know, has as yet given an entirely 
satisfactory solution of the problem presented by any 
one of them ; and thuB all of them demand the atten-
tion of those who are desirous of having a share, how-
ever small i t may be, in unfolding the mysteries of the 
past, and in showing the development of religions 
thought among our ancestors, for there can be little 
doubt but t ha t religious belief and sentiment had at 
least some connection with those monuments of 
antiquity. 

The following paper is confined to a consideration of 
a few of the facts of a more general character known 
abont our stone-circles, and to some inferences drawn 
from these facts, with a view to answering the questions 
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—What mean these s tones? and By whom were they 
erected? To the first question, besides t h e fabulous 
origins already referred to, many answers have been 
given ; hu t I shall confine myself to th ree of the more 
prominent . 1. A time-honoured belief in regard to our 
great stone-circles is t h a t they were temples of the 
Druidical faith. 2. In the beginning of th is century, 
Sir Walter Scott and some or his distinguished con-
temporaries held the opinion t h a t they were temples, 
bu t not Druidical, or a t any ra te , not solely Druidical 
(see ' T h e P i r a t e ' ) . They believed t h a t they were 
erected most probably not by Celtic, b u t by Teutonic 
hands, tha t is by the Saxon, Anglian, and Scandinavian 
invaders, who, in the early centuries of t h e Christian 
era, to a great extent displaced t h e Celtic population of 
the British islands—introducing a new religion along 
with new manners and customs. 3. The th i rd view was 
originated, I believe, by the late Dr J o h n Stuar t , and 
expounded by him in his celebrated work on the 
sculptured stones of th i s country. Dr S tua r t f rom the 
facts which had come under his observation came to the 
conclusion tha t there is little evidence in support of the 
temple theory, t ha t the fac ts go to show t h a t the 
circles are simply sepulchral, t h a t tbey are monuments 
of the mighty dead, or sometimes of the mighty living 
who hoped that their ashes might be placed within them 
at death. Such are the three principal opinions regard-
ing our circles, and the last is t ha t advocated, I think, 
by my friend Mr Milne in his paper read a t t h e British 
Association in Aberdeen. 

Dr Stuar t ' s view was met some dozen years ago by 
the late minister of Slains, t he Rev. James Rust , in his 
book 'Druidism Exhumed. ' I n t h a t work, Mr Rus t 
combats many of the arguments advanced by Dr Stuar t 
with much success, advocates the temple theory, and 
restores the circles to the Druids, assert ing a t t he 
same time tha t 4 the opinion t ha t a t t r ibuted them to 
the marauding n c t h m e n has been long since completely 
exploded.' Notwithstanding Mr Rus t ' s assertion, this 
exploded opinion is the one I have adopted. My 
answer to the question—What mean these stones ?—is 
t ha t in essential character and purpose they were 
temples and of Teutonic origin—thus adhering t o the 
opinion of Sir Wal te r Scott, and differing f rom the 
opinions of both Mr Rus t and Dr S tuar t . My conten-
t ion will be t ha t they were, all of them, temples, 
although the temple character of some of them may 
have been greatly obscured, if no t a l together lost sight 
of, owing to the prominence assumed by a secondary 
use, which grew up in a very na tura l way among the 
tribes who used them originally only as temples. This 
secondary use was t ha t of sepulture. The rude men of 
the early t ime deemed it a privilege and an honour to 
have their ashes laid in sacred soil, j u s t as we do now. 
Hence arose the practice of burying within these circles. 
In connection with th is idea our Christian temples, 
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called churches, may be divided into three classes—(1) 
Temples employed solely for worship, having no traces 
of sepulture within t h e m ; (2) Temples need both for 
worship and sepulture; and (3) Temples used practi-
cally for sepulture alone. Examples of this last class 
may be found in all parts of the country, and I may 
here mention a few in this neighbourhood—The 
mausoleum, or mortuary chapel, of the Duff family, the 
mortuary chapel at Mountblairy. the Forglen mortuary 
chapel, and the beautiful Michael Church in Morayshire. 
In a similar way, we may well suppose, the temples of 
our heathen ancestors were used and may be classed, 
and, accordingly, we find that there are circles in which 
no traces of sepulture have been found, that there are 
circles large enough for the purposes of worship in 
which the remains of the dead have been found, and 
t ha t there are circles practically useless for ordinary 
r i tes of worship, but well adapted to be memorials of 
the dead. Some of them are too small to accommodate 
many worshippers, and many of them are grouped 
together ia close proximity, aud sometimes even built 
into each other—a later, as it were, encroaching upon 
or overlapping an earlier strncture just as we may find 
to be the case in mortuary structures in our Christian 
burial-grounds. Where groups of these small circles 
are found i t requires no great flight of imagination to 
conclude tha t the first one reared, having given a 
special sacredness, not only to the space enclosed, but 
to i ts immediate neighbourhood, attracted to itself 
monuments raised in after times by the surrounding 
population. . . 

I t may be as well here to mention another opinion 
held as to the purpose of stone circles. In some 
instances these structures are found surrounded by 
di tch and earthen ramparts, and this fact has given rise 
to the notion that, they were constructed for purposes 
of defence, but t he ditch and the wall are not by any 
means general features, and there are so many other 
objections to the notion tha t we may safely pass i t by 
as utterly untenable. I know of no writer of authority 
who holds this opinion now. 

To proceed then with the evidence in support of the 
opinion t h a t our stone circles were places of worship or 
temples, leaving in the meantime out of view the question 
as to their being the work of Celt or Teuton, I begin 
with tha t which is of a more indirect nature. 

And, in the first place, I claim for this theory, bearing 
in mind the classification which has been made of 
Christian Churches, tha t i t readily adapts itself to all 
the known circumstances of the case. Whether the 
circles are large or small, whether they consist of stones 
of the hugest or of the smallest size; whether they are 
found sparsely spread over a wide area, or clustered to-
gether in one locality; whether they are situated on 
hill.tops, hill.slopes, or on low-lying grounds; whether 
they are protected by fosse and rampart , or are entirely 

Ban
ffs

hir
e 

Fiel
d 

Club



20 

without outer fences, this theory will cover all the 
facts, and no other theory will do so. This then is cer-
tainly one ground for giving i t a favourable reception. 

Again, let us t u r n once more for a brief space to 
Gilgal and consider the facts known about t h a t place 
and its character. I t will surprise no one if i t is sug-
gested t ha t t he stones when taken from the bed of the 
river Jordan were set up in the form of a circle. That 
would have been a natural arrangement under any cir-
cumstances, but there is something else to res t such a 
supposition upon. The name Gilgal signifies a rolling, 
a wheel, a circle, and in all probability was given to the 
locality af ter the stones were set up, and from the fact 
of their being there. But there were other Gilgals in 
Palestine,and i t may be presumed tha t in each case there 
was some similar reason for the application of the name, 
something similar, such as a circle of stones or a circular 
mound, a high-place. Now, what do we learn from 
Scripture regarding the Gilgals ? "We learn tha t thev 
were places of great sanctity, t ha t they were schools of 
t he prophets, and places of convocation for secular as 
well as for religious purposes. This is jus t what I 
claim our Gilgals a t home to have been, and whether 
there is any close connection between the race that 
worshipped in the eastern Gilgals and the race tha t 
raised the western ones and used them for the same 
purpose, i t is hard to say, although it is well known 
tha t there are not a few among us who hold as an 
article of faith tha t we are the descendants of t he lost 
tribes of Israel. This, however, is a mere analogy or 
coincidence, and is not here founded upon, except in so 
far as it is an outcome of human na ture and human 
habits of thought , which are found to be very much the 
same in regions and in ages wide apart , and in this way 
affords another reason for at t r ibuting a similar character 
and nse to circular s t ructures elsewhere. 

A third ground, also of an indirect natnre , for belief 
in the temple theory, may be drawn from the fact t ha t 
as a general rule it may be affirmed tha t nil nations, in 
any degree advanced in the mechanical ar ts , and who 
have professed a religion, have been careful to raise 
structures of some kind, and in as permanent a form as 
possible, in honour of their deities. Wherever a 
religion has been professed, religious s t ructures have 
appeared, and traces of them a t least are to be found at 
t he present time. Presumably then ' the religion which 
held_ sway in Britain jus t before the advent of Chris-
tianity, also had i ts sacred places and sacred s t ructures , 
and if these are not to be found in the stone circles, 
where are they to be met with ? Nowhere. All traces 
of them have disappeared, and this surely is contrary 
to experience in other countries and in connection with 
other faiths. 

To proceed now with the more direct evidence in 
favour of this theory, I take my stand, in the first 
place, upon the shape of the s t ructures . The ring or 
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circle has, in all ages, and among many nations, been 
regarded as a sacred symbol, and emblem of the Deity, 
derived, doubtless, from the shape of the snn, the Great 

Ruler of Nature t o the Aryan race; hence the circle is 
found mixed up largely with the mythological ideas of 
the Teutons. Their universe itself consisted of a series 
of circles, round various parts of the ash tree, 
yggdiasill. Around its top and amongst i ts highest 
branches was Asgard (Asgird), the abode of the celestial 
gods ; supported among the lower branches, Midgard 
(Middle-gird), i.e. the earth, surrounded by the circle 
of the ocean, in which lay coiled round the world, with 
i ts tail in i ts mouth, the monster midgard serpent, the 
mythic progenitor of the famous kraken ; and nronnd 
the roots of this tree was the circle of ntgard (out-gird), 
the gloomy abode of Hela, the goddess of death. Is it 
to be wondered at, then, if the circle simply as a figure 
should have been regarded by those early tribes as a 
form of peculiar sanctity. Their god himsetf was visible 
in this shape, their heaven, their earth, their hell, their 
universe in fact, each and all presented themselves to 
the imagination in this form. The ring was to them a 
symbol of the infinite in space and also in time, the 
rolling circle of the year, from winter suu to winter 
sun, held on its ceaseless course to eternity. The ring 
therefore became a most sacred emblem and a most 
powerful talisman against evil, whether proceeding 
from the visible or from the invisible world, The 
magician drew a circle round himself for protection 
against the spirits who came unwillingly at bis bidding 
from ' the vasty deep.' The trembling ghost seer used 
the same means of defence; and the changling fairy 
knight might be restored to human kind by being 
forcibly seized as the fairy cavalcade passed, and 
dragged by some friendly hand within the charmed 
ring. And so i t was, too, when our ancestors had to 
contend with more substantial foes, they chose the 
form of the sacred circle as their best defence. This 
was the shape of their brochs and open camps. 

In this connection it should also be noted tha t a very 
general feature of stone circles is that the highest 
stones are on the south side. Now this ÌB a fact, which 
may be taken as strengthening the position that the 
circles have some reference to the sun. Those huge 
stones, standing on the southern circumference, direct 
attention, as i t were, to the region of the great 
luminary, and mark it oa t in such a manner that it can 
be readily distinguished by night as well as by day. I t 
has been suggested tha t some of the circles might have 
been used as astronomical observatories, a use which 
would be quite in keeping with their sacred character. 
Nay ; it would go far to enhance tha t character. The 
ministers of such temples might by means of those 
stone pillars acquire a more definite knowledge of the 
progress of the year, of the re turn of the seasons, and 
of the days proper for the observance of their religious 
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r i tes . When mathematical and astronomical science 
was less reliable than now, the ad jus tment of t he 
calendar was a mat te r of great difficulty. Nineteen 
hundred years ago, an adjus tment was made by the most 
highly civilized people of tha t day, bu t the calendar 
then commenced, al though a great improvement upon 
tha t which preceded it, was still so defective tha t i t now 
involves an error of twelve days. This displacement of 
t he months f rom thei r proper relation to the ecliptic 
so interfered with the observance of the festivals of the 
Catholic Church t ha t t he new style, as it is called, was 
perfected in order to do away with the confusion. If 
we see such a resul t arising from a system established 
by a highly civilized nation possessing no mean share of 
astronomical knowledge, we can imagine how difficult i t 
must have been for less advanced nations to keep any-
thing like an accurate measure of t ime without some-
thing of a very palpable character to enable them to do 
so. And no doubt the circle with i t s high pillars on 
the south might have afforded the priests an easy 
method of fixing with accuracy every year for itself, the 
days of their festivals, whether a t mid-summer, mid-
winter, or any other t ime. I do not say i t was so, but I 
am very much inclined to th ink t ha t many of those 
temples may have served as yearly dials, if I may use 
the expression. The length of the shadow cast by one 
of the stones, say on 22nd December, may have regulated 
the radius of the circle, or in some other way marked 
the end and the beginning of a year. 

Another point in th is connection is. t ha t perhaps even 
in our own day, but certainly at no dis tant date in the 
past, i t was a custom on certain occasions for women to 
perform the deiseil, t h a t is, to walk round t h e church 
with the sun. Now this is admittedly a remnant of 
t he ancient sun-worship of th i s country, and f rom the 
fact of i t s being performed round christian sacred places, 
we may certainly infer t ha t i t was in the first place per-
formed round the fanes which immediately preceded 
Christianity. I t was simply continued f rom one sacred 
s t ruc ture to another—the la t ter being frequently raised 
on the very site of the former, or in close proximity. 
The present church of Marnoch, for instance, s tands 
within the area of a stone-circle, and the older church 
close at hand. The circle was this figure which would 
naturally give rise to such a ceremony. The deiseil was 
performed round the circle in the first place and after-
wards round the church. 

In addition to this , i t may here be noted t ha t stone-
circles for worship have actually been raised during our 
own days. Dr Hooker, in a report to the British 
Association, 1868, informs us t ha t a semi-savage tribe 
located within 200 miles of Calcutta, habitually make 
such s t ruc tures for purposes of worship. This, of course, 
is no proof t ha t what is done a t t he present t ime in 
India was done a thousand or two thousand years ago in 
Scotland. But as I have already said, in connection 
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with Gilgal, i t shows tha t there is a reasonableness 
in t h e belief t h a t such is the fact. I now proceed 
to show t h a t this opinion is supported by tradit ion and 
ancient Celtic writings. I t is affirmed by Dr S tuar t 
and o thers who follow him, tha t the notion of these 
circles having been temples of the Druids was first 
originated by Aubrey in the 17th, and af terwards more 
decidedly established by Stukely in the 18th century. 
But the re is s trong ground for holding? tha t the notion 
was a t radi t ionary one before the t ime of Aubrey. 
Indeed, i t can be proved t h a t i t existed long before his 
t ime. H e expresses himself as only bringing the mat te r 
out of darkness into a th in mist, and this expression 
certainly implies tha t the opinion was not quite a new 
one. The t i t le of Dr Stukley's work on Stonehenge, 
• Stonehenge, a temple restored to the British Druids, 
also indicates t h a t he did not advance anything new, 
but simply, in his own opinion, established an old belief. 
There wns before th is t ime a tradition that Stone-henge 
was a temple in i ts origin, and possibly also t h a t i t was 
Druidical, or ra ther the work of the ancient Bri tons; 
for the re is a myth tha t the stones were floated over 
the sea f rom Ireland by the magic power of the famous 
Merlin, and set up on the plain where they still stand. 
But the only pa r t of th is tradition tha t on examination 
can be accepted as in accordance with fact is t h a t 
Stone-henge and similar s t ructures were temples. I t is 
easy t o see how, even from tho myth jus t referred to, 
t h e Druidical element might become attached. The 
popular imagination, theorising ns to the origin and 
causes ei ther of natura l or of artificial objects, of which 
it knows not the real origin and cause, has not un-
frequently a t t r ibuted such effects to the mighty 
hand of some great magician, who is generally also 
supposed to have been closely connected with the 
early for tunes of his tribe or nation. In North 
Britain, we have such a being in Michael S c o t t ; 
and in South Britain, in Merlin, who apparently 
united in his own person the magic powers of Scott and 
the prophetic gif ts of Thomas the Rhymour. Hence 
all over England and Wales, and also in the sonth of 
Scotland, my ths cluster round the name of Merlin. But 
Merlin was a Briton, and his religion, if he had any, was 
Dru id ism; hence at once we find a connection between 
snch a monument as Stonehenge and the religion of the 
Druids . I t may be held, therefore, t h a t tradition re-
garded the circles as temples, and as has been said, th is 
is supported by early l i terature . 

In t h e Celtic poems of Ossian—but possibly you 
will say " we do not believe in Ossian, we believe 
only in Macpherson. ' Well, in tha t case, something 
mns t be doue, in the first place, to establish the 
author i ty of Ossian. I t is now admitted on all 
hands t h a t Macpherson, besides having some poetic 
originality of bis own, had also some original 
documents embodying a par t of the early poetical 
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l i t e ra ture of his r a c e ; and in o the r eases lie had a t 
least scraps of verse handed down orally f rom genera-
t ion to generat ion, as a founda t ion for t h e work which 
led to so much controversy now more t h a n a century 
ago. The Dean of L i s m o r e ' s collection of Celtic verse, 
made nearly four hundred years ago, and only published 
in 1862, fu rn i shes proof t h a t Macpherson had something 
more t h a n h i s own inventive facu l ty t o depend upon. 
And the Eev. D r Clark, who a t a la te r da t e published a 
version of t h e Ossianic poems, leaves no room for doubt 
as t o the grea t an t iqui ty of a por t ion of t h e m . Ossian 
and Fingal may, l ike Homer , be l i t t l e more t h a a names, 
t h e shadowy heroes of a dim an t iqu i ty , b u t th i s fac t 
remains , t h a t m u c h of t h e poet ical l i t e ra tu re connected 
with the i r names had i t s origin a t a very early 
date , and th i s is sufficient fo r our purpose. Mac-
pherson may n o t be, b u t t h e Ossianic poetry 
is an author i ty Macpherson was, according t o D r Clark, 
imperfectly acquainted wi th t h e language wbich he pro-
fessed t o t rans la te , and , the re fore , fai led t o t rans la te 
accurately some passages which have an immediate 
bearing upon our sub jec t . Macpherson r emarks in a 
note on the following passage f rom h is poem of 1 Fingal, ' 
t ha t i t is t he only passage in t h e poem t h a t has the 
appearance of religion—' s h o w thy face f r o m a cloud, O 
Moon! l ight his whi te sails on t h e wave : and if any 
s t rong spir i t of heaven s i ts on t h a t low-hung c loud; 
t u r n his dark ships f rom t b e rook, t h o u r ider of the 
s torm. ' Dr Clark in regard t o t h i s quota t ion , writes— 
' I asser t , wi thout fear of contradict ion, t h a t in the 
Gaelic Ossian, both in t h e poem of F inga l and several 
others , clear explicit ment ion of worship is repeatedly 
made—worship per formed wi thin a ' c i r c l e ' (croni), 
' t h e circle of s t o n e s ' (crom-leac), ' t h e circle," and 
sometimes ' t he Btone of s p i r i t s ' or of ' s p e c t r e s ' (clach-
nam.fua th . )—(Let te r in ' S c o t s m a n , ' Nov. 9 th , 1875.) 
D r Clark goes on to give o t h e r ins tances in support of 
his assert ion t h a t Macpherson did no t ful ly unders tand 
tho original documents he was dealing with ; b u t enough 
haB been said in t h e meant ime t o show t h a t t he r e aro 
in these ancient Celt ic poems undoubted references to 
stone-circles, and t o t h e fact of the i r having been places 
of worship. I shall have occasion t o r e t u r n t o the 
Ossianic poems, and in doing so will bring f u r t h e r 
evidence to establish t h a t t hey were known in the 
l i t e ra tu re of Scot land long before Macpherson ' s day— 
nay, even before t h e t ime of t h e Dean of Lismore . 

Now, with th is ancient t e s t imony as t o t h e na tu re and 
use of stone-circles, I th ink we may a lmost bo satisfied; 
bu t t he r e is evidence of a n o t h e r kind to which I wish 
par t icular ly t o d raw a t t en t ion , and th i s evidence is 
based on the origin aud h i s to ry of t h e word kirk, 
sof tened th rough F r e n c h influence, in sou the rn English 
in to Church . . , 

Dictionary, makers general ly derive t h e word kirk 
f rom t h e Greek kyr iakon, neu t e r of kyr iakos (belong-

Ban
ffs

hir
e 

Fiel
d 

Club



25 

ing to the Lord), bu t history and archaeology are both 
opposed to this view of its origin. Ecclesiastical 
writers are of course pleased with this derivation, but 
it will not be difficult at any rate to cast very grave doubt 
upon i ts accuracy. I believe t ha t the word existed and 
was applied to places of worship in these northern 
regions long before the introduction of Christianity. 

If the word ' k i r k ' comes from kyriakon, i t must 
have had i ts rise in this application, in the great region 
of eastern Christianity which lies around the Levant, 
and i t will be necessary to show how and when it 
reached the shores of the British Islands. This it can 
have done only at two periods and by two routes. 
These two periods and two routes would be (1) during 
the second and third centuries, when the gospel was 
preached to the Britons in the ordinary course of the 
earliest missionary enterprises, and by the way of Greece, 
I taly, and Gaul; and (2) during the seventh and eighth 
centuries, when the great body of the German tribes 
were Christianised, in which case we may suppose that 
tho word came to us through Bulgaria, Hungary, Ger-
many, and the Netherlands, and it is to be observed 
t ha t the word is found in the Teutonic districts of 
those countries a t the present time. 

Now, in regard to the first supposition, that kirk 
travelled during the 2nd and 3rd centuries, and along 
the shores of the Mediterranean, it will be necessary to 
turn to the history of another word, of a like meaning 
and application, viz., ekklesia. This latter word we 
undoubtedly derive from the Greek speaking and Greek 
writing Christians of the early church, and its course 
west and northward from Greece, through Italy, Spain, 
and Gaul into Britain, can be clearly traced and 
established. But, strange to say, while ekklesia has 
found a resting place at every point on its long 
journey, being known in Italy as chiesa, in Spain as 
iglesa, in France as eglise, in England as eagles, and in 
Scotland as eccles, tha t poor way-farer kyriakon, 
following the same route found no rest for the sole of 

his foot until he reached our own hospitable shores, 
whence af ter an interval of several centuries he is 
supposed to set out anew on his travels, and to work 
his way from Dunkirk on the west to the eastern con-
fines of Germany. Hero then we have two words, pro-
fessedly having their origiu in the same eastern region, 
used to express the same idea, or very nearly so, 
carried by tho same agencies, under the same con-
ditions, and about the same time, to the same 
remote region of the earth. One of these words, 
ekklesia, can still be traced step by step from its home 
in the east to the remote shores of Western Europe, 
while the other has left behind it no such trace. I t is 
even without a local habitation and a name where it is 
supposed to have had i ts origin. 

Again, the use of kyriakon in this application is not 
known among the ecclesiastical writers of the second 
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and th i rd centuries. The first instance noted, and 
possibly the only one at an early date, is the use of 
kyriakon for the house of the Lord by Athanasius in 
the four th century. 

The conclusion, then, mus t be t ha t Kirk, if derived 
f rom Kyriakon, did not reach those shores by the route, 
under the circumstances, and at t he early period 
specified. 

Turning, therefore, to the alternative t ime and route, 
we find the view of the lexicographers strongly sup-
ported by Walafrid Strabo, who, writing about the 
middle of the ninth century, says, ' F r o m the Greeks 
themselves we received Kyrch, f rom Kyrios (Lord),' 
and adds, ' If i t be asked how these traces of t h e Greek 
tongue have come to us, we mus t answer chiefly from 
the Goths, who, dwelling in the provinces of the Greek 
Empire, adopted the ecclesiastical language.' This 
origin of the word is also supported by the fact that it 
is still found in Germany, Switzerland, the Netherlands, 
and so on to Britain, along the route by which i t would 
have had to find i ts way from the set t lements of the 
Goths on the western and nor thern shores of the Black 
Sea; aud if missionary enterprise had run in this direc-
tion, from the Lower Danube to the Gorman Ocean, we 
would have been more inclined to accept W. Strabo's 

statement. But from the fact t ha t the extension of 
Christianity among the Germanic tribes did not proceed 
in the direction assumed, but in the very opposite 
direction, tha t is, from west to e a s t ; and also from the 
fact that Ulphilas, the apostle of the Goths, in his 
translation of the Scriptures into the Gothic tongue, 
uses only ekklesia, we must reject the theory of the 
Gothic transmission of the word. Most of the mis-
sionaries, and the greatest of them, who carried the 
Gospel into Germany, were members of the Irish and 
British churches, notibly so Winifred or Boniface, the 
fa ther of t he German Church and civilization.' Mr 

Skeat, too, one of the greatest philological authorities 
of the present day, if he knows Strabo's opinion, which 
I presume he does, rejects it. He derives Kirk from 
Kyriakon, and says tha t t he Germans borrowed it from 
the Anglo-Saxons, failing to show how the la t ter could 
have got it. 

When then did the word kirk establish itself in 
Germany and Britain ? My answer is, before the intro-
duction of Christianity into these countries. Kirk is 
t he Teutonic form of the Celtic kil, and the latter, I am 
inclined to think, is no more derived from the Latin, 
cella, than the former is f rom the Greek, kyriakon. 
Kirk and kil afford a striking instance of the wise policy 
followed by early missionaries. They did not a t tempt 
abruptly and rudely to put. an end to the old religious 
systems which i t was their aim to subvert. They estab-
lished no impassable gulf between the old and the new, 
but ra ther laid a bridge, as i t were, to facilitate the 
passage of their proselytes. They adopted and assimi-
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lated times and season?, places and nomenclature, 
devoting them to the service of Christianity, so that 
the kirks and kils of the ancient systems remained kirks 
and kils under the new. The Kirk of Odin possibly 
became the Kirk of St Peter, and the Kil of Bel the 
Kil of St Patrick. There are instances, moreover, to be 
met with in the British Islands in which kirk and kil 
have never been connected with Christian worship, and 
these instances point very distinctly to the original 
application of the terms. An example may be found in 
Kirkside, having reference to the circle which formerly 
stood near the Gaveny Brae. And this view is, I think, 
conclusively settled by this consideration, that in 
Scandinavia the word horgr, which is actually the same 
word as kirk, being a modification of i t according to a 
well-known law of literal change, with r, the sign of the 
nominative case, attached—this word horgr is found 
applied in some of the oldest writings extant to heathen 
places of worship. , ,. , . . 

What , then, is kirk, and to what was i t applied ? I t is 
derived from an Aryan root, signifying to run, a round, 
a ring, a circle, and is cognate with the Greek kirkos, the 
Latin circus, the Celtic kil, and the Latin coleum, 
heaven. In Switzerland, the form kilche for German 
kirche is found, and seems to connect the two. Wo 
have also kiln (Welsh, cyl), a circular building for 
drying corn in. To conclude then, the word kirk was 
originally applied to those circles of great stones, 
popularly known as Druidical circles, and probably 
also to circular mounds and enclosures of a variety of 
types, and this application was made before the intro-
duction of Christianity. . , . -,, 

Now, if we find that this word kirk is now and has 
been from the earliest Christian times applied to sacred 
edifices, it will surely bo admitted that the legitimate 
conclusion to be drawn is tha t the structures to which 
it was formerly applied were of a like character. They 
were temples. The answer, then, to the question What 
mean these stones ? is—They were in their origin and 
use temples. I conclude this part of the subject by 
recapitulating the reasons for this belief— 

1. The theory will cover all the observed facts in 
connection with the cireles if wo bear in mind that , like 
Christian churches, they may be divided into three 
classes—temples pure and simple, temples with 
sepulture, and temples purely mortuary. 

2. The Gilgals of Scripture indicate almost with 
certainty tha t similar structures with similar uses were 
not unknown in ancient times. 

3. The temples raised by some Indian tribes show that 
circles of stones are erected and used for purposes of 
worship oven at the present day. 

4. As a general rule, religions have, or have had, 
sacred spots, and at those sacred spots structures of as 
permanent a form as possible have been raised in honour 
of the gods by their votaries. Such structures remain, 
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or the rains of them are found, in all par ts of the world. 
I t would be strange if Britain were in this particular n 
exception. But the only s t ructures t h a t have been, 
or indeed can be regarded as marking the sites of an 
extinct faith, are the stone circles. If these are not 
temples, then Britain is an exception. We look around 
for some traces o£ the worship of our ancestors and find 
none. 

5. The circle is a sacred figure, a symbol of the 
sun and of God, a symbol of t he eternal revolution of the 
seasons, and hence we may suppose t ha t men would 
naturally adopt a form of such a suggestive character 
as most suitable for their temples. 

6. We have seen t ha t a t least one heathen usage, in i t . 
self naturally adapted only to a circular place of worship, 
was in use for ages in connection with Christian 
churches. I mean the deiseil. Beliefs and modes of 
expressing them are rarely broken off abruptly, and if 
we find the deiseil performed round churches, i t is a fair 
inference, tha t whatever i t was formerly performed 
around was also of a sacred character. 

7.This opinion in regard to stone-circles is supported 
by tradit ion and confirmed by the direct testimony of 
very early Celtic l i terature. 

8. Reason has been shown for reject ing the notion 
t ha t t he word kirk comes to us from the Greek, either 
by the Mediterranean route, or by the Black Sea and 
Danube route, and reason has been given for believing 
i t to be indigenous in the Teutonic languages. But we 

find i t now applied to sacred edifices, and therefore are 
justified in concluding t ha t t he objects to which it was 
formerly applied were also of a sacred character. These 
objects, f rom the signification of the word, must have 
been of a circular nature, and in fact there are 
known instances of its being still applied to stone-circles. 

I come now to the second par t of my subject . This 
involves an answer to the question—By what nation or 
race were the British circles erected ? There are three 
possible answers to this question. F i r s t , they were 
erected by a race of whom we have no definite knowledge, 
who occupied this island prior lo the Celts, and argu-
ments are not altogether awanting for this view. 
Second, they were erected by the Celts, and are properly 
designated Druidical circles. Third, they were erected 
by the Teutonic tr ibes who, in the 3rd and 4th centuries, 
began to break in upon the Celtic sett lements, and 
finally, during the 5th, 6th, and 7th centuries, succeeded 
in dispossessing tbe Celts from the greater portion of 
the island. This last is the opinion I have come to hold, 
al though, as I have already noted, i t has been described 
by the late Mr Rust as ' exploded.* The arguments to 
be brought forward against t he Druids and in favour of 
the Teutons will serve equally well as against the sup-
posed predecessors of t he Celts, and, therefore, t he first 
opinion may be passed with a bare s ta tement of i t . Mr 

Rust , in his ingenious work, ' Druidism Exhumed, ' is 
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entirely opposed to Dr Stuart 's view of the mortuary 
purpose of the circles, and unhesitatingly ascribes them 
to the Druids, believing tha t they were erected by the 
Druids as temples. Mr Rust 's argument, however, is 
based almost entirely upon an exposition of Celtic 
place-names. I need not tell the members of the Banff-
shire Field Club that such a foundation is by no means 
to be regarded as one of rock. The Celtic elements in 
the hands of skilled manipulators are of such a plastic 
nature that one place-name may be made to signify 
half-a-dozen different things; and, unless a meaning is 
supported by some circumstantial evidence, little 
reliance can be placed upon it . This foundation, then, 
it is to be feared, must he regarded as a sandy one. 
And, as an instance in point, take the following—Mr 
Milne, King-Edward, at the late meeting of the British 
Association, gave a particular account of a very good 
specimen of the stone-circle standing at no great distance 
from the village of Old Deer, and called the Parkhouse 
circle. • Parkhouse,' says Mr Bus t , ' may be com-
pounded of Barr-geis or Barra-geis, and both be ex-
pressive words, but for real fullness of expression I 
prefer the latter. As Barr.geis it is " the top or height 
of sorcery," but as Barra.geis it is " the justice or 
equity court of sorcery," the high court where equity 
was dispensed by the Druids through the ordeal of 
sorcery.' This is a very respectable signification to bring 
out of such an ordinary everyday-looking word as Park-
house, and it is just possible that it may be correct, for 
thero are many instances of words having undergone 
oven moro remarkable alterations in the lapse of ages 
than that of Barra-geis into Parkhouse. But there 
can be but little doubt that this in another case of 
' Aiken Drum's lang ladle.' On this derivation having 
been pointed out to Mr Milne, since the meeting of 
the Association, ho made enquiry on the spot, with tho 
result of being informed on tho best authority that 
there was actually a t the place in question a park, a 
largo park, known as the Park, and having a house in 
it called tho Park-house. The Celtic elements are too like 
tho bricks of a child—they may bo built up almost into 
anything you pleaso, from a sheiling to a palace of 
justice, So much for the etymological argument. I t 
is qnite insufficient to restore the circles to tho Druids. 

My next ground for rejecting the Druidical theory is 
this—The Romans held possession of South Britain for 
about four hundred years, the first four centuries of the 
Christian era, and held possession of it in such a 
manner that it must have been as well known to them 
as it is to us at the present day, or very nearly so. 
Why, the great western Roman road runs within a mile 
of the largest of all our circles—Avebury. And yet, all 
tho Boman authors who write about Britain are dumb 
as to structures of this kind, even when specially 
noticing with intelligent interest tho social and religious 
manners and customs of the Britons, with the place and 
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prerogatives of their priests, t he Druids, in the body 
politic. If these wonderful s t ruc tures were constantly 
before the eyes of the Romans for centuries, i t is surely 
incredible t ha t they should have escaped all notice 
during t ha t period. The only rational way of account-
ing for this silence is t h a t nei ther Stonehenge nor 
Avebury were then in existence. This opinion is 
strengthened by the following quotat ion f rom the 
excellent paper on Stone Circles read by Mr Gurnell in 
1864 to the Hunt ly Field Club. Mr Gurnell writes— 
' The latest ' information I have gleaned is t ha t in the 
soil beneath some of the columns, iron armour and 
Roman pottery have been discovered a t such depths 
and in such positions as a t once to declare tho time of 
erection to have been subsequent to the Roman 
invasion, ba t how long a f t e r cannot be possibly deter-
mined.' Silbury Hill is an artificial mound, surrounded 
a t i ts base by a circle of stones lying about a mile duo 
south of Avebury. The road was first laid down, and 
a t an after time, when i t had been allowed to fall into 
disrepair, the mound was erected. One authority 
says tha t the road actually disappears beneath 
the mound and emerges in a direct line on the 
o ther side, but 1 am bound to admit tha t another 
authority says tha t the road deviates sharply from 
tho straight line when i t reaches the base of the 
mound, and keeps ontsido tho encircling stones until it 
strikes the line again. This is certainly possible, but 
i t does not look like tho work of a Roman engineer. 
Two other plans were open to him, each of which he 
would, in all probability, have followed ra ther than one 
requiring such an abrupt deviation from the straight 
line. He might have made the deviation of so gradual 
a nature t ha t i t would not have interfered either with 

the utility or with the symmetry of his work, or he 
would have done what a Roman engineer would much 
more likely have done. He would have removed the 
obstruction entirely. Think of a Roman taking a turn 
round a hillock like tha t ! No more than would a rail-
way engineer of the present time. But this Silbury 
Hill is undoubtedly of tho Teutonic type. Similar 
mortuary mounds, enclosed with stone circles, are found 
abundantly in some districts of Scandinavia, and Scandi, 
navian l i terature bears out t ha t they were raised by 
Scandinavians. Silbury Hil l being, then, evidently of 
a date posterior to the Roman occupation of Britain, 
and being evidently Scandinavian in i t s characteristics, 
i t is snrely reasonable to argue t ha t similar s tructures 
in i ts neighbourhood and in tha t particular par t of 
England are also of Teutonic origin, and subsequent to 
the Roman period. To this it may be added that tho 
chiseling of tho stones in the great temple of Stone-
henge points also to a more recent dato than one prior 
to tho Christian era. 

Now, let us tu rn again to early literary notices of 
stone-circles. The earliest reference to Stone-henge is 
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tha t by Nennias, Abbot of Bangor, in the 7th century. 
Nennius tells us t h i s this circle was erected by the 
British King to commemorate the slaughter in cold 
blood of -too of his nobles by the Saxons, under their 
first leader Hengist. Of course, it must be admitted 
tha t this is contrary to the Scott theory. But there are 
good reasons for rejecting i t as evidence for anything 
beyond tha t of time. I t affords an indication of the 
time of erection. The statement of Nennius is a 
crystallisation of a tradition, and during two hundred 
years of pure tradition facts get very much mixed up. 
Britons and Saxons, Hengist and Vortigem are mixed 
up, but the indication of time is not so easily set aside. 
Granting that Nennius lived daring the 7th century, 
and wrote what is attributed to him, if we carefully 
consider all the circumstances, it will be impossible to 
accept his narrative as a correct presentation of the 
facts of the case. Mr Rust, finding that the account 
given by Nennius did not square with his own idea, un. 
hesitatingly rejected i t ; and although I do not agree 
with Mr Rust, yet I think he is right in doing this . Mr 

Rust says—' This is perhaps the most improbable 
account which could have been furnished or conceived 
regarding the origin of this structure. The Britons 
under Vortigern are represented in history as having 
been after this bloody occurrence completely overcome 
in battle, depressed in spirits, and enfeebled in power, 
so tha t they were never able to hold up their heads again. 
Now, i t is not likely that they had any surplus strength or 
leisure remaining to expend on such a sepulchral orna-
ment or monument when they were at the last gasp nearly 
of national existence, and when they had more need to 
wield the battle-axe, sword, and spear, than the spade, 
mattock and hammer; and to protect the liberty and 
life of the living, which they were unable to do, than to 
emblazon in such hewn work—the product most likely, 
nay, most assuredly, of a prolonged season of peace— 
the heroism of the slain and the treachery of the 
enemy." Mr Rust, therefore, concluded tha t the work 
was old even in the days of Vortigern, and that , in con-
sequence, the meeting between the Britons and Saxons 
had been arranged to take place there as upon tacred 
gronnd. I accept Mr Rust 's reasons against the proba-
bility of this work having been raised by the vanquished 
party. I at tr ibute i t to the victors; and here I wish to 
draw at tent ion to some fur ther considerations _ in 
support of this opinion. From the time of the landing 
of Caesar to tha t of Hengist was very nearly 500 years, 
and daring the greater portion of this period the South 
Britons had been completely uuder the hand of the 

Romans, and the result was that they were no longer in 
the semi.savage state in which their masters had found 
them. They were now highly civilised. They had been 
instructed in the arts, and among other arts, in that of 
architecture, by the Romans. Their Druids had been 
crushed by force of arms. Two new religions had in. 
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vaded thei r Druidism, whatever t h a t was, during the 
period, and one of them, the Christian, had made 
great progress among them. They knew the Roman 
style of temple, tomb; and monument , and the 
Christian Church, and yet we are expected to believe 
t h a t through all t h i s long period of change and improve-
ment they clung to t h e rude stone temple and still 
erected i t , as occasion arose, amid, and ill contrast to, 
t h e classic s t ruc tures scat tered all over the country. 
But strange to say the Romans neither knew of pre-
existing circles nor of t h e ineradicable propensity of 
thei r subjects t o produce them. Or, shall wo suppose 
t ha t th i s propensity had slumbered for centuries and 
was roused to energy again by the calamities which 
now befell t he unfor tunate people f rom over civiliza-
tion. I t is just as if some monstrosity in architecture, 
practised in the days of Robert t he Bruce and forgotten 
during the intervening time, should all of a sudden 
spring into life again in these la t ter days. The notion 
tha t Stone-henge was the work of the Britons, a t the 
t ime and under the circumstances specified, is surely 
altogether absurd. No doubt the Stone-henge was the 
production of a rude people who had power in their 
hands and coald compel the necessary labour. The 
conquering Saxons were such a people, and the enslaved 
Britons may, in the erection of t ha t largo monument, 
have had to bear a par t , which they would have 
resisted if they could. The account given by Nennius, 
then, may be held as good only as an indication of 
tame, and not of much value even for t ha t unless 
corroborated by other evidence. 

The Teutons—that is to say, the Saxons, Angles, and 
Scandinavians—were the archi tects of our circles. 
And first, in support of th i s position, let us consider 

in what par ts of Great Britain and in what o ther coun-
tries such s t ruc tures are found, or are known to have 
existed. In Great Britain, they are found in the eastern 
and southern mari t ime distr icts , and in the smaller 
islands on the nor th and west. The Central and W e s t 
ern Highlands of Scotland and the western distr icts of 
England and Wales are, as far as I know, altogether 
devoid of stone circles of th i s character . They are 
most numerous on the north-east coast of Scotland, 
from which as a base they are pushed up some of the 
river valleys to a considerable distance, as on the Nairn, 
the Spey, the Deveron, and the Dee. These districts, 
both in Scotland and in England, as well as in the 
Orkney and Western Islands, were, i t will be observed, 
t he first invaded by the Teutons, and where they finally 
established themselves. In regard to the Continental 
countries where similar s t ruc tures are found, they also 
are Teutonic. They are found in Germany, Denmark, 
Norway, and Sweden. They are not found in France, 
Spain, Portugal , and I taly, nor in Cornwall, Wales, and 
the Western Highlands of Scotland—that is to say, 
they are not found in those countries which are more 
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purely Celtic. This is a strong argument for their 
Teutonic origin. Mallet, in his * Northern Antiquities/ 
writes—' We find at this day here and there in Den-
mark, Sweden, and Norway, in the middle of a plain, or 
upon some little hill, altars around which they assembled 
t o offer sacrifices and to assist a t other religious cere-
monies. The greatest part of these altars are raised 

upon a little hill, either natural or artificial. Three 
long pieces of rock set upright serve for a basis to a 
great flat stone, which farms the table of the altar. 
There is commonly a pretty large cavity under this 
altar, which might be intended to receive the blood of 
the vict ims; and they never fail to find stones for 
striking fire scattered around i t ; for no other fire 
but such as was struck forth with a flint was pure 
enough for so holy a purpose. Sometimes these 
rural altars are constructed in a more magnificent 
manne r ; a double range of enormous stones sur-
round the altar and the little hill on which i t is 
erected. In Zealand, we see one of this kind, which 
is formed of stones of a prodigious magnitude. Men 
would even now bo afraid to undertake such a work, 
notwithstanding all the assistance of the mechanical 
powers which in those times they wanted. What 
redoubles the astonishment is, tha t stones of that size 
are rarely to be seen throughout the island, and that 
they must have been brought from a great distance. 
Wha t labour and time then must have been bestowed 
upon these vast rude monuments, which are unhappily 
more durable than those of the fine arts. But men in 
all ages have been persuaded that they could not pay 
greater honour to the Deity than by making for him 
(if I may so express it) a kind of strong bulwarks; in 
executing prodigies of labour; in consecrating to Him 
immense riches. . . . The Goths, whose bodily 
s trength was all their riches, showed their zeal by 
rolling enormous rocks to the summits of hills.* From 
this description i t is evident that the Scandinavian 
early temples were very nearly, if not altogether, of the 
same character and construction as our stone circles. 
Again, as has been already noted, one of the most 
ancient Scandinavian words for temple is Norg, which is 
simply another form of the word kirk, and means a 
circle. The Scandinavians called the stone circle a 
Norg. our ancestors called it a kirk, and the Germans 
called i t a kirche, all different modes of pronouncing the 
same word. 

One of the earliest ideas connected with the erection 
of temples was tha t the Deity regarded i t as derogatory 
to himself to be cabined, cribbed, confined, within walls. 
The earth was his temple, the firmament its dome. The 
stone-circle was but an emblem of the Divine perfection, 
marking the spot where the people asssembled to honour 
the Creator. That was the first idea, but in the course 
of t ime change begun to work under the pressure of 
outward circumstances and modifications of the original 
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form came into use. For instance, in far southern, bu t 
more especially in far nor thern lat i tudes, t he exigencies 
of climate compelled a fencing in of t h e sacred spot 
from t h e full force of t h e elements. Shelter was 
necessary; and here I transcribe f rom Mallet a descrip-
tion of a Norwegian temple of a comparatively late date. 
No one can read" i t without being s t ruck with the s trong 
resemblance which i t actually bears or suggests t o the 

rude_ monuments around us.—'A Scandinavian temple 
was in fact nothing more than a large wooden banquet-
ing hall, with a small recess a t one end t h a t formed a 
kind of sanctuary. I n winter a fire was kindled on a 
hear th placed exactly in the centre of the hall, the 
smoke finding i ts way oa t th rough aper tures in the 
roof, which also served for windows, and appear to have 
been furnished with shut ters . On the southern side of 
the hall, opposite the fire hear th , was the òndvegi, or 
high seat, a kind of throne raised on steps, and ploced 
between two wooden columns which were generally 
carved with Runic inscriptions, and ornamented with 
images of Odinic divinities. This seat was occupied by 
the chieftian, his most distinguished guest being placed 
on another ondvegi seat, probably not quite so high, aud 
without columns, on the nor thern side of the hall, the 
lire blazing between them. The other guests and the 
retainers and dependents of the chieftain 
were ranged with thei r backs to the wall 
on benches to the r ight and left of these ' ondvegi ' 
seats, the other side of the tables ploced before them 
being unoccupied. The flesh of the sacrificed animals, 
at ter being boiled in a large ket t le over the fire, was 
served up to these rude banqueters, who frequently 
amused themselves by throwing the bones at one 
another, the manner in which they were placed on tbe 
opposite sides of the hall being very convenient for indulg. 

ing in this elegant pastime. After they had finished 
eating their boiled horse flesh, they generally sat swilling 

their ale out of capacious drinking horns and listening 
to the lay of a skald or the tale of a sagaman, until 
they were most of them in t h a t happy s ta te of mind, 
when, according to Dr Johnson, man is alone capable of 

enjoying the passing moments of his fleeting existence.' 
This description is suggestive of t h e stone-circles in 

several particulars. Whether tho sacred edifice was 
in this case circular or not , the arrangement and tbe 
effect were the same as if i t had been a circle. The 
Bacred fire was in the centre, and the worshippers 
were arranged around with their faces turned to the 
fire. Again, tho place of honour was in the south, 
nearest t he mid-day sun, and in th is part icular instance 
th is point of t he compass was marked by being exactly 
opposite sunrise as i t would be a t midsummer near tbo 
Arctic Circle. In our circles a marked feature is tha t 
t he largest stones are placed in the south, and t ha t they 
gradually fall off in height t o the nor th where the 
lower stones s tand. And again, a very remarkable 

Ban
ffs

hir
e 

Fiel
d 

Club



35 

point of resemblance lies in this, tha t as the ' ondvegi' 
seat in the south was flanked by two columns, so is 
what is commonly called the altar-stone in our 
circle. I t is flanked also by two columns which almost 
touch i t on each side. The temple jnst described seems 
in all respects to have been arranged on the model of 
the stone-circle, but covered in to protect the votaries 
from the inclemency of the northern climate daring the 
celebration of the rites. This not only strengthens the 
evidence in favour of the Teutonic origin of the circles, 
but also in favour of their original sacred character. 

Another point. I t has already been noted tba t the 
Teutons observed one of their principal festivals a t the 
winter solstice. We observe the Christian festival of 
Christmas practically at the same time. If in this 
country the Christian feast immediately succeeded and 
took the place of the heathen observance, as it doubt-
less did, i t is natural to look for some traces of the 
older festival in the ceremonies of its successor. There 
are such traces. In any account of Christmas you will 
find them noted. But I wish to direct special attention 
to two or three of them which will not be found there. 
At Garmouth fifty vears ago (I do not know how it is 
now,) it was the custom to take the wheels off carts and 
roll them down the streets at night on Chnstmas-eve, 
and often if the cart of any obnoxious person could be 
got a t , i t was seized bodily and hurled along, and per-
baps left smashed at the foot of some of the steep braes 
so convenient there for such a purpose. At the same 
place and time also, there was a favourite game which 
consisted in rolling to the greatest possible distance, 
along a comparatively level piece of road, a ball of iron 
of considerable weight. This ball game had a name 
which I now forget. In Banff I once heard, on the 
occasion of a child's crying upon a Christmas morning, 
the nurse exclaims • Oh, baby's broken yeel's gird,' This 
nurse belonged to our fisher-folk, who are undoubtedly 
strong in Scandinavian descent. These instances 
savour decidedly of the ceremonies of the circle—of the 
wheel—of the commencement of the revolution of the 
new season which our Teutonic forefathers celebrated 
at this time, and on the other hand the yule festival 
suggests a rational explanation of them. I may note 
here tha t in the immediate vicinity of Garmouth there 
still stands at least one stone of a circle, and at no great 
distance in the same parish four or five of another, 
known popularly as the Nine Stones. 

The last trace of the old heathen festival Yule, to 
which I wish to draw attention, is embodied in its name. 
In regard to the word Yule, i t will be observed tbat i t 
is only in certain districts of the country that i t is 
found in common use and in connection with the 
Christian festival of Christmas. The eve of the shortest 
day was called among the Teutonic nations the Mother-
night, and the festival then held was called Jol, Jul, 
Yule, Yeel, which Grimm and other lexicographers have 
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held to be cognate with wheel. Mr Skeat, perhaps, the 
latest philological authority, characterises this deriva-
tion as ' futile.' If he means by this expression that 
the derivation is inaccurate, we have only his word for 
it j but if he means that it is useless, having no practical 
bearing upon our knowledge of human life and faith in 
the old time, he is certainly wrong, for it throws con-
siderable light upon the subject in hand. Now, it must 
be observed in regard to this festival and its name that 
they are both purely Teutonic. The Druidical or Celtic 
festivals, held during the winter half-year, were on the 
eve of the first of November—Hallowe'en, and the eve 
of the tenth of March—The Celtic New Year's Day. The 
Celts had no festival at the winter solstice. If there 
ever was then a heathen festival observed at this time 
in our country, it was undoubtedly observed by men of 
the Teutonic race, and it is only in those parts of the 
inland, which were exposed to the incursions of the 
Teutons, and to a large extent permanently occupied by 
them,that the ancient name Yule still lingers. I t is known 
in all those districts where the Saxons, Angles, Danes, 
and Norse established their sway, even although they 
may not have swept away the older Celtic language and 
religious observances entirely. The Celtic language 
continued to be spoken in Buchan down to the 13th 
century, and there still the rites of Hallowe'en linger in 

some districts. But Buchan must have been mainly 
Scandinavian in religion and constitution before it 
Became Christian. In the more purely Celtic parts of 
the country the word Yule is unknown. When Christ-
mas was instituted or introduced here as a Church 
festival, at a time identical with that of the older heathen 

one,the name of the earlier was naturally continued in con. 
nection with the later festival. In the districts where 
no testival was held by the heathen at that time of the 
year, no heathen name is now attached to Christmas. 

The various Celtic names for Christmas are all modi-
fications of the Latin—Dies Natalies—tbe Day of the 

Nativity. Yule is a Teutonic word found in the old 
literature of all Teutonic countries. I t is found in 
certain districts of this island. In the same districts 

only do we find the stone circles, which are also found 
in all Teutonic countries. If the one is Teutonic, so is 
the Other, and the original signification of the word 

Yule, which, Mr Skeat notwithstanding, I believe in, 
binds them both together. But even granting that 
yule does not mean circle, still the known origin of the 
word and its distribution coinciding with that of the 
circles, is certainly a strong argument for believing that 
they too are Teutonic. 

And now I come to my last ground for regarding 
stone-circles as of Teutonic origin. The ancient Celtic 
poems attributed to Ossian have been already 
referred to as affording evidence that the circles 
were places of worship, or temples. They also 
aiford evidence that they were of Teutonic origin. 
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Even if we have regard to Macpherson's version alone, 
the evidence is strong, for his mind is entirely unbiassed 
as t o th is matter—the question of Druidical or not 
Druidical did not trouble him at all. There are un-
doubted references in the poems to the antagonism 
between the Celtic and the Scandinavian systems of 
religion and to the temple-circles of the latter. For 
instance, in the poem, ' Carric Thura,* Fingal is 
described as on a vojage to the Orkney Islands, more 
decidedly Scandinavian than any other of the British 
Islands. 'Ro tha ' s Bay,' we are told, 'received the 
ship.' Now, as Rothiemay has been translated, and 
in all probability correct ly , ' the field or plain of the 
Circle,' so may Rotha be translated the Island of tne 
Circle, and, as every one knows, one of the very largest 
of all stone-circles is to be found on the mainland of 
Orkney. Rotha Bay received the ship. A rock bends 
along the coast, with all its echoing wood. On the 
top is the Circle of Loda, the mossy stone of power. 
Here Fingal, passing the night, encounters and van-
quishes the spirit of Lodin (Gaelic corruption of Odin), 
and (I now quote from Dr Clark)— 

* The moon was red and dull in the eas t ; 
Came down a blast from the height ; 
On its wings was the semblance of a man— 
Cru-Lodin wan, upon the plain. . . . 
He came unto his own abode, 
His black spear useless in his hand ; 
His red eye like the fire in the sky, 
Like thunder on the hills his voice.' 

Fingal addresses him thus— 
' Why to my presence come, thou shadowy one, 
Thy semblance vain as are thine arms ? 
I s thy dusky form a terror unto me, 
Thou phantom of the Circles of Lodin ? ' 

After some fu r the r heroic talk on both sides, Fingal 
attacks the 1 black spectre of the Circles of Lodin,' and 
sends him shrieking into the darkness of night. The 
following fine, though shadowy, picture of the Hall of 
Lodin is a pretty fai thful re-production of the Hall of 
Odin—the Teutonic Valhalla— 

' U-thorno, that risest in waters! on whoso side are 
the meteors of n igh t ! I behold the dark moon des-
cending behind thy resounding woods. On thy top 
dwells the misty Loda, the house of the spirits of men ! 
In the end of bis cloudy hall bends forward Cruth-Loda 
of swords. His form is dimly seen amidst his wavy 
mist . His right hand is on his shield. In his left is 
the half-viewless shell. The roof of his dreadful ball is 
marked with nightly fires! The race of Cruth-Loda 
advance, a ridge of formless shades. He reaches the 
sounding shell to those who shone in war. But, between 
him and the feeble, his shield rises a darkened orb He 
is a setting meteor to the weak in arms '—Cruth-Loda. 

In another passage, Fingal is represented as stealing 
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through t h e n igh t upon two Scandinavian heroes n 
the i r own land, and a t tacking t h e m while engaged in 
consulting the i r god a t his ' mossy s tone of power, ' in a 
similar circle. There are, besides these , several other 
allusions t o t h e circles of Odin t h roughou t t h e poems. 
W e t h u s see t h a t t h e Celtic heroes of Ossian did not 
worship in such circles, nor revere t h e gods to whom 
they were sacred. To t h e Celt t h e circles were tho 
work of a foreign hand, and t h e symbols of a foreign 
fai th . 

I n corroboration of t h e opinion t h a t neither 
Macpherson nor Clark are the manufac tu re r s of the old 
Celtic poetical l i t e ra ture which they t rans la te I may 
here draw a t tent ion t o t h e fact t h a t t h e Ossianic 
heroes were not unknown t o t h e great Scott ish makars 
of the 15th century. They knew of t h e legends con-
cerning Fionn MacCoul and Gow Macmorn, names 
sublimated in to Fingal and Gaul, son of Morni , in 
Macpherson's lof ty English—for Gawin Douglas 
writes—' Greit Gowmacmorne and Fyn Makcoull, and 
how they suld be goddis in I re land, as they say.'— 
Palice of Honour . And Dunbar , very for tunately , with 
no uncertain sound, refers to Fingal ' s encounter with 
Odin. The Droich, in t h e account of his ancestors, 
says— - ^ 
' M y fore grantschir , hech t F y n Mackowle, 
That dang the devil], and ga r t him yowle. 
The skyis ranyd qnhen he would scowle. 
And trubli t all the air. '—The Dwich 's p a r t of the play. 

These Ossianic references are surely a very decided 
testimony in favour of t h e two main points of my 
argument—that the circles were places of worship, 
temples in fact, and t h a t they were Teutonic temples. 
The Ossianic allusions to them also reveal to us that 
they were places of augury, oracles where t h e divinity 
was consulted ' T h e grey-haired Snivan" sings his 
incantation within a circle, * t h e stone of sp i r i t s ' heard 
his voice and gave a favourable reply. The Cromleac of 
Voice is another phrase, moaning simply the stone-circle 
or voice, or t h e oracle found in these poems, and the 
following is f rom an Icelandic chronicle, ' T h o r s t e i n 
upon his arrival, entered into t h e temple. In i t was a 
stone which he had been accustomed to worship; he 
prostrated himself before i t and prayed to i t . Indrid, 
who stood without , heard t h e s tone chaunt for th these 
verses:—It is for t h e last t ime, i t is with feet drawing 
near to the grave, t h a t thou a r t come to th is place: for 
it is most certain, t h a t before t h e sun ar isetb, the 
valiant Indr id shall make thee feel his hatred. '—Mallet. 

Now to sum up briefly t h e a rgument in favour of the 
Teutonic origin of our stone-circles—The points are ns 
follow— 

1. The a rgument in favour of the Druids founded on 
the interpretat ion of place-names is qui te unreliable. 

2. The Druid theory is also re jected on account of 
the silence of classical wri ters . 
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3. And also on account of the u t t e r improbability of 
the Br i tons having erected stone-henge a f t e r t h e Roman 
period. 

4. Si lbury Hill, which presents all t he features of a 
Teuton barrow, seems certainly t o be erected upon a 

Roman road. 
5. The s ta tements of Nennius, al though of l i t t le 

value as to t h e circumstances of the erection of stone-
henge, may n o t be incorrect as to t ime. 

6. The dis t r ibut ion of stone-circles coinciding with 
t h e dis t r ibut ion of the various Teutonic tribes—Saxon, 
Angle, Scandinavian, in Great Britain and t h e smaller 
islands, is strongly in favour of the Teuton theory. 

7. The s t r iking resemblance between our circles and 
those of Scandinavia, and also between them and the 
a r rangement of a historical Scandinavian temple is also 
good evidence in favour of the same. 

8. The use and application of t h e word Kirk both in 
Bri tain and Scandinavia; and , 

9. The dis t r ibut ion of t h e ceremonies connected with 
t h e word Yule support th is opinion. . , 

10. And, lastly, i t may be gathered from the Ossianic 
poems, t h a t t he Celtic heroes were as much in 
antagonism with the gods or demons of the circles as 
they were with the Scandinavians themselves. 

Since tho above was writ ten, I have seen a paper 
connected with th is subject in the 'Cornhi l l ' for the 
present month , in which the writer assumes t h a t Stone, 

henge was the work of a pre-Celtic race, and t h a t the 
vast masses of stone, or a t least tbo more ancient of 
them, having been t h e palladia of the tribe, were trans-
por ted f rom Belgium or some other par t of the Conti-
nent by a long overland route before the formation of 
the S t ra i t s of Dover. This opinion is founded upon the 
geological character of some of the stones. But if 
t r anspor ted f rom those dis tant regions, surely the 
operat ion might have been performed with much 
greater ease by sea, and the ships of the Vikings were 
qui te capable of t h e burden. Although great in size, 
none of these s tones can be compared with Cleopatra's 
Needle in unwieldy length . And the Merlin tradit ion, 
already refer red to, accounts for thei r presence on 
Salisbury Plain by informing us t h a t they were floated 
over the sea by the power of tho great magician. The 
opinion of the wri ter t h a t t he principal stones had 
been t h e sacred columns of t h e race, and t h a t they were 
carr ied with them t o the i r new set t lements , is a fu r the r 
confirmation of the Teutonic theory, for i t is a historical 
fact t h a t such was the custom of t h e Scandinavians. 
When a Norse chief sought in some dis tant land a new 
home, he carried wi th him the two pillars t h a t stood a t 
each end of the ondvegi seat in h i s temple, and set 
t hem up in t h e new count ry . 

Before concluding, I m u s t refer to another custom of 
t h e Teutonic nat ions. Mallet wri tes—'If the king 
chanced to die in war or a t a distance from home, they 

Ban
ffs

hir
e 

Fiel
d 

Club



40 

formed upon the spot a place a f t e r t he same model '— 
( that in the stone-circle)—'by bringing together the 
largest stones they could find. The principal chiefs got 
upon these stones, and with a loud voice delivered their 
opinions; then the soldiers, who stood in crowds around 
them, signified t h e i r approbation or assent by clashing 
thei r shields together in a kind of cadence, or by raising 
certain shouts . ' F rom th is , along with what has already 
been said, i t will be observed how impor tan t a par t huge 
undressed stones played in those early t imes. The Lia 

Fail of Scotland is another example. And th i s use of 
such stones, along with the ar rangement of t he guests 
and t h e ondvegi seat in the Norse temple, affords, I 
think, a key t o the use of our circles. The broad flat 
stone in the south, instead of being the ' a l ta r stone,' 
around which so many fanciful notions of blood and 
sacrifice have clustered, is simply the ondvegi seat on 
which or by which was placed the priest—chieftain of 
the tribe. Ask our excellent secretary, Mr Yeats, and he 
will tell you t ha t in many oases t h e so called ' altar-
s t one ' is incapable, f rom the na ture of i t , of enduring 
the action of a s t rong fire placed upon i ts upper 
surface without being split into pieces. Mr Milne 
also says he has never observed any marks of burn-
ing on these stones. On this solid throne, then, 
we may imagine the chief seated ; while the princi-
pal men of his people were arranged near their 
several columns, according to rank, t h e commons sur . 
rounding the whole, and all having thei r faces directed 
towards tho centre of the circle where t h e altar-stone 
or altar-mound was placed, and the sacred fire blazed 
and the sacrifice was prepared. In accordance with th is 
notion, there will be found, often in the centres of 
circles, a mound, a heap of stones and earth, with-
out any1 indication of i t s having been raised over the ashes of the dead. This is the debris of 

the altar. In other cases, however, t h e central 
mound covers the well-known urn, or i t s place is 
occupied by a flag-stone grave in which the bones of tlio 
dead lie heaped together . But what more na tu ra l ! I t 

is a thing unknown in Christian temples, t h a t bodies 
of the illustrious dead are deposited beneath the very 
al tar itself. Why should not t he same thing have been 
done by oar ancestors ? Nay, i t is certain t ha t to be 
laid in t ha t hallowed spot mus t have been deemed the 
highest honour t h a t could have been bestowed on tho 
departed. And, of course, where the circle-temple was 
of purely mortuary origin, as many of them no doubt 
were, t h e stone cist would be placed where in ordinary 
cases the al tar stood. 

And, now, ladies and gentlemen, I have to the best of 
my ability and to the best of my means of information, 
which I admit is not so fu l l as I could wish i t to be, not 
having access to much of t h e vast mass of l i terature 
which has gathered round th i s interest ing subject, I 
have answered the two questions, W h a t mean these 
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