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Early British Christianity

FREE history of early British Christianity has long been recognised
JL as a subject of wide importance. Even in the seventh cen-
tury its facts and fictions had power to affect religious beliefs, to
decide the choice between rival churches; and those facts and
fictions have still their weight. The answers to the historical
problems when and how Christianity grew up in Britain still influ-
ence practical conduct, and, in such, a case, one may be pardoned
for trying, now and again, to restate the truth as gradually revealed
by research. The following paragraphs contain an attempt to
summarise what is now certain or probable respecting British
Christianity during the first four centuries of our era—that is,
during the Roman occupation of our island. The task is difficult.
We do not know much of Eoman Britain, and the little which we-
do know has never been collected into any satisfactory whole; the
student has no general conspectus to aid his judgment of details,
and more or less mischievous. misconceptions are not unnaturally
very common. This state of thing3 increases the need of such an
attempt as I propose to make, but it also increases its difficulty
and renders certain defects in treatment all bat inevitable.

During the first three centuries we hear and know very little of
Christianity in Britain. Oue or two passages in Tertullian and
Origen may suggest that it was introduced at the beginning of the
third century, though the rhetorical colouring of these passages
forbids precise conclusions.1 The full growth of the British church

1 TTaflHan and Stabbs, Councils and F.ccUsiistiial Documents rclaiing to Gnat
Britain and Inland, i. 1-2. TertuHian talks nt BrUannorton utaccessa Itomanis IOM,
which must be rhetorical and certainly cannot b« explained as referring to a revolt in
Britain in no. 203. I do not think it permissible to argue (as Mr. F. E. Warren does)
that, because Christianity in Britain is not mentioned in a treatise written about
A-B. 170, and is mentioned aboat AJ>. 300 by Tertallian, therefore Christianity »as
introduced into the Uland between those two dates; to arjrac' that is to force the moan-
ing of word*.
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418 EARLY BRITISH CHRISTIANITY July

in the fourth century is additional testimony to its existence in the
third century, but we know nothing of its origin. We may con-
jecture, from the silence of ancient writers, that Christianity reached
Britain by natural expansion rather than by conscious missionary
effort. We may conjecture further from geography that thia expan-
sion was Gaulish or German, from the Roman provinces of Gaul and
Germany—that is, from what is now France, Belgium, and most of
the Ehine valley. The communication- between Britain and Gaul was
easy and abundant, that between Britain and Boman Germany was
hardly less so. In the second and third centuries we find the armies of
Britain and the Bhine exchanging recruits; in the fourth century,
as Ammianus (18.2) tells us, the British corn ships were accustomed
to sail up the Ehine. When or whence Christianity reached Gaal
we do not know, but Otto Hirschfeld may be right in thinking that
it came from the East to Marseilles and the Rhone valley and was
established in Lyons not long before 150 A.D. Arguing from these
premises, we may state the following hypothetical origin for British
Christianity: that during the third century (and perhaps earlier)
individual Christians on individual errands reached Britain, most
of them from Boman Gaul and Germany—some, perhaps, from
other parts of the empire, for the freedom of movement was very
great—and that thus gradually congregations were formed and in
time bishoprics established, presumably by the aid of Gallican
bishops. But this origin must be recognised as hypothetical:
Christianity in Britain, like the university life of later England,
sprang from a source which we cannot adequately trace.5

This uncertainty has naturally provoked ecclesiastical historians.
No less than six apostles have been supposed to have preached in
Britain, and the suppositions, so -far from being patriotic inven-
tions of Englishmen, are due mainly to continental writers of the
sixth and four following centuries ; they are all, of course, guesses
unsupported by any sort of evidence. In the seventh century a

1 Mr. F. E. Warren, Liturgy and Ritual of tht Celtic Church (Oxford, 1881), pp.
40-60, gives four arguments to show that British Christianity was derived trom tke
East through southern France—(1) the gmnHnixn and number of Irish churches,
(2) Greek elements in Celtic art, (3) legends, (4) liturgical and canonical resemblances
between Celtic and eastern churches. The first two arguments are valueless, for (1)
the custom of building several small churches appears in western as Tell as eastern
Europe, and (2) the Greek elements in Celtic art, so far as they are really older than
JLJ>. 400, are older than Christianity itself; the third argument proves nothing. Tha
resemblances between the British and Gallican liturgies are hard for a layman to
estimate, bat if real, and if earlier than i-i>. 300, they would of course fit the hypothesis
in trie text. Duchesne (Origines, pp; 84-89), however, suggests that the Gallican
liturgy, which seems unquestionably oriental, grew ap in the second half of the fourth
century; in this case the alleged oriental-Galilean elements in the British liturgy (if
they exist) must be much later than the introduction of Christianity into our island.
Some of the Greek indoences visible in Ireland (cs/. the Greek letters in early Irish
manuscript*) are obviously later than 400. But the whole question can hardly be
said to be settled.
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1896 EA11LY BRITISH CHllISTIANITY 419

more astonishing story appears. Lucius, king of Britain, we read,
sent to Pope Eleutherius (about A.D. 174-189) and requested con-
version : whether his request was granted, is not stated. The story
is certainly untrue: it is wholly irreconcilable with general history
and is rejected by historians of all creeds and schools—by Duchesne,
Stubbs, Mommsen—but its history is worth sketching. It appears
first in the biographical list of popes known as the 'Liber Ponti-
ficals,' and in such a way that we may be sure it was inserted
in that list at some time before A.D. 700.3 From the ' Liber Ponti-
ficalis' it was copied inaccurately into the 'Historia Brittonum,'
often ascribed to Nennius, and more accurately into Bede's ' Eccle-
siastical History;' thence it has spread abroad, and it is still
occasionally quoted by ignorant or unscrupulous controversialists.
Its origin can hardly be doubtful. Through the seventh century,
from Augustine's landing in 597 to the TYhitby conference in 664
and Aldhelm's letter to Geraint in 704, a violent controversy raged
between the British and Roman bishops, and the arguments used
on both sides—for instance, at "Whitby—were largely historical.
Religious controversies have in all ages been fertile in conscious
or unconscious forgeries; the appearance of the Lucius legend
at Borne, at the end of the Romano-British dispute, may well be
due to that dispute itself. Such an invention need not disturb
our conclusions as to British Christianity in the second and third
centuries.

"With the fourth century we find a fully grown British church.
The Diocletianic persecution of A.D. 804 reached Britain, though
not, perhaps, in its full fury, and later ages ascribed to it the
martyrdom of Alban of Yerukmium.4 In 814 three British bishops
from York, London, and Lincoln—Eborius de civitate Eboracenn,
Restitutus de civitate Londincnsi, and Adelfius de civitate colonia
Londmensium (probably an error for Lindensium6)—with a presbyter,

• Dachosne, Lib. Pontif. i. 130 ; Mommsen, Eist. Britt. p. 115. The Liber Pontifi-
ealit grew by gradual accretions daring the middle axes; the story of Lucius mast be
as old as u>. 700, as it appears in a manuscript of about that date. On the other hand it
does not appear earlier; it is not quoted by Wilfrid or any such Boman controrersialist
in Britain and most have come into being jast about the end of the seventh century.
Mommsen, lx^ makes it tolerably certain that it originated in Borne, not in Britain.
Duchesne (L p. ciii) assigns its invention to the fifth century.

• The connexion of St. Alban -with Verulam is as old as AJ>. 429, when the saint
is first met with ; his connexion with Diocletian's persecution first appears in Oildas,
a century or more later (Hadrian and Stubbs, L 6, note a). Oildas also mentions two
dtner martyrs of this epoch, Aaron and Julius Legionum urbia cites, bat their exist-
ence is very doubtful

• The reading Londinensium is plainly wrong. It is probable that a copyist con-
fnsed Lindtnrium with the somewhat similar Londinenri preceding i t Lindum
(Lincoln) was a colonia and, as existing remains show, was prosperous in the fourth
century. The suggestion Legionensium (Caerleon-on-Usk) is wholly inidmiirrihlff, for
(1) Catrleon was from first to last a fortress and never a colonia; (2) there is no
proof that its inhabitants were styled Ltgicmensu in the fourth century; (8) the military
character of the place renders it a very unlikely centre of early Christianity.
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420 EARLY BRITISH CHRISTIANITY July

Sacerdos, and a deacon, Arminius, attended the council of Aries, in
the south of Gaul, and British bishops were present, if not at
Nicaea (925) and at Sardica (343), yet certainly at Ariminnm
(359). Bede refers to churches at Canterbury built during the
rule of the Romans—to which I shall return later on. Near the
end of the century Yictricius of Rouen came over to mediate in a
dispute, doubtless about ecclesiastical matters. Our other literary
references to Christianity in fourth-century Britain are vague and
plainly prompted by the fact that Britain, the remotest west of the
empire, was suited to rhetorical antitheses. But we have proof
enough in literature that an organised church existed in our
island at the outset of the fourth century. By the end of the
century it is able to produce men like Felagius the heretic, and
Faustus, abbot of Lerins in 434 and bishop of Riez in 461. Early
in the fifth century (A.D. 429) the British church was visited by
Lupus and Gennanus; and perhaps about the same time Fastidius
Priscus, Britannorum epiacopus, wrote his tract on the Christian
life. It is plain that by 400 or 420 Christianity had made vast
progress in Britain.

To our literary proofs we may add much archaeological evidence,
hitherto somewhat neglected. 1. The Christian monogram and
formulae have been found in many parts of Britain. The Chi-Bho
occurs in three villas. At F ramp ton, in Dorsetshire, it has been
set (as it seems) into a fourth-century mosaic, adorned with a head
of Neptune and some verses relating thereto ; at Chedworth, just
north of Cirencester, it has been cut on four building stones; at
Harpole, in Northamptonshire, it seems to occur in a pavement. It
occurs, further, on many small objects—on a silver cup found at
Corbridge, near Hadrian's Wall; on two silver rings from the Roman
villa at Fifehead Neville, in Dorsetshire; on a bronze object from
York; on a tin vessel from the south, and occasionally on lamps.
The formula Vivas in Deo occurs on gold rings from the fortress at
Brancaster and the town of Silchester; and the Thames near
Battersea has yielded, at different times, no less than eight similar
blocks of pewter (tin and lead) stamped with the name Syagrius,
the Chi-Bho, and either the words Spes in Deo or the letters A-ft.
The name Syagrius first appears prominently in the fourth century,
and to that date we may assign the blocks found in the Thames.6

2. Inscriptions on stone are scarcer. None has yet been found
in Britain which can be certainly ascribed to a fourth-century

' The list of miscellaneous objects given by Had dan and Stobbs, L 39-40, requires
tome correction; Not. L ii. v i viii—xi. should be omitted, and the examples from File-
head Nerilie (Ephemtrit, vit. 1174 ; Proceeding* of tht London Soe. of Antiquarians,
ix* 1882, 68), York (H&bner, IntcripL CTuitt. Brit. p. 218), the south (ibid. p. S19),
the lamps (ibid. p. 338), and the Broncasler and SUchester rings (Corptu InteripL
Latin, vii. 1305, 1307) should be added. For the Batteraea blocks see my Boman
Inscription* in Britain, U. No. 84; Afranius Syagrius was consul u>. 383.
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1896 EdRLY BRITISH CHRISTIALVITY a 3  

Chri~tian, and few which can plausibly be so-ascribed The phrase 
p h  rninue, however, which is often used of s manpa length of life 
on Christian tombstones abroad, appears on the fourth-centnry 
tombstone of Flavius Antigonus Papias, recently dug up a t  
Carkle, and on one (or two) tombstones found a t  Brougham, in 
Cumberland.' Inscriptions contribute also three curious pieces of 
negative evidence respecting*the growth of Christianity, which 
deserve attention, .although two of them are perhaps only probable. 
(i) The most important of the three is comprised in an inscription 
found recently at C i renckr .  A square 'basis' or pedeatal is 
inscribed on three panela (the fourth is lost), as followa :- 

1. Iovi O p h o  maxim~ I;. Septrmins . . .] vir perfectisaimus p r a m  
pro<icine . . .] reatitnit CIVS P 

2. Sepkimina renov~t,  Pdmrre proqinciae rector. 
3. [Siglnum et ereatam prima religione aohmmam. 

That is, L. Septimius, governor of Britannia Prima, reatored a 
column and m e  of Jupiter, which had been erected by older 
piety and had M e n  into ruin. Thc original column and figure 
was probably wt up about LD. .15&250 : the restoration, beyond 
question, dates from the fourth century, and there can be little 
doubt that it is due to some pagan revival, perhaps that of Julian, 
called the Apostate. The spread of Christianity had caused the 
monument to fall into ruin : some governor, zealous for the ' old 
faith,' restored it.R (ii) b o t h e r  example of the same f o r h e  is 
supplied by a Bath inscription :- 

h a m  religimm per insolentiam h t a m  Virtuti et Numini Ang. 
repurgatum reddidit C. Severies Emeritus centurio BEG ? 

The inscription does not bear on it such obvious marks of date 
aa its Cirencester fellow, but it was (we are told) found with coins 
of Caranaim beneath it, and it has all the marks of being a restora- 
tion at the end of the third or begmning of the fourth century. 
The reason for the ruin is not stated clearly: the words per 
insdentiam dirlLtum suggest, however, the explantation which I 
(iii) The third piece of evidence is provided by the tolerably 
numerons claw of altars erected Deo Veteri or D i h  Vite+.& which 
occur in the north of England. These altars are small, rudely cut, 
and often illegible, and belong obviously to a late date ; they seem 
to indicate a worship of the ' old gods '-the prisca religio of 
kptimius a t  Cirencester. It is noteworthy that they have been 

F o r t h e P n p i r s s t o n s ~ m ~ ~ I n o a . i i i N o . U 7 ;  t h e r e a r e d h a r ~ f o r  
thinking it might be Christi.n. For the B r o w  stopss see Epknrais, iii. 87, 91. 
C. I. XI. v i i  1021 m y  ,& ba s Christian tombstone. 

For f d h m  data& .s to this inscription, which is nhuwn ca. the oppaaib pr~e, 
we A- OtaiasL, June 1894, and my BomaxeBritirh Im'pkonr,  
iii No. 133. 

* C. I. L. vii 45; Stofrrlsy, hf&d& Histoy of Cumauiau, i. 1W 
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424 EARLY BRITISH CHRISTIANITY July

found mainly or wholly in military posts, where (as we should infer
from other evidence) the old religion lingered latest.10 This
evidence of inscriptions—two or three doubtful tombstones and a
few negative records—may seem a small matter; but it is really
considerable. In many parts of the empire the custom of erecting
inscriptions decayed during the fourth century: in Britain that
custom was never vigorous, afid at the period in question it stopped
almost wholly. A few milestones, a military inscription from the
Yorkshire coast, and those which have just been mentioned form
almost the whole record. Christianity clearly plays a prominent
part in our fourth-century epigraphy.

3. Inscriptions do not exhaust our evidence; tirere are definite
remains also of at least one Romano-British church. In 1892 the
excavations at Silchester, the Calleva Atrebatum of the Romans,
resulted in the discovery of a small building which by its ground
plan declared itself to be a fourth-century Christian church. It
stood—or stands—east and west. The central portion is thirty feet
long and ten feet wide, with a western apse; on either side are
aisles five feet wide ; at the east end is a porch, or nartbex, seven feet
deep, extending the whole width of the building. The ' nave' was
floored with coarse red-tile tesserae, but in the apse is a panel, five
feet square, of finer mosaic work, marking probably the position of
the altar. Outside the building eastwards is a small tiled erection,
perhaps the cantharus, and traces of a courtyard, perhaps the
atrium. The resemblance of the whole to the fourth-century
churches discovered in Italy, Africa, Syria is very striking, and,
though the first announcement of the discovery was greeted with
natural scepticism, there can be little doubt that it is a Christian
church.11 I may allude here to another early church, the famous St.
Martin's at Canterbury. The definite testimony of Bede (H. E. L 26)
asserts that this church was originally built in Bomano-British days,
dum Romani incoUrent Btittaniam—that is, certainly before AJ>. 445
—and recent examination has convinced some good judges that the
nave of the present structure is Roman work. More probably,
however, the church, as it stands, dates in its oldest portions from
very early Saxon times.1*

" See, ejj., my Homano-BrUish /Kimjrfton*, L Nos. Cl, 71, 73. It may baas well
to observe here that none of the {oar inscriptions in Hoddan and Stobbs, i. 39, has
any claim to be considered a Christian monument.

11 See Fox and Hope, Arthaeologia, liiL (1893), 5C8 foil. A plan is given on the
opposite page, lent by tho Society of Antiquaries. Any work on early Christian basilicas
will supply parallels from other provinces; see, for instance, F. X. Eraos, Bealen-
cgclopadic, i. 109-145 ; H. Hfibsch, AMchrislliche Kirchen nach den BaudenkmSUrn;
G. Dehio and G. Ton Bezold, KircMiche Baukimit da Abetidlandtt, p t 1.

15 I was able lust January to examine St. Martin's with Mr. J. T. Uicklethwaite
and other archsologists, and thought that the church contained no Roman work ir.
situ. The vails of the nave are roughly built of old material, some of it Boman brick,
'which most have been taken from ruins; the style of the work is not really Boman,
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EAlUY BRITISH CHRISTIANITY 

The preceding paragrapha have snmmarised the literary and 
arcklogical  evidence which we possess concerning fourth-century . . (3hmbmity in Britain ; it remains to deduce the character of the 
British church from khh evidence. I t  wes a fully orgamsed church, 
with three or more bishopa ; it numbered adherents in all pads of 
the Roman province. The seats of the bishoprics mere in three of 
the largest towns. In Britain, as throughout the western empire, 
Christianity spread i h t  and fastest in the great centres of city life. 
It was not, however, coniined to the largest tom ; ne have 
detected its traces both in the smaller tom and in the villss 
of muthem and central England. How large a proportion of the 
population accepted it we do not bow. The toleration shown by 
Conetantine Chlom, the direct protection shorn by Conatantine 
doubtha favoured its spread in Britain andG-aul at the end of the 
third century, and the evidence quoted above shows that at least 
in the latter half of the next century Christians must hare been in 
a majority in some parts of Britain. On the other hand one class 
eeem wholly uninfluenced. We have no clear sign of Christianity 
in the army. In the great l e g i o n q  fortresses of Isca (Caerleon) and 
Dew (Chester), in the huge military frontier which extended from 
ihe Humber to Hadrian's Wall, the presence of the new religion ia 
almost imperceptible. In this Britain resembles the rest 'of the 
ernpire." The imperial m y ,  recruited from peasants and bar- 
barians, pogani and gentiles, contained few Christians. Diodetian 
and Licinins were able to exclude them born military service mith- 
out sensibly l e m d n g  the supply of men. Fifty years later 
Jnlian (as. 360-863) wrote with much satisfaction that ' the mass 
of hie army worshipped the gab.' Some of this adherence to the 
old' religion is *ble not only in the rank and a e ,  but in the 
officers and the official dais generally. We know the names 
of few fourth-century o5cials in Britain, but it is perhaps 
not an accident that the prueses L. Septimins appears at 
Cirenceater aa worshipping Jupiter, and that h.Lagnus W n s ,  
neither ur, such min~ W y  to hrve &tad till dbr 450. I believe I m y  add that 
this la the rim of hlr. Wethwsi te ,  who ir one of the highest rathoritiss r v d ~ b l a  
The Rmn.nhBritiah origin of the other chudm m e d  by Haddm md Stnbbs, 
i 87119, ooght not to be Pgatsd The cracilorm platfarm ot Richborough WSI in 
rualiiy pmbsbly a platform for a lighthouse or beacon; the churches at Lpminge, 
Bboalver,Brixnarth, .nd Dora CIstle are certainly of Spron dab. It is jnst m b l e  
thrt the'cpthcdral of Christ Chuxch, Canterbury, stantin on the sib of a Bomrao- 
British church, but the evidence u slight 

See, for Wee, 0. See&, Unteqang dm ant& Felt, i 67. IhmuosaLi 
(&Iig" d. rlhnirehn Htcm, pp. 68, 07,6c) pines oat that even in Vdmtininn's 
reign the frontier fome sere h g d y  henthaa That Chriatimn served is proved by 
rrreh evidence an the first p~ragrnpha of ~ e ~ * s  & Conma, the Ptor~ of the 
' t h a n d h g  legion,' and the legends of soldim martyrs, bat heethcn soldiers were 
earkiaiy the rola  In t i ia fomth cantmy the army, both hgione and a m  
L g s l y  recruited from mmma which caa h.rdly Chrietisn, m d  Christian 
ddiera (except in one or two piwinces) vere probably nuer than in 200 0. 
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428 EARLY BRITISH CHRISTIANITY July

who enjoyed high military command in Britain from 868 to 383, was
converted only in 382. After the death of Julian Christianity
perhaps spread faster in the army; but this cannot have affected
Britain. In 383 Maximus struck a blow for empire and took
across the Channel the larger part of the Roman forces. For the
next thirty years the Eoman government in Britain was weak and
intermittent; by degrees it was wholly abandoned.

If the view here indicated of British Christianity be correct, it
follows that another view, lately put forward with some confidence,
is wholly inaccurate. It has been argued by Mr. Hugh Williams,
in a paper read in 1894 before the Cymmrodorion Society,14 that
the church of fourth-century Britain was ' the church of the resi-
dent Eoman population, not of the people of Britain.' According
to this view the only Christians in fourth-century Britain were
Eomans, and on their ' final departure,' in 410, the existing church
collapsed. Instead a new church arose, the church of the Celts ; in
410 they had been mostly heathen, by 450 they were mostly Chris-
tian. In support of this opinion Mr. Williams urges four considera-
tions. (1) He emphasises the military character of Eoman Britain.
Eoman civilisation, he says, was a varnish which disappeared with
the legions. (2) He cites the names of the British clergy present at
Aries as the names of Eomans. (3) He brings forward parallels
from Gaul; and (4) he notices the absence from Welsh literature
or tradition of any reference to fourth-century Christianity. I shall
venture a few criticisms on this view.

In the first place Mr. Williams seems to me wholly to overrate
the Celtic element in Eoman and post-Roman Britain. He does not
stand alone in this. It is the present fashion to call the Eoman
occupation an interlude, after which an unaltered Celtic civilisation
resumed its interrupted supremacy. This view is the natural
outcome of the most recent political.developments ; it is naturally
dear to Welshmen, and a scholar is perhaps foolish to protest
against it. Nevertheless it is quite unhistorical. It is quite true
that Eoman Britain was a military district. As a frontier province
it was strongly garrisoned, and its garrison mnst always have
formed its prominent feature. At first, perhaps, this garrison was
the only important thing in the island; but that was not the case
in the fourth century. The ' departure of the Eomans' in 410 was
not a departure of foreign officials and troops taking with them a
foreign civilisation. It did not mean what the departure of the
French from Algeria or the English from India would mean to-day.
Eoman civilisation spread widely during the Eoman occupation of

" Somt Aspect* of the Christian Chvrctt in Wales during the Fifth and Sixth
Centuries, by Hugh Williams, 1LA., professor of church history at the Theological
College, Btla (London, 1895), reprinted from the Trantactionsof the Society cf Cymm-
TOdorion, 1898-4, pp. 55-132.
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1896 EARLY BRITISH CHRISTIANITY 429

our island, and it lasted one if not two centuries after their
departure. In the fifth century the towns of Britain were inhabited
as in the fourth, and were known by the same names. The Britons
largely used Eoman nomenclature and spoke the Boman tongue.
They tilled their fields, probably, on a Boman system of agricul-
ture; they retained parts of the Boman military system, and about
470 AJ>. they sent 12,000 men to aid the Bomans against the
Visigoths in Gaul. Even in the sixth century they called them-
selves Romani in contrast to the surrounding barbarians.1* This
Boman civilisation was perhaps limited to the nobles, clergy, and
better educated persons, and it was naturally not permanent;
communication with Borne ceased, while neighbouring Celtic in-
fluences encouraged Celtic ways and speech. But there were
really romanised Britons; they are not imaginary persons, as
Mr. Williams seems to think. And from their ranks came the five
British clergy at Aries, only one of whom bears a British name.

In the second place Mr. Williams's view seems to me in direct
opposition to the comparatively abundant evidence on the subject
which I have mentioned above. Mr. Williams confines his fourth-
century Christianity to the actual Bomans in Britain. But the facts
show that the specially Boman elements of the army and officials
were not specially Christian; whatever Christianity existed would be
unaffected by their departure. On the other hand this Christianity
can be traced in many places where Boman influences were not
specially present, in towns like Silchester and Canterbury, which we
are accustomed to call Bomano-British rather than Boman, and in
villas. It seems clear that it was a Bomano-British Christianity,
such as would not be dependent on the presence of Boman ofiBcials
and would survive the end of the Boman government. There is,
therefore, no need to assume (with Mr. Williams) a general and
spontaneous movement resulting in a new and popular Celtic church.
We have no evidence of such a movement; we have not even time
for it. Mr. Williams allows it thirty years, but the result is too
vast for one generation to produce. Mr. Williams's theory has been
invented to explain an imaginary difficulty, and it has no proofs to
support it. It is doubtful whether it ought to have been put
forward.

11 See inter alia fcr the names of persons the index to Hibner's Inter. Cluist.
Brit.; for the names of towns, Esousa HUTOBICJJ. EBTHW, 1895, x. 710; for the
military system, the inscriptions mentioning protector (Arehatologia Cambrentis, 1895,
tmerUvt, tribunus (Inter. Chr. Brit. 13, 102); for the general state of Britain
as a former Horaan prorince, Mommten's remarks in his preface to Gildaa, pp. 9-10 ;
for the aid sent in 470, Jordanes, Getica, xlv. I may add, as an argument which
will find acceptance with some historians, that several of the mott important elements
supposed to hare been taken by the Sixons from the Britons are elements which
must have been first borrowed by the Britons from the Bomans, such as the title
Bretwealda, the dragon of Wessci, the three-field system, and, as some would add,
the serf system.
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430 EARLY BRITISH CHRISTIANITY July

The truth appears to be that the church which existed in fourth-
century Britain continued without interval or interruption into
the following centuries. Changes, of course, came with time. The
visit of Germanus in 429, the growth of monasticism, the gradual
preponderance of the Celtic element among the Britons, the gra-
dual retreat on Cornwall, Wales, Cumberland, the conversion of
Ireland1G—these and other such facts could not fail to influence
British Christianity. But the changes were not changes in kind.
The British church which argues with Augustine in 597, with
Wilfrid in 664, argues in defence of things which many western
Christians must have .thought obsolete in the seventh century;1T it
was, perhaps, a more conservative church than those which had
come to be united as the church of Rome. We have no reason to
doubt the essential continuity of the church in Britain from its
foundation somewhere in the dim days of the second or third
century till its entry into the full light of medieval history.

F. HAVEBFIELD.

" The uncertainty which exists i s to the birthplace and date of St. Patrick makes
it dangerous to include his activity more directly in the present summary. If he was
born about 393 at Dumbarton, if Ninian founded Casa Candida in 401, we must
assume a growth of fourth-century Christianity over the Scotch lowlands, of which we
hare no other traces. It has been conjectured that he was bom in the English mid-
lands, which were certainly in part or wholly conyertod by 400 (EKOLISH Hisroaicu.
Brnrir, 1895, x. 712); whatever the truth, I hare preferred not to use uncertainties
for arguments.

17 As, for instance, Easter, Haddan and Stubbs, L 152. The British church appears
to have adhered to a cycle which the Roman church abandoned about 458 or »nH'>r
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