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Cramond is not content with t h e l imited field of research 
occupied by Mr Jervise. H e finds grave l i t e ra ture 
outside the graveyard as well as wi thin i t . H i s 
researches in the records of ou r Town Councils, Presby-
teries, and Synods are very valuable, and I have no 
doubt he will be one of the foremost and m o s t accura te 
workers for the new Spalding Club j u s t s ta r ted . 

At the March and April meet ings of the Club t h e 
members had two unwonted dut ies to per form, t h e one 
of a very pleasing and t h e o ther of as sad a charac ter . 
I n March it was resolved to en ter in t h e minutes an 
expression of gratification a t t he compliment paid to 
the Rev. J o h n Milne, an ex-president of t h e Club, by 
the University of Aberdeen, in conferr ing upon him 
the degree LL.D. , and t o convey th i s expression t o D r 
Milne. For my own par t , had I been presen t on 
tha t occasion I would have had t h e greates t pleasure in 
concurring in t h a t resolution, for I should have been 
joining in doing honour to a man whom I have known 
and valued as a f r iend for t h i r t y years, and in doing 
honour to one who both in school and out of school has 
distinguished himself by his labours for t h e good of t h e 
profession to which we bo th belong. At t h e April 
meeting a well merited recognition of t h e t a len t s and 
services to science of the la te Thomas Edward , A.L.S. , 
a former vice-president of the Club, and an expression 
of sympathy with his relatives in the i r bereavement 
were entered on the minutes. 

Stone Circle Question. 
I come now again to the Stone Circle question. 

Indeed, I think th i s year may very appropriately be 
called the Stone Age of the Club, for t h i s question 
has occupied so much of your a t ten t ion t h a t I am 
afraid a good many of you will be inclined to 
call out, Hold, enough ! I n April, my fr iend, 
Mr Gurnell, sent me a le t ter on th i s subject , b u t 
as I was too much occupied a t t h a t t ime t o give i t t h e 
attention it required, and as all t h a t e i ther M r Gurnel l 
or I care about the mat te r , I presume, is simply to 
arrive a t the t r u t h if t h a t can be reached a t all with our 
present means of information, I advised h im t o p u t i t 
into shape as a paper for th i s club, which he very kindly 
did j and I shall now do my best t o meet his a rguments 
and objections point by point in his own order . 

Burial Theory.—Mr Gurnell allows t h a t t h e Temple 
and Burial Theory advocated by me ' is a reasonable 
one, and supported by modern ins tances;* b u t he 
meets me with two great author i t ies for the 
burial theory alone, t he late D r S tua r t and D r 
Joseph Anderson. I th ink I know Dr S tua r t ' s reason-
ing on th i s point, and it seems to me to be far 
f rom satisfactory. As t o D r Anderson I may 
admit t h a t I know only what Mr Gurnell tel ls mo, which 
amounts to th is t h a t t he circles are always connected 
with burials, an assertion which is certainly by fa r too 
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sweeping. Bat , supposing i t true, how does i t militate 
against t he opinion that they were also connected with 
religion ? In regard to the time of erection, Dr Ander-
son is ' satisfied tha t the stone-settings all belong to the 
Bronze Age,' and, if this opinion is borne out by 
facts, my contention for their being the work of 
the Teutons falls to the ground; but then Dr Anderson 
himself, if correctly quoted, says ' t he re is nothing 
which is of the nature of evidence by which the 
stone circles of Scotland can be assigned to any 
race or historic order of men,' so that i t appears 
there is still room for doubt : and Mr Gurnell 
adds tha t , notwithstanding what has been written by 
Dr Anderson, he himself • is still inclined to continue 
the discussion as to the origin and uses of the stone 
circles upon the old lines.' That is to say, he is not 
quite satisfied with his authority. 

Stonehenge.—My opinion that Stonehenge was a 
s t ruc ture posterior to the Roman occupation of South 
Britain was grounded upon this, among other things, 
tha t , according to Mr Gurnell, there had been found 
Boman remains within its precincts. But Mr Gurnell, 
in reply, says that his remarks, from which I had 
quoted, apply solely to the newer portion of Stonehenge, 
and he adds, ' I t was under the fallen columns of this 
la ter portion (for I contend there is a later and an 
earlier) tha t the Roman pottery, &c., was discovered.' 
Mr Gurnell contends that Stonehenge consists of a 
later and an earlier portion. So have many others who 
have given attention to the matter. Indeed that is, as 
far as I am aware, the prevailing opinion, arising from 
the fact t h a t there are an inner portion of unhewn 
stones, ' similar in all respects to the rude unhewn 
circles elsewhere,'and an outer portion 'dressed,squared, 
and mortised ' in a manner not elsewhere found in 
connection with circles. Archaeologists sometimes 
remind me of sheep—they follow their leader. One 
archaeologist of note, say Dr A., expresses an opinion 
t ha t such and such is the case. The next one says, 
' Yes, t ha t is the opinion of Dr A., and he is an 
authori ty. ' That is enough. And so on they go, until 
historians like Freeman, Green, &c., who were dragged 
into the discussion when I was last here, and who have 
paid no particular attention to the subject, accept the 
opinion of Dr A. and his followers as the opinion of 
the best authorities, and so the thing is stereotyped. 
But is there any evidence that one portion of Stone-
henge, although of a different character from the other, 
is of an earlier date in its present site than the others ? 
I do not know of any. With all due deference to the 
authorit ies, I think this is a pure assumption. Who shall 
say tha t the rude black stone of Mecca and the temple 
connected with i t are of an earlier and a later date in 
thei r present position, because the one is rude and un-
hewn, and the other a work of ar t ? The black stone 
may have been there before the temple, or it may not. 
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I t may have been an object of reverence in some distant 
locality, and transported to Mecca when the temple was 
erected there j or i t may have been selected and dedi-
cated at that very time for the purpose i t serves now, 
in accordance with the ri tes and ceremonies of the 
ancient Arabian faith. Or to come nearer home, if we 
look into the mausoleum of the Duff family, we shall 
find there a monument of a very old character and date 
—the effigy of John Duff of Muldavit. The building in 
which it is enclosed very evidently belongs to a much 
more recent period. But if we argue from these facts 
that the monument was in i ts present position 
long before the mausoleum was erected, any 
one would at once see the absurdity of our 
reasoning. Is i t not quite possible that the monument 
and the mausoleum, though of a different character 
architecturally and of a different date, were both placed 
where we find them practically at the same time ? Nay, 
is it not possible, and even probable, t ha t the modern 
structure was the first to occupy the site, and tha t the 
old relic, sacred to some extent for family reasons, was 
placed there afterwards ? We know that , in fact, this 
is what was done in this instance; and to argue tha t 
because two things are different in character, or even 
in date of origin, that they must of necessity have been 
placed where they happen to be found at different dates, 
seems to me very illogical. I am free to believe, there, 
fore, until I meet- with some reason for changing my 
opinion, that the two portions of Stonehenge, although 
widely different in character, were placed there practi-
cally at the same t ime ; and I think i t not unreasonable 
to hold that the part of the work which appears 
to be the more modern, may have been first erected on 

the site. And it is not difficult to understand why this 
should have been the order of erection. All admit that 
the central stones in question were brought from a 
great distance, possibly from the Continent, we cannot 
tel l ; and surely it will also be admitted tha t there must 
have been some particular reason for bringing stones of 
such a mass and character so far. What could tbiB 
reason have been, but that they were sacred stones, 
objects of veneration to the tribe bringing f rom their old 
settlements ? And this would only be in accordance with 
the known custom of many ancient nations, who in their 
migrations transported with them the objects of 
their veneration, just as we are told AEneas did 
when he fled from Troy. Mr Gurnell admits tha t 
the dressed portion is post Roman, and this is enough, 
since he does not prove that the undressed portion is of 
a more ancient date in its present site. But supposing 
he could prove this, I should argue t ha t the dressed 
portion itself could not have been raised by the Britons 
who had been so long under Roman training, and were 
acquainted with Roman architecture, and who, above 
all, were Christians. If post Roman, the dressed 
portion must have been erected by the conquerors of 
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t he Britons as a shrine in which they placed the ancient 
sacred stones of their race, brought from some ancient 
seat of the race. 

Place Names.—Mr Gurnell agrees with me in regard 
to the weight to be given to place names, with perhaps 
the exception of my argument drawn from the scripture 
name Gilgal, where he makes a good point against me 
in so far as the matter lies on the surface. 

Celtic Temples Another point against me, and one 
which I anticipated would be made when I wrote my 
paper, brought out when, in regard to my statement that 
all nations having an organised religion generally erect 
s tructures of a durable character, Mr Gurnell asks— 

' In that case, what has become of the Celtic places of 
worship ? ' Now you may think me too 'cute, but the 
t r u t h is I expected this objection, and used the saving 
word generally, which Mr Gurnell seems not to have 
noticed. My statement, as a general rule, I believe to 
be correct, and I believe also that the Celts were an 
exception to that rule. When Caesar speaks of the 
Druids and their religion, of their doctrines, of their 
gods, and of their sacrifices, he never even hints at 
temples of any kind, nor, as far as I have read, do any 
of the other classical writers. Caesar says they were 
accustomed to assemble in a consecrated place, that is 
all. Strange surely if they had worshipped in stone-
circles, or in any other kind of temple that in his 
minute description of them and their religion he has no 
reference to such erections ! 

Solar Connection.—Mr Gurnell thinks that little can 
be made out with regard to any solar connection of the 
fact t ha t in circles the south side stones are generally 
larger than the others ; but if you carefully consider 
the account quoted by me of a .Norse temple, you will 
see how the connection naturally arises. At the mid-
summer great festival of the northern nations in high 
latitudes, the throne or seat of the priest-chief of the 
tr ibe was placed so that he faced the sun at sunrise, 
tha t is, i t was placed in the south, and he looked to the 
nor th . This seat in the south was flanked by the sacred 
pillars, occupying exactly the same position as do the two 
loftier stone pillars in our circles, on each side of what 
has been called the altar-stone. Again the sun's position 
in the southern point of the heavens is certainly much 
more easily determined than his place in the east or west. 
When the shadow falls shortest on any day the sun is in 
the south, and by this fact we are able to fix more 
exactly the points of east and west. Again, Mr Gurnell 
remarks t ha t ' the north is the point in which he is 
most conspicuous of all by his absence.' Yes, in our 
latitude, but not in all latitudes, and, as I have just 
said, in the neighbourhood of the Arctic Circle, where 
dwelt a t least some of our ancestors, sunrise at mid-
summer marks exactly the north point of the horizon. 

Indian Circles.—Mr Gurnell says that he has nowhere 
seen i t stated that the Indian circles to which I referred, 
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and which he concedes is a s t rong point in my posit ion, 
are megalithic circles. I qui te agree wi th h im. But 
all our own circles, though coinciding in general fea tures 
with our great circles, are no t megali thic e i the r . 
We have circles made of comparatively small s tones. 
Times, places, circumstances, all go to modify circles, 
jus t as churches are modified by t h e same influences a t 
the present day. 

Christian Churches on Sites of Stone Circles.—In regard 
to th is point , I have t o observe only t h a t i t m a t t e r s 
not to my argument whether the earliest Christain 
churches in th is country were bui l t of s tone or of some 
flimsy material such as t u r f . If they were bui l t a t all 
within or in the vicinity of circles is enough for me. 

Value of Tradition.—Mr Gurnell has misread my 
passing reference to Michael Scot t a l together . Michael 
Scott is entirely outside the question. M r Gurnell , 
however, is r ight in objecting to my accepting only BO 
much of a tradit ion as may sui t my purpose. But , if he 
would only observe how li t t le of the t radi t ion in ques-
tion I do accept, I think he would forgive me. All I drew 
from it was tha t it served merely as an indication of 

the time when Stonehenge was erected, and even for 
th is i t would be worthless were i t no t t h a t t h e same 
point of t ime is indicated by t h e o ther c i rcumstances 
which go to make up the evidence, such as i t is, for t h e 
circles being the work of Teutons . 

Ossian's Poems.—If passages bearing upon t h i s dis-
cussion are to be found in Ossian's Poems, i t is surely 
in the highest degree improbable t h a t passages of such 
a nature would have been interpolated by Macpherson. 

He had no interest in th i s question one way or the 
other. Had I been t h e t rans la tor of Ossian, I might 
nave been suspected, with some degree of reason, of 
such conduct. But t h e whole th ing lay outside 
Macpherson s line of thought , and, besides, more 

than one of the passages passages referred to are cor . 
roborated, as I formerly pointed out , by t h e Ian-
guage of Scottish Lowland poets, who lived and died 
long before Macpherson was b o r n ; and, also, my 
references were in some instances f rom D r Clark 's 
version, and no one has ever t hough t of accusing him 
of interpolation. 

The Word ' Kirk.'—Mr Gurnell objects to my exposi-
tion of Kirk, jha t if my theory were t rue , t h e word 
should be found in the south of Ireland. I admi t t h a t 

there is much force in th is objection, and in t h e mean-
t ime I confess I am not able to meet i t . The name 
Kirkside Mr Gurnell fears is qui te a modern place-name, 
and he thinks an explanation of i t may be found in the 
Spalding Club books. I think he is mistaken in both 
these not ions ; and as to Kirkney in t h e vicinity of 
Huntly, I would no t be surprised if t h e name had i ts 
origin in some old kirk circle once on t h e bu rn of which 
no other trace now remains than t h e name. 

Who put up the Circles ?—In t h e paragraph with th i s 
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heading, Mr Gurnell asks—'Where have not these 
circles been found ? I would be very much obliged to 
any one who would point out a circle in the more 
purely Celtic districts o£ Scotland. They abound on 
the East Coast, and in the straths opening up from it, 
which they ascend as long as the straths are of an open 
character ; but as far as I know, they are not found in 
the glens of the Central and Western Highlands. They 
are found also in the Western Islands, the Orkneys, and 
iu all par ts of the country that were occupied by the 
Teutons. Mr Gurnell suggests, and very properly, that, 
had the circles been erected by the Teutons, we should 
And Teutonic names attached to them, as the Teu-
tons were a conquering people. Well, I say we 
do find them in the name kirk and in auld 
kirk, but , setting this aside, we should remem-
ber tha t there are at least two kinds of conquest. 
There is a conquest in whioh the conquered are absorbed 
or displaced by the conquerors, such as that of the 
Saxons in South Britain j and there is a conquest in 
which in a short time the conquerors are absorbed by 
the conquered, as that of the Teutonic Franks and 
Teutonic Normans in France, and also as that of the 
Teutonic Danes and Normans in England. In these 
latter instances the conquerors were absorbed by the 
conquered, and the language of the latter finally pre-
vailed. France was very thoroughly conquered by 
Teutons, and yet the French do not speak a Teutonic 
language. England was conquered by the Normans, 
and yet the language of the latter is unknown as a 
language in England. So in Scotland, the conquering 
Teutons did not absorb or displace the conquered Celt, 
and the language of the latter prevailed here until 
the 13th century, when it gave way finally before 
the immigration of English and Normans under Mal-
colm Canmore and David I. I have no doubt, however, 
tha t the early conquest by the Teutons of large parts of 
the east of Scotland prepared the way for the readier 
reception of their brethren coming from the south, and 
for the more permanent effects of their invasion. The 
early Teutons, while in power, raised their temples and 
carried out their religious rites and ceremonies in the 
midst of a hostile people; and when they too, amalga-
mating with that people, became Christians, the stone 
temples were deserted, and their rites forgotten. In 
support of this view I quote from the late Professor 
Cosmo Innes—' Scotland in the Middle Ages '—an 
authori ty as worthy of respect as any. The circles ' for 
the most part will be found, where the soil has not 
been disturbed, to have cairns of sepulture around 
them. Many of them have a stone laid flat-ways 
in the circumference of the circle, which is generally 
considered as an al tar ; and, I believe invariably, the 
stones are undressed by the mason's tool, and alto-
gether without inscription or sculpture. There is 
evidence of history or record to show that some of 
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these circles were used, even within a comparatively 
recent period, as places of public meeting and of justice; 
and there is reason to believe they were originally the 
places of those assemblies common to all the Teutonic 
peoples, where the tribe met to discuss i ts common 
affairs, to devise laws, and to administer law. That 
they were in some way consecrated, and served for 
temples of religion also, is indeed most probable, 
though we have no evidence on the subject. But we 
cannot easily conceive a primitive society which does 
not blend religion and i ts rites with law—the law-giver 

and the judge with the priest. In this view, the cairns 
and marks of sepulchre will appear as appropriate to 
these places of legal and religious meeting as a 
cemetery to a Christian church. I t would be a con-
siderable boon to our antiquities if any student of our 
history were to endeavour to fix the limits of the dis-
tricts of these stone-circles, and important results might 
be derived from it for the history of our original peoples. 
I have not myself found them in the West Highlands, 
the ancient territory of the proper Scots; while the 
greatest and most remarkable are in Orkney and the 
Lews.' You will observe that this passage is thoroughly 
in favour of all the points I have been advocating. 

Cromleac.—Mr Gurnell holds to an old rendering of 
this word, which makes it mean the Crooked Stone, re-
ferring, it is supposed, to what is called the altar stone, 
because, as must be admitted, tha t stone is never 
straight, but has always a crook or bend in it of some 
kind and in some direction. I follow Dr Clark's render-
ing, which makes it the Circle of the Stones—Crom, 
signifying circle, not crooked. And Dr Clark is as good 
an authority as a Gaelic scholar as most men. His 
interpretation seems to be more in keeping with Gaelic 
construction, as certainly it is more in accordance with 
common sense. 

Mallet as an Authority.—Mr Gurnell says, ' May I ask 
what authority this writer had for his various minute 
descriptions of the burial and worship practices of the 
ancient Scandinavians?' Mallet wrote last century, 
and I admit his facts have been largely supplemented 
during recent years, but I am not aware that they have 
been called in question to any great extent. His 
opinions have been, but that is quite another matter . 
Mallet takes his facts from ancient documents, sagas, 
and historical writings of the Scandinavians, which are 
still as open to examination as they were in his day ; 
and there is no ground for supposing that he invented 
stone-circles for a purpose, any more than there is for 
supposing that Macpherson did the same thing. 

We are obliged to Mr Gurnell for his interpretation of 
the word sowans, which is very interesting. The only 
objection I venture to make is to his styling the sowans 
of the present time ' a poor subst i tute ' for what was en-
joyed at the ancient festival. I think the so wans of my 
early Christmas experiences a most delightful beverage, 
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combining sweet and sour with a flavour of spicery in 
such a way as to be very pleasing to the palate. I have 
no doubt i t was reckoned a high dish among our unso-
phisticated and unpampered ancestors, ana is a real 
survival of the ancient feast winding up the summer 
season of the year. , . , , 

Having now run over the various subjects treated of 
during the winter session of this Club, allow me to 
conclude with a few observations suggested by our 
summer doings. The first excursion during the past 
season was to Portsoy and Cullen, and was, if I mistake 
not, joined in by a detachment of our Huntly friends. 
To the Banff portion of the sight-seers the ground was 
of course not new, and for that reason members of the 
Club may have held back. I do not know whether this 
was really the case, but I would not be surprised if it 
were, for we naturally do not enjoy scenery and objects 
of interest quite as much after the novelty of them has 
worn off. We should, however, bear in mind, that if we 
make a r ight use of our eyes, we shall in all probability 
discover something new on each successive visit, or see 
our old friends under a new light derived from increase 
of knowledge and experience, or find some new thougnts 
suggested even by familiar objects, while listening to 
the remarks made by those whose minds may be fresh 
to the subject. Besides, when friends from a distance 
favour us by visiting our own particular preserves, we 
ought to have a pleasure and a pride in introducing 
them to the enjoyment of scenery in many respects so 
beautiful, and objects of antiquity of such varied 
interest as are to be found in the western district of the 
Club. The next excursion was to Bennachie, and I am 
sure tha t all who turned out for that trip, although it 
did occupy a long day, must have been truly gratified 
by their visit on such a delightful day, to one of the 
finest hills in all Scotland. For although this hill is but 
a dwarf compared in height and bulk with the giants of 
the Grampians, yet it excels most of them in picturesque 
grandeur of outline, and presents a much finer notion 
of a mountain than do many hills of twice its size. I t 
is also most interesting from its having been a city of 
refuge for our ancestors long before the dawn of history 
in Scotland. We are all well acquainted with the 
phrases—Go to Banff; go to Buckie. To them I would 
add with a strong change of meaning—Go to Bennachie! 
if you want to enjoy a holiday. The last excursion of 
the season was to King-Edward, where, I understand, 
the members who joined in it spent a most delightful 
afternoon and evening under the leadership and host-
ship of Dr Milne. Of course in all our excursions a 
great deal depends upon the weather, and I know that 
t he experience of a wet day on some occasions has so 
damped the ardour of members that future excursions 
have not been so well patronised for a time. Dread of 
bad weather is doubtless a powerful and an excusable 
deterrant in many cases, but it is one which the young 
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and the strong should rise above. With them the 
question should be, are the aims of the Club worthy 
of approval ? Is the Club worth supporting ? And if 
the answer is in the affirmative, as I have no doubt it 
will be from the fact that so many gentlemen and ladies 
have continued in connection with it through all these 
years, then I should say that it is the duty of all who 
have the strength and the opportunity to give us their 
active support, not only by putting in an occasional 
appearance at our winter meetings, but also by braving 
the elements and joining in our summer excursions. 

Rev. W. S. BRUCE moved a cordial vote of thanks to 
Mr Spence for bis address, and that he be admitted one 
of the vice-presidents of the Society. The motion was 
seconded by Mr James Rust, banker, and was unani-
mously agreed to. 

OFFICE-BEARERS. 

The meeting then proceeded to the election of office-
bearers, when 

The CHAIRMAN moved that the Rev. Jas. Davidson, 
St Andrew's Church, Banff, be elected president for 
next year. Mr Davidson had been a member of the 
Club from the beginning. He had been an almost 
constant attender, and had read papers at their meet, 
ings, and he felt sure that he would prove an efflicient 
president. 

Bailie SMITH, Banff, seconded the motion, which was 
cordially psssed. 

On the motion of Mr Runcieman, Auchmill, seconded 
by Mr Haig, chief constable, the following were elected 
members of the council for next year:—Mr A. L. 
Nicol, Banff; Bailie Smith, Banff; Mr Robt. Sheriffs, 
Banff; Mr John Allan, solicitor; and Mr Wm. Robert-
son, merchant. 

On the motion of Mr Ramsay, seconded by Mr 
Sheriffs, Mr Teats was re-elected secretary; Mr 
Hossack, treasurer; and Mr Davidson, assistant 
secretary. 

On the motion of Mr Yeats, the following were re-
elected the corresponding members for their several 
districts .—Rev. D. C. Boyd, Portsoy; Rev. James 
Sutherland, Turriff; Rev. Alex. Bremner, Fyvie; and 
Messrs James Lawson, Huntly; Alex. Thurburn, 
Keith; John Macdonald, Buckie; William Cramond, 
Cullen; and A. W. Farquhar, Gamrie. 

This was all the business. 
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