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THE SKULL OF ROBERT THE BRUCE, KING
OF SCOTLAND, 1274—1329.

By KARL PEARSON, F.RS.

The king ansuer has maid thaim naoe,
Bot menyt Il_}'r-i hand-ax shaft sua
Wes with the strak broboym in twa.
Barnovw's The Bruce, xin, 96

Ropert THE BrUck VIII was the seventh lineal descendant of Robert de Brus
(or de Bréaux) I who came over with the Conqueror and was rewarded by him
with 94 manors in Et‘lglﬂll{l, among others that of ]}nnh}' in Cleveland, where his
castle 18 still in existence, Ei:,.'mbuh'u of the nlggeil sturdiness of the a.tir'p.. The third
Robert was the founder of the Seottish branch, huli!iug the fief of Annandale. OF
the seven Roberts who preceded King Robert, nearly all were stalwart fighters,
wealthy and even generous men, but scarcely of the stuff out of which great
statesmen even in those days were made. The fifth Robert, who died in 1245,
married Isabel daughter of David, the son of Henry of Scotland and brother of
William the Lyon. On this marriage was based the elaim of the eighth Robert to
the crown of Seotland. Robert the Fourth had also married into the Scottish Royal
blood, having for wife a danghter of William the Lyon himself. The sixth Robert
married a danghter® of Gilbert de Clare of Gloncester; the seventh Robert a Scots-
wornan, Marjory, Conntess of Carrick t, the mother of our Robert the Bruce. Thus
our Bruee was a mixture of Scottish and Norman blood, as his allegianee was divided
between Seotland and England by his fiefs in both countries. We cannot therefore
look upon Bruce as of pure mee ; on the father's side he should have been a Norse-
man, but on the mother’s side he came from the Celtic blood of Galloway. To
judge him by his skull we shonld say that he was a man of great muscular strength
and energy ; the frontal would not popularly indieate great intellectual power, but
the acts passed in his reign seem to suggest that besides urging the efficient
training in arms and the provision of arms for the nation, he had a considerable
sense of the importance of justice between class and class and the need of restrain-
ing the great nobles from oppressing the commonalty. Among the people he went
by the name of the “ Good King Robert.”
After Bruce's assassination of John Comyn and Comyn's unele in the church of
* Isabel (b, 1226). Her mother was Isabella, daoghtor of William Marshall, Earl of Pembroke,
t+ Bhe was a danghter of Walter, the Sveward of Seotland, and thiz was the firsé link betwesn
Bruee and Stewart blood. I presume he was Walter the Steward of Scotland who died in 1246 and was
the great grandfather of Walter the Stoward who married Broce's danghter Margaret, Thus Margaret

and her husband wore sseond consing and Brueo already had Stewart blood in his veins. It is owing to
these marriages that H.E.H. the Prince of Wales bears the titles of Earl of Carrick and Great Blaward

of Beotland.
1



2 The Skull of Robert the Bruce, King of Scotland, 1274-1329

the Friars Minor in Dumfries and after his assumption of the crown (1305) he
suffered many hardships, but slowly pulled the Seots together, until he won the
freedom of Seotland by the great victory of Bannockburn in 1314, The full story
of Bruce does not eoncern us hers, but there is little doubt that beyond his great
strength, he was a man of marked character, who could determing a great policy,
and had the power to carry it through not enly by brute foree, but by foresight
and apt choice of lisutenants, Riding his pony, or * litill palfray,” he counld fell

Schyr Henry the Boune®, the worthy

That wes a wycht knyght, and a hardy,
with one stroke of his battle-axe, and make no other reply to the remonstrance of
his friends at the risk he ran, than to regret the broken shaft. But there were
other sides to his nature; he could encournge ship-building, lay out his palace
gardens, and reform the law. Like most of the Scottish kings, and nobles, and not
a few of the like elasses in other conntries, he had a very considerable progeny born
out of wedlock. He was probably & man of strong passions, of strong hatreds and
firm friendships. Hiz murder of John Comyn in an ecclesiastical building was not
incompatible with strong religions feeling, nor with a vow to vigit the Holy Sepulehre,
nor with his desire on its non-fulfilment that Douglas should earry hiz heart there.

In the later years of his m]ﬁl:.ilml],‘ short life Broce is said to have suffered from
“leprosy,” which Dr Mackay somewhat quaintly deseribes as “ contracted during
the hard life of his earlier struggles” Leprosy eonld searcely be due to a hand life
unless such life hmlig}it. a man into eontact with iﬂpurs. Exl:el:lt. for the date of his
death, 1320, we might more I'L-'EIJ.IH}" iluugine it o cnse of ei|:—umdi|: E}'I:lhj.“l:'l,, which
appears in early times to have been confused not infrequently with leprosy. Chalmers
in 1544 had some suspicion that Bruee's discase was not leprosy, for he writes that
Bruce died “at Cardross near Dombarton,on the 7th June, 1329, from a severe disease,
then termed leprosy.” (Hist, and Statist. Aecount of Dunfermline, Vol L p. 148.)

That Bruce’s body was brought from Cardross and buried before the high altar
in the Abbey Church of Dunfermline seems quite certaint. But a new church was
built in 1250 and the old church appears to have become then a vestibule church,
There is therefore some doubt as to the positions of the earlier and later Locum
sepulturce Regum. The matter has been discossed at length by Iir Ebenezer
Henderson in his two books], and the very pood plan of the Abbey by Frances
C. Eeles§, together with the work of David Macgibbon and Thomas Ross |, seem
to leave little doubt that the body was found before the high altar of the church

* Bir Henry de Bolun, See The Bruee, xo, 29,
f v Hepultusqee est rex apiod monasterinom de Dunfermelyn in medio chori, debito eam honone "™
Fordun's Scotickronicon, Vol. 11, p. 202 (sex Node § p. 4). Beo also Barbonr's The Bruce, xx. 285-7,

1 The Rogal Tombs at Dumfermline, Dunfermline, 18548, and the Aunals of Dunfermline, from the

Earliest Authentic Period to the Frecent Time, ap. 1069 to 1878, Glasgow, 1879, The latter deals with
the tomb on p, 130

§ Heo p, xxxiof Dr Emkine Bevoridge's Burgh Records of Dunfermiing, Edinburgh, 1917. The plan
is enlightening for the relationships of the three ehurches,
| Eeclesiastical Architecture of Scotland, Edinbargh, 1896, See Vol. 1, pp. 280—258. This gives an

exoollont deseription of the Abbey and the Abbey Churches, and shows that mneh is still left of the
older buildings.
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as it existed at Broce's death. Peter Chalmers in his Historical and Statistionl
Account of Dunfermling (Vol. 1. 1844, Vol. 1. 1859) gives moch information in a
discursive way which it would not be easy to find elsewhere, but the reliability of
which may be open occasionally to question®. When Edward T in 1304 burnt
Dunfermline Abbey, the great church seems to have escaped. It is not so certain
whether that church also escaped in 1385 when according to Froissart, Richard 11
and his lords leaving Edinburgh went to Dunfermline where is a large and fair
Ilhhl!y of black monks in which the }{ings of Seotland have been acenstomed to be
buried. The King was lodged in the Abbey, but after his departure the army
geized it and burnt both that and the town+. This does not directly state that the
great church was destroved, u.lt.!mllgh the Eugliu.h army was not likr,-l}r to be desirons
of sparing Bruce’s tomb. On the other hand more modern historions deny that
Richard IT ever crossed the Forth}. It iz accordingly possible that Bruee's monu-
ment escaped foreign foes. Henderson holds that the shrines, fombs, crosses, relics
and images of Dunfermline Abbey were destroyed and the greater part of the
buildings razed to the ground by the reforming bigots of 1560. Thus Robert
Lindsay of Pitscottie writes§:

Upoun the 25 day thairof [March 1560] the whell londis and barones that war on thys syd of
Forth passed to Stirling and be the way kest doun the Abbey of Dumfermling.

The “lordis and barones™ were armed with a general order or warrant, and “in
their mistaken zeal "—a somewhat charitable method of expression—they appear
faithfully to have done “their taske til ye leter"—or rather somewhat beyond it| ! —
The warrant runs:

To oor traist friendis—Traist friendis, after maist harty commendacionn, we praye yon to faill
not to pass incontinent to the Kirk of Dunfermline and tak doun the hail fmagis thereof, amd
bring them furth to the kirkyard, aod burn them openley and sicklyk cast doun the altaris and
purge the kirk of all kynd of monumentis of idnlﬁrrﬂ_ And this ze fail not to do as 2e will do
us singulare emplesair, and 80 commitis you te the protection of God. (Signed) Ar. Argyle
James Stewart. Buothvon.—(See Henderson's The Soyol Tomba af Dunfermiiae p. 26.)

Three names of ill omen in Scottish History ! There is added a postseript : “ Fail
not, bot ye tak guid hyd that neither the dasks windochs nor durris be ony wayis
hart or broken either glassin wark or iron wark,” But what if the “ glassin wark "
and “windochs " contained the images of saints, and what if the lead of the roofing
was desirable for bullets ¥ Anyhow the second church scems shortly after this

* Thus on Flate IV, p. 71 of Vol. 1 we are given an engraving of a ecin of Robert Broce, which is
very unlike the coins reprodeced on our Plate VII Either it was from a very different die, or the
engraver hns thought it right to add a strong jaw and & chin which inspire some respect! Of also
Pinkerton's engraving of the Broee coin in iz edition of Barbour's Brauce, Yol 1. p. 3. In his second
volume Chalmers provides a plate of fragments from Broce's tomb, but ne evidence is given that they
are anch, or that indeed they are parts of a tomb at all,

+ Histoire o Chronique de Measire Jehan Froiesart, Ed. Donis Sauvage, Paris, 1674, T, 1. p. 2375,
Bee my Note p. 3.

1 See Fernie's History of Dumfermline, pp. 11, 152, 133 and Henderson's Anrals of Dunfermiline,
pp. 142-3.

§ The Chronfeles of Seotland, Yal. . p. 565, Fad. Dalzell, 1814,

§ It mmst be rememboered always that the reforming Lords were expropriating lords and had every
reasan for leaving the ecclesinatical buildings uninhabitable and worthless, in case their former owners
desired to rofurn.

1—2



4 The Skull of Robert the Bruce, King of Scotland, 12741529

visitation to have rnzrishr:d. The qumtim: I have been unable to answer is whether
Father Time, Richard the Second, or Mvm}“’u “lordis and harones™ dest.m_',red the
monument to Broee in the Abbey Church. As that monument was almost certain
to have included an effigy of the king, a traditional portrait may have existed up
to the time of the Seottish Reformation, if indeed the * lordis and barones” were
r-.'ullj.‘ the dos]}oill:-rs of the tomb of their groatest king as t.IIEJI' were the defamers
of their most noteworthy queen. Bruce before his death during his long illness
gave an order to senlptors in Paris to prepare a monument for him, and we know
from the still extant aceounts that this was erccted after his death. That it must
have been of marked importance and splendour ean hardly be doubted. It was
brought to Scotland by way of Bruges, and the Chamberlain's Rolls refer to con-
siderable sums paid for the gold purchased in Neweastle and York to gild it.
Fragments of black and white marble and some stone carvings showing signs of
gilding have been preserved at Dunfermline and in the Muosewm of the Society of
Antiguariez®, and are said to be from Broce's tomb. In the same Museum is a
small head cut in soft bluish stone, apparently * ealm " stone, the same kind of stone
s many of the ornaments presumed to be from the tomb are reported to be made
of. Un Plate VIII the reader will find o representation from four aspects of this
stone., It will be scen that, although the head has been badly damaged, it bears a
crown. It has been snggested that this iz the head of the king's effigy from the
tomb, This seems to me improbable ; not only do the large eurls suggest a childf,
but the main effigy of the monument would be likely to be of greater size; it is
more reasonable to suppose it represented Eruce's son, David IT, who was erowned
in his father's lifetime, attendant at his father's tomb. However this may be, the
head is not helpful for the portraiture of Bruee, nor have we any real information
as to the design of and the effigies associated with the monument. We might
not unnaturally expeet to find not only Bruce, but his two wives who both died
b fiore i]imt amd his two chil:lmu—-M:nrgamt. and H.n.vid-—-rel}re_uented, If =0, not
i fmgm&m of the Is.rgur ﬁglimk has survived. It s IWIIIJ]E that the one thing
from the tomb which has been Fre:surn_-{.l 15 A1 :-.-llil;aph= which is pmvi{[eui h_'!.’ Fo\:duus B

Hic jocet invictus ROBERTUS, Hex benedictus,
Qui sun gesta legit, repetit quot bella poregit.
Ad libertatem perduxit, per probitatem,
Begnum Scotorum ; nune vivat in arce polorum.

Sir Hemry Jardine in his Heport favours the view that the monument was either
pillaged at the time of the Reformation or destroyed by the falling rmins of the
church. But he gives no arguments for this opinion.

* There are also fragments of the cloth of gold in which the body was wpped.

t Chalmers (loc, eit. Vol. 1. p 149), following Jardine in his Report, snggesis that the enrls are
similar in form to those on Brmes's coins. But not only are the coins mat poriraits of Broece, bat the
Froneh seulptors would hardly work Irom coins.

1 Bruee's first wife was Isabells, daugliter of the Earl of Mar; his sscond wife was Elizaboth,
danghter of Aylmer de Burgh, Earl of Ulster, who died in 1527 (Fordan), Some works erroneously give
her name as Mary (e.g. H. G, George's Genealogical Tobles, 1004) ; the armorinls somotimes as Tsobell,

§ Scolickronicon cum Supplementis «f Contimuations Walteri Foweri. Ed. Goodall, Tom. . p. 33,
This brief epitaph is followed by o much longer one.
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In 1817 that part of the Abbey Church of Dunfermline in use as the parish
kirk having become ruinous a new building was designed, which extended over
the area of the royal tombs. In the course of building operations the workmen on
February 17, 1818 struck a vault in line with the centre of the ancient choir and
in front of where the high altar had formerly stood. This vault covered by two
large slabs was pronounced to be a royal vanlt. It was reclosed and more formally
opened on November 5, 1819 after the ereetion of the new kirk, in the presence of
the King's Remembrancer, Sir Henry Jardine, of several Barons of the Exchequer,
of Dr Munro, Professor of Anatomy in Edinburgh and of D Gregory, His Majesty's
First Pll}'@iul’al] for Seotland ; it was decided l;-_-,r them to be the tomb of Robert
Bruoee®.

The vault or grave was about seven feet long, of regular masonry, situated within a larger
vault. It contained a human skeleton, wrapped up in two separate coverings of lead, At the
time the grave was first opened, there was at the top of this lead covering, something which had
the appearance of & rude orown, Under this lead was a covering of linen cloth interwoven with
gold thread, bat which, on the second opening, was found in & state of great decay. The whola
being removed from over the body, the skall was taken up, and found in o most poerfect state.
The os kyoddes was entire, and several cartilages of the larynx were visible, from having, it is
supposed, been ossified. The whole teath in the under jaw were entive, and in their places ; but
there were four or five in the upper jaw wanting, with a fracture of the jaw-hone in fromt,
probably oceasioned by a blow which the king had reccived in one of his military adventures +,

Buat the most remarkable circumstance which we observed upon examining the skeloton,
was the atate of the sternum, which we found had been sawed asunder longitadinally from top
to bottom, the most satisfactory evidence that it was the body of King Robert Broce, as it
proved bovond a doubt that it had taken place previous to his interment, in order to get at the
heart, which he had directed to be carried by Donglas to the Holy Land, and which the ignorance
of the Anatomists of those days had made them perform, in order to enable them to comply with
their Soveraign's last commands.

We now turn to a singular matter which is deseribed in the following paragraph :

The workmen, in the course of their operations a fow days afterwards, found among the
rublish of the vault a plate of copper, which had escapesd notice at the previous exsmination,
having engraved upon it a cross bearing the inscription ' Boberfus Scotorum Mez Above the
insaription is the figure of a crown ; and beneath it a croaslet with four stars or mullets inserted
in the angles. The letters of the inscription resemble those on the coins of BRUCE, Upon the
whole, there cannot be conceived more satisfoctory evidence of any fact of the kind, than that
the skeleton thus discovered was that of King BOBERT BREUCE |,

* Jardine's Report lays no doubt on the Tomb being that of Robert Bruce, but then he and others
of that date accopted the coffin.plate as gonnine. Chalmers (oe, eit. Vol. t. pp. 146—150) sums up the
argumonts, I think, fairly conclusively in favour of Bruee. Extracts from Jardine's account of the
opening of the tomb are given in the Transaclions of the Society of Antiquaries of Seotland, Vol .
pp. 435—455, 1822, Dr Gregory wrofe a more humorous accoant of the proceedings, and detailed how
a friend who sceompanied him stole a metaiareal. Sea (luarterly Jourmal of Seiemce, Literature amd
Arts, Vol. mx. p. 138, 1820, Chalmers (loe. eif. Vol. . pp. 1801} stmtes that several individuals
(himeel! ineluded !) procored and still posses relies of Robert Broce's body, leaden covering, shrood or
Tomb.

+ Bee our Norma facialis, Plate 1.

+ Tramsactions of the Phrenclogical Sveicty, Edinburgh, 1524, pp. 247-8. This Bocicty wis insti-
tuted in 1820, on February $2nd. It is therefore not possible that the cast of Bruce's skall, discoversd
on November 5, 1819, was {aken on the Society's initiative. In the papor: “Hemarks on the Cerebral
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{_Tufurt.mmt.g-lj_,' this Etillnt-i‘t.j‘-ﬁ:til]ﬁllil]g m:ﬂ-in-p!::t.u—accuptﬁl b}-‘ the excavators
and many subsequent writers—was the production of two practical jokers who
wished to convinee the good folk of Dunfermline that the tomb must be that of
Robert Broee. The copper plate is represented on our Plate VII. As Chalmers
says (loe. eit. Vol. . p. 150) it is “n well executed and appropriate plate bearing
the appenranees of antiguity.” The culprits who designed and earried out the
forgery were a young artist, Thom, a young brother of the new kirk architect,
Bush, and one Nimmo, the son of an Edinburgh printer, who had in 1821 to flee
from Edinburgh to Paris for being concerned with a seurrilous newspaper The
Reaqcon, An .'um]zaing account of the matter 1s givml in the f’l’uﬁﬂf{@g& r.r_f the
Hnm'ﬂ*y qf A nf:}fum'i'ex n_,l" Seatland, Vol xu, Pp- 466 of fev., 1878. See also the
Sibcmtarf'rs remarks in Val. v Pp- 360 and 413, 1870. The uufﬁnaplﬂ.tﬂ 18 NOW 1n
a case of * Fakes " in the Su['.ict._]r"a Muszeum. The chief evil done h}l‘ the cscupa.de
and its long concealment was the reaction from eertitude to a really unjustifiable
convietion in some minds that the tomb was not that of Bruce.

We now come to the step which saved Bruce's physiognomy for posterity :

The Skull after being prepared was givon to Mr Scoular, an artist of talent brought for the
purpose, who proceeded to moake a cast of it in Paris Plaster, which he executed with great skill |
(Jardine's feport),

W. Sconlar was a pupil and assistant of Chantry, and there is no doubt of the
high erder of his work on this cast.

The skull and skeleton were reported upon by Bobert Liston, at that time
surgeon in Edinburgh, but clearly Liston had very little craniometrie interest, and
Bruce's skull was reinterred in 1819—the year of its exhumation—within a few
weeks and without any fitting eraniometric stndy. Liston gives a drawing of the
gkeleton and o few not adeguately defined measurements of the long bones, of
which, perhaps, the most important are those of the femur as 17-5 inches and
the tibia as 155 inches®. Assuming this to be the maximum length of femur
and the tibia to include the spine, the lengths would be 44°45 cms. and less spine
3841 cms. respectively. The reconstruction of the stature from the femur is
64705, from the tibia 6670 and from both 658, Our values indicate that Bruce

Development of Eing Bobort Bruco, compared with his Charncter as appearing from History ™ by
Willinm Seott (Writer 1o the Siguet) there are thme drawings of & east of Broce's skoll by Willism
Douglas. These an the mormad verticalis, lateralis and deeipitalis; each about the size of & HRATE
inch. They are very poor, and it is quile Impossible o judge from them whethor they were inken
from the east of the gkull discussed in the present memaoir. The paper has zingularly little craniologheal
value ; there are nine measaremsnts given, obviously of & very crode charctor. Thus Philopro-
genitivencss to lower Imlividuality ' is said to be 8 inches nnd * Secretivoncss to Secrotivencss™ iz
givon as G inches; thess correspond, as nearly as anything in the phrenclogieal system ean, 4o maximum
length and maximom breadih, and would give for them 203 mm. and 152 mm, against oar 198 and 154
respeciively. I am unable to test any of the other seven measurements, beecanse they are said o be
taken from * the middle of the surface of ench organ™; it is impossible to delermine the boundary of
an ares not defined by any recognizable anatomieal charasters of the skoll, and how the *“middle" of
snch nn aren a8, sa¥, Coutioumess i8 1o be determined, if 162 bonndary indeed were ascertainable, remaing
AR @nigom,

* Linton's report will be fonnd im the Tremecction: of dhe Socicty of dntiguarics of Scotland,
Vol. . pp. 450455,
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was a short man of about 5 6%, which may aceount for his choice of a pony as
war-steed ®,

Liston remarks that four or five teeth were wanting in the upper jaw and that
the jaw-bone in front had received a considerable fracture which would no doubt
have oceurred in some of Bruece's early, bold and hazardous adventures. We have
already seen that Sir Henry Jardine was of the same opinion {our p. 257) We can
hardly suppose that a surgeon of Liston’s eminence would confuse a post-mortem
fracture of the upper jaw with a fracture obtained in early life with time for
subsidence of the alveolar process. The cast scems to favour Liston's surmise of
an ante-mortem injury. Yet among the individuals whom Chalmers reports in
1858 (foe. eit. Vol 11, p. 180) as still possessing fragments of Broce was one * known
to possess two of the front teeth or scissors and part of the alveolar process, along
with some of the substance found in the small leaden box, which was at a little
distance from the tomb, but not being in it, considered to be the bowels of some
person of rank.” It seems most probable that bone fragments would be pretty
plentiful on the site of the excavations and that when Bruce's defect was noticed
some such fragment might easily be passed off as that of his missing upper jow.
If the fragment were what 1t claimed to be we have only another instance of the
manner in which the mob is allowed access to excavations of the highest historieal
importance, and by its ignorant and mthless spohanon to destroy evidenee of high
archneological value. The present owner, if there be one, might now perhaps be
willing that his fragment should be compared with the cast, and if it be genuine
the defective npper jaw could be completed.

Liston does not even mention that the east was taken of the skull, but it may
be that we owe W. Sconlar's engagement to his initiative, and if so we must pardon
Liston's lack of measurements for the sake of the excellent reproduction thus pro-
vided. The Scoular cast seems to me a work of the highest order of merit, and
provides us with a veritable cranial portrait, from which we see the Bruce emerging
before our very eyes. The cast must have been made quickly, for the pedestal bears
the words Interred 1329 —Reinterred 1819, Thus unless the skall was mni!}' retained
a5 in the case of Sir Thomas Browne, Seoular had not very Imlg for his task. The
original cast appears to be that in the Anpatomical Department of Edinburgh
University. There is a much inferior east from this cast in the Royal College of
Surgeons, England. I owe my opportunity for studying and photographing the
cast to the kindness of Professor Arthur Robinson, for which I am most grateful.
The one drawback to the cast for craniometric purposes is the fact that it is placed
upon a pedestal to which it is firmly united, so that no examination and measure-
ments of the base of the skull are feasible, Thus while experience of many crania
shows approximately where the opisthion lies in reference to the border line of the

* Liston's method of eatimating the stabur seems o me vory unestisfactory, while Gregory's state-
maont that the femur may be taken as § of the statnre is quite erroneons. Both make Bruce 5° 117, o
tall instead of & short man. Jardine probably follows Liston whenm he writes: “ King Robert was o
man of abont § feed 11 incles to 6 feet in siatnre.” The populace likes its national heroes to be big
physically ; it is noteworthy that many of them were in reality small men !
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mastoid in the norma laferalis, still the cccipital sagittal are and chord and the
total height of the skull must remain largely conjectural. Whatever objections
may be taken to measurements on a cast—and they are not few or slight—
Scoular’s work is still so extraordinarily well done and he had a skull of such
marked individuality to work upon, that there can be no doubt of the value of a
study of this particular cast. T feel quite convineed that a great sealptor conld
from it restore the personality of Bruce to the Seottish nation and provide an ideal
far more correct than the fancy portraits of the 1Tth and 18th centuries. I can
imagine a time, when public opinion being sufficiently educated, it shall be looked
upon not as a desecration, but as a solemn duty reverently to exhume and study
the erania of the departed great with a view of adequately correcting portraiture,
or of sup]]lying it where it is deficient. No doubt some eritics will assert that the
present writer is singularly wanting in moral sense, if he maintains that a study
of Shakespere’s skull so far from being ghoulish would lead to a higher appreciation
of the personality of our national hero than can ever be provided by the bust over
his tomb or the conflicting evidence of the poor contemporary portraiture,

We may now turn to the examination of Bruce's skull itself. Table T provides
the measurements, which it has been feasible to take either accurately or approxi-
mately on the east®. For purpeses of comparison I have added our Laboratory
measurements on the heads of Jeremy Bentham and Sir Thomas Browne. In the
fifth and sixth columns are given the means and variations of English erania of the
17th eentury ; in the seventh column the deviations of Bruee's characteristics from
this English type and in the last column a rough appreciation of Bruce's degree of
individuality.

The contours of Bruce's skull are inserted here as Figs, 1-3; they can be com-
P.urm:l IIHE,'!"LI:]I}" with the tissues of the 17th century Engﬁsh pmvi[‘]ud in Hiometrika,
Vol vuin pp. 143—147.

The following table will indicate the degree of flattening of the forehead in the
vase of Bruee,

Individuals Fronial Angle 31 | Frontal Index:
|
Eskimos ... 61*-8 | 230
(inanches 45"H | 227
Thurtell, the munlerer 454 | EREH
17th century English ... 476 255
Robert the Bruce 43"h | 184
Hir Thomas Browne 31 | 1240
Henry Stewart {Darnley) 37 181

* I hawe to thank my eollengue, Mr G. M. Morant, for mueh aid in this matter. Ihave cecasionally
added & few of the more doubiful mensuroments to his resalts.

+ Angle between nasio-bregmatic chord and the horizontal, Ny, nasio-gammatic line.

7 Ratio of subtense of frontal are to length of frontal or nasio-bregmatic chord; of course
multiplied as osual by 100.
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Transverse Verlical Corfour of the Cast of the Skull of Roberl the Bruce
Fig. 8.

It will be seen that the Hatness of Bruce's frontal bone and its small angle
with the horizontal (+}) are far below the average English values, being only exceeded
by those of Sir Thomas Browne and in the case of the frontal angle by Bruce's
deseendant, Lord Darnley.

The ontstanding features of Bruee's skull ave its great parietal and bizygomatic
breadths, its large orbits, its want of harmony in the proportion of breadth to
height exhibited not only in the 100 B/ H index, but also in the facial index, and
the relatively long nose. The mandible is remarkably massive, the chin one of great
strength and protuberant, the ramns broad and edges vertical, there being as yet
no senile shrinkage at the angles, The teeth are large and to some extent irregular
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TAELE I

Measurements of the Cast of the Skull of Robert Bruce, and comparison with those
of Jeremy Bentham, Sir Thomas Browne and the Average English Skull.

e ——— e —————————
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17th contury English
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i —| English Mean ﬁ;ﬁ":‘i‘:;‘rl
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H 135 | 1210 1320 | 1320 T 0 =
[y 1185 | 1026 1z | 1121 438 - 2 =
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[ LG G4 552 n24-3 185032 =+ 154 1 in 29
G H 731 731 T2e2t 702 386 iezge SIS SECERS
GH L4471 5 132 - = - =
G - 9049 1107 909 50T +179 |
I 1331 132 1407 1:30°1 B67 +3307 | 1in 286807
¥E E | 851 B2 BB Ble2 2430 + 1°85 1 in 30
NEL | h2-2 fiitd - e - s |
N [ s Qa4 254) 243 218 + TR I,
O, ft — 437 46-8¢ 4310 g0z | 4188 1in 33
L i 428 -2 43 181 +1-71 o
el - 363 383 334 262 | 424 lin51 |
Op -— 357 R a3 I s +2493 | 1in 600 |
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100 B/ 1 a3 | TS i 1063 Al +204 | 1in50
100 M |GR - | 804 6561 T8 G =22 1in 45
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100 O/t & H 831 818 577 466 + B8 =t
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a. The test temporal breadih is 167 ; there may have been a slight post-mortem dis-
acement of the right temporal squama. b The opisthion is inaccessible ; the positions of the
and lambdoa are not very certain. ¢ The exact marging of the orbits are somewhat
:quﬁl‘ui. d. Unfortunately the separate arcs were not taken on the Whitechapel crania, but
are here supplied from the Liverpool Street cranis. e The values here given are for Tibetans
B-t}-m, the mandibles of which are those of & massive jawed raoe. The values of w and e
for the 17th century English are about 1155 and 8846 nm. respectively. Both these results and
those for the Tibetans S-type suffice to indicate the massive charactor of Bruce's jaw.
O=Cranial eapacity ; .l!’- Ophryon-oeeipital ]E“ﬁd. ; LF=maximum length ; B=maximom
jotal breadth ; B seominimom frontal breadth ; M = basio-bregmatie beight ; O8 = anricular
ight : LB =gkull-base ; = transvorse are ; 5w total sagittal ave, s;=froutal, &= parictal, & =oc-
n?ifml sub.ares ; F=horizontal circumference; " ff=upper face height ; i =total face height ;
e facinl bresdth ; Jm bigygomatic breadth ; V7= nasal height ; ¥ Senasald breadth ; Oy
horizon (y=vertical orbital dinmeter; OL=profila length ; Po=profile angle ; G J=oc-
cipital index ; the three cephalic, wpper face and orbital i are adequately desoribed by their
symbols ; 1oy =maximum width at condyles, wy at angles ; g,p,9.=mandibular horizontal are,
from ion to gonion through the pogonion ; o =minimuom breadth of ramus; m =chord
from alveolar in at mid 2nd molar to the same at 1st premolar, & and £, refer to nght and
left sides. Fuller ions of methads of measuremment urﬁl b found in Brometride, Vol. 1. p. 430,
Vol vire. p. 311 and Vol. xv. p. 8. The enpacity of Broce's skull was detormined by the Loo-Feurson
formula, F;Aﬂ. Trans. Vol 196 4, p. 263,
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the alveolar margine appearing to have receded during life. The upper incisors and
a portion of the upper jaw have been broken away possibly by a blow from battle-axe
or spear.  The mastoids are extremely massive and I doubt if T have ever seen a
skull so extracrdinarily developed in the region of the inion. The nerma sccipitalis
is a most striking one, bringing out the great breadth and gencral solidity of the
skull, The frontal sinuses are markedly developed® and the forehead retreating.
The very eonsiderable length of the skull is dwarfed in the nerma verficalis by the
greater relative breadth, but it comes ont well in the normae laterales, where the
contour from bregma to vertex and thence to the lambda is most strilti.llg. What
Bruce missed in the frontal he more than regained in the post-coromal regions.
Studying heads like those of Bruce, Darwint or Sir Thomas Browne, one beging
gravely to doubt whether high-browedness” has been justly correlated with
intellectual capacity, or at any rate with strength of character and imaginative
power. One may even question whether the “high-brow " should not lead us to
suspect that with the infantile forchead some of the mental characters of infantilism
may have been retained. Awong men of action, men of great imagination, or men
of marked intelleetual power high-brows are not by any means the universal rule ;
it would not surprise me to find a higher percentage of them among minor poets
or artists of the cubist school.

Bruce's skull suggests a man of most exceptional moscularity and strength, with
a bull-neck and ardent passions¥.  And yet none can assert that its massiveness is of
a l;uuna]_y animal type, its dux'e]up:nent. in the n}gi{m of the obelion, its lateral and
lm.t:tericﬁr agpects show du\'ElﬂpumuLﬂ which at any rate geuem! itnprﬂmﬁﬂ-!l assoeintes
with strong mental qualities, i.e. they are distinetly human as opposed to anthropoid
characters,

Bruoce had great personal prowess and large powers of organisation and im-
agination. His skull is not disappointing ; it 1s a fit one for a strong leader of those

® The zypematle ridges except in the immediate neighbourhood of the orbita are not as massive as
might be anticipated. The cast lacks the left zypomatic ridge, whether broken off in the dkull or more
recenily from the cazi is not olear,
t John Morley once described Darwin as **high-browed,” baot such an adjective does not seem to
me {o aesord well with his portmits.
T If we were to trust phrenology we must eoncludo that Brooe's dmaetivenses and Philoprogemitivendss
were most markedly developed. Aceording fo Barbour Broce always got warning of propesed ireachery,
And mony tyme, as I herd ray
Throw wemoen that e wyth wald play,
That wald tell all that thai mycht hér;
Boi v, GUL of sog.

Thus Braoce like Cacsar made his Amativencss gerve political ends! Our worthy Archdeacon was a child
of his times, or he might have found as much difficuléy in reconciling this conduct of Bruce with his
hero.worship a2 he did in the case of Bruce's slanghter of **Schyr Ihone the Cumyn™ and ** Schyr
Edmund ™ **in the froris at the hye Awter”—not of course because he assassinatod them, but bocanss
hie ** gave na gyrih to the Awter,"” i.o. disregarded the Friars' priviloge of giving sanetoary. It most alse
T moded that his son King David Broce was equally amative, but alihongh be lived to be forty lell no
offspring—possibly owing to the sins of his father. This Broce characteristio reinforoed by Tudor Blood
may be noted thronghout the Seottish Stewart kings. i colminated, perhaps, in Damley, who as
Ruothven expressed it, at & eritieal momont torned *offominate,” therehy meaning amative.
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days. If we admit the justice of that rather vague phrase—it is disharmonic—, but
is that not what we might. ul‘ll:ici[mtu from a union of Nordie and Celtic blood ¥ Are
not those two elements in combination the source of Bruee's success ¥ He was able
b}' Celtie imnginatimm with a certain dash of slimness to win the Scottish nation to
his side, and by aid of Nordie physique and persistency to be trinmphant over his
opponents, It was a grave loss to Scotland that the Nordic element was weakened
in his descendants by too great an infusion of Stewart blood *,

Bruce died when he was 55 and the usual account Hi.\'i!l] is that he suffered
much pain in his later years, which incapacitated him for action in the field, and
that this was due to the leprosy of which he died. I have already referved to the
possibility of syphilis rather than leprosy being the source of his troubles, Due
weight is not always given to the munner in which disense changes its nature in
the course of centuries, and the nature of the syphilitic epidemic at the end of the
15th century was at least very different from the syphilis of todayt. There is little
doubt that S_'rpllilia Wi hl]{lh““u in Ellrulh_' long before the great outhreak of that
century, and that probably its symptoms were more those of the 15th century
than those of modern syphilis. The cast of Bruce's skull scems to indicate that
the uﬁ'gi.nul was to aome extent ™ pit.h».{i " and these |r'ltdc have beon bnlughl‘, 1]
light in the east by the settlement of dust in them. It would be difficnlt in
the absence of the original skull to assert definitely that the “ pitting " exists in it ;
they might correspond to flaws in the casting, or to injuries to the cast, as some
markings certainly do. We have, however, also to remember that Bruee's skeleton
was found wrapped up in two coats of lead in a sealed vault, so that there was
relatively little chance of post-mortem action on the skall. It is even possible that
the peculiarities of the teeth and of the defective upper jaw might have to be
viewed from a standpoint other than that of war-time injury. We mnst also note

* Sinte writing this monograph my attention bas been drawn to Sir Arihur Eelth's singularly
gracoful Hemderson Tt Leetwre 111, published in the summer of this year. 1 fear, however. that I
el protest vory slrongly against Lis method of erientating eranis, which preduces in all enses & vory
unnatural receding position of the chin and renders any appreciation of & reseding forehead impossible.
Further comsidering what we setually know of Bruce's ancestry for eight genemations the following
words are open to question: “one has but to look at the skell to recognise in him the kind of mon
who began 1o =ottlo about the eazlern shores of England and Seotland towards the close of the neolithic
age—nbont 2000 .o —~bringing with them sontinental forms of food-vessels or benkers, nnd henes often
spoken of us the ‘beaker’ men.” As far a8 T con trace them tho bolk of Bruee's ancestors certainly did
not settle on the castern shores of England and Seotland in 2000 .. If on the otlher hand all Korsemen
(ineloding Mormang), all Celts (Wealsh and Scottish), all Anglo-Bnxons are *beaker’ men, then some
explanation i required of the great diversity of skull-shape smongst these gronps,

My objections are not to Sir Arthor choosing any line he pleases for meazuring eharaoteristios of
the brain, bot that in erientating his very artificial line to the Lorizontal he gives, 1 bold, & very
erroneous idea of the physiognomy of his subject, and so abeolutely disregards the needs of comparative
portraiture. As minor eriticisms, I may remark, that a comparison of his Figs. 1 and 10 setms o show
that he would have reached somewliat difforent resnlts by orientating from Sir Thomos Browne's right
or left profile, and that a * rectangularisation for his purposes on the nasio-inional line of Schwalbe
wounld have surmounted this alternative and, as far o8 I can judge, have been an equally good ““brain
floor.” T puss over the diffealty—to the bicmetriciun st least—of what is meant by “ hispcting™ either
the fronte.malar o masto.parietal sutures (note his Fig. 201

+ This matter will be more fully diseussed in & paper shortly to apponr in Miometrilka.
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Liston’s statement : “There is a kind of mark on the right side of the sagittal
suture, most probably the consequence of a severe injury and of subsegquent
exfoliation.” But without the u1'igilm|. gkull no real stress can be laid on these
Poinle—]; it did not B, h:rw%vtrt‘, proper L ass them aut.irz-ly h}'. Conui(lering
the habits and ideas of those days there does not seem any greater slur on Bruce
for having incurred syphilis than leprosy. Bruce wounld not have been the first
king to be a leper, but then he would not be the ﬂll'!y l:iIJE who has been
syphilitic. If we have to consider the probabilities—or better improbabilities—
of Bruce's incurring either disease, we are met at once by the difficulty that while
we know that leprosy was fairly common, we do not know to what extent syphilis
was confused with it and screened by it. Both are about equally probable if we
suppose them as originating in the hardships Broce had to undergo. On this point
we cannot pretend that the cast (nor indeed possibly the skull itself) can provide
any definite information, until the whole subject of “ pitting " in mediaeval crania
has been more thoroughly investigated. In two erania of historieal importance,
where in one ease leprosy and in the other more than a rumour of syphilis has
been asserted, this [r'lt.til]g occurs. In neither ease was it at all likei:,r that the
crania had been subjected to post-mortem “root action.”

Barbour does not give us much enlightenment; leprosy could hardly ba pro-
duced by lying in the damp® :

This malics of endfundeyug

Begouth, for throw hys cald 1ying ;

CQuhen in hys gret myscheiff wes he,

Hym fell that hard perplesité. (xx. 75-78.)

When we turn to the portraiture of Bruce the chanee of discovering anything
of value is very slight; it is not to be expected that paintings wonld be made in
Seotland before 1328, The only possibility is that there may have been o real
portrait in the monument prepared for his tomb by the French masons during his
life, and that this semblance of Bruee had become traditional, or again that at
Dunfermline or Stirling some traces of portraiture remaimed for 300 years. T ean
bring forward no definite evidence of this,

Assuming that an effigy of Bruce onee existed on his monument we may ask
what chances there were of an iconographic tradition. Where could Jamesone
in the early or de Witt in the late seventeenth century have picked up their
tradlitions ! According to John Pinkerton speaking of the Taymouth Broee: “ It
iz saidl that the prototypes of this and some other Royal Portraits by Jamesone
were old limnings in the palace at Dunfermlinet.” I have not succeeded in finding

* On the word endfundeying consalt Skest's not very conclusive note The Bruse, p. 600, Haynaud's
DMaease is worth considering as vesalting from eold and just possibly might then be sonfsed with
leprosy. It would necount for Bruce's severe pains,

t The Scottish allery or Portraits of Eminent Perrons of Scotland ; many of them after Pictures of
the celebrated Jamesone af Teymourh and other Places, London, 170, sub capite, Robert Broce. The
writer on Pinkerton in the Dietionary of National .Bin_graph,r slates that Pinkerton's works are of
value because of the portraits of Scottish celobrities there engraved for the frel time from picinres

in privaie collestions. This applies to the engraving of Bruee, but there are to my knowledge other
cnsos, where Pinkerton has reprodaced ss a portrait what is no portrait at all.
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any other reference to these “ limnings in the palace at Dunfermline,” There may
be evidence for them, or they may be a product of Pinkerton's imagination, for he
possessed a veritable Scottish capacity for the production of literary and artistic
antiques. A second source of possible inspiration were the thirty-eight Stirling
heads, or cireular cak panels originally on the roof of the Presenee Chamber in
Stirling Palace, erccted by James V about 1529 and taken down in 1777. Black-
wood published in Edinburgh, 1817, a book with no anthor's name entitled :

Legunar Strevelinense, o Collection of Heads etohed and engraved after the carved
Work awhich formerly decorated the King's Room in Stirling Coastle,

The book has a short introduction and the writer jlulging from their Appearance
asgigns names to about half-a-dozen heads, but to none does he give that of Bruce,

The oak carvings to judge by the reproductions were rather noteworthy work,
but if there was a Bruece among them it did not serve as a type for Jamesonie.
That Jamesone painted a picture of Broce for Sir Colin Campbell at Taymouth
Castle is demonstrated by an extract from the “ Black Book of Taymonth® ™

Item, the eaid Sir Coline Camphbell gave unto Gesrge Jamesune, painter in Edinbargh, for
King Robert and King David Proysses, Kings of Scotland, and Charles st King of Great
Brittane, France and Irelund, and his majesties Quein and for nine more of the Queins of
Seotland their portraits, qubillks are sot up in the halls of Balleels the sum of twa hundreth
thrie seor punds,

The date of this pavment seems to have been about 1635, When Mr John
Bulloch saw the Jamesone pietures at Taymouth Castle before 1885, the picture
of King David Bruce was still extant, but that of King Robert Bruce was no
longer among the 19 Jamesone's pictures preserved theret. That it had been
there in 1785 is certain for Pinkerton then engraved it for his Scottish Gollery.
Pinkerton tells us that Johnston in 1796 made “an exquisite Drawing in colours ™
of Jamesone's Bruce, This drawing and the original picture ought to be searched
for diligently ; both can hardly have perished. As to Jamesone's picture itself
assuming it adequately reproduced by the engraving, we should have anticipated
that Robert would be clothed in mail or ring armour instead of plate. which only
begins to appear in Italy about 1328, Pinkerton gets over this by remarking that
Robert Bruce highly encouraged the commerce between Scotland and Flanders,
whence he might be supplied with a painter and with his plate armour which it is
aupl_mged was invented in l‘.}erman}f anid hence ealled German PI:It{;! and German
rivets. But it may be questioned whether this pleading is really necessary.
Jamesone need not have troubled himself much about the armour, and the question

* Bpe that excollent work @ George Jamesone, The Seottiah Famdypek, by Jolin Bulloch, Edinburgh,
1885, p. 180. Balloch is an apcient nmame for Taymouth. Buolloch believes that all Jamesone’s
pietures of enrly Seottish Kings, notwithstanding his antiquarion fastes, were faneifol. Walpole's
Aneedotes of Painting in Ergland, Vol. . pp. 208—251 gives some necount of Jamosone and the extract
from ihe Vellam MS. cited above on p 247,

+ A lotter dated Ardmaddy, July 21, 1924, from Mr F. Morrison replying to my inquiries as to the
ploture says that the Marchioness of Breadalbano has informed him that ue sech pictare bad to her
knowledge existed at Taymouth. Nor does this picture appear to have been removed with eertain of
the Taymouth Jamesonea to Langton House with the part of the Brendalbane Collestion inherited by
Lady Elizabeth Pringle.

B—2
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iz whether he had any im:nngraphit; tradition—maore probably carving than [_Hilllillg
—for the features of Broce. The armour does not settle the question of whether
Jamesone at Dunfermline, Stirling or elsewhere had seen any prototype of his Bruce.

There is still another series of Scottish Kings at Holyrood Palace. These were
painted by Jacob de Witte a half-century later than the Jamesone Bruce. The
contract for the pictures has survived to this day, and is between Hugh Wallace, his
Majesty's Cashkeeper on the one part and * James de Witte, Painter, Indwellar in
the Cannogate” on the other. The said James * binds and obleidges him to
compleatly draw, finish and perfyte the Pictures of the haill Kings who have
Reigned over this Kingdome of Scotland, from King Fergus the first King to
King Charles the Second, our Gracious Soveraigne who now Reignes Inclusive,
being all in number One hundred and ten, ...... and to make them like unto the
Originalls which are to be given to him®." This wholesale portraiture of kings,
many of whom are mythiealt, wos to be done in two years at a cost of £120
per annum. Nor ave the still remaining century of pictures very edifying. No. 161
of the catalogue is Robert I, the Bruce, and whatever the original given to de Witte
may have been it certainly has not any relationship to Jamesone's Bruce, Some of
de Witte's pietures seemn to have been based on the work of Joannes Jonstonus:
Inscriptiones Listoricae ﬂ-eyum Seotorum lmmishud in 1602 at Awmsterdam, but
this work does not eontain a portrait of Robert Bruce, only an “ inseriptiont.” The
de Witte pieture representing Bruee is a full length portrait (“in large Royall
pasture "—according to the contract ) with legs slightly apart in half armonr and
shirt of mail, the left arm carvies a targe, and the right arm passing across the
body holds in the hand a baton pointing downwards; a erimson eloak is draped
from the right shoulder. On the head is a steel cap bordered by a coronet ; a good
deal of brown beard and hair more or less obscures the shape of head and jaws,
The face iz three-gquarter looking to left. There is a background of trees and
rocks. G, Cameron's engraving of Bruce ciree 1820, see onr Plate XVI (&), seems
to have been based on this pieture, or on the same prototype, ift there was one,
as de Witte's,

If we tuwrn from the 17th century paintings to the 15th century engravings we
have only two to be noted. The first was ent by L. P. Boitard who was probably a
son of the better known father. The print represents the bust of a man of between
G0 and 70 in profile, crowned, with sword in right hand, grey and bearded, with
a high forchead. The only rescmblance to the skull of Bruce is to be found in
a somewhat lengthy nose. The whole is in the traditional * Frederick Barbarossa ™
style. As far as Bruce is concerned it might be thonght wholly fietitious : see
Plate IX. Beneath is a vignette of Bruce murdering Comyn. There is a copy in
the Print Room of the British Museum, a proof before finishing. It is in the
“ Mary Queen of Scots Album™ No, 229, p. 167. 1 am not aware that this engraving

* gifleial Guide to... Holyroodhorse, . By Bir Horbert Maxwell, 1923,

t King Fergus is supposed to have roled v 330.

% Bruesius Regni instaurator ae pene novas conditor in emni Fortnna invictws (p. 52). Jonston
starts pictorially with David BErnce, but 1 am not certain where he counld find a prototype even for him!
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was issued in any book, but T have suceccded in tracing its original. In John
Leslie, Bishop of Ross's De Origine, Moribug ef vebus gestis Scotorwm Libei Decem,
Romae, 1578 oceurs a pedigree, on p. 240, of Seottish Kings. The “root” of this
pedigree is a medallion of some 37 diameter containing a portrait of Robert Bruce.
The bust has a erowned head, carries a sword in the right hand, there is a long
beard which slopes inwards from the lower lip and excludes the possibility of an
emphasised chin. The man is sixty if not sixty-five years of age. This is the
source of Boitand's inspiration: see our Plate XV. We carry it back at onece
200 years, That is to say, possibly within 18 years of the destruction of the
Dunfermline MomL ent, and mmrl}' G years anteror to the Jamesone ]}:ii:t.llru',
but alas! it accords far less with the skull, and impresses one—like the de Witte
picture—as a product of the non-historieal imagination. It does not seem to me
to have any link with the latter, however: indeed far removed as they are the
de Witte is closer to the Jamesone. Whenee Leslie obtained his Bruee it
appears impossible to conjecture. At the same time some of his pedigree medallions
have an element of real portraiture; thus on p. 462 there iz a fairly reasonable
medallion of Mary, Queen of Scots® and Leslie had considerable historieal and
antiquarian tastes. If he had some traditional eonception of Bruce to work on, it
was not that of Jamesone or of the skull. The other cut of abont the same year
was engraved by B Harding and published by E. Herbertt, Below arve the
words “ From the original at Taymouth.” It represents a bearded wman half
length and three-quarter face, in armour, holding o battle-axe in his left handi
and with o steel cAp on his head : see our Plate X, This m:lgnu:itlg JI.l}PL"‘I'Il‘L"(I as
we have seen in Pinkerton's Scotfizh (,Fuﬂery of 1799, and was made a year or two
earlier. There is a good copy in the Print Room, British Museum, “ Royal Portraits,
Kings of Scotland " 1868, 8—8—19778 The Harding engraving suggests a more
receding forehead than the Boitard, and it might have a low frontal index. The
beards in both obscure any appreciation of the chin. The Boitard portrait seems
so fanciful that T have not thought it worth while placing a tracing of the skull upon
it. I have, however, done so with the Jamesone portrait after obtaining a photo-
graph of the cast adjusted to about the same aspect: see Plates 11 and X1 1 took
lip-line to nagion to give a common base line of measurement. The result is not as
bad as might have been expected. The breadth of face is defective, the right ear is
much out of position, the forehead above the left eye is impossible, as also the left
cheek-hone—the jowls of Bruce must have been very prominent—and the nasal
septum is somewhat ont of position. The jaws are not unfitting, and considering

* The Mary medallion has & young James medallion attaclied to it, bul Darnley is represented by a
blank gircle; whether this arcse from Henry Stowart not being o persone grada o Leslio or beeause the
lattor had no portrait of him it is impossible now to deside,

+ Bome copies have E. Harding for E. Herbert, repeating Harding.

% This might possibly be interproted as evidence thak it had boon copied without reversing from a
picture or effigy in which the battle-axe would bo in the natoral hand. It wonld be interesting to know
in wihich hand the Taymouth pictore gave the axe,

§ A second, mathor poorer copy, is in the ** Mary Queen of Seots Album ™ on the sme page as the
Boitard.
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how little attention, even in the present day, artists often give to the skull behind
the features they portray, we might have had a worse result. OF eourse the
suggestion of the pieture is that the skull cap fits close to the steel cap. That
it certainly does not, but there is not enough discordance for ome to say
straight off that the Jamesone portrait may not be based on a faint tradition
of some sort.

It ceenrred to me that if such a tradition existed it might have arisen not
necessarily from the monument, but from a coin of Bruee’s. By the courtesy of
the K.u.'l}pl‘.'r of the Coins and Medals at the British Museuwm I was able to obtain
easts of three Bruee coins, TI‘.I{“.'_','H.I‘F_. shown m:!nrgm] on Plate VII. A lantern slide
was then made of a tﬂi!l,‘ this was thrown on a sheet of paper and drawn. The
drawing was then reduced so that the length of nasion to lip-line in the drawing
accorded with that of the photograph of the right profile of the skull, The rongh
tracing of this placed on the drawing shows that the coin has a purely conventional
figure, having no correspondence with Bruce's proportions: see Plate XII. All
features are impossible,. The forehead is infantile instead of receding, the mandible
has no correspondence in the slope of its base, the mastoid is in front instead of
behind the ear, and above instead of below it. If the tracing of the skull be tilted
80 a3 to bring the mandible into a more nearly horizontal position, the flesh over
the nasion becomes nbsllrdl_',.r thick. As for the eye it 15 remote from the orbit,
but this is an artistic(?) convention even in the case of modern designers’ profile
portraits, On a penny postage stamp or a half-crown of his present Majesty the
King the distanee from nasion to outer border of orbit is about one-third of the
distance from nasion to auoricular passage, whereas in the profile of a skull it is
nearer one-fifth: see our Plate XVI {4). In the Bruce coin it is more than two-
thirds! The profile on the coin has not only no resemblance to Bruce, it is absurd
a8 a human figure at all. The coins therefore, as indeed I was warned by the
British Museum authorities, may be discarded for onr present purpose.

Another source of possible information with regard to Brucian portraiture may
be sought in the seals of King Robert. Pinkerton in his feonographica Seotice, or
Portraits uf Tlustrions Persons af Seotfand, London, 1797, g'iwaa a seal of King
Robert from a charter dated in the ninth year (1815) of his reign. The Bruoce sits
on a highly ormamental throne or settle, he is robed without armour; he holds a
seeptre in the right, the orb with cross in the left hand, He is crowned, and has wavy
hair withont beard®. The face is no portrait, and is largely the produet of Pinkerton's
imaginative engraver. Much better reproductions of the actual seals are provided
by Walter de Gray Birch in his History of Scottish Senls, Stirling, 1905, The
royal seals therein bear little resemblance to those of Pinkerton! Birch says that
Bruee had two seals. The first =eal is given in his Nos 20 and 21, which are
somewhat obseure. The obverse suggests a short stout man with a very big head,
enthroned ; the reverse a man in armour with sword and targe on horseback, the
face entirely hidden in a eylindrical helmet. This also suggests a stout short man,
as the Bruce, [ hold, must have been: see our p. 6. The second seal is said to

* Thene is ne serial nombor to pages or plates in Pinkerton and so no exact reference ean be given !
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be of 1318. On the obverse (No. 22) the King is seated on a throne with serpent
heads at the arms (like those on the seal of his som, David II), he is robed and
crowned, with sceptre in right hand and the left raised to his breast. The head and
chin are strong, but the real features are not ascertainable. In the reverse (No. 23)
we have as in the first seal the king in armour on horseback with face hidden,
Neither side of this second seal suggests the short stout man of the first seal.
The enrions reader who will examine these seals in Birch's work will soon satisfy
himself that the seals contribute no more than the eoins to the idea that a traditional
portraiture might have been derived from them. It seemed idle to reproduce such
seals here,

A last possibility oceurred to me, a teaditional portraiture might have been
preserved in the Armorials. To test this it was needfnl to compare two good
armorials together. Through the conrtesy of Mr Gilbert Ogilvy I was able to have
phl:lt-l:lgmphs taken of the Seton Armorial in his lmrawinu and Dr Dickson also
permitted photographs of an Armorial (MSS. No. 31.4.2) in the National
Library of Seotland (formerly the Advoeates” Library) to be provided. In each
case the Bruce was given twice, once with each wife. The fact that in the latter
MS. James VI was represented as a child® indicated the date at which the last
entry had been made. A glance at our Plates XIII and XIV will at once convince
the reader that there was no traditional Bruce common to the heraldic artists.
The Bruee of the Seton Armorial is certainly a short man with an ample nose and
a man of reasonable age, but he could have given no hint to Jamesone. The wild
and bearded old man of the Advoeates’ Library Armorial might give a hint, a very
slight one, to Ross's artist, but his threatening presentation of the sword was more
likely to cause the obvious fear in the face of the “ Duke of Hullesteris Dochter "
than impress the English at Bannockburn. It is noteworthy that in this Armorial
a thistle is placed in the hand of both wives of Bruce ; according to Birch (1. p. 42)
the first appearance of the thistle as a Seottish emblem oceurs on the seal of Bruce.
Are we to seek its origin in Galloway or Danby Dale §

Thus the Armorials like the other representations fail us. The above discussion
will have sufficed to convinee the reader that we have no valid portrait of Bruce,
that our only accurate knowledge of the physiognomy of the man is to be gained
from his skull, Even the aged dream dreams and I should like to see a national
monnment to Bruce at Westminster, an effigy based on the skull as only a great
senlptor could conceive it. But it should be the gift of Englishmen only to the
united nations. It was the Norman element in Bruce, quite as much as the Celtie,
which earried him and Scotland to vietory at Bannockburn, His blood, with Tuder
blood and Stewart blood, still runs in our common royal line. The union of our
nations needs no artificial cement, but it would be a graceful act for Englishmen
to present Seotsmen with what at present they lack, a real characterisation—which
I hold is still feasible—of one of their great heroes, If we can claim justly to share

* Kot in the least like James VI as o child in the porivail of him in the Xational Porirait Gallery,

London. This is further evidenee, if snch were needfal, that no attempt at portraitore was made by the
armorial artiats,
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Washington with Ameriea, we have every right to share Bruee with the Seots
A great portrait of Bruce is still possible, and if fitly executed would go a long way
to justify the value of eraniological study for the portraiture of national worthies,

I have to thank numerons correspondents for aid in the details of this paper
by replving to my many queries, and I must mention in particular, Mr James
L. Caw, Director of the Scottish National Portrait llaltery, and Mr J. Corsan
Morton, the Keeper, Mr Francis Caird Inglis, Miss Rosaline Masson, of Edinburgh,
and De J. F. Tocher, of Aberdeen,

Nate to Froissart's Statement, p. 5,

The passage in Froissart is clearly corrupt and the geography is impossible.
In Buchon's edition (Collection des Chronigues Notionales Frongaises, T. 1%, p. 14T,
Paris, 1824) the passage runs:

5i se départirent le roi ot les seigneures de Haindeboare [Edimbourg] et chevanchirent vers
Donfromelin [ Dunfermliog ], nne ville asses bonne ol il ¥ & une belle ot assez grosse Abbaye de
noirs moines; ot [a sont ensevelis par wsage les rois dBeosze. Le rod d'Angleterre se logea en
Tabluye, car sea gens privent la ville, ni rien ne lenr dura. A lear dipartement elle fut toute arse,
ablaye et ville, ot pais chemindrent outre vers Strumelin [Stirling] ot passirent an dessus de
Strumelin la rivitee de Tay qui cucrt & Saint-Jeanston [Perth].
A somewhat clearer version is given by Denis Sanvage. The Breslau M3, reads
Strumelin, or Stirling, instead of Donfremelin, The Book of Pluscarden (Ed.
F.J. H, Skene, Edinburgh, 1850, p. 246) says Richard pillaged and burnt down many
churches and monasteries and other sacred places such as Melrose, Dryburgh,
Newbattle, also destroyed the whole town of Edinburgh, and the whole of Lothian,
and pillaged and burné the monastery of Holyrood. Fordun (Scotichronicon Libr.
%1V, cap. 50) says that in 1385 Richard II burnt down with fery flames God's
tmupluﬁ ard |H.r13' p]rl.:x'i-i, to wit the monasteries of Dr:,.‘i;lurgh, Melrose and New-
battle and the whole town of Edinburgh, with the Church of St Giles. Walter
Bower, Fordun's continuator, notes that Richard would have burnt Holyrood Abbey,
but for the intervention of his uncle the Duke of Lancaster. Guthrie and Tytler
do not accept Froissart's statement that Richard crossed the Forth, and it seems
improbable that the Seottish Chroniclers would have omitted Dunfermline Abbey
from their list had it really been sacked,



Plate I

[

wbert Bruce,

12

The Skull of






Plate 11







Flate III

Ul Sknll of Robe






e 1V

Plat







Plate V

The Bknll of Xobert Hree W Noroia oecfpifaliz fnolural =iz y






Plate V1
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Plate VIII

Photographs of the earving of a Hoval Personage, snpposed to be from the Broce Monoment at Dunformbine,
Mwseiem of Society of Antiqguaries of Seofbond,






FPlate IX

Engraving by L. P Boitard, 1707 ; it follows the medallion in John Leslic's De Origine, . Seotorum, 1578,






Plate X
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Reprosentations of Brmee in the Seton Armorial. By kind permission of Gilbert Ogilvy, Esq.
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Plate XV
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Medallion of Bobert Bruee placed by John Leslie, Bishop of Ross, al the top of his pedigres of the Stewart hings in
hiz well-known work : De Origine, Moribus of rebuz geatiz Seofornm, Romae, 1578, It is the original of Boitanl's
engraving some two cenluries later (see onr Plate IX), but whinee Lealie drew his inspiration is unkmown, The
Bruee's massive ehin and receding forehead are not in the least indicated,
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(4} Hia Majesty the Eing in plotographie and numismatie profile, To show how conventional is still the
position of the orbit and aurienlar passage in modern coing,


















