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  THE ISLES




  Davies sets himself the formidable task of deconstructing the patriotic myth without ruining the story. He succeeds, with a blend of erudition and iconoclastic humour.

  Above all he has a story of his own which he tells with polemic vigour. His story starts where it finishes: with the proposition that Britain was not and is not an island. Only nine thousand years

  ago, it was a peninsula of Europe, joined by marshy ground that is now at the bottom of the southern North Sea. Now Britain is once again joined, not only by the Channel Tunnel, but by increasing

  political and economic ties with the European Union. Davies points out that even after the waters flooded through the Dover Strait, Britain was not cut off from the Continent  Always

  interesting, sometimes quirky and often fun. This should be compulsory reading for all open-minded Europhobes.




  Max Wilkinson, Financial Times




  For all its great length, it miraculously retains the pace and exhilaration of an iconoclastic essay. Mr Davies has set out to demolish the

  Anglocentric version of the history of the islands that now form the two western-most members of the European Union  and above all the myths that have long accreted round their description

  as British  The Isles seeks both to break down the supposed historical unity of Britain from within, and also to open it up to Europe from without  Energy,

  clarity and irony mark the writing throughout. Aimed, despite its girth, at a general audience, the book deserves one in every way.




  The Economist




  Building on the work of Linda Colley and others, The Isles may well establish a new chronological framework for the study of the British

  archipelago. Of course it can be objected that all national identities are fictitious, and that the Scots, Welsh, Irish and English identities could be deconstructed as successfully as the

  British; but Davies has added a compelling voice to the debate. We need works of general synthesis like this to complement the work of research historians. Certainly general readers

  will find this an often splendidly absorbing book and a feisty contrast to the indigestible stodginess of so much modern scholarship.




  Robert Pearce, History Today




  Davies is particularly concerned to counter the schools of nationalist historiography that have made the history of [the] isles synononymous with

  the mythical English history that tells a triumphant story spanning nearly nine hundred years  This nationalist school stirred the hearts of children from

  Manchester to Melbourne and nourished the souls of men, such as Robert Menzies, during their lifetime of service to a distant ideal of Englishness. It is a history that marginalized the story of

  the other people who also occupied those islands  including the Irish, Scots, Welsh, Picts and Norsemen  and elevates the English to a central place.




  Davies has marched in from the margins to knock over these blustering mythologizers who have held such a tight grip on our collective imagination.... This magnificent book has much relevance for

  our understanding of ourselves. Englands mental universe remains Australias mental universe, at least in the legal and constitutional spheres and, to some extent, in the cultural

  sphere. There is still an unthinking veneration of English forms, from trial by jury to the Westminster system of government. And the English wrestling with their history has more than a little

  resonance with our own recent experience.




  David Day, The Australian
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  INTRODUCTION




  To write a comprehensive history of ones own country is a forbidding task. The subject matter is copious and complex. The emotional overtones emanating from ones

  own life and family can be intrusive. And one could easily quake at the thought of all the historical giants who have travelled the same road. They and their books fill the shelves at every turn

   from Hume to Trevelyan.




  Fortunately, I was never sufficiently aware of such considerations to be bothered by them. As chance would have it, I found lodgings for one summer in a house that had once belonged to G. M.

  Trevelyan. There was a commemorative plaque over the front door; and two or three pictures of the grand old man still hung in the hallway. I particularly remember one which showed a maid serving

  the tea as he sat in the garden with his books. History-writing must be a good life, I mused. I was a postgraduate enrolled in the Cambridge Intensive Russian Course. Trevelyan, in his time, was

  the most influential and the most widely read historian of his generation.1 It never struck me for one moment that I

  might someday be writing history myself, still less that I might tackle a subject of which Trevelyan was the last great exponent.




  Yet in that very same year an idea was planted that is only now bearing fruit more than thirty years later. In 1965, my former Oxford tutor, A. J. P. Taylor, published the fifteenth and final

  volume of the Oxford History od England, on the period 191445. In his usual mischievous way, Taylor explained in the preface that, given the assignment of English

  history his book would not be dealing directly with the Welsh, the Scotch [sic], the Irish, or the British overseas.2 It was a typical Taylorian shaft. But it led me to reflect. Evidently, none of Taylors eminent editors had ever clarified some key questions. Exactly which

  countrys history was their series supposed to address? What precisely was the remit of English and of British history? Where did English history stop and British history begin? Or were they

  the same thing? And how do the Welsh, Scottish, and Irish components fit in? The answers involved far more than a mere play on words. In fact, it now looks as though they could run to more than a

  thousand pages.




  

    

  




  Many years later, having written Europe: a history, I was invited to give a lecture at University College, Dublin. After the presentation, someone in the audience asked about my current

  project. I started to reply that I was thinking of writing a history of the British. I then realized that in Dublin, of all places, one cannot fairly talk of the British

  Isles. The Isles ceased to be British precisely fifty years ago when the Republic of Ireland left the Commonwealth, though few people in the British residue have yet cared to notice. Various

  clumsy alternatives were discussed, such as the British and Irish Isles, Europes Offshore Islands, and the Anglo-Celtic Archipelago. In the end, it

  was decided that the only decent name for the forthcoming book was A History of These Islands. And such was one of several working titles until, after much trial and error, I

  eventually arrived at The Isles: A History.




  And today, as I sit with my papers in a gumtrees shade on a friendly Australian campus, the only thing missing is the maid to serve the tea. I will never be able to emulate Trevelyan.




  This book necessarily presents a very personal view of history. Indeed, by some academic standards, it may well be judged thoroughly unsound. As I wrote in relation to a

  previous work, it presents the past seen through one pair of eyes, filtered by one brain, and recorded by one pen. It has been assembled by an author who, though a British citizen and

  a professional historian, has no special expertise in the British historical field. Although every chapter has been read and commented on by specialist readers, almost all the factual material has

  been culled from standard accounts and reference works that can be found in any decent library. As always, the 11th Edition of Encyclopdia Britannica has been constantly at my

  elbow, as has The History Today Companion to British History and The Oxford Companion to Irish history. I was greatly encouraged early on by Hugh Kearneys The British

  Isles A History of Four Nations (1989), which has acted as a pathfinder for many historians seeking a fresh approach. I have repeatedly consulted Michael Lynchs Scotland: a new

  history (1991), John Davies A History of Wales (1993), and Roy Foster, ed., The Oxford History of Ireland (1989). I also acknowledge a special debt to Edwin Jones and his

  The English Nation: the great myth (1998), which I encountered at a very late stage and entirely by accident thanks to the generous open shelves policy of the Barr Smith Library. Even so,

  one cannot satisfy everybody. One of my most distinguished readers, who took an instant dislike to his designated chapter, advised me to jettison the

  lot. I suspect that other professionals may exhibit similar allergies.




  For, unlike some other recent surveys of the subject, the present work does not aim to summarize the reigning consensus. I definitely share the widespread anxiety about the slough of

  ultra-specialization, of pedagogical theorizing, and of public disinterest into which History has fallen; and I wish to contribute my pennyworth for the rehabilitation of the subject. Yet I do not

  see the solution in further recycling the specialist debates and I have totally avoided all postmodern discourses which try to invalidate every discourse except their own. For once, I intend to

  escape from the professional game, to address the established record of the past more directly, and in particular to re-examine the general framework within which all the more detailed studies are

  presented.




  As a historical writer devoted increasingly to the problems of general synthesis, I have no hesitation in stating my admiration and respect for colleagues who study history at the other end of

  the spectrum, under the microscope. No historical generalist could begin to function without reliance on the monographs and academic articles of people working at a completely

  different level of magnification. I would only ask that some of the specialists would show similar understanding for the skills and labours of the popularizers and simplifacteurs. It is in

  no ones interest that the false division between popular and academic history should be perpetuated.




  Nonetheless the almost universal assumption amongst professionals seems to be that the broad framework of British history was set in stone by the great scholars of past generations, and that

  historians nowadays should leave it alone. They should devote all their time and ingenuity to ever shrinking patches of virgin territory. As the torrent of historical data expands exponentially,

  so, too, does the temptation to fix ones gaze on those tiny areas. For fifty years now the tendency has been to make history less of an art and more of a pseudo-science, and hence for

  everyone in the profession to know more and more about less and less. As a result, Sorry, that is not my field has become the watchword. Young historians have been led

  to believe that debating arcane issues among themselves in learned jargon is more important than communicating in plain language with the public. Students are raised on an  la carte

  menu, which never supplies them with a coherent picture of anything; and teachers are left picking n mixing according to their likes and dislikes. The public has switched off.




  At least, the public is in danger of switching off. I have deliberately overstated the case. Things are not so bad as the pessimists imply. I am well aware

  that in recent years a number of courageous historians have dared to buck the trend and have climbed to the top of the best-seller lists with large, ambitious, wide-horizoned history books. None of

  them, before publication, can have been sure of meeting success with their unlikely winners. Authors such as Simon Schama, Felipe Fernndez-Armesto, and Orlando Figes have gained

  well-deserved acclaim through their originality of approach, their obvious passion for the subject, and their skill as writers.3 The

  public, as it turns out, has an unquenched thirst for feisty history written with flair. A major article in the New York Times revealed, to the writers obvious astonishment, that

  blockbuster history books could reach the best-seller lists.4




  I am also aware that some of the best historians in the British field have broken clear of the herd, and have been exploring exciting new directions. The old Anglocentric straitjacket is

  bursting at the seams. The fundamental question of British identity is being subjected to fierce scrutiny. Authors such as David Cannadine and Linda Colley, Hugh Kearney, Patrick

  OBrien, and Rees Davies have shown convincingly that the old ways will no longer suffice. I was lucky enough to attend the ground-breaking Anglo-American Conference in London in 1994, which,

  despite its ill-suited title, demonstrated that the old Anglo-framework of insular history was unsustainable. As a graduate of Magdalen College I was also aware that scholars and influential

  mentors such as the late Angus McIntyre, himself a Hiberno-Australian Scot, were inspiring a group of disciples interested in Britains multiple identities and composite

  kingdoms.5 Their painstaking work will have its reward.




  Even so, it is depressing to see the degree of complacency and bewilderment which often prevails with regard to the simplest historical matters. Everyone has heard those stories about

  supermarket attendants who see a total of 10.66 on their check-out screen and who remark, There we go  the Battle of Waterloo. Education has much to answer for. Fifty

  years ago all children still learned the history and development of what they called England  that is of the United Kingdom with its empire and colonies. They learned it in a

  spirit of pride and patriotism, being regaled with accounts of kings and queens, heroes and heroines, victories, glorious defeats, and national achievements. They understood what it meant, and what

  its civic and patriotic purposes were. Fifty years on, very little of the old approach was left. It undoubtedly had its faults. But it has never found a worthwhile replacement. Once the Empire

  collapsed, patriotic history fell out of fashion. Wars and battles had few admirers, especially among teachers. Dates and facts about kings and queens were

  judged injurious to the health of young minds. Their place in the classroom was taken by critical discussions on skills and sources, and more frequently by exercises in empathy. Political history

  lost its traditional link with geography and gave way to social and economic studies. Indeed, with the advent of new subjects such as technology, ecology, and economics, History was in danger of

  being relegated to a secondary option in the national curriculum for state schools in England and Wales. As reported in the press in March 1999, government plans, if implemented, would further

  diminish historys already low standing. Primary schools, ordered to devote more time to raising standards in English and mathematics, were set to abandon any attempt to teach an outline of

  national history. Teachers were to be urged to concentrate still more on inculcating historical skills to pupils who were devoid of systematic historical knowledge. Secondary schools were due to

  abandon event-based history altogether. Pupils were to study how British society was shaped by the movement and settlement of different peoples. In lessons on the twentieth century,

  the only compulsory subject would be the Nazi Holocaust  which does not even belong directly to British affairs. In the opinion of the director of the History Curriculum Association, the

  changes would confirm the disappearance of the landmarks of British History.6 One could only hope for a change of heart

  or for confirmation that the reports were exaggerated.




  That such a prospect should even be discussed, however, indicated the alarming decline of History in recent decades. If the reports were accurate, the rot was well advanced. A generation had

  been educated without any basic historical awareness. And a society unaware of its history is like a person suffering from amnesia. It simply cannot function efficiently. One should not be in the

  least surprised that on every hand one met people who do not care about the difference between England and Britain or between Great Britain and the

  United Kingdom. Such distinctions, which are rooted in historical change, were simply not noticed.




  The true extent of this morass of mix-ups is marvellous to behold. One of the most extraordinary aspects of the current scene lies in the number of citizens of the United Kingdom who do not

  appear to be familiar with the basic parameters of the state in which they live. They often do not know what it is called; they do not distinguish between the whole and the constituent parts; and

  they have never grasped the most elementary facts of its development. Confusion reigns on every hand. Nor is it confined to the old bad habit of using

  England as a shorthand for the United Kingdom as a whole, and hence of travellers who imagine that they carry an English as opposed to a British passport.

  Such lapses are commonplace. But they form the tip of a far larger iceberg. The scale of the problem only begins to emerge when one observes the inability of prominent authorities to present the

  history of our Isles in accurate and unambiguous terms.




  For a preliminary sounding, one only needs to enter a bookshop and examine the opening passages of the most popular volumes on British history. My own experiment was conducted

  in a bookshop where, to my query about the best books in circulation, the assistant pointed out three titles: Roy Strong, The Story of Britain (1992), The Oxford History of Britain

  (1999), and Antonia Fraser, The Lives of the Kings and Queens of England (revised edition, 1997).7 All three books undoubtedly

  possess manifold virtues in those aspects of the subject which most concern them. I was not making a general assessment. The point of the experiment was simply to test how they define and introduce

  the overall subject.




  Roy Strongs volume, for instance, was inspired by an admirable and passionate belief in the present generations need for a straightforward narrative history. Yet it opens with the

  baffling sentence Britain is an island.8 One is tempted to mutter, Well, yes and no. On the facing page,

  Strong offers a physical map showing an unnamed archipelago consisting of two large islands and several smaller ones. Uninitiated readers, say from Mars or Japan, would be forgiven for asking which

  of the islands was called Britain. And they would not be helped by the answer, It all depends on what you mean.




  Initiated readers, of course, would quickly recognize the familiar outline of the British Isles. For their part, they would be justified in wondering whether the book dealt with

  the history not of one island but of all of them. Judging by the contents, it would seem that Strong is using Britain as the accepted shorthand for the United Kingdom. The trouble

  there lies in the fact that, in its present form, the United Kingdom consists of two parts  Great Britain and Northern Ireland. So it is not an island (singular) in the present

  tense. Indeed, it has not been one island since 31 December 1800.




  Roy Strongs misconception follows in the steps of numerous predecessors. One of these was A. L. Rowse, who published a survey with the same title as

  Strongs. Rowses Story of Britain (1979, 1993) opens in almost exactly the same way:




  

    

      The story of Britain is that of the island which has influenced the outside world more than any other island in history.9


    


  




  There it goes again  the one island fixation, embellished with an imperial flourish. And it is still there in the final sentence of Rowses epilogue:




  

    

      It remains to be seen how the people  work out their fate; and whether in this lucky island it will be worthy of so remarkable a history.10


    


  




  At this point, many readers may want to reach for their dictionary. The latest edition of the ultimate authority, The Oxford English Dictionary, defines Britain as

  follows:




  

    

      The proper name of the whole island containing England, Wales, and Scotland, with their dependencies; more fully called Great Britain; now also used for the British state or

      empire as a whole.11


    


  




  For the adjective British, the OED supplies five basic meanings:




  

    	

      Of or pertaining to the ancient Britons


    




    	

      Of or belonging to Great Britain, or its inhabitants


    




    	

      Of, or belonging to, Brittany, Breton. Obs(olete)


    




    	

      ellipt.as sb. pl. British people, soldiers etc. [i.e. The British]


    




    	

      comb., British-born, -built, -owned adjs., British-man. 12


    


  




  From this, one learns that Britain can refer to any one of three different entities  to the geographical unit of Great Britain, to the British

  state, and/or to the British Empire. Incongruously, however, British has somewhat different geographical connotations. It can only refer apparently to Ancient Britain, to Great Britain, and

  to Brittany. It does not pertain to the United Kingdom, therefore, except in that short period of history when the Kingdom was coterminous with Great Britain, i.e. from 1707 to 1800.

  Surely that cannot be right for a dictionary published in 1994.




  If one turns for elucidation to The Shorter Oxford English Dictionary, the plot thickens. The meanings of British are essentially the same as in the OED, although

  point 5 is omitted. The main definition of Britain is also essentially the same, except for one curious amendment. Where the OED reads now also used for the British state or

  empire as a whole, the SOED has now used for the British empire as a whole.13 For some reason, among its definitions of Britain, the SOED has chosen to drop the British state. If this is correct, then Roy

  Strongs Story of Britain could be a history either of the island of Great Britain or of the British Empire, but not of the United Kingdom.




  The inconsistencies are legion. They centre on the thorny question of what constituted the United Kingdom at any particular time. In their further explanations to their definitions of Britain,

  both the OED and SOED use a similar formula. The OED states:




  

    

      After the O(ld) E(nglish) period, Britain was used only as a historical term, until about the time of Henry VIII and Edward VI, when it came again into practical

      politics in connexion with the efforts made to unite England and Scotland; in 1604 James I was proclaimed King of Great Britain; and this name was adopted for the United Kingdom,

      at the union in 1707...14


    


  




  The SOED uses a condensed version of this information, while the OED adds some further details:




  

    

      After that event [the union of 1707], South Britain and North Britain are frequent in acts of Parl. for England and Scotland respectively; the latter is in

      occasional (chiefly postal) use. (So West Britain, humorously or polemically for Ireland.) Greater Britain is a modern rhetorical device for Great Britain and

      the colonies, the British Empire, brought into vogue in 1868.15


    


  




  These comments are instructive, of course, as far as they go. But one cannot help feeling that the Oxford editors have been stranded in a rather distant period of history. Indeed, they appear to

  have progressed very little beyond 1707. They do not let on that the name and territory of the United Kingdom have changed twice in the last two centuries. WestBritain, for example

  could only have applied when Ireland formed part of the United Kingdom between 1801 and 1922. Britain as shorthand for both Great Britain and the United Kingdom

  only remained unambiguous during the lifetime of the united Kingdom of Great Britain between 1707 and 1800. Ever since 1800, as the dictionary definitions indicate, Britain has

  had to assume alternative meanings.




  Nor is the matter much clarified by turning to the dictionary for an explanation of the term England. The SOEDseems to offer three definitions:




  

    

  




  

    	

      The territory of the Angles. Only in O[ld] E[nglish]


    




    	

      The southern part of the island of Great Britain  Often: the English (or British) nation or state...


    




    	

      Short for The King of England, also for the English or a portion of them ...16


    


  




  Looked at closely, this entry reveals that the SOED is actually offering seven definitions of England. Point 2 alone contains five. These five are:


  





  

    

      	

        


      



      	

        The southern part of the island of Great Britain  i.e., a geographical or territorial unit.


      

    




    

      	

        


      



      	

        The English nation  i.e., a community of people.


      

    




    

      	

        


      



      	

        The English state  i.e., a political entity.


      

    




    

      	

        


      



      	

        The British nation.


      

    




    

      	

        


      



      	

        The British state.


      

    


  




  

    It is unfortunate that the editors elide all five definitions into a single point. One possibility is that they considered both English and

    British, like nation and state, to be synonyms and that all four terms are coterminous with the southern part  of Great Britain. If

    so, they have laid themselves open to some serious queries.


  




  In this light, or twilight, one can turn to The Oxford History of Britain (1999). The editors foreword opens as follows:




  

    

      The distinctiveness, even uniqueness, of the British as a people has long been taken for granted  Visitors from overseas, from those ubiquitous Venetian ambassadors

      in the late fifteenth century, through intellectuals like Voltaire or Tocqueville, to American journalists in the twentieth century, have all been convinced of the special quality of British

      Society.17


    


  




  The key phrases here are the British as a people and British society. They immediately arouse suspicions of anachronism. There can be no doubt that

  Voltaire in the eighteenth century, de Tocqueville in the nineteenth, and the American journalists in the twentieth were all reporting on a people and a society that could properly be called

  British. But there has to be a question mark over what exactly was visited by those Venetian ambassadors in the late fifteenth century. More than two hundred years before the

  formation of the British state, one has to suspect that the Venetian ambassadors had only visited England and that their comments were confined to the special qualities of the English people and of

  English society. It is surely out of place to suggest that the English society of the fifteenth century was simply an earlier version of the

  British society of the eighteenth century and later.




  Reading on, ones hopes for clarification are dashed when one meets a statement containing a still more convoluted muddle:




  

    

      A basic premise of this book is that it deals with the history of Great Britain, two partitioned, poly-cultural islands, and not merely with England.18


    


  




  The book does not deal merely with England. That is fair enough. It supposedly deals with the history of Great Britain. Yet Great Britain

  cannot possibly be equated with two partitioned, poly-cultural islands. As the OEDconfirms, Great Britain is the full name of the whole island containing England, Wales,

  and Scotland, with their dependencies. It does not include Ireland. Unlike Britain, it cant be made to refer to two islands, whether

  partitioned or poly-cultural or otherwise. So one is faced here not just with an anachronism or with an ambiguity but with a fundamental error. It is rather disturbing.

  It would appear that the mix-ups are being disseminated by the very works that should be disentangling them.




  Investigation of the constituent chapters of The Oxford History of Britain provides little reassurance. Despite the editors declaration, the basic premise is largely

  ignored. The chapter on the sixteenth century, for example, is entitled The Tudor Age. It begins with a section on Population Changes, which contains no information on

  the population of anywhere other than England, and opens with a statement that:




  

    

      The age of the Tudors has left its impact on the Anglo-American mind as a watershed in British history.19


    


  




  Surely, the age of the Tudors, who reigned in England, Wales, and Ireland but not in Scotland, is an important period in the history of England. But it hardly represents a

  watershed in British history.




  The chapter following, entitled The Stuarts, 16031688, offers meagre improvement. Once again, Scotland and Ireland are ignored; and the chapter opens with a remark about the

  Stuarts being one of Englands least successful dynasties.20 Such a judgement on an ancient Scottish dynasty

  which reigned only briefly in England is, to say the least, out of place.




  In his foreword, the editor of the Oxford History makes a heartfelt appeal to the patriotism of Britain. This rooted patriotism, he writes, embracing Welsh, Scots and

  Ulstermen over the centuries  though, significantly, never the southern Irish  endured and remained unchangeable.21 One has to suppose that southern Irishmen like the Duke of Wellington do not come into the reckoning. But if Welsh, Scots, or

  Ulster readers take the trouble to seek out what is, and what isnt, said about their countries, their presumed patriotic feelings are due for a dousing. If British historians are to continue

  to appeal to the patriotism of the non-English, they will have to address non-English concerns with rather more accuracy and sensitivity.




  If one now turns to The Lives of the Kings and Queens of England, one finds still more sources of confusion. Lady Antonia begins by saying that in one sense  the volume

   needs no introduction.22 A glance at the table of contents, however, reveals that on one point at least an

  introductory explanation is sorely needed. For the contents open with William the Conqueror and close with Elizabeth II. For no apparent reason they exclude the ten pre-Conquest monarchs from

  Edward the Elder to Harold Godwinson, who were undoubtedly Kings of England, whilst including the eleven representatives of the Houses of Hanover, Sachsen-Coburg und Gotha, and Windsor who have

  been monarchs not of England but of the United Kingdom. All the Queens loyal but non-English subjects have good cause to feel aggrieved.




  This Sceptred Isle was a book published to accompany the highly successful BBC Radio series in 19956.23 Liberally

  laced with trenchant extracts from Winston Churchills History of the English Speaking Peoples (19546), its fifty-five episodes cover the two thousand years from Julius Caesar

  to Queen Victoria. Both the book and the radio series revealed the publics appetite for old-fashioned narrative history and for a comprehensive chronological framework to historical

  knowledge. Yet, as the adoption of Shakespeares catch-phrase implies, the interpretation (see pages 43031) is Anglocentric to a fault. It accepts without a word of hesitation that

  England is the only part of the Isles that counts and that British history is a mere continuation of English history.




  Finally, one last book needs a mention. Paul Johnsons Offshore Islanders (1995) bears a subtitle, A History of the English People. It opens on the frontispiece with a

  quotation from Miltons Areopagitica:




  

    

      Lords and Commons of England  consider what nation it is whereof you are and of which you are governor ...24


    


  




  Amen to that.




  

    

  




  Nowhere is the reigning confusion better illustrated than in the classification system of major libraries. The seeker for truth in the libraries of Oxford University, for

  example, has some curious puzzles to solve. On OLIS, the University on-line catalogue, historical subjects are commonly organized by country. French history can be found under <FRANCE 

   HISTORY>, Italian history under <ITALY   HISTORY>, and so on. So, logically, one might expect modern British history to be catalogued under <UNITED KINGDOM 

   HISTORY>. But it is not. Indeed, OLIS is not aware of the United Kingdom having a history of its own at all. If one enters <UNITED KINGDOM   HISTORY> one receives no

  response whatsoever other than a line of arrows on the screen indicating where the non-existent entry would have been located between <UK HARPISTS ASSOCIATION> and <UNITED KINGDOM

  I.T.A. FEDERATION>  I.T.A. standing for Initial Teaching Alphabet. There is not even a cross-reference to any other related headings such as <GREAT BRITAIN   HISTORY>,

  or <NORTHERN IRELAND   HISTORY>. After all, as the well informed will know, the state in which Oxford University and its libraries live and work is called the United

  Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland.




  Scrolling through the catalogue headings, one comes up to <UNITED ARAB EMIRATES   HISTORY> and down to <UNITED NATIONS   HISTORY> and <UNITED STATES

    HISTORY>. Indeed, as far one can ascertain, every single member state of the United Nations from <AFGHANISTAN> to <ZIMBABWE> has a main heading together with a

  sub-heading for its history. But not the United Kingdom.




  The next step is to have a guess and to enter <GREAT BRITAIN, HISTORY>. After all, many people equate the United Kingdom with Great Britain. This time, the

  response is positive. <GREAT BRITAIN   HISTORY> appears on the screen between <GREAT BRITAIN   HISTORIOGRAPHY  PERIODICALS> and a very long list of

  further subdivisions under GREAT BRITAIN, HISTORY by period. At the latest count it was showing a total of 641 entries. These, one presumes, relate to general works on British history. It is rather

  slipshod; but understandable. If one explores a bit further, however, and keys in <ENGLAND, HISTORY>, one is in for a shock. For <ENGLAND   HISTORY> not only carries a

  cross-reference back to <GREAT BRITAIN   HISTORY> but also shows the same tally of 641 entries. On examination all the entries under <GREAT BRITAIN  

  HISTORY> and <ENGLAND   HISTORY> turn out to be absolutely identical. They both start with 1. Chronicles of St. Brides; and they both end with 641. Zins, Henryk, Historia Anglii (The History of England), Wrocław,

  1979. There can only be one conclusion. Whoever it was that determined the classification of history books in the libraries of the United Kingdoms senior university, a decision was

  taken to treat <GREAT BRITAIN> and <ENGLAND> as one and the same thing. In this corner of the official mind, British History does not relate to the United Kingdom; and it

  is indistinguishable from English History.25




  Oxford librarians are always on guard against troublemakers. They feign surprise. But then, after persistent questioning, one of them lets slip that the Bodleian follows the same policy as the

  Library of Congress in Washington D.C. even on matters relating to the United Kingdom. Long ago, it seems, long before the age of computers, the astute librarians of the US Congress established a

  dominant hold on the market by selling compact sets of their subject-headings printed on index cards. So now almost all libraries in the English-speaking world have adopted the American system. It

  is a brilliant case of informational imperialism. Once the index cards had been transferred onto inter-linked computerized catalogues, the compatibility of subject-headings became still more

  desirable  with the obvious results.




  The Subject Headings of the Library of Congress are published in three grand red-bound volumes; and they are accompanied by a splendid cataloguing manual. The previous experiment can now be

  repeated. Once again, under <UNITED KINGDOM  HISTORY>, one draws a blank. Indeed, this time the United Kingdom itself does not exist. Between <UNITED FRUIT COMPANY>

  and <UNITED NATIONS>, there is not so much as a line of arrows. How can the USA have a special relationship with an ally that does not exist?




  So one turns to the first of the grand red volumes, and looks up <GREAT BRITAIN>. It is not only there; it has an explanatory note:




  

    

      Here are entered works on the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, which comprises England, Northern Ireland, Scotland and Wales, as well as works on the

      island of Great Britain  Works on the non-jurisdictional group comprising the islands of Great Britain, Ireland and smaller adjacent islands, are entered under British Isles.26


    


  




  This is both impressive and encouraging. These Americans seem to know what they are talking about. They give precise definitions both of the United Kingdom and of the British Isles; and they know that Great Britain is just one island.




  Turning to the sub-heading <GREAT BRITAIN, History>, however, the old bogey raises its head. <GREAT BRITAIN, History> is followed by the instruction <U(se) F(or) ENGLAND,

  History>: not <U.F. ENGLAND, History> and <U.F. SCOTLAND, History>, but just <U.F. ENGLAND, History>. What a mess! Notwithstanding their superior information, the Americans are

  every bit as mixed up as the Brits. As in Oxford, the Washington librarians are determined to present British history and English history as one and the same thing. In both cases, there is no

  awareness either that British history has encompassed Scotland as well as England (and Ireland in the nineteenth century) or that England, like Scotland, possessed its own separate history prior to

  the Union of 1707.




  For librarians wrestling with these arcaneries  two pages of guidance are provided:




  

    

      BACKGROUND: The heading Great Britain is used in both descriptive and subject cataloguing as the conventional form for

      the United Kingdom, which comprises England, Northern Ireland, Scotland, and Wales. This instruction sheet describes the usage of Great Britain, in contrast to England, as a

      subject heading. It also describes the usage of Great Britain, England, Northern Ireland, Scotland and Wales in local subdivision.27


    


  




  So far, so good. But then, one meets the exception:




  

    

      Exception: Do not use the subdivisions History or Politics and Government under England. For a work on the history,

      politics, or government of England, assign the heading Great Britain, subdivided as required for the work. References in the subject file reflect this practice. Use the subdivision

      Foreign relations under England only in the restricted sense described in the scope note under England  Foreign relations. 28


    


  




  There is no point in reading further. The libraries of Washington do not intend to apply their excellent knowledge to the task in hand. Objectively speaking, there is no good

  reason why the Library of Congress, and every other library in the world, should not have adopted one heading for United Kingdom, another for Great Britain, and another

  for the British Isles. Logically, England requires a separate heading equivalent to those for Scotland, Ireland, Northern Ireland, and Wales.

  <ENGLAND, History> needs just three main sub-divisions:




  

    

      England, History  prior to the Union with Scotland (1707)




      England, History  17071800, within the Kingdom of Great Britain




      England, History  since 1801 within the United Kingdom


    


  




  Unfortunately, the conventional form dictates otherwise. The chances of unscrambling a convention which is more deeply ingrained than the millennium bug are

  minimal. One suspects that <UNITED KINGDOM  HISTORY> will never be introduced as a subject-heading until the United Kingdom has passed into history.




  This is hardly the place to attempt a comprehensive explanation of the reigning confusion. But two or three observations may not be amiss. One of these would refer to the

  widespread, unthinking, and unshakeable belief in the unbroken continuity of our island history. The belief is so strong that it crushes any sense of the need to change the names to

  match the changing reality. England is assumed to be fixed and eternal. Hence many historians do not hesitate to talk of England in those centuries of the first millennium long before

  the creation either of an English state or nation. And they continue to talk of England as a mistaken synonym for the United Kingdom long after England had been merged into a wider

  unified state.




  In a similar way, English people seem particularly unwilling to recognize that their united Kingdom has undergone two successive transformations since its creation in 1707. After much delay, the

  public accepted that Great Britain was a more fitting label for the United Kingdom than England had been. But when the kingdom changed its name in 1801 and again in

  1922, no further attempt was made to readjust the shortened form. The eighteenth-century designation was set in mental stone, and has proved amazingly persistent ever since. In the early twentieth

  century, when British motor vehicles were first required to carry an international identification plate, the out-of-date and inappropriate abbreviation of GB was chosen in place of

  UK. Vehicles from Northern Ireland, which has never been part of Great Britain, run around on GB plates to this day. On the worlds money markets, the currency of the United

  Kingdom, the pound sterling, is abbreviated not to UKP but to GBP. By the same token, when British government departments were allocated electronic domain names in the 1990s, many inadvertently adopted the suffix of <gov.gb>, only changing to the more suitable form of <gov.uk> at the second attempt.




  Lastly, one observes a blanket change that was widely instituted in the 1970s and 80s. When historians finally realized that the traditional designation of English History was

  clearly out of place for the period after 1707, the English label was indiscriminately replaced by the British one. In consequence, a completely new set of anachronisms became entrenched. The

  wholesale use of British for all periods in the history in the Isles is turning the whole story upside down. The Tudors, who as Kings of England had always been correctly described as

  an English dynasty (of Welsh origin), have now been turned into a British dynasty, which they patently were not. The ultimate development in this regard was perpetrated in a recent TV advertisement

  which unceremoniously amended Shakespeare and came up with the ineffable line:




  

    This blessed plot, this earth, this realm, this Britain.


  




  The advertisers must not be blamed. After all, they are imitating the most distinguished academics.




  One would be hard put to find another state or country which is so befuddled about the basic framework of its past. One of the few parallels that does exist can be found in the textbooks of the

  late and unlamented Soviet Union. Although the Soviet Union was not created until 1923, Soviet historians customarily pretended that Soviet history stretched back to prehistoric times, just as it

  was destined to stretch up and away into the eternal future. The standard textbook of the Stalinist era, A. M. Pankratovas A History of the USSR, appeared in Moscow in three volumes

  in 19478. Only the third volume treated the formation and development of the USSR. The first volume opened with a section on The Primitive Community System in Our Country, and

  closed with Important Dates in the History of the USSR since Ancient Times until the end of the Seventeenth Century. In this period of the Soviet past, space was found

  both for the ancient Greek cities of the Crimea and for Genghis Khan. The second volume opened with a chapter on The Founding of the Russian Empire and closed with Important

  Dates in the History of the USSR in the Eighteenth and Nineteenth Centuries. The first date on this last list is 16821725  Reign of Peter I.29 One may be amused. But to state that the reign of Peter the Great formed part of Soviet history is no less eccentric than stating that the reign of

  Henry VIII formed part of British history. Soviet historians at least could plead that they were writing to the prescription of ideological commissars.

  British historians have no such excuse. It is worth pointing out that many people in the West did not realize that Russia and the Soviet Union were not the same thing

  until the Soviet Union, finally, collapsed, leaving fifteen independent republics in its wake.




  So what is to be done? I would say that my present goals are fivefold. The first is to suggest that the conventional framework of the history of the Isles is in urgent need of

  revision. The second is to pay due respect to all the nations and cultures in the history of the Isles and to the detriment of none. The third is to put the existing body of knowledge on certain

  key subjects, such as the rise and fall of Britishness, into a firm chronological and analytical setting. The fourth is to make a contribution to the contemporary British debate,

  helping to show how the present state of affairs has been reached. And finally, to assist the above, I aimed to present a clear and simple exposition of the overall historical narrative,

  concentrating on the formation and transformation of the states within whose fluctuating bounds every layer of our shifting and multiple identities has been formed. Until I started writing, I

  myself did not realize just how many different states the Isles have supported over the centuries:


  





  

    

      	

        


      



      	

        The High Kingship of Ireland, to AD 1169


      

    




    

      	

        


      



      	

        The Ancient British tribal principalities, to c. AD 70


      

    




    

      	

        


      



      	

        Independent Pictland, to the ninth century AD


      

    




    

      	

        


      



      	

        Roman Britannia, 43c. 410 AD


      

    




    

      	

        


      



      	

        The independent British/Welsh principalities, from the fifth century to 1283, including Cornwall, Cumbria, and Strathclyde


      

    




    

      	

        


      



      	

        The Anglo-Saxon kingdoms, from the fifth to the tenth centuries


      

    




    

      	

        


      



      	

        The Kingdom of the Scots, from the ninth century to 1651, and 16601707


      

    




    

      	

        


      



      	

        The Kingdom of England, from the tenth century to 1536, together with its dependencies including the Channel Islands, the Isle of

        Man, the Welsh March, and English-occupied Wales and Ireland


      

    




    

      	

        


      



      	

        The Kingdom of England and Wales, 15361649, 16601707


      

    




    

      	

        


      



      	

        The Kingdom of Ireland, 15411649, 16601800


      

    




    

      	

        


      



      	

        The Commonwealth and Free State of England, Wales, and Ireland, 16491654


      

    




    

      	

        


      



      	

        The Commonwealth of Great Britain and Ireland, alias the First British Republic,

        16541660


      

    




    

      	

        


      



      	

        The united Kingdom of Great Britain, 17071800


      

    




    

      	

        


      



      	

        The United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 18011922


      

    




    

      	

        


      



      	

        The Irish Free State (later ire, then the Republic of Ireland), since 1922


      

    




    

      	

        


      



      	

        The United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, since 1922


      

    


  




  

    In relating this long and rather complicated story, I preferred to adopt the standpoint of an outsider looking inwards, rather than that of an insider observing the immediate surroundings. One

    reason for this was to lead my readers into the insular affairs of the earlier periods only after giving them a taste of the wider context. Another reason, by starting the narrative of each

    chapter at slightly eccentric locations, was to demonstrate the extent to which any historical narrative is dependent on the historians chosen perspective.


  




  I have also taken care to be as precise as possible about nomenclature. Having questioned the reigning conventions, I must endeavour to be more accurate myself. I have been careful to show what

  is English and what is not, and only to use the British adjective in relation to the two periods where it is relevant  one ancient and one modern.




  To bypass the prevailing anachronisms, I decided to transpose all the names in the first chapter into imaginary but time-neutral forms. In Chapter Four, I have replaced the usual

  Anglo-Saxons with Germanics. I dont use the word British in its modern sense before the formation of the united Kingdom in 1707. And in the title of

  the book, I have used the simplest formula of all.




  The structure of the book follows a consistent pattern. Each chapter consists of three sections. The opening sections take the form of a snapshot, that is, the

  detailed treatment of some brief episode which puts the main theme of the chapter into its wider context. The middle sections are devoted either to a summary account of the period in hand, or, in

  Chapters Seven to Ten, to summaries of a series of salient themes from the period. The concluding sections, which vary considerably in length, aim to sketch in outline how each period of history

  was reflected in the historiography and literature of later times. No such brief survey can hope to be complete. But one hopes that it is sufficiently extensive

  to reveal the truth that the history of those islands has not been one of smooth, seamless, linear progress. Rather, it has been one of kaleidoscopic change and of repeated, turbulent

  transformations.




  I cannot say exactly what inspired me to undertake the present task. Having spent several decades writing about foreign places, I wished to embark for once on an adventure round my native

  shores. But I wanted to do it in a particular way. I wanted to return to the path which Trevelyan trod with such distinction, of showing that history is an art as well as a science. Trevelyan

  understood that history is there to enthuse the millions, not just to provide employment for academics. He once described himself as a man of letters disguised as a don. I find that

  an attractive model to follow.30




  Adelaide, S.A.


  March 1999
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  THE MIDNIGHT ISLES
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  THE CANYON CAVE MAN. Not long after the last Ice Age, not far from the western
  sea, a young man was buried in a cave set high in the walls of a limestone canyon. Beside him lay a strange long object made of antler bone, variously described as some sort of sceptre or perhaps a
  spear-straightener. The shallow grave on the cave floor was surrounded by thousands of flints  the non-perishable parts of Stone Age spears, knives, scrapers, and burins. These in turn were
  accompanied by heaps of bones from the birds and animals which had supplied the cave dwellers diet: hence wild horse, reindeer, and red deer; blue hare, brown bear, Arctic fox, and willow
  grouse; pig, ptarmigan, peregrine falcon; and one solitary, and much older, mammoth bone. The cave and its contents remained undisturbed until rediscovered in modern times.


  Caves were one of the favourite places of refuge for prehistoric people. They provided shelter in all seasons, an even temperature, and protection from wild animals. Unlike a neighbouring
  cavern, which had once served as a den for hyenas and which had been used by humanoids in far remoter ages, the Canyon Cave had not been inhabited before the last ice had melted. Its
  cool, but never freezing, air was ideal for the growth of stalactites and, in our own times, for the fermentation of cheese. When the Anglo-Saxons arrived some seven or eight thousand years after
  the cave burial, they founded the nearby village, and called it Ceodor  their word for a canyon or ravine. When the Normans came five hundred years after the Anglo-Saxons, they called the
  ravine a gorge  their word both for a throat and for a narrow valley.


  Very little is known about the person who was buried in the Canyon Cave. Though he lived and died in a country which would much later be called England, he was certainly not English. We do not
  know what tribe or people he belonged to. We do not know what language or languages he spoke; or whether the language of his people was comprehensible to others living in the vicinity. We do not
  know what thoughts he may have had about his world, or whether he had any concept of the era into which he was born. We may suppose that he was a hunter, or at least that he was supported by the
  hunters and gatherers of his tribe. We may also surmise, since the meat of animals and the fruits of the forest were the staff of his life, that he was inured to constant wandering. He followed the herds over hill and dale in the cool, dry boreal climate of that first post-glacial phase. Since his cave lay barely a days walk from the
  open sea, he must often have climbed up the canyon wall to the grassy track on the ridge and strolled along it towards the beach. Even if the coast were further out than it is today, we may
  reasonably imagine that he had cruised along it in his dugout, that he had crossed the nearby estuary to its northern shore, or even that he had made the more adventurous crossing of the long Inner
  Bay to a landfall beyond the sunset.


  For ninety years after its discovery in 1903 in Goughs Cave, Cheddar Gorge, the skeleton of Cheddar Man was kept in Londons Natural History Museum. But in 1996 it was
  the subject of an extraordinary experiment. It was sent to the Institute of Molecular Medicine in Oxford for DNA testing, and samples of its mitochondrial DNA were compared with a score of similar
  samples taken from volunteers among the villagers in the present-day Cheddar district. To the astonishment of the scientists, as The Times reported, a close match was
  found between Cheddar Man and Mr [Adrian] Targett, a forty-two-year old history teacher at the Kings of Wessex Community School in Cheddar Village. The experiment had proved beyond
  reasonable doubt that a man living in late twentieth-century Britain was a direct descendant through the maternal line of a person living in the same locality in the Middle Stone Age.1


  The implications of the Targett Case are very far-reaching. If the result is not just a mistake or a chance in a billion, it would indicate that a substantial proportion of people in modern
  Britain form part of local kinship groups which have had a continuous existence for three or four hundred generations. This in its turn means that each of those generations has adapted itself to
  every successive cultural, linguistic, and political wave that has taken place over the millennia. The old idea that Britains island race was the sum total of numerous massive
  invasions, from the mesolithic relations of Cheddar Man, who repopulated the islands after the Ice Age, to the Celts, Romans, Saxons, Vikings, Normans, and Angevins of historic times, who all but
  obliterated their prehistoric predecessors, has been under attack for many years. It is now virtually untenable. The prehistoric gene pool must undoubtedly have been supplemented and modified by
  more recent arrivals. But it is still there.


  There are other crucial considerations. British people are taught in a way which leads them to assume unthinkingly, that Cheddar Man lived on the island of prehistoric Britain.
  Yet, if one reflects, every single part of that sentence is inaccurate. For when Mr Targetts ancestor was buried in the cave, the canyon was not yet Cheddar Gorge. So whoever he was,
  the Canyon Cave Man could not have been Cheddar Man. What is more, neither he nor his relations could possibly have known that they were
  prehistoric. And their homeland was still many millennia away from being England or Britain. Most surprisingly, since nine thousand years represents a mere moment in the overall
  timetable of prehistory, their country was not yet an island. The latest carbon dating for the death of the Canyon Cave Man was 8980  150 radiocarbon years. Adjusted to calendar years, this
  gives a date inside the eighth millennium BC and precedes by a clear margin the median date at which geologists estimate the formation of Europes offshore islands
  (see page 8, below). Even if he had been born exactly where he died, there can be virtually no doubt that the Canyon Cave Man was a Continental.
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  THE HISTORY OF MANKIND on the peninsula which we now call Europe has lasted for some seven hundred or eight hundred thousand years. For
  over 99 per cent of that vast expanse of time, man lived in the Stone Age, using rough stone or flint tools of very slowly increasing sophistication. He supported life through hunting, trapping,
  fishing, and gathering the wild plants and crustaceans. Though various convenient caves and open sites were occupied, abandoned, and reoccupied over long periods, there was little permanent
  settlement as the human troops followed the herds across the ever-changing seasons and feeding-grounds. If the passage of time in the Peninsulas human prehistory is counted on a scale of 1
  to 100, the emergence of modern man, Homo sapiens sapiens, would have occurred at about point 94: the last retreat of the northern Ice Sheet and the onset of the mesolithic somewhere after
  point 98: the earliest origins of the so-called Neolithic Revolution around point 99. At no stage before the final point were there any major islands off the Peninsulas
  north-west coast.


  For most of prehistory, the lands which are now called the British or the British and Irish Isles formed a broad promontory of the Continental land mass, an oceanside peninsula of the Peninsula.
  (See map, page 2.) It consisted of two parts, the main northsouth trunk and a long arm protruding on the western side. Its sparse population came and went during the Ice Ages, sometimes
  encouraged by the warmer conditions of the interglacials, sometimes deterred by the icebound or sub-tundra conditions of the glacial advances. At the height of the terminal Ice Age, all human
  habitation ceased. Resettlement resumed c. 10,000 BC after an interval of perhaps seven or eight millennia. From then on, humans have been present without a break until the
  present day. By the time of the Canyon Cave Man the southern valleys were overgrown by ever denser post-glacial woodland; the inhabitants increasingly set up camp on coastal sites or moved into the
  outer islands, the remoter uplands and most northerly districts, where in due course hut-circles would become a standard form of settlement. 


  The transformation of the oceanside peninsula into a group of offshore islands took place in the course of the seventh or sixth millennium BC. In all probability it took
  place gradually, not as the result of a dramatic geological catastrophe or a sudden onrush of the sea. It was partly caused by the tilting of land surfaces rendered unstable by the retreating ice,
  and partly by the rising levels of warmer seas. As the outer coastal range sank, its peaks were left as a string of stormbound islets. The mountains of the north tipped upwards. The western arm of
  the peninsula broke free, creating two separate islands, the Green Isle and the Great Isle. The ocean tides surged into the long inner bay not only from the south but
  also through the new and turbulent northern straits, turning the top of the bay into the Middle Sea. Next, to the east, the Continental coastal flats retreated southwards as the
  shallow salt water advanced. This greatly extended the Sunrise Sea. It also reduced the peninsulas Continental landlink to a narrow low-lying southern isthmus less than a
  hundred miles wide, between two chalk ridges. Finally, as the sea continued to rise, the isthmus itself began to shrink. It first turned to wet, salty marshland and then began to flood. After that,
  the currents from the west aided the currents from the east to wash away the remaining chalk, gravel, and sand. Sometime between 6000 and 5500 BC the landlink disappeared
  entirely. The Sleeve was born, with its pinchpoint at the Southern Straits.2


  The consequences of the birth of the Sleeve are often misrepresented or exaggerated. It is often said that the new-formed islands were isolated from the Continent or
  cut off. But this is hardly correct. Of course, in strictly geographical terms, the islands were isolated, since to isolate means to turn into an
  island. Where once there was a strip of land, there now was a stretch of water. This would have been a serious blow for the migrating herds of animals, who could no longer cross the isthmus.
  The livestock on the islands, especially the larger beasts, could no longer be replenished by Continental migrants. The great elk, for example, became extinct on the Isles just as the mammoth had
  done. Yet man, unlike the animals, could readily adapt to the changed circumstances. Indeed, he could turn them to his advantage. There is every indication that communications actually improved.
  Even with the primitive boats then available, one could paddle or sail from one side of the Sleeve to the other more rapidly than one could previously have tramped across the isthmus or, in the
  intermediary phase, waded through the marshes. The birth of the Sleeve must have stimulated sailing techniques and marine transport of various kinds. In the period
  during the emergence of the Isles, the islanders became expert sailors. The islands were not cut off. Communication was simply made more dependent on boats.


  The exploration and utilization of the western seaways appears to have begun as soon as they were opened up. Little is known about the vessels and the navigational techniques of those mesolithic
  mariners. But the archaeological evidence is decisive in showing that people and goods were shipped back and forth across all the channels and between all the islands. After all, the distances
  involved were not great enough to deter fair-weather voyages by hide-bound coracles and kayaks, by dugouts, or even by rafts. Even the Great Crossing between the Mainland and the
  Great Isle at the most convenient section of the Sleeve did not exceed sixty miles. It could be completed in a day, at most in a day and night. The passage between the two largest islands was
  forty-eight miles at its widest and only twelve miles at its narrowest. Navigation round the Middle Sea, greatly assisted by stopovers on Midway Island, was particularly attractive.
  One should not assume, therefore, as classical scholars once did, that the arts of sailing and navigation necessarily originated in the Mediterranean. And tentative beginnings in the mesolithic
  would be greatly expanded in succeeding ages  especially in the fourth millennium, when a further rise in sea level occurred.3


  As a result, human settlement was increasingly concentrated in areas adjacent to the seaways and maritime trade routes. A western group of mesolithic communities developed round the shores of
  the Middle Sea. It was an integral part of a cultural region directly linked to the oceanside peninsulas of the Mainland. Archaeologists have given the modern name of Tardenoisian to the material
  culture of those western seaways. An eastern group of communities developed on all the shores of the Sunrise Sea in a region linking the east coast of the Great Isle with the Mainlands
  northern and north-eastern coasts. In between, the sparsely populated and landlocked midlands and uplands of the Great Isle were left in relative obscurity.


  Eight thousand years ago is too far back for prehistorians to know anything about the Peninsulas languages or place names. Alphabets were not yet invented. No words or voices were
  recorded. Not surprisingly, therefore, prehistorians have fallen into the habit of calling the most ancient places by the most modern names. For some purposes, this
  may be unavoidable. But it puts prehistory into a false, totally anachronistic, and frequently nationalistic context. A little historical imagination might reconstruct some more realistic
  solutions. The somewhat mythological ring of invented names is a small price to pay if one is to avoid the cardinal sin of anachronism.


  It is not unreasonable to assume, for example, that prehistoric people would have named the principal features of the landscape after what they saw; and many of their descriptive names,
  translated into later languages, would have survived into historic times. It is not entirely fanciful, therefore, in those distant days when the Sleeve was forming, to imagine troops of hunters
  camped generation after generation atop the high cliff which commands the southern shore of the Southern Straits. They would come to breathe the fresher air, perhaps to make signals, above all to
  get a better view of the herds that wended their way across the shrinking isthmus below. As time passed, they would have watched with growing perplexity as the herds floundered in the marshland and
  eventually refused to cross. Standing on the cliff top with the midday sun on their backs, or in later times paddling out into the waters of the Sleeve, they would have seen the magnificent line of
  undulating white cliffs that glinted ahead in the sunlight. In due course, they must have sailed across to the new-formed island shore, and cruising along it
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