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To the right worſhipfull Sr. RICHARD WYNNE of GWEDIR Baronet, and Knight for the County of CARNAR­VAN in this preſent Parlament.
[Page]
[Page]
SIR,

I Had deſigned this ſmall Treatiſe (being the firſt fruits of my ſtudy in Antiquities) for your honoured Father; but failing of my purpoſe by reaſon of his death (which was untimely to his friends, though not to himſelf) I thought I might not (without being highly injurious) preſent a thing once devoted to him to any elſe beſides your ſelf, who as his heir might lay a juſt claime to it, and alſo to my moſt humble ſer­vices; I promiſe my ſelf you will vouchſafe it a kind entertainment, ſince (I know) both your goodneſſe and your intereſt in the ſubject, as lineally deſcended from the Princes of Northwales (whoſe rights are therein maintained) are more then ſufficient to oblige you there­to. The writing of it was upon this occaſion: ſome Gentlemen of Southwales being diſſatisfied with Caradoc of Lancarvan's Hiſtory of Wales, publiſhed by Dr. Powel, in regard that therein the Prince of Northwales is held forth to be Soveraigne over the other two Princes of Southwales and Powis, as being of the elder houſe, thought fit (in order to the compiling of a more exact history) to draw up certain argu­ments for the ſoveraignty of all Wales to be in the Prince of Southwales, and to ſend them alſo into Northwales to ſee what could be ſaid in an­ſwer to them, before any further uſe ſhould be made of them. They were delivered by Sr. Thomas Canon late of Pembrokeſhire Kt. to Sr. John Lloyd of the Inner Temple Kt. and Sergeant at Law, who delive­red them to me above 40 years ago, deſiring I would take the pains to peruſe and anſwer them as well as I was able. At his intreaty I under­took it, and, as you will find, done ſomewhat in it, though in a rude manner, which I hope will be excuſed in a perſon, whoſe only deſigne is plainly to ſet forth the truth, which ſhews alwaies beſt in its own proper colours without the elaborate dreſſe and varniſh of Rhetorick. But ſome men poſſibly may object againſt this undertaking of mine, [Page] that it was needleſſe, and that, if it had been to any end, it was no diſcretion to revive and publiſh an old Conteſt long ſince (God be prai­ſed) happily decided. I confeſſe we have reaſon to bleſſe God for his mercy to us in our happy eſtabliſhment under one Monarch; we may well ſay we were conquered to our gain, and undone to our advan­tage, periiſſemus niſi periiſſemus; But yet it muſt be granted, that it is no ſmall delight that redounds from the revolving and peruſall of old records: though Troy hath for ſeverall ages layn buried in its aſhes, both its glory and government being quite diſſolved, though the Athe­nian, Spartan, Theban, and other petit Grecian Eſtates have long ſince had their periods, yet we ſtill take a great deale of ſatisfaction in rea­ding their ſtories, how they began, grew up, flouriſhed, ſtrove, & decayed. Beſides there may be this good uſe made of it, viz, that by reflecting upon our former miſeries and diviſions while we contended for ſove­raignty, we may be induced to put the greater value upon our preſent happineſſe. Thus having given you an account of the worke, and what I had to ſay in its defence, I commend it to your protection: and with my prayers to God for you and your noble family remain, Sir,
Your faithfull Servant at command ROB: VAUGHAN
 Hengwrt May the 9th. 1662.



The ſtate of the Queſtion.
[Page]
RODERIC the great, King of Wales, about A [...]: Dom: 876. did diſpoſe the three Principalities thereof to three of his ſons, viz. Southwales to Caedelh, who is maintained in this Treatiſe to be the Eldeſt; North­wales to Anarawd, who is held by ſome late writers of Northwales to be the Eldeſt; and Powis to Mervyn, who is held by ſome other writers of Northwales to be the Eldeſt: (which being leaſt probable, as touching Mervyn) the Queſtion here is, Whether Cadell or Anarawd were the Eldeſt ſon of Roderic the great, and which of them had the ſoveraigne power and rule over all Wales.


Arguments proving Cadelh Prince of Southwales to be the Eldeſt Son of Roderic the great, (King of Wales,) and that he, and his iſſue after him had a ſuperiority over the reſt of the Princes, over his two Brethren, and the Deſcendants from them.
The firſt Argument.
THE principalitie of Powys after the death of Mervyn, the young­eſt Brother, (who died without iſſue, according to the moſt cre­dible writers of the Antiquities of VVales) deſcended to Cadelh, as the Eldeſt brother and Heir, and from him to Howel Dha his Son, and ſo [Page] to Bledhyn ap Convyn by due courſe of inheritance from Cadelh. And for the opinion that Mervyn had a Son named Lhewelyn, (whoſe Daughter and Heir was married to Mredith ap Owen, third ſon of Owen ap Howel Dha, and great Grandchild to Cadelh,) and that thereby Pow­ys came to the line of Cadelh, it is fit the authority thereof do appear, before it receive credit. Likewiſe, whereas ſome Writers for North­wales do alledge, that Cad [...]lh took Powys by force from his brethren after the death of his brother Mervyn, it is therefore impliedly confeſ­ſed, that Mervyn had no children: and it is not unlike that he actually entred into and ſeized Powys as his inheritance, and that his brethren might pretend to have portions there by Gavel-kind upon the death of their brother Mervyn. But could he carry a principality from all the race of Roderic (who had diverſe ſons, beſides thoſe three princes) by ſtrong hand, and without right or oppoſition? whereas it doth not appear throughout the whole courſe of the hiſtories of Wales, that ei­ther there was any ſtirre or claime made by the prince of Northwales, or any of the deſcent of Roderic for Powys, or any entries made by them into that country, untill after the ſoveraignty thereof came to the King of England, by the conquering of Rees ap Theodor, that they made head in thoſe parts as in other parts of Wales againſt the invaſion of the Lords Marchers, whereas they might have done it moſt eaſily, ſee­ing it wholly bordereth on Northwales, and is fartheſt from Southwales, and eſpecially being incited and warranted thereunto for recovery of their right. And if a judgment may be made that that which is ill got­ten cannot long endure, Et de male partis tertius haeres non gaudebit, then let the long continued deſcent of diverſe parts of Powys in the heires of Cadelh, plead for him that he came juſtly and lawfully to it: for the Lordſhip of Mowthwy being a part of Powys is enjoyed to this day, (by deſcent from Cadelh.) And a great part thereof was held (un­till of late time) by Grey Lo: Powys by like deſcent, and the reſt of the poſſeſſions continued long in his poſterity and line, untill by partition they were branched into diverſe families, whereof a great p [...]rt is now in the Crown by ſeverall meanes; howbeit the ſoveraignty remained ſtill in the heires of Cadelh, as Prince of Southwales, which appeareth by their chaſtiſing the defections, and taking pledges for the obedience of the Lords of Powys, and ſuch teſtimonies of Soveraignty related by [Page] the writers of Northwales. It is alledged alſo by ſome of them, that the poſſeſſion of Powys was witheld by the heires of Brochwel Yſgy­throc, who was Prince thereof about An: Dom. 617. If that were true, the [...] Cad [...]lh did not take Powys by force from his brethren. But for the truth hereof Roderic was lineall heir to Brochwel Yſgy [...]hroc, viz. ſon of M [...]rvyn Vrych, ſon of Neſt, ſiſter and heir of Cyngen, ſon to Cadelh ſon to Brochwel Yſgythroc. And thereby Roderic had both the Right and Poſſeſſion of Powys. And therefore untill another Heir be found, or other deſc [...]nts appear from Brochwel Yſgythroc to Bledhyn ap Convyn, then by the line of Roderic the great, and all the perſons be mentioned that held Powys in all that time, other then the line of Roderic; the be­liefe of this allegation may be well ſuſpended. And thus the way is cleared to conclude upon this firſt point, that Cadelh was the Eldeſt and ſoveraigne Prince of Wales by the deſcending of Powys unto him.



Anarawd maintained to be the Eldeſt ſon of Rode­ric the great, and to have the right of Soveraignty over all Wales, and ſo likewiſe his ſucceſſors the Princes of Northwales.
The Anſwer to the first Argument.
THE later Prince of Powys held that by inheritance from the third ſon of Rod [...]ric the great, as Mr. Camden in theſe words declareth▪ Powiſſiae principes à tertio filio Roderici magni prognati hunc agrum (viz Mountgomerieſhire) cum aliis perpetuâ ſerie ad Ed: 2. temporat [...]nuerunt Therefore Cadelh prince of Southwales (out of whoſe loines the later princes of Powys were deſcended) muſt of neceſſity be the third ſon o [...] Roderic the great, which degree of Birth the white book of Hergeſt, Tho [...] Maylor, Jo: Leland, Hum: Llwyd, Myles, and many more both modern and ancient Authors do attribute to Cadell by name. And if to avoid that, you will ſay that Camden by tertio filio did not mean Cadelh, the [...] muſt Mervyn be the man, and conſequently he muſt have iſſue, elſe the later princes of Powys could not derive themſelves from Roderic, and i [...] he had iſſue, then Cadell could not have Powys by inheritance, as being [Page] the Eldeſt of the 3 Brethren; what was got otherwiſe, is not the thing in queſtion. And truly to deny Mervyn's iſſue were injury in the higheſt degree offered to diverſe Gentlemen of Wales deſcending from him, and in particular to the reverend and learned Judge, Sr. William Jones of Carnarvan ſhire Kt. and lately one of the Juſtices of the Kings bench, who derives his pedegree lineally from Triffin the ſon of Mervyn: and if you doubt whether Mervyn had ſuch a ſon, a very ancient parchment MS. written above 400 yeares agoe will reſolve you, O Driffin mab Mervyn mab Rodri mawr ydd benyw gwehelyeith Riw o Leyn: that is, the inheritors of Rhiw in Llyn are deſcended of Trif­fin the ſon of Mervyn, the ſon of Roderic the great. Likewiſe in a Ge­nealogy of the princes of Northwales, Southwales, and Powys deſcending from Roderic the great, annexed to a Latine copy of the Lawes of Howel Dha, we find that Idwal voel ſon to Anarawd King of Northwales did marry Avandreg the daughter of Mervyn King of Powis, upon whom he begat Meuric the Anceſtor of Lhewelin the great, prince of North­wales. But the ancient and learned Giraldus Cambrenſis in the relation of the Genealogy of the ſaid Llewelyn the great, hath not only himſelf fallen into an error, but hath drawn many learned and grave Antiqua­ries that followed his tract into the ſame ſnare, for ſpeaking of this Avandreg, he ſaith ſhe was the Son and not the Daughter of Mervyn, (the which Mervyn againſt all Antiquity and truth he calleth prince of Northwales,) and ſo aſcendeth to Roderic the great by the feminine line, making no mention at all of Idwal voel the ſon of Anarawd prince of Northwales indeed, whom ancient writers term and ſtile by the name of Ludwallus rex omnium Wall [...]nſium, who alſo, as is ſaid before, upon this Avandreg the daughter (and not the ſon) of Mervyn king of Powis, begat the forenamed Meurig, the Anceſtor of Leoline the great. But for your better ſatisfaction of the ground whence Giraldus did conceive this error, behold theſe Rundlets following.
[Page] 
	Rod­ric the great. 	Anar­awd K. of North. wales. 	Idwal Voel K. of N.W.


	Mer­vin K. of Powis.
	Avan­drec daughter. 	Meiric.





 Farther more, Caradoc Lancarvanenſis a Southwales man, who lived a­bout 500 yeares agoe, ſaith, that a ſon of Mervyn, named Haeardur, was drowned An: 953. My laſt witneſſe for Mervyn's iſſue will be George Owen Harry, another Southwales man, who ſaith, that Angha­rad daughter and heir of Llewelin the ſon of Mervyn king of Powis was married to▪ Owen ap Howel dha (not to Mredyth the ſaid Owen's ſon, as you ſay,) his teſtimony, ſeeing he was an Antiquary of Southwales, and a ſtrong maintainer of Cadelh's Supremacy, ought to move you to believe this point, eſpecially ſeeing that this marriage is the only title that the ſaid Author aſcribeth to the poſterity of Cadelh over Powis, which whether it were lawfull, as he is of opinion, or unlawfull, as may be inferred out of the words of the Engliſh Hiſtory of the princes of Cambria, I leave others to judge: it ſhall ſuffice me to prove that the Prince of Northwales, not of Southwales had the Soveraignty of Powis, as doth appear, when Owen ſurnamed the great, prince of North­wales, having in his company Cadwalader ap Gr: ap Conan his brother, and the Lord Rees prince of Southwales entred Powis, and chaſing Owen Cyveiliog Prince thereof out of the Country, ſeized upon all his inheri­tance, and gave Caerenion to Owen Vachan to hold of the prince of Northwales; the reſt he reſerved to himſelfe, ſaving Dywalwern a little [Page] piece of Cyueiliog, which he gave the Lord Rees, becauſe (according to the book of Conwey) the report went, that it ſtood within the confines of the ſaid Rees his dominions. Hereby it is manifeſt that the ſove­raignty of Powis did not belong to the prince of Southwales; for if it had, queſtionleſſe the Lord Rees then preſent would have chalenged the ſame as his right by inheritance: and that it did of right appertain to the prince of Northwales may farther appear by an ancient Inquiſi­tion taken at Bala before Humphrey Duke of Gl [...]ceſter, An: 6. Hen. 6. Totum dominium de Powis tenetur de domino Rege Angliae, ut principe Walliae per ſervitium Baronum, viz. de ſerto de Aberfro: & eſt in dominio de Powis qued dam alind ſ [...]rtum vocatum Mathraval, quod ſimul cum omnibus terris & tenementis eidem certo de Mathraval junctis & annex­atis tenet de domino rege ut principe Walliae per ſervitium praedictum in ca­pite & de jure teneri debet ut de certo de Aberffro praedicto. An other Inquiſition found likewiſe at Ba [...]a in the 48th year of Ed. 3. ſaith that, Dominium de Powis iutegrè ten [...]batur de principibus Walliae in capite, viz. de certo de Aberffraw. Et eſt in dominio de Powis quoddam alind certum vocatum Mathraval, quod ſimul cum omnibus terris & tenementis eidem certo junctis & annexatis tenebatur, & adhuc de jure teneri deb [...]ntur de certo de Aberffraw. And laſt of all, I muſt put you in mind, that Cadell king of Powis, Father of Neſt, Grandmother to Roderic the great, was the ſon of Eliſſeu, and not of Brochwel Yſgithroc; for Brochwel, as you ſay, was King of Powis An. 617. and this Cadell whom you will have to be his Son, died An: 808. as Caradoc of Lancarvan affirmeth; ſo then, that one, or yet both of them ſhould raigne very neer 200 yeeres is almoſt impoſſible, and altogether untrue: for according to the ancient hiſtories of Wales, Cadelh was the ſon of Eliſſeu, the ſon of Cynllaw, the ſon of Beli, the ſon of Maelmynan, the ſon of Selyf or Salomon, the ſon of Cynan, the ſon of Brochwel Yſgythroc: King of Powis, and Earle of Che­ſter. Thus you ſee your firſt Argument and reaſon for Cadell's ſenio­rity and ſoveraignty quite overthrown, Firſt, by the teſtimony of Cam­den, declaring that the latter princes of Powis (the iſſue of Cadell) were deſcended from the third ſon of Roderic the great, which degree of birth the Authors above mentioned aſcribe unto Cadell by name: Second­ly by an undoubted proof of Meruyn's iſſue: and laſtly, by the ſove­raignty over Powis proved to be in the princes of Northwales; all which [Page] infallibly conclude them to be deſcended from the eldeſt ſon of Roderic the great.

The ſecond Argument:
THat Southwales, which was the portion of Cadelh, was far larger then any of the two other, almoſt double in quantity, containing 38. Cantreds, and 80. Commots, whereas both Northwales and Powis contained but 29. Cantreds and 78. Commots: and yet the Cantred of Buelht, and the forreſt of Dean are admitted in that diviſion to be in P [...]wis, which were part of Southwales, and aſſigned to Cadelh. South­wales alſo was the far better Soile generally, and moſt repleniſhed with Noble men and Gentry. Therefore it was the fitteſt portion to be aſ­ſigned to the Eldeſt and Soveraigne, and unfit for a younger brother upon evident ground of reaſon.

The Anſwer to the ſecond Argument.
TO find out the true proportion of Cadelh's inheritance, your Countryman Jo: Aſſer Menevenſis, that lived in Cadelh's time will with moſt approved Authority direct us: Illo enim tempore & multò ante omnes regiones dextralis Britanniae partis, ad Elfred regem pertine­bant, & adhuc pertinent. Hemeid ſoilicet, cum omnibus habitatoribus Demeticae regionis, & ſex filiorum R [...]tri vi compulſus regali ſe ſubdiderat imperio, Hovil quo (que) filius Ris rex Glegniſing & Brochmail atque Fernail filii Meuric, reges Gwent vi & tyra [...]ide Eadred comitis & Merciorum compulſi ſuapte eundem expetivere regem, ut dominium & defenſionem ab eo pro inimicis ſuis haberent. Heliſed que (que) filius Teudyr, rex Brechoniae eorundem ſiliorum Rotri vi coactus, dominium regis praefati ſuapte re­quiſivit. Hereby it appeares that Dyved (now called Pembrokeſhire.) Brechnock, Gwent and Glewiſing, had their ſeverall Kings in Cadell's time, ſo that of a certainty his portion cannot exceed the two counties of Cardigan and Carmardhen of old called the Kingdome of Cardigan, which countrey being then the poſſeſſion and Kingdome of Cadell, who was not yet in league with King Alfred, Aſſerius mentioneth not. And Rees ap Theodor (the moſt powerfull prince, as you ſay, ſince Roderic the great's time) had no more in his poſſeſſion then thoſe two counties, [Page] as Sr. Edward Stradling in the conqueſt of Glamorgan makes good; all which containing ſcarce IX. Cantreds may ſeem far inferior in quanti­ty to Northwales, which in the daies of Howell Dda contained 18. Can­treds, as Morgeneû y nad and Kyſnerth his ſon do averre in their book of Brittiſh lawes. Neither will it availe you though you proved that Ca­d [...]lh's ſoveraignty as chief prince of Southwales did extend to all the inferior princes within Southwales; for ſo likewiſe did the ſoveraignty of  [...]narawd conclude Cadelh and all Wales in generall, as owing ho­mage to him the firſt of their line, by the ordiuance of Roderic the great mentioned in the Deſcription of Cambria, by Sr. Jo: Price, and confir­med alſo by the lawes of Howel Dda. Farther, I ſtand not ſo much upon the Fertility of Northwales as upon the Situation and naturall ſtrength thereof againſt all invaſions, being therefore moſt fit and requiſite for a ſoveraign prince in a troubled time, though well I might call the In­land country of Northwales wherein the vallie of Clwyd ſtretcheth it ſelf 18. miles in length, and ſometimes 4. 5. 6. and 7. in breadth, to witneſſe againſt you. Vallis haec (ſaith Mr. Camden) à ſalubritate, fer­tilitate, & amoenitate verè foelix; incolarum color eſt ſanus, capitis firma ſinceritas, inoffenſum oculorum lumen, & annoſa admodum ſenectus. Ipſa verò virentibus pratis, flaventibus arvis, creberrimis villis, & templis ſpectantium oculis mirum in modum arridet, And alſo the Ile of Angleſea and the vaſt Snowdon hills (that ſend ſo many thouſands of Cattell year­ly to England, and no ſmall number to Weſtwales) leſt affection might over-rule me Giraldus your countryman, whoſe teſtimony you can­not except againſt, ſhall ſpeak for me: Eſt autem haec inſula prae cun­ctis Cambriae finibus triticeo germine incomparabiliter foecunda, adeò ut proverbialiter dici ſoleat linguâ Britannicâ Môn Mam Gymry, quod la­tinè ſonat, Mona mater Cambriae, quoniam aliis undique terris deficien­tibus, haec ſola gleba praepingui uberique frugum proventu Cambriam to­tam ſuſtentare conſuevit. And in another place, Tantae [...]tiam & tam im­menſae quantitatis eſſe perhibentur montes Eryri (that is Snowdon hills) ut antiquo proverbio dici ſol [...]at ſicut Monam inſulam h [...]minibus in anno­na, ſic Eryri in paſcuis coactis in unum armentis omnibus totius Walliae ſufficere poſſe. Then if you look to the ſituation thereof, which you ſhould have done, together with theſe compariſons you ſhall find it to be fartheſt from the Engliſh, a matter of great conſequence in thoſe [Page] daies, and which is more, it was and yet is the ſtrongeſt countrey abſo­lutely within the Iſ [...] of Britaine: contrarily, Southwales is very weak in ſituation, and therefore open for the invaſion of all Strangers; but more eſpecially of the Saxons, that bordered even on the neck there­of. And yet it had another inconvenience worſe then all the reſt, by reaſon whereof it was reputed even in thoſe dayes to be far worſe then Northwales, though it were greater in quantity, and that is this: Southwallia (ſaith Giraldus) quanquam quantitate longè major, propter nobiles tamen qui vchelwyr quaſi ſuperiores viri vocantur, quibus abun­dabat, qui & dominis rebelles eſſe ſolebant, d minumque ferro detrectabant, deterior eſſe videbatur. Is it likely then that Roderic the great would prefer his Eldeſt ſon and ſoveraigne prince of the Britaines to a Kingdome that did not only want naturall fortification, but had alſo the unhap­pineſſe of having inhabitants, whoſe condition and priviledges diſpoſed them to Rebellion. But if our opinions in this caſe be conceived not authentick, as proceeding from prejudice, Mr. Camden an indifferent perſon may be thought fit to decide the controverſie. And to ſay no more to this Argument, let your own Countryman Giraldus his fore­mentioned Incomparabiliter prevaile upon you to be of another judg­ment.

The third Argument.
THat Howel Dha the eldeſt ſon of Cadelh, and ſucceeding him prince of Southwales, did command the Archbiſhop of St. Davids, and all the Biſhops of Wales, and chiefeſt of the Clergy to the number of 140. and all the Barons and Nobility of Wales, and ſix of the moſt wiſe and beſt eſteemed in every Commot of Wales for the Commonalty, to aſſemble at his pallace called Y tu gwyn ar Taſ in Dyved in Southwales, where with great ſolemnity he did ordain the Lawes whereby North­wales and Powis, and all the people throughout the whole dominion of Wales were governed and ordered, untill after the conquering of Rees ap Theodor, that King Henry the firſt did plant the common law of Eng­land, firſt in the counties of Glamorgan, and Pembrock, (which were conquered and made Counties from that time,) and that the Lords Marchers as they won into Wales did ſettle a forme of Juſtice mixt of the common law and of the lawes of Howel Dha, yet ſo diſtempered (as [Page] juſtly may be ſaid) with regal juriſdiction permitted for the time by the King of England, that in the end it became as intolerable to the Crown, as to the people, which lawes of Howel Dha were nevertheleſſe entirely executed within ſo much of the principality of Northwales as continued in the four ancient counties there, viz. Angleſey, Carnarvan, Merioneth, and Flint, and in the counties of Carmarthen and Cardigan in Southwales, untill the ſubduing of Llewelyn ap Griffith the laſt prince of Northwales, that King Edward the firſt ordained the ſtatute of Ruth­lan for juſtice to be done in theſe ſix laſt recited counties (wherein all the principality of Wales then remained,) howbeit many of the lawes of Howel Dha continued in force as well in thoſe counties, as in the Lordſhips march▪ rs untill the Statute of Wales in 27. H. 8. even as ſome few do continue to this day under the title of Cuſtomes. Upon all which it is alſo concluded, that to give or ordain lawes, and with theſe muniments of Authority, proveth without queſtion a Soveraignty.

The Anſwer.
HOwel Dha prince of Southwales by reaſon of the incapacity (as you ſay in your 5th. Argument) of the Heir apparent of Northwales, took upon him the rule and government of all Wales. Which being true, it is not to be marvelled at, if he commanded the clergy and nobility of all Wales to aſſemble before him, that by their counſell and advice he might reforme the ancient lawes of the Brittaines: nor yet if the ſucceeding princes of Northwales, finding thoſe lawes good, whol­ſome, and confirmed by the Sea Apoſtolick, and alſo ſuch as did not abrogate but confirme their Soveraignty over all Wales, embraced them, and commanded their ſubjects to obey them duly, conſidering that his ſaid Authority was grounded upon his regency over North­wales, and the Heir thereof, as manifeſtly appeares when Howel Dha in his ſaid lawes ſaith, that verbum regis Aberfraw eſt verbum ſuper om­nes reges Walliae, & nullius verbum eſt ſuper ipſum. So that whereas you would derive a ſoveraignty to Howel Dha from his power in ma­king lawes, you ſhould firſt have ſuppreſſed or burnt all the Copies of the lawes of How: Dha, which give to the King of Northwales an abſo­lute ſoveraignty over all Wales.

The fourth Argument.
[Page]
THat the Biſhops of Northwales were created and conſecrated in Southwales by the Archbiſhop of St. Davids, that they were his Suffragans, and ſubject to his Sea. And therefore Roderic in the di­viſion, did aptly diſpoſe the ſoveraign juriſdiction temporall in the territory where the ſoveraign juriſdiction ſpirituall was ſeated, which otherwiſe had been abſurd, and would undoubtedly have bred great troubles.

The Anſwer.
IN regard the Soveraignty of the Eldeſt ſon of Roderic extended o­ver all Wales, it is not materiall in what part thereof the Eccleſia­ſticall ſupremacy be ſeated: for be it in the territory of the third or ſecond brother, it cannot prejudice the Eldeſt that is Soveraign over all. Your Argument, did I hold it firme, would perſwade with me to make Edlſtan the youngeſt ſon of Eghert to have a ſoveraignty over his eldeſt brother Ethelwolph, as being King of Kent, wherein is ſeated Canterbury, the chiefeſt Sea for ſpirituall juriſdiction: or well might I gather that the king of Dyved, in whoſe Kingdome St. Davids lay, was ſuperior to Cadelh and his ſucceſſors, by reaſon of his good neighbour­hood with the Archbiſhop.

The fifth Argument.
THat the prince of Southwales did ſeize the principality of North­wales, and removed the princes thereof upon occaſiou, or offence committed, as the ſaid Howel Dha did ſeize the ſame, partly by the in­capacity of Meuric ſon of Edwal voel, to govern and to ſtay the uſur­pation of others (upon that pretence) whereby to preſerve the general peace of Wales: and partly by forſeiture, for ſpoile that had been done by the prince of Northwales upon his countries of Cardigan and Yſtradgwy. This prince Howel, as the writers of Northwales do record, was of a goodly behaviour, juſt and diſcreet in his government, and beloved of men; wherefore he obtained the attribute of Dha, which is [Page] in Engliſh (the good,) whereby it is to be concluded probably, that his coming to the principality of Wales was upon juſt and lawfull grounds. Likewiſe Owen ap Howel Dha his ſon prince of Southwales▪ did ſeize Northwales out of the hands of Cadwalhon ap Jeuaf for uſur­pation and tyranny, and made Mredith his third ſon Prince there, which, if it had been the ſoveraign ſeat, he would not have permitted his younger ſon to enjoy it, and to become thereby his ſuperiour. And in this point the writers of Northwales do obſcure the truth with ſome art by concealing this to be done by the power of the father (prince of Southwales,) and attributing the ſame wholly to the power of a third ſon, whereas it is evident, that he had neither force nor authority to perform it, but as his fathers miniſter and ſubject, whom his father thought good to honour with the fruit of his valour and victory, being atchieved propriâ manu not proprio marte, more then the conqueſts of the famous prince Edward, called the black prince, whoſe everlaſting honours they are, but the poſſeſſory right of them was to his fathers crown. And it is to be obſerved, that as the diviſion of Wales by Ro­deric the great did give the ground of the ſubduing thereof to the crown of England, ſo it bred theſe preparatives thereunto; firſt the continuall uſurpation of the Deſcendants of Anarawd upon his lawfull heirs, Inſomuch as for 200 yeares after the diviſion, five of that line did intermiſſively uſurp the government of Northwales, and only two lawfull princes ruled there, and thoſe not paſt 12 yeares, if they be al­lowed to be the iſſue of Anarawd, which ſome writers of Northwales do gainſay: in which licentious times one Aedan ap Blegored, a meer private man, neither of the bloud of the Prince, nor of the Nobility, that any antiquity doth record, intruded into the government, and held it 12. yeares, untill he was expelled by the prince of Southwales. Secondly it gave the Danes and Engliſh opportunity to invade and weaken all the parts of Wales, (who were often called in by the uſur­pers of Northwales to joyn with them againſt the prince of Southwales.) By thoſe occaſions the princes of Southwales as ſupreme lords of Wales, & for the generall quiet & preſervation thereof, did ſeize & aſſume into their hands the government of Northasales, wherein ſix of them ruled the ſaid 200. yeares, which had not they done, the government in all likelihood had been in that time tranſlated from the race of [Page] Roderic the great. But in the end of thoſe 200 yeares, Rees ap Theo­dor prince of Southwales with great valour and wiſdome did overcome all theſe long grown evills, and being the moſt powerfull prince that was ſince Roderic the great, and lineal heir to Cadelh, expelled Trahern ap Caradoc the laſt uſurper of Northwales, and placed Griffith ap Conan (who was held to be the lawfull prince of the houſe of Anarawd) in the quiet and ſettled poſſeſſion thereof: which honourable dealing was very ill requited by Griffith ap Conan towards the ſon of Rees ap Theo­dor in his diſtreſſe, as ſhall be after declared. By all which may appear the generall care of the princes of Southwales over the whole dominion of Wales derived from their ſupreme power, authority, and jurisdicti­on. For confirmation hereof, it is further to be obſerved, that ſithence the ſaid diviſion, no prince of Northwales did ever rule in Southwales, or by any occaſion did make claime to the principality thereof: and therefore upon this diſpoſing of the principality of Northwales by the princes of Southwales, it is further concluded, that the princes of South­wales were the ſoveraign princes of Wales.

The Anſwer.
IT is recorded by Caradocus, that Anarawd King of Northwales made a road into the country of Cardigan & Yſtradtywi, the poſſeſſion of his brother Cadelh, but being that the Author alleageth not the cauſe thereof, as whether it were lawfull or unlawfull, it might with better reaſon be ſaid, that it was made for the defect of Payment of the Tri­bute due to the crown of Aberſraw from Southwales, then ſuch a Rebelli­on, as thereby forfeiture of Royalty ſhould enſue: and conſidering alſo that no chaſtiſement was executed by Cadelh or Howel Dha his ſon upō Anarawd, who lived long after, it may ſeem great rigor and tyranny in him, and much to derogate from his title of Dha, that is, the good, if he did deprive Idwal's ſon of his inheritance, for the offence of Anarawd his grandfather, committed many yeares before his birth, not upon the countries of Howel, as you ſay, but of Cadelh his father. Therefore if you hold his coming to Northwales to be upon good and lawfull grounds, it will be your beſt courſe (rejecting offences and forfeitures) wholly to ſtick to the incapacity of the heir of Northwales, by reaſon [Page] whereof Howel's coming to Northwales, whether it were as being next of blood, able, and worthy to undertake ſuch a charge, or by the ap­pointment of his couſen Idwal, foreſeeing perhaps the weakneſſe of his ſon, or elſe by the election of the people, was good, juſt, and lawfull. And in regard of his ſaid regency over the houſe of Northwales, and the right thereunto belonging, I do confeſſe that he was the ſoveraign prince of all Wales. But conſidering, that after his death the other ſons of Idwal Voel, and their ſucceſſors the princes of Northwales recovered and held (as I ſaid before) as well the ſoveraignty of all Wales, as the rule of Northwales, it plainly appears that the right of ſoveraignty be­longed not to Southwales. Moreover Owen the ſon of Howel Dha was never ruler of Northwales, nor had any action againſt Cadwalhon ap Jeuaf, whereby to deprive him of his Crown and Kingdome, as you ſay; neither is it likely, if he had ſo conquered him, that he would pre­ferre his yonngeſt ſon to the Government of that Kingdome, leſt by exalting the younger brother to honours and dignities above the elder, diſcord and ſedition might breed between them: and in a word, your own countryman Caradocus, that lived about 250 years after this time, attributeth the overthrow of Cadwalhon ap Jevaf and conqueſt of Northwales to the only power of Mredith ap Owen (who then in his Mothers right did rule all Powis land, whereby his power to undertake that voyage may plainly appear) in theſe words. Mredyth ap Owein a lathawdh Cadwallawn ap Jevaf drwy fuddugoliaeth a chaffael meddiant oi gyuoeth, ſef gwyneth a Mon a ddaryſtngawdh iddaw: that is, Mredith ap Owen ſlew Cad: ap Jeuaf in battell, and ſeised on his dominions, for Northwales and the iſle of Angleſey ſubmitted to him. Here is no men­tion had of Owen or his power, and therefore our writers of North­wales being only Interpreters of your Caradocus, are free from that ſcandalous imputation that you charge them with. And Lhewelyn ap Seiſſyllt prince of Southwales, who overcame Aedan ap Blegowryd did not challenge the regency of Northwales, (for Jago the ſon of Idwal the lawfull heir, as is thought, was not as yet in full age) as appertai­ning any way to the crown of Southwales, as you could wiſh it, but as he was next heir of blood unto the ſaid Jago; for as Caradocus ſaith, he was deſcended from the kings of Wales by the mother ſide, whoſe name was Trawſt, the daughter and heir of Eliſſau, the ſecond ſon of Ana­rawd [Page] the eldeſt ſon of Roderic the great, and by that meanes according to the ſame Author he claimed and enjoyed the right of Northwales; therefore his coming to the rule of that Kindome doth not at all favour or confirme your Argument. And here I do greatly marvel who thoſe ſix Kings of Southwales were, that (as you ſay) aſſumed to their hands the government of Northwales, for Mredyth ap Owen was neither king nor heir apparent of Southwales, when he conquered Northwales: and Howel ap Edwyn was King of Southwales when Griffith ap Lhewelyn un­dertook the rule of Northwales; and in like manner Mredyth ap Owen ap Edwym governed Southwales, when Biedhyn ap Cynfyn received the principality of Northwales at the hands of the king of England, doing homage for the ſame, whereby it is evident that theſe three princes were not of the ſix that you mention, and Howel Dha with Lhewelyn ap Seiſſyllt though they were moſt worthy and noble princes, yet cannot exceed the number of two, therefore the number of ſix muſt needs be a miſtake. It is alſo to be obſerved that theſe princes Mredyth, Griff: Bledhyn, and Trahayarn ap Caradoc, after they had ſettled themſelves in the ſure and quiet poſſeſſion of Northwales, ſeiſed to their hands the Kingdome of Southwales, and held the ſame either by ſtrong hand and uſurpation, or by ſtate of inheritance, or elſe in the right of Soveraign­ty over all Wales that belonged to the crown of N [...]rthwales. Uſurpers they were not, if it be true, that as you ſay (in the end of your Trea­tiſe) Southwales did never faile of a lawfull Prince to govern it, till the period thereof by the fatall overthrow of prince Rees ap Theodor: law­full heires alſo to Cadelh they cannot be, for the poſterity of En [...]on the ſon of Owen king of Southwales, and eldeſt brother to the ſaid Mredyth were living, and therefore they could not challenge Southwales by in­heritance; it remaines then of neceſſity that their title to Southwales was grounded on the ſoveraignty that belonged to the king of Northwales whereof they were princes. But howſoever the matter went, it is cer­taine that they were kings of Northwales, and being ſo, they took into their hands the regiment of Southwales, whereby I do conclude it was a groſſe error in you, when you ſay, that no prince of Northwales did ever rule in Southwales, or by any occaſion did claime the principality thereof: ſeeing the examples of four princes muſt cauſe you to confeſſe either, your ignorance or partiall cenſure. Laſtly, you ſay that Rees▪ ap[Page]Theodor prince of Southwales with great valor and wiſdome did expell Trahern ap Caradoc the laſt uſurper of Nerthwales, and placed Griff: ap Conan in the quiet poſſeſſion thereof: but antiquity & the truth will in­forme us otherwiſe; for in the life of Griff. ap Conan we may read, that when the ſaid Griffith with his navy landed at Portcleis neer St. Davids, your powerfull prince Rees had been a little before deprived of his Kingdome by Trahayarn king of Northwales, and others, and for ſafe­gard of his life had covertly taken Sanctuary at St. Davids: but hearing of Griffith's approach, he came with the Biſhop and all the clergy of that houſe to meet him, where Rees fell upon his knees before Griffith, and acquainting him with his ill fortunes, deſired his help and aid to fight with thoſe his adverſaries, promiſing to do him homage, and to reward him with the moity of his Revenues: and Griff: pittying his eſtate yeel­ded to his requeſt, and having overthrown in battell his enemies, he in­ſtalled Rees in the quiet poſſeſſion of Southwales, entred and deſtroyed Powis with fire and ſword, and recovered the Kingdome of Northwales his due inheritance: here withall I find an entry made to Powys by a prince of Northwales before the fatall overthrow of Rees ap The [...]dor, which you deny in your firſt Argument.

The ſixth Argument.
THat the kings of England did ground their title to the principality and ſoveraignty of Wales upon the conquering of Rees ap Theo­dor prince of Wales in the raign of Rufus, and not upon the ſubduing of Lhewelyn ap Griffiu in the raign of Edward the first, as the writers of Northwales do alledge: for from the conquering of Rees ap Theodor all the withſtanding of the power of the kings of England in Wales was termed by them Rebellion and Treaſon, which before alwaies had the name of War. And thenceforth the Kings of England did give Seigni­ories and poſſeſſions in Wales to their Engliſh ſubjects, and ſo the Lords Marchers began: and thenceforth were the ſtrong Caſtles, and Forts erected, and Garriſons planted in all parts of Wales, wherein either the Kings of England, or the Lords Marchers did ſet footing, which groun­ded in the Kings of England a reſolution to proſecute and accompliſh the abſolute conqueſt of Wales. And thereby the biſhoprick of St. Da­vids, [Page] and by that ſea all the reſt of the Biſhopricks of Wales were brought under the juriſdiction of Canterbury. And thereupon Griff. ap Conan, and the reſt of the princes of Northwales ſucceeding, yeilded to the kings of England ſubmiſſion for that principality, and to hold the ſame of the crown of England, and gave them pledges to abide in their peace. And the kings of England were ſtayed from the abſolute conqueſt of Northwales, chiefly by their unſettled ſtate in England, being full of troubles, eſpecially by the French and Barons wars, which were no ſooner ended, but that King Henry the third, and his ſon Edward. 1. took Northwales from Lhewelyn the laſt, yet adding thereby no more to his former poſſeſſion of the principality of Wales (as the ſtatute of Ruthlan doth ſhew) but terram de Snowdon, and accounting Lhewelyn not an Enemie, but a Rebell, as appeared by fixing his head on the higheſt turret of the Tower of London, and executing his brother Da­vid for Treaſon, whereas the Engliſh did deliver the ſlain body of Rees ap Theodor to a decent and honourable buriall in the Abbey of Yſtrad­flwr.

The Anſwer.
ALthough the Kings of England after the overthrow of Rees ap The­odor did terme the withſtanding of their power in Wales rebel­lion and Treaſon, it cannot be conceived that ſhould be a ſufficient ground for their title to the principality of Wales: for what are thoſe termes, but the hard cenſure of their utter and alwaies profeſſed ene­mies in their greateſt anger and indignation, peradventure after ſome ſhamefull overthrow and loſſe received, and therefore not much to be regarded. But it cannot be granted they gave ſuch names to thoſe wars; for the wars between King John (with his Succeſſors the Kings of England) and Lhewelyn the great, David his ſon, Owen Goch and Lhewe­lyn ap Griffith, Princes of Wales, are alwaies termed Guerrae, as it ap­pears in the ſubmiſſions of David ap Lhewelyn, An: 1240. & 1241. of Owen Goch and Lhewelyn, An: the adward of Ottobonus the Pope's Legate, An: 1268. and the agreement between Edward the firſt, and the ſaid Lhewelyn prince of Wales, An: 1277. do likewiſe call thoſe wars Guerrae, which doth not in any Author ſignifie Rebellion, as muſt needs be acknowledged. Now that the kings of England thenceforth [Page] did give Seigniories and poſſeſſions in Wales to their Subjects, who did erect ſtrong Forts, and Caſtles therein, it is confeſſed, as touching ſome part of the inheritance of Rees ap Theodor; and it is alſo true, that be­fore and after the death of Rees ap Theodor, the Kings of England did vex and moleſt Griff: ap Conan (as the Author of his Life averreth) and his ſucceſſors the princes of Wales, ſometimes by craft and deceit, and ſometimes with unjuſt wars; inſomuch that to purchaſe their peace and quietneſſe, and not otherwiſe, the princes were often content to yield up unto the Kings of England four Cantreds. This with other hard dealings hath been noted by diverſe writers, and Henry the ſecond did not ſtick to confeſſe the ſame, when he ſaid, as Giraldus affirmeth, Per vires noſtras magnas injuriam & violentiam irrogemus Cambris, to which force and violence, and not to any new ſoveraignty gotten by the overthrow of Rees ap Theodor muſt be attributed what ſubmiſſion or acknowledgment of ſoveraignty, that Griff. ap Conan and his ſuc­ceſſors the princes of Wales, did to the kings of England, if any was de­manded or performed over and above the wonted and uſuall. It is alſo manifeſt, that the Archbiſhop of Canterbury did obtein a ſupremacy over the Biſhops of Wales ſhortly after the overthrow of Rees ap Theodor, yet not by reaſon of this ſaid overthrow, but of the ſuggeſtion of falſe wit­neſſes before Pope Eugenius in the Remenſian Councell, whoſe Apoſto­licall decrees all the churches in Europe obey'd in thoſe dayes. Moreover you urge out of the ſtatute of Ruthlan that king Edward 1. added no more to his former poſſeſſions of the principality of Wales by the con­queſt of Leoline, but only Terram de Snowdon, whereas it doth not ſo appear in any copy of the ſaid ſtatute that ever I could find, and yet I have ſeen diverſe in Wales anciently written on parchment, both in the Latine and Britiſh tongues. As concerning the diſhonour done to the prince after his death, by fixing his head on the higheſt turret of the Tower of Lond [...]n, Examples of this kind of dealing with Princes we have frequent in hiſtories: Tigranes King of the Armenians, who lived under Tiberius Caeſar, could not with all his kingly titles, as Ta­citus ſayth, eſcape the common death of a Romane. Tacitus ſpeaks alſo in the 2d. book of his Annals, of Artavaſdes King of Armenia, whom Antonius having by treachery got into his power, loaded with chaines, and afterwards put to death. Cyrus that great monarcò of the Perſians [Page] who being overthrown and ſlain by Tomyris queen of the Scythians, had his head cut off, and in great contempt and de [...]iſion flung into a veſſell full of of man's blood. Ptolomy Ceraunus King of Macedon was in battell vanquiſhed and ſlaine by Belius (a Brittain as ſome are of opinion) who cauſed his head to be cut off, and carried before him on the point of a ſpear round about the field in token of victory and tri­umph. There be many the like examples in hiſtories of Kings and Em­perors, whoſe bodies have been courſely handled by their enemies, who de facto uſe them ſo, as being in their power, though de jure they ought not to deale ſo with lawfull princes. And here I may not paſſe over how that the Abby of Yſtratflur, wh [...]re you ſay that the body of Rees ap Theodor was decently buried, was not founded before the dayes of the Lo: Rees ap Griff. ap Rees ap Theodor Prince of Southwales, as ap­peares by his Charter made preſently after the foundation. Ego Rheſus Southwalliae proprietarius princeps venerabile M [...]naſterium vocabulo Stradflur aedificare coepi, & aedificatum dilexi & feci, res ejus auxi, & poſſeſſiones in quantum ſuffragante Deo volui, amplam & omnem donatio­nem quam eidem monaſterio antea contuli, Anno iterum ab Incarnatione Domini, 1184. ſcilicet praeſentis ſcripti memoriâ ſtabilivi, tres etiam ſel [...]i ſcilicet Gruff. Rheſus, & Mredith candem donationem eodem tempore & loco in manu Abbatis de Straflur obtulerunt. And in the year of our Lord 1164. (juſt 20. yeares before the date of the former charter,) as witneſſeth the book of Conwey, it was firſt covented: Rees ap Theodor was ſlain Anno 1091. whereby it appeares that your Abby was not founded 73 yeares after his death. It remaines now that I ſpeak ſome­what of the true and undoubted conqueſt of Wales atchieved by Ed. 1. as it appeares by the power that he aſſumed over all the inhabitants of Wales, after the fatall overthrow of Leoline the laſt prince of the Bri­tiſh bloud; for of all the Kings of England he was the firſt that altered the forme of Government in Wales, he was the firſt that made the ſta­tute of Ruthlan as a Law to govern the people of that countrey by; he alſo created Edw: of Carnarvan his eldeſt ſon prince of Wales, who ac­cording to Mr. Camden, and diverſe more ancient writers, erat primus ex Anglico ſanguine Walliae princeps. Hereby it appears that W. Rufus was not the conqueror of Wales, nor Rees ap Theodor the ſoveraigne prince of Wales; for if Rees had been the ſuperior Prince, King W. Ru­fus, [Page] having learned of his Father the leſſon of a Conqueror, would in no caſe have omitted to accompliſh thoſe rites of a Conqueror. Nei­ther did the kings of England challenge the principality of Wales by the conqueſt of W. Rufus, but by the atchievement of Ed. 1. as it ap­pears firſt of all by the words of the ſtatute of Ruthlan: Divina provi­dentia (ſaith Ed. 1) quae in ſui diſpoſitione non fallitur, inter alia ſuae diſ­penſationis munera, quibus nos & regnum noſtrum Angliae decorari digna­ta eſt, terram Walliae cum incolis ſuis prius nobis jure feodoli ſubjectam jam ſui gratiâ in proprietatis noſtrae domini [...]m obſtaculis quibuſcunque ceſ­ſantibus totaliter & cum integritate convertit, & corenae regni praedicti tanquam partem corporis ejuſdem anne [...] it & univit. Henry the fourth gives the title of Conqueror of Wales to Ed. 1. in his lawes againſt the Welſhmen, made An: 2. H. 4. thus, Nulle-Gall [...]is ait chaſtel, fortreſſe ne maiſon defenſive de ſon propre, ne de autre agardere, autrement que n [...]ſcoit uſ [...]z en temps le Roy Ed: conquerer de Galez: that is, No Welchman ſhall have caſtle, fortreſſe, nor houſe defenſive of his own, nor of other to keep, otherwiſe then was uſed in the time of king Edward Conqueror of Wales. The title of thoſe Petitions made at Kenynten do averre the ſame: Peticones de Kenynton factae apud Kenynton per homines North­walliae tam pro communitatibus comitatuum quam pro ſingularibus perſo­nis exhibitae domino principi filio regis Ed: conqueſtoris Walliae, Auno re­gni praedic: Ed. 33. And John de Delves in the 8. year of Ed: 3. layes open the King's title to the principality of Wales in theſe words: Terra Walliae eſt terra conqueſta & conquiſita fuit per dominum Edwardum nuper regem Angliae proavum demini principis nunc per quem conqueſtum tota terra tam de dominio quam in ſervitiis injuncta fuit & annexa coronae Angliae.

The ſeventh Argument.
AFter this conqueſt of Wales by the overthrow of Rees ap Theodor, and the expulſion of his ſon Griff: ap Rees, who was forced to fly to Ireland, Griff: ap Conan being then prince of Northwales, and of greateſt power of any prince there, ſithence the ſaid diviſion, never ſtirred for the principality of Southwales; which, if he had been the ſu­preme Prince of Wales, by this occaſion he ſhould moſt properly and [Page] juſtly have done; neither did any of the Princes of Northwales ſucceeding him to the laſt prince Lhewelyn ap Griffith make claime thereunto: Albeit they were all of them, one after the other, the moſt powerfull, worthy, & fortunate Princes that had ruled in Northwales ſince the diviſion, as Owē Gwyn [...]th, David ap Owen, Lhewelyn ap Jorwerth, David ap Lhewelyn, and that they had the advantage in their times of the alteration of ſeven Kings of England, & a troubled ſtate there to have attempted it. But Griff: ap Rees returning from Ireland (to recover his patrimony) in the weakneſſe of his fortunes retired to Griff. ap Conan then prince of North wales, whoſe daughter he had married, & had by her worthy ſons. Of whoſe return & purpoſe Henry the firſt King then of England under­ſtanding, knowing him to be the undoubted heir of Wales, and that he would be received by the people, ſent for the prince of Northwales, and drew him in, to yield to the delivery of Griff: ap Rees into his hands, which the Prince attempted, and had effected accordingly, but that Griff: ap Rees (upon ſome notice thereof) hardly eſcaped into the San­ctuary of Aberdaron, whence the prince would have forced him, but that he was reſcued by the whole clergy of the countrey, and thence conveyed to Southwales, whereupon it is evident, that if Griff. ap Co­nan had been ſoveraign prince of Wales (de jure) firſt no neceſſity compelling him, he would not have been ſo undiſcreet as to have put himſelfe into the King of England's hands (who claimed the ſoveraign­ty thereof,) neither would the king have ſuffered him to depart, ſee­ing by detaining him he might more eaſily have compaſſed his end. Secondly, the Prince of Northwales would not have been ſo injurious to himſelf, as to have delivered Griffith ap Rees (if he had been his ho­mager of Southwales) whereby to diveſt himſelf of his right thereunto by his own act. But it is plaine that the prince of Northwales in reſpect of the conquering of Rees ap Theodor, having ſubmitted himſelf to the King of England (as his homager,) and to his peace, came to the king at his ſending for him, knowing well that the King was careleſſe of him as touching the right of Soveraignty of Wales. And ſo he yeilded (to make his peace the firmer with the King) to the betraying of his Superior, of his gueſt and ſon in law, and the ſon of him who got him the poſſeſſion of the principality of Northwales. Hereupon Griff▪ ap Rees put himſelfe in armes, and ſo held himſelf during King Henries [Page] time, and a part of King Stephens, recovering a great part of Southwales, and died, leaving his troubles and poſſeſſions to his ſon, called the Lord Rees, who in the end made peace with king Henry the ſecond, and ſur­rendred to him his title to the principality of Wales, bringing the chie­ſeſt of the Nobility and Gentry of Southwales to Gloceſter, where they ſubmitted themſelves to the King, and received their lands and poſſeſ­ſions by the Kings grant, to hold of him. And the Lord Rees accep­ted of the King to be his Juſtice of Southwales, which office continued untill 27. of King Henry the 8. and ended in the Lord Ferrers of Chart­ley.

The Anſwer.
FOr Anſwer hereunto, you muſt firſt conceive that Griffith ap Conan at the time of Rees ap Theodor's death, was not ſo powerfull as you make him to be: for as we read in the Author of his life, he was then but newly eſcaped out of the Earl of Cheſter's priſon, where he had re­mained 12. years. Secondly, that notwithſtanding his unſettled ſtate in Northwales (by reaſon of his ſaid impriſonment,) and the King of Englands diſpleaſure conceived againſt him, he joyned forces with Cadwgan ap Bledhyn his ſon in law, and entring Southwales, after they had ſlaine in battell a great number of Normans, a great part thereof though not all became ſubject to Cadwgan, as the Britiſh hiſtory of the Princes relateth; wherein alſo we find, that afterwards Griff: ap Conan ſent his ſons Owen and Cadwalladr twice to Southwales, being one time accompanied with 6000 Footmen, and 2000 Horſemen, they took the Caſtles of Walter Eſpec, and Richard de la Mare, and alſo the Caſtles of Aberyſtwyth, Dinerth, and Caerwedros, ſubduing the whole countrey to the town of Cardigan; and after the ſlaughter of 3000 Normans in the field, they chaſed the reſt out of the Country, reſtoring Griffith ap Rees to his father's inheritance, and the ancient inhabitants to their former dwellings. Which is ſufficient evidence that they made claime to Southwales as ſoveraign Princes. And Griffith ap Conan cannot be imagined to intereſt himſelfe in the cauſe, (eſpecially in his weakneſſe) by ſending his ſubjects to the field, but that he challenged the ſove­raignty thereof as due by inheritance, and his ſon Owen Gwynedd prince of Northwales would not have entred Southwales, in the firſt year of [Page] his reign, as the Chronicle witneſſeth, overthrowing the Ca­ſtles of Yſtratmeuric, Stephens, and Hwmphreys, and burning the town of Carmarthen, and compelling part of Dyved to pay tri­bute unto him, (as Gwalchmai ap Meilir that lived in that age hath recorded) retaining moſt of Cardigan in his own hands, without claime or pretence of title. Likewiſe when Henry 2. King of England made his third Expedition againſt Wales, the Lord Rees and the power of Southwales, and all the other Lords of Wales with their forces mar­ched againſt the King under the conduct of the Prince of Northwales, which directly proveth his ſoveraignty over all Wales. After theſe tumults and turmoils, Lhewelyn ap Jorwerth Prince of Northwales, to prevent all doubt that might ariſe concerning his right, made all South­wales and Powis ſwear fealty unto him, as the book of Conwey makes good, wherein we read that they acknowledged the like fealty to Da­vid his ſon, and Lhewelyn the laſt Prince. But as concerning the un­kind dealing of Griff: ap Conan with Gr: ap Rees, and Gr: ap Conan's going to the King of England, I cannot ſee how that deſerves an anſwer as an Argument for the ſoveraignty in the Princes of Southwales. Laſt­ly you affirme that the Lord Rees ſurrendred his title to the principality of Wales to the King of England: which ſeems unto me moſt improba­ble, conſidering he would not voluntarily depoſe himſelf of ſuch royall preheminence and ſoveraignty, without he were brought to ſuch ex­tremity that there were no other remedy; whereas it is evident that the Lord Rees was in great favour with King Henry the ſecond at the time you mention, and had been for many years before; witneſſe the Office of being Juſtice of Southwales, which the King had given him three years before that peace at Gloceſter, as the book of Conwey mentioneth: then alſo that he brought to the King's peace at Gleceſter no lords of Northwales or Powis, but few of Southwales, ſuch as had formerly of­fended the King; whereby it appears that his ſaid reſignation, if there were any ſuch, extended no farther then his title of Southwales only, and yet in regard that all the Engliſh writers do terme and ſtile the ſaid Lord Rees King of Southwales, even to the laſt period of his life, I can­not readily believe that there was any ſuch ſurrender made, untill the ſame do appear by ſome Authentick record.

The eighth Argument.
[Page]
THat the Princes of Northwales (though ſome late writers of thoſe parts call them Princes and Kings of Wales) did not write them­ſelues ſo, nor were taken to be ſo in their time, when there was fit oc­caſion to ſet forth their title. But ever ſince the conquering of Rees ap Theodor they did acknowledge this title from the Kings of England, as may appear by the ſaid ſubmiſſions and tranſactions between the kings of England and the Princes of Northwales, from the death of Rees ap Theodor to the death of Lhewelyn the laſt prince, even as they are re­lated by the writers of Northwales. And which maketh it more evi­dent, when the Pope did abſolve Lhewelyn ap Jorwerth from his oath of obedience made to King John, and David ap Lhewelyn from his oath of obedience made to King Henry the third, he gave them the title of Princes of Northwales only, whereas both the Princes would have ſought, and the Pope would have yeilded them the title of Prin­ces of Wales, (in that caſe eſpecially for the larger extent of their ab­ſolutions) if there had been ground for it. Likewiſe it appeareth by the excommunication of Lhewelyn ap Iorweth, when as he perſiſted in action againſt King Iohn, after the Pope had made his end with the King, that the Pope ſtiled him Prince of Northwales only: and the co­lour that thoſe writers do take to terme them of Northwales Princes of Wales was, for that after the ſubduing of Rees ap Theodor, the peo­ple of Wales had no other in their diſtreſſes to reſort unto for prote­ction but the Princes of Northwales. And in that reſpect, and not o­therwiſe, there being then no Princes of Southwales, Lhewelyn ap Ior­werth Prince of Northwales being incited by the Pope and Barons againſt King Iohn, did aſſume a command in moſt parts of Wales: but it ceaſed in ſhort time, and he ſubmitted himſelfe and his country to King Hen­ry the third.

The Anſwer.
IT it is certain, that the Princes of Northwales, howſoever they did lay down their titles, were alwaies reputed and taken to be the ſoveraign Kings of Britaine, & Princes of Wales, for Caradoc Lan­carvan [Page] in Glamorganſhire ſpeaking of Anarawd prince of Northwales, gives him the title and honour of King of the Britaines, and chief King of Wales, as is manifeſt in the ancient copies of his Hiſtory, Idwall oel his ſon is called by William Malmeſbury and others, Rex omnium Wal­lenſium. The ſame ſtile, or the like in effect, Caradocus attributeth unto the ſons of Idwal, Howel ap Jevaf, Meredith ap Owen, and Bled­dyn ap Cynvyn, Princes of Northwales. Trhayarn ap Caradoc is cal­led King of Wales by George Owen Harry, a Gentleman of Southwales. Griff: ap Conan, whom Mr. Camden calleth princeps Walliae, was ac­knowledged by Rees ap Theodor himſelf to be Brenhin Brenhincedh Cym­ru, that is, King of the Kings of Wales, as the Author of Griffiths life averreth; whereby it clearly appears, that the ſaid Rees prince of South­wales pretended no right to the Soveraignty of Wales. And Caradocus alſo ſaith that Griff: ap Conan prince of Northwales was p [...]nna brenhin ac amdhiffynnwr a thangnefedhwr Crmruoll: that is, the chiefeſt King, defender, and peace-maker of all Wales. Leoline the great alſo is by Mathew Paris, Mat: Westminſter, Polidor, and all our Britiſh Anti­quities termed prince of Wales, and ſometimes king of Wales, as in an old Britiſh Ode dedicated to Lhewelyn, by one Encon wan, a Bard of that age, is extant, wherein he is called Gwir frenhin Cymru, that is, the true or naturall king of Wales. And David Benvras a Bard of great eſtimation in his time, in the funerall Elegy of David Lhewelyn's ſon, calleth him mab brenhin Cymru, that is, the ſon of the king of Wales. In like manner Prince David, and Leotine the laſt, are ter­med moſt commonly Princes of Wales by all Authors. And here I may not paſſe how that our great Antiquary Mr. Selden in his notes upon Mi: Draiton his Polilbion, gives our Princes from Anarawd to the laſt prince the name and title of princes of Wales: adding withall, that after the diviſion among Roderic Mawr's ſons, the principality was chiefly in Northwales, and the reſt as tributaries to the Prince of that part. Seeing therefore that the princes of Northwales, even from Roderic's time to Lhewelyn ap Griffith, were reputed and taken to be the undoubted Princes and Kings of Wales, I cannot be induced to change my opinion upon bare pretences, be they never ſo ſpecious. Furthermore it is confeſſed, that the Princes of Northwales did ac­knowledg as well the principality of Wales, as the title thereof to the [Page] kings of England, yet not only after the death of Rees ap Theodor, but many hundred years before, as it appears by tribute paid by our Princes unto the kings of England in acknowledgment thereof: for in the dayes of the old Britains, Tair talaith (as we find in an old Bri­tiſh Manuſcript, and in the Britiſh Triades) a dheleid y dala wrth goron Lundain, un ym-Henrhyn Rhionydhyny Gogledh, ar ail daleith yn Aber­fraw, ar drydedh yn Gerniw: that is, three Coronets ought to be held of the Crown of London, the one was the Crown or Coronet of Penrhyn­rhionydd in the North, the ſecond was of Aberfraw, and the third that of Corawall. And touching the Pope's abſolution of Lhewelyn ap Jor­werth from an oath of obedience to the king of England, by ſtiling him Prince of Northwales; whence you infer, that he was not Soveraign of any other part, elſe the Pope would have given it him in his ſtile, it concerns you, before you make good your conceit herein, to pro­poſe unto us the Pope's own words in the Originall, and then to ſhew your ſelf to be of his Counſell, that when he named Northwales the chiefeſt ſeat, you might be ſure he did thereby intend to take away the Soveraignty over the reſt of Wales. And that Northwales excee­ded Southwales in reſpect of ſupremacy, you may be eaſily convinced, if you look back into thoſe times when the Britains loſt the crown and ſcepter of London, (as we find in Prawf Ynad, being an ancient MS: containing the old laws of the Britains;) Then by a generall aſſembly of the men of Gwynedh, Powys, Deheubarth, Evas, Morganw [...], and Ser­ſyllwe, it was ordained, that Aberfraw in Northwales ſhould be the chiefeſt ſeat, and the king thereof the ſoveraign King of all the Britiſh Princes. And King Howel Dha in his Laws mentioneth a tribute due to the king of Northwales from the kings of Southwales and Powis▪ whereby, and by the inquiſition before ſpecified, it is apparent, that the title of Aberffraw or Northwales in effect is as large, ample, and ho­nourable as the title of all Wales.

The ninth Argument.
IF King Edward the firſt of England had not accounted Wales to be his by the conqueſt of Rees ap Theodor, he might have aſſumed a­gainſt Lhewelyn ap Griff. the title of M [...]rtimer his ſubject in the right [Page] of Gwladice his wife, ſole ſiſter and heir of David ap Lhewelyn, the laſt lawfull prince of Northwales, (for Griffith ap Lhewelyn his eldeſt Bro­ther, father to Lhewelyn the  [...]ſt Prince, was baſe born:) But neither did the King think good to borrow that title; nor did the Mortimers (al­beit they were raiſed to be Ear [...]s of March, and becoming the ſtrong­eſt ſubjects in alliances and kindreds, augmented the ſame by marry­ing the ſole daughter and heir of the Duke of Clar [...]nce, whereby they had after the crown of England) ever claime the principality of Wales; yea though they were in diſgrace with the ſtate of England, and were in action againſt Henry the fourth, which ſuch mighty perſons would hardly have omitted, if the houſe of Northwales had had good right to the principality of Wales. Neither would the policy of the State of England have ſuffered the riſing of that houſe, which by an undoubted right to Wales, might have bereaved them thereof; yet ſuch right as they had is now lawfully veſted in the crown by king Edward the fourth, as heir to Mortimer.

The Anſwer.
IT appeareth in the ſtatute of Ruthlan, that Edward 1. did not claime or account the principality of Wales to be his by the overthrow of Rees ap Theodor, for the aſſumes the glory of the conqueſt of Wales to himſelf, as is manifeſt before in my anſwer to the 6. Argument, whereunto for your better ſatisfaction in this point I re­mit you. And the reaſon that he borrowed not the title of Mortimer his ſubject, (although it be a thing ſeldome or never heard of, that the titles of Kingdomes ſhould be borrowed or lent,) and that his ſaid ſubject himſelf did not ſeize upon the ſaid principality from Leoline the laſt, as his right by inheritance, was, becauſe that Mortimer had no right thereunto: for Gwlades his wife was the ſole ſiſter of Griffith, the eldeſt ſon of Lhewelyn the great, who left behind him diverſe children, and not of David, according to your allegation, as by moſt ſtrong ar­guments and ancient authority ſhall appear, I doubt not, but to your full ſatisfaction. And firſt of all Ralph Lord Mortimer of Wigm [...]re the husband of Gwlades dhu did procure with all his might the delive­rance of Griffith out of his Brother Davia's priſon, and alſo labour for [Page] his inſtallment in the principality of Wales, as is apparent in Mathew Paris, which he would never have done, it his wi [...]e had been the ſole ſiſter and heir of David; for by the raiſing of Griffith to the throne of Wales, he ſhould not only depoſe David, but alſo moſt indiſcreetly ex­clude himſelfe from being heir apparent to the principality of Wales, and next to rule after David, who had no iſſue. Secondly, the Lord Mortimer, after the death of prince David, made no claime to the principality, which in no w [...]ſe he would have omitted, if he had been his heir apparent, and the king of Englands nephew, as you pretend, who for the recovery of his right would miniſter unto him ſufficient aid both in men and money. But this neglect infallibly denoteth, that Gwlades with her poſterity was not the heir of David, ſeeing that Le­oline held that peaceably with the conſent of the King. And in an old book written above 200 years ago, I found the pedegree of Richard Duke of York, father of king Edward the 4. wherein the Dukes de­ſcent is firſt brought to the Mortimers by Anne his Mother, and from the Mortimers to the Princes of Wales by the ſaid Gwlades, as being ſiſter and heir of Griffith and not of David, even thus: Leolinus fuit princeps Walliae, & pater Gladys ddu, haeres ſuus fuit Griffinus princeps Walliae, qui habuit quatuor filios, Lew [...]linum (ille fuit ultimus princeps Walliae,) Owinnm, David, & Rodri, qui deceſſerunt ſine haered bus: ideo re­vertamur ad Gladys Dhu, quam Radulphus Mortimer duxit in uxorem. Lewelyn was Prince of Wales, and the father of Glaays ddû, his heir was Griffith Prince of Wales, who had 4. ſons, viz. Lewelyn the laſt Prince of Wales, Owen, David, and Rodri, who dyed without heirs; therefore let us come back again to Gladys ddu, whom Ralph Mortimer married. Hereby it appeareth that Griffith was L [...]welyn ap Jorwerth's ſon & heir, & therefore born in Wedlock, & that his four ſons leaving no Heirs (as that Author ſaith,) the right of the principality deſcen­ded to the poſterity of Gwladus, which directly proveth ſhe was ſiſter of the whole bloud to Griffith, and not to David, of whom the Author maketh no mention at all; accounting him and his ſiſters (ſome of whoſe poſterity live at this day) no better then Baſtards. Thirdly our ancient books of pedegrees do with one conſent affirme that the children of Leoline ap Jor: were Griffith and Gwlades dhu, whoſe mother was Tanglwyst the daughter of Lhowarch goch of Ros: David Prince of [Page] Wales, Gwenlliant, Angharad, and Marvred, whoſe Mother was Joan, the Daughter of King John. The white book of Hergeſt, a very fair and ancient parchment Manuſcript, ſaith, that prince Lhewelyn wedded one Tanglwyſt the daughter of Llowarch Lord of Angleſey, and begat by her Griff. and Gwladys dee. Gwilym Tew that flouriſhed in the daies of Henry 6. hath written that Leolin ap Jorwerth begat Gwladus ddu upon the daughter of Llowarch goch, which was the mother of Grif­fith. And laſt of all I find it noted in an old manuſcript thus▪ Leweli­nus Gervaſii filius princeps Walliae, primo deſponſavit Tanglwyſt filiam Lhowarch Vychan, de qua genuit Griffith & Gwlades ddu quondam uxo­rem Radulphi de Mortuomari, post mortem dictae Tanglwyſt idem L [...] ­welynus deſponſavit Joannam filiam Johannis regis Angliae, de qua genuit David principem, & Gwenlliant uxorem Jo: Lacie comitis Lincolnia, & Angharad primo deſponſata Johanni, de Brewys domino de Brechon, poſt cujus deceſſum deſponſata fuit Malgoni Vachan ap Maelgon ap Rees, & ex eadem uxore genuit filiam quae maritata eſt Johanni Scotico comiti Ceſtriae qui fuit nepos Ranulphi comitis Ceſtriae ex parte ſororis ſui. Here is (you ſee) moſt infallible proof, that Gwlades was not the ſole ſiſter and heir of David, but the only ſiſter of Griffith (Lh [...]welyn the great his eldeſt ſon) who by equity ſhould have ſucceeded his father in the principality of Wales; although you and others do averre that he was a Baſtard, but how truly, I appeale to the judgment of impartiall Antiquaries: for do but equally conſider whether a Baſtard would offer to diſquiet his father and Prince, becauſe he intended that his lawfull heir ſhould ſucceed him in his dominions; or preſume to bandy with the legitimate heir for his due inheritance; or whether the King of England would maintaine ſuch an execrable quarrell againſt his (naturall) nephew, or the Lords of VVales againſt their true & legitimate prince in a Baſtard's behalf. Theſe circumſtances might ſatisfy, that Griffith was not only born in wedlock, but alſo the right & proper prince of Wales by inheritance. Conſider likewiſe how Lhewelyn called all the Lords and Barons of Wales before him to Yſtratflur, and cauſed them to ſwear to be faithfull ſubjects, and to do homage to David his ſon, and that long before his death; which had been needleſſe and frivolous, if David had been his heir, and Griff: his baſtard: conſider I ſay, how that Henry the third immediately after the death of Griffith, aſſuming▪ [Page] the title of his ſaid priſoner into his own hands, intituled his eldeſt ſon Edw: to the principality of Wales, accounting David no lawfull prince, as it appears thereby: yea and how, that neither the Bruſes Lords of Brechnock. Lacies Earls of Lincoln, nor any other that married Prince Davids ſiſters of the whole blood, pretended any right to the principa­lity of Wales after his death, though he left no iſſue or his body to ſur­vive him, which ſuch mighty perſons would hardly have omitted, if David had been the true heir of Leoline the great, and lawfull prince of Wales,  [...]urthermore David Benvras in a funerall Elegy to Lhewelyn and his two ſons, gives them in generall the name of Princes, and pre­fers Griff: before David. Whereupon I do conclude, that if Griff: had been a baſtard, in all likelihood the Bard would not preſume to prefer him before David, being legitimate; neither have given him the title of Prince, but that it was his Birth-right. Again Polydor Virgil in the 16. book of his History of England, denoteth that Griff: was his fathers lawfull heir, and that David was an uſurper of the principality upheld by the King of Englana's favour in theſe words. Id temporis Leweli­nus Walliae princeps è vita migravit, deinde inter Gruffinum & David filios ejus de principatu diſceptatum eſt; quem ad ultimum David, etſi mi­nor natu, favente Henrico, aſſecutus eſt: and a little after: multos Wal­lorum miſerebat caſus Griffini, qui per proditionem avito principatu frau­datus in carcere eſſet, inſidebatque in illorum animis tanti facinoris memo­ria. Adde hereunto how Leolinus Gerva [...]ii filius deſponſavit Tanglw­iſt, de qua genuit Griffith, as I ſaid before: adde I ſay the teſtimony of the book of Hergest before mentioned, with the which agrees John Griff: Eyton, an Author of above an hundred and fifty years antiquity. Here I might cite the opinion of Guttun Owen and the Bards, who with one conſent do teſtify, that Gr: was his fathers eldeſt ſon and heir apparent, whoſe teſtimonies, ſeeing their function was nothing elſe but truly to decant the famous deeds and true pedegrees of the Princes and Nobility of Wales, I hold it good reaſon that we follow and preferre before the traditions of Strangers, who moſt commonly being enemies to the Welchmen were careleſſe of their affaires, and therefore apt to erre in relating their hiſtories, eſpecially ſince they looked upon it as their intereſt to conceale or extenuate, rather then declare their glory. And the Tranſlators of the Chr [...]nicle of VVales, tracing their [Page] ſteps, and forgetting the fidelity of Tranſlation, added at their pleaſure▪ that Griffith was a Baſtard, and that Gwlades was the ſiſter of David going beſides the old text wherein you ſhall find no ſuch matter. Al­ſo Baſtards by the lawes of Howel Dha were excluded from any ſhare of inheritance with their Brethren legitimate, but Gruff: as Dr. Pow­ell out of Math: Paris relateth, ‘claimed a portion of his fathers inhe­ritance according to the cuſtomes of VVales, even ſo much as of right ought to appertain unto him.’ VVhich words do inſinuate that he was ready to prove his Father and Mothers marriage lawfully con­ſummated. And David confeſſeth a portion due to his Brother, when in the third article of his ſubmiſſion to H. 3. he ſaith, Item I, and the ſaid Griffith, and either of us, ſhall hold our portions of land of our ſaid ſo­veraign Lord the King in capite. Laſtly, the Baſtards of the Princes of VVales were not tolerated to bear their fathers Arms; and if permit­ted, yet not without difference, as may be obſerved in the Coats of Madoc the ſon of Gwenwynwyn Lord of Powis, David goch the ſon of David Lord of Denbigh and Fradhſham; Eneon and Cynwric twinnes, the ſons of Mad: ap Mred: Prince of Powis; and Tegwared y bais wen being the Baſtard of Prince Lhewelyn ap Jorwerth had therefore a pe­culiar Coat of Arms given him and his poſterity, to wit, Ar. a cheve­ron S. charged with 3. Mullets pierced: But Griffith father of Llywelyn the laſt Prince, gave his fathers Coat without any change or difference at all, and ſo did his progeny after him, which proveth that he was lawfully born. Theſe reaſons and teſtimonies do perſwade me to think that Griffith was unworthily defamed of Baſtardy, and de [...]eated of his Birthright under that pretence. But in regard herein I thwart the judgment of good Antiquaries both ancient and modern, I leave the matter to a farther debate.

The tenth Argument.
THE late writers of Northwales cannot agree whether Mervyn or Anarawd were elder. Mr. Humphry Lloyd following Giraldus, preferreth Mervyn; Doctor Powel, Anarawd. How can they then fitly decide this point, or conclude againſt Cadelh to be the eldeſt? It is probable that Giraldus living in Henry 2ds. time, being a native of [Page] VVales, and beſt ſeen of any (as his works do ſhew) in the antiquities thereof, and living in a time when there were more ſtore of them then now are, or have been in this laſt age, and otherwiſe a great learned man and Biſhop of St. Davids, had as good grounds and helps to prove for Mervyn, as any later writer for Anarawd. Therefore upon this doubt and uncertainty, which of theſe two were elder, it is ſafeſt for the truth to agree upon ſo good authorities and grounds of reaſons for Cadelh to be the eldeſt, which is confirmed alſo by the authentick Au­thority of a countrey man of Northwales, David Nantmor, the famous Bard, who was and ſtill is of ſuch eſtimation in Northwales, as none will contradict any thing written by him. Neither would he have declared the truth ſo plainly, if there had been any doubt in the mat­ter. And thus he writeth:
Tri meib i Rodri meun tremyn i keid
Cadelh, Nerawd, Mervyn.
Rhannodh ef yr hwn oedh vn
Rhodhiad holl Kymry rhydhyn.

 Rhannodh a gadodh er gwelh, dawn, yfydh
Dinefwr i Gadelh
Ymab hynaf oi ſtafelh
Pennaf o wyr pwyvn welh.

 Nerawd wr gwaſtawd dan go, yn gyfan
A gafas Aberffro
May dayoni Duw yno
Fe biau i bryniaw ay bro.

 Gwir gwir a dhoydyr i dhyn, paen ifank,
Powys cafas Mervyn
Lhymar modh yr adrodhyn
Ytreir rhwyng y trywyr hyn.


In Engliſh thus.
Three ſons we find were unto Roderi,
VVhom Cadelh, Nerawd, Mervyn men do call,
[Page] Divide he did, that was a Monarchy
Of Cambria a guift between them all.

 Divide and leave for beſt (O juſtly done!)
Dinevowr unto Cadelh did he then
Within his bower the firſt begotten ſon,
(And who ſo good) the chiefeſt of the men.

 And courteous Anarawd did poſſeſſe
Aberffro for his portion, mark you this,
Whom God I pray with goodneſſe all to bleſſe,
Both hills and dales the ſame his own it is.

 The tale is true, yea, true it came to paſſe,
That Powis ſhould young Mervyn's portion be,
And thus for truth the very manner was,
How all divided ſtood between them three.



The Anſwer.
I cannot think it reaſon from the doubt of Northwales writers whe­ther Anarawd or Mervyn were the eldeſt ſon of Roderic the great, to conclude Cadelh to be the eldeſt; eſpecially ſeeing neither our writers nor any elſe do make any thing for Cadelh▪ and alſo that all in gene­rall do agree, that the King of Northwales, howſoever he were called, was the eldeſt of the Brethren. Not only Dr. Powel, but a multitude of moſt ancient writers do prefer Anarawd to the Kingdome of North­wales, as our ancient Bards and writers of Genealogies; Illorum enim (ſaith Dr. Powel) conſtans aſſertio eſt Anaratum primogenitum principem fuiſſe Venedotiae. The ancient Author of Griffith ap Conan's life, brings the pedegree of the ſaid Griffith lineally to Anarawd. Meilir Bry­dydh (that flouriſhed in William the Conqueror's time) averres the ſaid Griffith to be deſcended of Anarawd. Caradocus Lancarvanenſis affirmes that Anarawd the eldeſt ſon of Roderic the great was King of Northwal s. And laſt of all Ni [...]nius the old Britiſh writer and Diſci­ple of Elv dugus, who lived in the daies of Roderic and his children, ſaith thus: Anaraught rex Moniae (i.e.) Môn, qui regit modo regnum [Page]Wencdociae regionis (i.) Gweinedh. Therefore Giraldus Cambrenſis with his followers Leyland and Lhwyd, muſt needs be in an error, when he gives his voice for Mervyn. And truly Giraldus Cambrenſis, though in antiquity he were moſt expert and skilfull, yet ſeems not a little to be ignorant of the true hiſtory of Roderic the great and his chil­dren: for beſides the former error in the 2d chapter of his book, inti­tuled, Deſcriptio Cambriae, he avers that the ſaid Roderic was the cauſe of the diviſion of Wales into the three kingdomes of Northwales, South­wales, and Powis, whereas it is apparent, that the ſaid three kingdomes had their ſeverall Kings many years before his birth, as Dr. Pow [...]l moſt truly proveth in his notes upon the ſaid chapter: then alſo he ſaith, that Cadelh, to whom Roderic had given Southwales for his portion, ſurvived Anarawd and Mervyn, whereby he got the monarchy of all Wales. Cadelh (ſaith he) praemortuis frat [...]ibus totius Walli [...] monar­chiam obtinait, And Carad [...]cus a more ancient writer teſtifieth, that Cadelh died 6. years before Anarawd, with whom agreeth your coun­treyman George Owen Harry, and another moſt ancient Britiſh Chro­nologer which beginneth thus, Oes Gwrtheyrn Gortheneu &c. mentio­ned by Sr. John Priſe, p. 121. defenſionis Britannicae hiſtoriae. Laſtly, he faith that Cad [...]lh's ſucceſſors even to Theodor enjoyed the ſaid m [...]nar­chy, whereas it is clear that diverſe of the line of Anarawd ruled the Kingdome of Northwales during that time: ſo that we cannot but con­clude Giraldus to be in a groſſe error. And as to the teſtimony of David Nanmor, on whom relies your whole hope for Cadelh's ſove­raignty, it is anſwered, that his Authority (had it been as you make it to be, which ſhall appear to be far otherwiſe, eſpecially in ſo ancient a matter as we now handle, being favoured or ſtrengthned by no an­tiquity, and himſelfe not flouriſhing before the middle of the raign of Henry the ſixth, would have been too weak to encounter not only Dr. Powel, but a multitude of moſt ancient Anthors, well ſeen in anti­quity, that maintain the contrary: I cannot be perſwaded that he was ever of that opinion, nor that thoſe verſes you are pleaſed to lay to him are his. They do not ſavor of the skill of the meaneſt Bard, much leſſe of Nanmor, that ſometimes contended with David ap Ed­mond for the chair at the Eiſtedhfa in Caermarthen, and by his Compod manuel, his Gorcheſtion, Cywydhau, Odes and Epigramms, is well known [Page] to ſurpaſſe moſt men of his time in Poeticall ſcience. They have faults as to the meaſures in 4. ſeve [...]all places, ſuch as our Bards terme Twyll gynghanedh and Twyll odl, which by the teachers of the faculty, to wit Dr. David du of Hiradhic, Edyrn dafod Aur, Eneon yff [...]irad, and di­vers others have been damned for ſchiſmes and ſolaeciſmes, in the art, and ſo forbid to be uſed. It being ſo as to the Poetry, the Hiſtory may juſtly be ſuſpected of miſtakes, if not of forgery, in order to the pro­moting of a ſmall deſigne. And there are miſtakes in the hiſtory: for Rod [...]ric was not the divider of Wales; and Cadelh is denyed by all wri­ters to be the eldeſt of the 3. Brethren; nor was the K. of Aberffraws name Nerawd, but Anarawd. And in the 5th. and laſt Stanza, which you forbear the mention of, there is a manifeſt error; for therein it is ſaid, that Roderic made his diviſion betwen his 3. ſons A.D. 811. long before his reign, and probably before he was born; for Caradocus ſaith he began his reign A. 843. and his father Mervyn frych but in the year 817. at which time Prince Conan Tindaethwy dyed.

The eleventh Argument.
THeſe authorities and reaſons are delivered ſimply to beat out the the truth of this point in queſtion, and chiefly out of a deſire to clear the way for a perfect Hiſtory of Wales, if any ſhall undertake it; which otherwiſe cannot be: for beſides this evidence of the ſoveraign­ty of the Prince of Southwales (where there never failed a lawfull prince to govern untill the period thereof, by the fatall overthrow of the laſt and worthy prince, Prince Rees ap Th [...]odor) it ſeems not fit to regi­ſter the acts of Wales for a great part of 200. years under Uſurpers. And therefore it is deſired that if any ſhall be diſpoſed to anſwer here­unto, or to give reaſons for maintaining their allegation, it be done without prejudice or partiality, and that they range not out of the limits of the queſtion.

The Anſwer.
WHereas you alledge that your authorities and reaſons are de­livered ſimply to beat out the truth of the point in queſtion, I cannot conceive ſo, in regard you have not been pleaſed to be ſo [Page] particular in your quotation of Authors, as could be deſired. And whereas you think it not fit to regiſter the acts of Wales under Uſur­pers, it ſeems you would deprive your reader of a perfect hiſtory, and conceale ſuch paſſages which are a requiſite to be known, as the law­fulleſt proceedings; in that a hiſtory (how rugged ſoever, the paſſages thereof may be) ought to teſtify the truth by the conſent of times, and immediate ſucceſſion of Princes; otherwiſe that will appear like a broken chaine, wanting ſome neceſſary lincks to unite the whole; nei­ther will man's deſire be ſat [...]sfied, untill it receive inſtruction, who were, and who were not Uſurpers, and how their government diffe­red, or whether Uſurpers being really poſſeſſed of the Crown, did not uſe the ſame juriſdiction which belonged unto the right heir: and withall tis far more fit & decent that the acts of Wales ſhould be regi­ſtred under the name of thoſe Vſurpers of Northwales, in regard that all Wales was ſubject to the crown thereof, then under the princes of South­wales, (who were, as I ſaid, their ſubjects & tributaries,) though the lawfull heirs of Cadelh. And in my judgment you cannot ſo confi­dently excuſe your Southwales government from uſurpation for that time, ſeeing Rotherchap Jeſtin, and others, are acknowledged to be Vſurpers within the compaſſe of the time limited. You may be further convinced touching the truth of our allegation, if you do but indiffe­rently weigh the evident proofs that follow upon theſe grounds. Firſt how the ſoveraignty continued in Northwales before the daies of Ro­deric the great. Secondly, how Anarawd Prince of Northwales was Ro­deric's eldeſt ſon. And laſtly how the Princes of Southwales and Powis paid tribute to the Prince of Northwales. To the firſt, if you look back into the times before Roderic's raigne, you muſt confeſſe Cadwal­hon lhawhir King of Northwales was chiefeſt of the four that bare ſwords before Arthur at the triumphant feaſt of Caerlheon (of which number, as Galfridus Monemutenſis affirmes, the King of Southwales was one:) or you muſt deny the teſtimony of your George Owen Harry, pag. 26. Then afterwards when the Britains wanted a ſupreme go­vernour, there was a generall meeting had for the election of a King, and a continuall ſupply was had from the Princes of Northwales; as firſt it may appear, when (after the death of Vortiporius, whom we call Gwerthevyr) the Britains met at Traeth Maelgwn, as may be ſeen [Page] in thoſe ancient Britiſh laws, intituled Prawf ynad, Lhe y caffas Mael­gwn vot yn pennaf brenhin, ac Aberffraw yn pen lhyſſoedh, a Jarlh Mathy­raval, a jarlh Dinevwr, a iarlh Caerlh. on y danaw ynteu: whic [...] may be thus Engliſhed. Where it was ordained, that Malgwn (Prince of Northwales) ſhould be the chiefeſt or ſoveraign King, and Aberffraw in Northwales the ſoveraign ſeat of the Britains, and that the Earls of Powis, Southwales, and Caerlheon ſhould be under him and obey him. And after that, when the Princes of Southwales, Powis, and Cornwall after the battell of Bangor, met at Cheſter, where with the conſent of all thoſe Princes, Cadvan Prince of Northwales was made King of Britaine; after him ſucceeded in their own right Cadwalhon his ſon, and Cadwalader his grandchild: at which time the Britains loſt the ſoveraignty of the whole Iſle, as Galfridus ſaith. And yet R [...]deris Molwynoc Prince of Northwales, the Grandchild of Cadwalader was obeyed by all the Britiſh Princes as their ſupreme and ſoveraign [...] Prince, and called alſo King of the Britains according to all Authors: and ſo was his ſon Conan Tindaethwy; and after him Mervyn Vrych King of Man, who in the right of his wife Eſſyllt, Conan's daughter, was ſole Prince of all Wales, as your own George Oweu Harry and all other writers teſtify; and after them ſucceeded Roderic the great their ſon, who, as Giraldus ſaith, toti Walliae praeſidebat. So then hitherto, that is 300 years before Anarawd's raign, it was not controverted who had the ſoveraignty; for it being moſt manifeſt, that the ſove­raignty of Wales remained in Northwales, it may perſwade an indiffe­rent Reader that Roderic would not alter the courſe of the Soveraign­ty, being a matter of that ancient continuance, eſpecially when it muſt be confeſſed, that the Prince of Northwales was eldeſt ſon and heir apparent to his father Rod ric, as both old and late writers do with one conſent confeſſe: of which (for brevities ſake) I will make choice but of few, but ſuch as are reputed to be of beſt credit and in­ſight in Antiquity, to aſſiſt me with their teſtimonies. And firſt of all Dr. Powel in his notes upon Giraldus, and additions to Caradocus, pro­veth that Anarawd was the eldeſt ſon of Roderic the great, and ſayth farther, that he was the right heir of Cadwalader, as is evident by all hiſtories. Sr. John Priſe, a Scuthwales Gentleman, in his deſcription of Cambria, ſaith that Rodericus magnus King of Wales gave Northwales [Page] as the chiefeſt part to his eldeſt ſon Humphry Llwyd in his Breviary of Britain, and Jo. Leyland in his notes upon his book intituled Genethli­acon Edvardi principis, and the book of Hergeſt written in the dayes of Ed. 4. averre, that Roderic gave Northwales to his eldeſt ſon, adding withall, that Cadelh (who had Southwales) was the third ſon. Cyndhelw brydydd mawr, that is, Cyndhelw the great p [...]et, who flouriſhed in the daies of Henry the ſecond King of England, writeth thus: 
I Rodri mawr vawr vilwriaeth Gymro
 I rai Gymru h [...]laeth
 A Gwynedh nwn gynnydh a [...]th
 I vab hynaf y pennaeth.

 Caradocus Lancarvanensis forementioned, who wrot in the dayes of Henry the firſt teſtifies in ſome copies of his Annals, that Roderic had by his wife Angharad diverſe ſons, as Anarawd his eldeſt ſon, to whom he gave Aberffraw with Northwales. Our old books of pedigrees written on parchment above 400 years ago, do attribute the ſeniority of birth to Anarawd the ſon of Roderic the great, and not to Cadelh. To con­clude, Aſſer Menevenſis, Biſhop of St. Davids, who flouriſhed even in the dayes of the ſons of Roderic, ſaith in the acts of King Alfred, that Anaraut filius Rotri cum ſuis fratribus ad poſtremum amicitiam Northan­hymbrorum d [...]ſerens, de qua nullum bonum niſi damnum habuerat, amici­tiam Alfredi regis ſtudiose requirens, ad praeſentiam illius aavenit, cum (que) à rege houorificè receptus eſſet, & ad manum Epiſcopi in filium conſirma­ti [...]nis acceptus maximiſque donis ditatus, regis dominio cum omnibus ſuis cadem conditione ſubdidit, ut in omnibus regiae voluntati ſic obediens eſſet, ſicut Ethered cum Mercis. Here your countryman gives our Anarawd a ſuperiority over his brethren, eſteeming them no otherwiſe then his inferiors and ſubjects, as plainly it appears, when he ſaith, that King Alfred (of all the brethren) honoured, enriched with great gifts, and entred into league with Anarawd only. This teſtimony with the reſt is ſufficient to prove, that Anarawd Prince of Northwales was the el­deſt ſon of Roderic the great, and therefore ſoveraign King of the Bri­tains, which Merdhin Silveſter 300 years before Anarawds birth fore­told, to wit, that he ſhould be ſupreme prince of the Britains after his father Roderic. Now time calleth me to come to my laſt argument, [Page] which is, that the Princes of Southwales and Powis payed a tribute to the Prince of Northwales. Wherein (to deale briefly) I will not trou­ble you here with the teſtimony of our great Antiquary Mr. Selden before mentioned in my Anſwer to your 8. Argument; nor with the authorities of our other late writers, but will content my ſelfe with the ancient laws of our Britiſh Princes, where thus we read: Try mych­deyrn dyledoc a dhylu gwladychu Cymruoll danei thervyneu, brenin Aber­ffraw, arglwydh Dinefwr, a hwn Mathraval, Tri phrif lys arbenic ſydh ir tri theyrn hyn yn eſſyddyneu breiniawl ydhynt. Vn yw Aberffraw yngwy­nedh, Dynevwr yny Deheu, a Mathraval wynva ym Powys: a llyma mal y doſparthwyd eu teyrnasau hwynt yn dair rhan, vn bie vchafiaeth ar y dhwy, nit amgen noc Aberffraw pie y bendevigaeth. Teir mychdeyrn dhylyet adhy­lyir o Gymru olh, Aberffraw gan y dhwylys hynny adhylu, vn o Dhinefwr, ſef yw honno melget, pedeir tunelh o vel a gaſſei pedeir mu ymhob tunelh, dwy grenneit ymhob mu, lhwyth deuwr ar droſſol ym hob gren: Peillget o Wynva a ymodh hunw hefyd. Thus Engliſhed. Three lawfull Kings ought to rule all Wales under its bounds, the King of Aberffraw in Northwales, the Lord of Dinefwr, and this of Mathraval: theſe three Princes have three principall courts for their Princely dwellings, Aber­ffraw in Northwales, Dinefwr in Southwales, and Mathraval wynfa in Powis. Thus their Dominions were divided into three parts, one hath a ſoveraignty over the other two, viz. Aberffraw hath the Primacy. Three princely Tributs are due out of all Wales, whereof Aberffraw ought to have from thoſe two ſeats, one from Dinefwr, which is a tri­bute of honey, viz. 4. tuns of Honey, every tun containing 4. mu, every mu 4. grens, every gren as much as two men could carry between them on a leaver: the other is the like quantity of flower, of Mathraval wyn­va. This I hold ſufficient proof that that Southwales and Powis were tributaries to Northwales: and this ſhould ſuffice me for this time, had not Howel Dha a prince of Southwales and the ſon of Cadelh de­creed in his Laws, that as the King of Northwales was to pay a tribute to the King of London, ſo ſhould all the Kings of Wales pay tribute to the King of Northwales. LXIII libras est mychdeyrn dyled quod rex Aberfrau reddere debet regi Londoniae ſemel cùm acceperit terram ſuam ab eo; p [...]stea verò omnes reges Walliae debent terram ſuam ab eoaccipere, i. e. à rege Aberffraw, & illi reddere meicheerd deleet & abediw p [...]ſt eorum mor­tem,[Page]& verbum illius, verbum eſt ſuper omnes reges, & nullius verbum eſt ſuper ipſum: that is to ſay, ſixty three pounds is the Monarchicall tri­bute, which the King of Aberfraw ought to the King of London when once he hath received his lands of him: afterwards all the Kings of Wales ought to take their lands of him, that is, of the King of Aber­fraw, and to pay him a reliefe after their death. And his law is a law over the Kings, and no mans law is over him. So ſaith Howel Dha.
The weight of theſe reaſons makes me omit diverſe others, and ma­ny conjectures, together with the vulgar opinion; for ſeeing before Roderic's time the caſe is made out by good proofs, and that in Rode­ric and his ſons times, and their poſterity, it is ſtill ſtrengthned with the authorities of both Southwales and Northwales new and old wri­ters, I ſee no reaſon why you ſhould not conclude with me, That the Princes of Northwales had the ſoveraignty over all Wales.

THE END.


A Miſtake touching the Pedegree of the Earl of CARBERY corrected.
FInding a miſtake in a book lately printed, called Cambria trium­phans, touching the Pedegree of the right honourable the Earl of Carbery, the Author making him to be deſcended from Gwaethvoed of Cardigan, whereas indeed Gwaethvoed of Powis was his Anceſtor, I thought I ſhould be wanting to my duty to that Noble perſon and the truth, if I did not, when I had an opportunity, endeavour (what lay in me) the rectifying of it.
The Gentleman the Author I do very much reſpect and honour for his love expreſſed to our Country in his worthy pains to maintain the honour of it; and do not ſo much impute the miſtake to him, being a ſtranger, as to our late unskilfull Recorders of Genealogies, who by rea­ſon of their not examining things throughly, and not ſtudying Chro­nology [Page] better, have been the occaſion of his Error.
In their writings they deliver to poſterity, that Gwaethvoed of Car­digan was the Father of Gweriſtan, the Grandfather of Blethyn ap Cyn­vyn King of Wales, the Earl's Anceſtor; but without any grounds for it, as I ſhall make it to appear, by ſhewing 1. That there were two Gwaethvoeds. 2ly, that Gwaethvoed of Cardigan could not be the great Grandfather of Blethyn ap Cynvyn, and ſo not the Earl of Carbery's Anceſtor.
That there were two Gwaethvoeds our bo [...]ks of Ped [...]grees aſſure us, which make often mention both of Gwaethvoed vawr of Powis, and of Gwaethveed of Cardigan. They are recorded as diſtinct perſons, the one being ſtiled of Powis, the other of Cardigan, for diſtinction's ſake. And they appear further to be diſtinct by their diſtinct Coates of Arms, and diſtinct Pedegrees: he of Powis beareth vert a Lyon rampant A. imbrued head, feet and tayle; the other, Or a Lyon rampant regardant S. langued and armed G. And for their Pedegrees, books written about 400 years ago, ſay that Gwaethvoed of Powis was the ſon of Gwrhydr ap Caradawc ap Lles Llawddeawc &c. to Beli Mawr (Belinus magnus) Monarch of Britaine, the father of King Lud, and of Caſſib [...]lan, who was King when Julius Caeſar firſt entred Britaine. And there are other books that derive the Pedegree of Gwaethvoed of Cardigan to Gwythno Garanir Lord of Cantre Gwaelod, (to wit, that large Plaine extending it ſelf between the Countyes of Carnarvan, Cardigan, and Pembroke, long ſince ſwallowed up by the Sea) thus, Gwaethvoed ap Eunydd, as Lewis Morgannwc ſaith; but others leaving out Eunydd ſay, he was the ſon of Cadivor ap Peredur peiſwydh ap Eneon ap Eunydd, and ſo to the ſaid Gwythno Garanir, and in a direct line from him to Cunedha wledig King of the North and Cambria.
That Gwaethvoed of Cardigan could not be the great Grandfather of Blethyn ap Cynvyn &c.] for Blethyn was neer of this Gwaethvoed's age. Caradoc of Lancarvan in his hiſtory of Wales tells us; that Blethyn was ſlaine A. D. 1073. being born, as may be conjectured, about 1023. ſuppoſing Angharad (Prince Llewelyn ap Sitſyllt's widow, who was ſlaine A. D. 1021.) to marry Convyn Blethyn's father 1022. Now Gwaethvoed of Cardigan could not be ancienter then Blethyn, if ſo an­cient, will appear, if we examine the 2d. book. and 4th ch. of Giraldus [Page]Cambr [...]nſis his Itinerarium Cambriae; there we may find, that in the year 1188, when Baldwin Arch-Biſhop of Canterbury viſited Wales, with Giraldus in his company, to perſwade the Welſh to liſt them­ſelves for the holy war againſt the Saracens, that there was a ſon of this Gwaethvoed's (an aged man) then living, called Ednowen, a Lay Abbot of Lanbadern vawr in Cardiganſhire, being a 115 years juſt after the death of Blethyn ap Cynvyn; therefore we muſt needs conclude this Gwaethvoed could not live long before Blethyn, and if he did live be­fore him any time, he could not ſo long before him, as to be his Grand­father.
Beſides, that Gwaethvoed, the Earl of Carbery's Anceſtor, was a di­ſtinct perſon from Gwaethvoed of Cardigan, and far ancienter, may from hence further be gathered, viz. that the generations from him to our time are more in number then the generations from Gwaethvoed of Cardigan, as appears by this inſtance, to wit, my Lord Vaughan the Earl [...]s ſon is the 21th. generation from Gwaethvoed his Anceſtour; whereas Sr. Richard Price of Gogerddan Baronet, deſcended from Gwa­ethvo [...]d of Cardigan my Lord's equall in age is but the 17th. in de­ſcent from that Gwa [...]thvoed. Alſo we read in our books of one Mor­vydh daughter to Yayr ddu King of Gwent (now Monmouthſhire,) who lived in King Ath [...]lſtan's time, A. D. 921. as Rog: Hovenden hath it re­corded, that married one Gwaethvoed, which could not be that of Car­digan, who, as is ſaid, having a ſon living 1188. cannot rationally be ſuppoſed to be born before the year 1000, or thereabouts, but may very well be that Gwaethvoed of Powis, the Anceſtour of Blethyn; this Gwaethvoed might very well be Blethyn's great grandfather, there be­ing a 100 years difference of time and above, between them.


The Pedegree of the right honourable Sr. RICHARD VAUGHAN Earl of Carbery, Lord Viſcount Molingar, Baron of Emlyn, and Lord Preſident of the Marches of WALES.
	Gwaithvoed vawr Lord of Powis.	Morvydd da: & coheir of Yayr ddu king of Gwent.
	Gweryſtan Lord of Powis.	Nest danghter of Cadell ap Brochw. l.
	Convyn Lord of Powis.	Aagharad Queen of Wales, da: & heir of Mredith ap Owen king of Wales: the relict of Llywelyn ap
	Bledhyn ap Cy [...]vyn King of Wales.	Haer da: & coheir of Cilli [...] Blaidd rudd of (Seiſsylt. Geſt.
	Meredith ap Bleddyn Prince of Po­wis.	Hunyth da: of Eynydd.
	Madoc ap Meredith Prince of Powis.	Eva da: of Madoc ap Urien ap Egmir ap Lles ap Idaerth Benvras of Maeſbroke. ER. Gh.
	Enion Evell.	Arddyn da. of Madoc Van ap Madoc ap Enion hael ap Urien of Main Gwinedd. R. C.
	Run ap Enion.	Elizabeth da: to Jo. Lord Strange of Cno [...]kin Gh. ER.
	Cyhely [...] ap Rh [...].	Eva da. and heir of Grono ap Cadwgan Saethydd Lord of Henvache Gh. ER.
	Ivaf ap Cyhelyn.	Eva da: to Adda ap Awr of Trevor. Gh. ER.
	Madoc Coch.	Lleuki da: of Howel goch ap Mared Van &c. to Bleddyn ap Cynvyn. Gh. ER.
	Madoc Kyffin.	—the da: of Griffith ap Rees ap Madoc ap Ri­rid Ulaidd. Gh.
	David ap Mad. Kyffin.	Catharin da: of Morgan ap Davydd ap Madoc ap David Van ap David up Griff. ap Jorwerth ap Howel ap Moriddig ap Sandde, Gh. RC.
	David Va. of Gartheryr.	Gwervyl da: to Griffith ap Rees ap Griffith ap Madoc ap Jorwerth ap Madoc ap Ririd ulaidd. Gh.
	Griffith Vaugh.	Tibod da: to Meredith ap Tudur ap Gronw ap How­el y gadair. Gh.
	Hugh Vaughan Eſq.	Jane da: of Moris ap Owen ap Griff. ap Nicôlas. Gh.
	John Vaugh. Eſq.	Catherin da. of Harry ap Trahayarn of Bodlyſgwm. Gh:
	Walter Vaugh. of Golden Grove.	Mary da. of Griffith Rees of Treſnewyth in Car­martbin ſhire.
	John Earl of Carbury &c.	Margaret da. of Sr. Gely Meuric. Kt.
	Richard Earl of Carbury, &c.	Alice da. of John Earl of Bridgewater.


He beareth Or. a lyoa rampant G. the coat of Blethyn ap Kynvyn, not the Coat of Prince Madoc ap Meredith, being A. a lyon rampant S. armed and langued G.


The 5. Royall Tribes of Cambria.
1. GRiffith ap Conan King of Northwales is the firſt regiſtred in our books; he was the Grandchild of Prince Jago ap Edwal, whoſe ſon Conan was forced to fly into Ireland for ſafety, where he married Ranullt daughter of Auloedd King of Dublin, Man, and the Iſles, and the reli [...] of Mathganyn King of Vlſter, and had iſſue by her this Griffith. He beareth G. 3 lioncels paſſant in pale barry A. armed Az.
[Page] 2. Rees ap Tewdwr mawr, the ſecond Royall Tribe, who took upon him the government of Southwales A. D. 1077. G. a Lyon rampant Or. within a bordure indented.
3. Blethyn ap. Cynvyn (the third royall Tribe) was King of North­wales and Prince of Powis, and after the death of his grandfather Me­redith ap Owen (Prince of Southwales) he became King of all Wales, Or a Lyon rampant G. armed and langued Or.
4. The fourth Royall tribe Elyſtan. Glodrydd Prince of the country between Wy and Severne. He was the ſon of Cyhelyn ap Jv [...]r by Rhi [...] ­ingar the daughter and heir of Gr [...]nw ap Tuder Trevor, from whom he had derived to him the title of the Earldome of Hereford. Athelſtan King of England was his Godfather. Elyſtan's two Coates quartered. A. 3 boars heads cobazed S. langued G. tuſked Or. His Mothers Coa [...]. Parted per Bend ſiniſter Ermine and ermines, over all, a lyon rampant Or.
5. Jeſtyn ap Gurgant, the fifth Royall Tribe, was Prince or Lord of Glamorgan, he deſcended from Iewdric King of Gwent in King Ar­thur's time. He loſt his Country to Robert Fitz hamon the Norman, and his 12 knights, whom by the procurement of Eneon ap Cadivor ap Col­wy [...] he had hired to come with an army to aſſiſt him againſt Rees ap Tewdwr Prince of Southwales, & Blethyn ap Maenyrch Lord of Breeknock▪ a juſt judgment upon him for his diſloyalty to the ſaid Rees his Lord & Prince! God being pleaſed ſuddenly to permit treachery to be puni­ſhedwith treachery. Rees and Blethyn after a very bloudy fight (not far from Brecknock were both ſlaine in the field. G. 3 che [...]onels in pale A.
Prince Griffith ap Conan, Rees ap Tewawr, and Blethyn ap Cynvyn made diligent ſearch after the Armes, Enſignes, and Pedegrees of their Ance­ſtours, the Nobility and Kings of the Britains; what they diſcovered by their pains in any papers and records was afterwards by the Bards digeſted and put into books. And they ordained 5. royall Tribes (there being only 3 before) to whom their pollerity to this day can derive themſelves: and alſo 15 ſpeciall Tribes, of whom the Gentry, eſpeci­ally of Northwales, are for the moſt part deſcended. And in our books we have mention of the Tribe of the Marc [...] &c. beſides other Tribes called Gwe [...]lyth and Gwehelaethan.
THE END.
[Page]
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