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INTRODUCTION TO THE

SECOND EDITION

IN revising a text as durable and as distinguished as this one, it has been our aim to introduce only those changes which were essential to keep the book up to date and serviceable. Although there has been a great deal of minor modification, the bulk of the text is still very much that of Professor Mackie, and his revisers have come to admire greatly the extraordinary concision of his style. Substantial changes were only essential at the end and the beginning of the book. At the beginning the decision has been taken to drop the archaeological section, while preserving the very useful topographical introduction. The case for excising the archaeological section rested mainly on the enormous development in archaeological research in Scotland in recent years. This had produced a mass of new evidence, and a host of new problems, on a scale which ensures that no summary of the state of the science can have a very long lifespan. Nor, indeed, can it at present hope to answer many major questions, for the overall effect of the past generation of research has been to throw up many more problems than solutions. At the other end of the text it was essential to expand Professor Mackie's account of modern Scotland, partly because recent developments have ensured that historians look back on Scotland's twentieth-century history with new perspectives, partly because it seemed essential to provide a narrative of events coming closer to the present day than the unrevised text. On the other hand, the point at which history blends with current affairs is a peculiarly difficult one for the historian, and our solution has been to carry a continuous narrative up to roughly 1970, and to mention some of the major factors affecting developments in Scotland in the 1970s. It is the hope of the revisers that they have combined piety with discrimination in a way which enhances the great merit of this well-known book.

BRUCE LENMAN

GEOFFREY PARKER

Department of Modern History,

University of St Andrews
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A NOTE ON SCOTTISH CURRENCY

THE silver penny introduced in Scotland in the reign of David I (1124–53) was on a par with the English penny, but thereafter devaluation of the Scottish currency against the English was steady until, in the reign of James VI, the relationship was stabilized, roughly in 1600, three years before James ascended the English throne. The relationship may be illustrated at various dates in terms of pennies.



	1373

	4d.

	Scots

	=

	3d. English




	1390

	2d.

	Scots

	=

	Id. English




	1451

	2d.

	Scots

	=

	Id. English




	1456

	3d.

	Scots

	=

	Id. English




	1467

	3½d.

	Scots

	=

	Id. English




	1483

	3½d.

	Scots

	=

	Id. English




	1560

	5d.

	Scots

	=

	Id. English




	1565

	6d.

	Scots

	=

	Id. English




	1579

	8d.

	Scots

	=

	Id. English




	1597

	10d.

	Scots

	=

	Id. English




	1601

	12d.

	Scots

	=

	Id. English





Thereafter the ratio of 12:1 remained stable, so between 1603 and 1707 £12 Scots = £1 English. The merk was not a Scots coin but a unit of value equalling two-thirds of £1 Scots, i.e. 13 shillings and 4 pennies Scots. Scottish currency was supposed to be phased out after the Parliamentary Union of 1707, but the process proved protracted and Scots currency remained the normal unit of account at local level in Scotland for many generations.


CHAPTER 1

THE LAND AND ITS PEOPLE

IN the history of any country the factor of geography plays a commanding part. Scotland is part of a group of islands which lie off the north-west coast of Europe, and for centuries it was upon the utmost confines of the civilized world.

In the medieval mappamundi, which show the world as a disc with Jerusalem as its centre and ocean as its rim, Scotland was shown to be almost diametrically opposite to ‘Paradise’ – which was suspiciously near to Ceylon. During the long centuries in which the basin of the Mediterranean was the centre of culture, Scotland was far removed from the mainstream of civilization. Great formative forces, – those of the Roman Empire, Christianity, and the Renaissance, for example – reached her relatively late and with diminished vigour. Moreover, and this is all-important, these forces had, in most cases, enriched the life of England before they reached Scotland and, when the southern kingdom strove to subjugate her northern neighbour, she came armed, not only with superior might, but with some of the imponderable values which go with the development of civilization.

Yet Scotland did not receive all her immigrants by way of the land which is now called England. In very early times she received a population which may have come originally from the Mediterranean by way of her western coast, and, throughout the whole of her history, she was able to maintain a contact with Europe by this route. From the days of the Neolithic men (and perhaps even from an earlier day) right up to the time of the Jacobite adventures, the western approach to Scotland from France and Spain was always open.

From the north-east too, Scotland was open to access by bold seafarers and, when the hardy Scandinavians dared to take the ‘swan's path’ across the open sea, it was to Shetland, Orkney, and Caithness that first they came.

As they pursued their adventures, although they came down the east coast, it was upon the west coast that they made their presence felt most definitely. This was no accident. The east coast of Scotland was less attractive than the west, whose innumerable indentations and many islands provided good opportunity for the sheltering of ships and the concealment of raiders.

So much for the general position of Scotland. It is time to consider the configuration and the nature of the land itself.

The total area of Scotland is approximately 30,000 square miles, whereas that of England and Wales is about 58,000. The 8,000 square miles of Wales are largely mountainous. North of the Trent, especially in the Pennine region and the Lakes, there are many hills; in Yorkshire and Northumberland moors abound. Yet a great part of England is composed of gently undulating, well-watered lowlands which, if their good soil with its heavy woodland was too difficult for the early cultivators, yet were conquered by the plough and turned to rich arable soil.

Of Scotland's 30,000 square miles, more than a tenth lies in scattered islands, many of them abounding in rocks and mosses; on the mainland there are mountains, lochs, and moors, not only in the Highlands, so-called, but also in the south country usually known as the Lowlands. South of the Firths of Clyde and Forth are the Pentland Hills, the Moorfoots and the Lammermuirs; the solid watershed which divides the head waters of the Tweed from the Clyde Valley reaches a height of over 2,700 feet at Broadlaw; whilst further west, amongst the mountains which guard rough Galloway are several great peaks, of which Mount Merrick soars to 2,764 feet.

North of the Firths, the dominating feature is a mountain mass which, though it radiates into many branches, may be regarded as containing two great complexes. One of these, stretching from Ben Lomond to the north-east in a great arc, is known under the vague title of the Grampians: while the other, running to the far north in an irregular fashion by way of Ben Nevis and Ben Attow, may represent the dorsum Britanniae of the early writers. This complex is penetrated by the Great Glen whose three lochs, Loch Lochy, Loch Oich, and Loch Ness, are now joined in the Caledonian Canal; and another great gap, roughly at right angles, goes from near Oban through the Pass of Brander to Glen Dochart and Loch Tay.

Upon the development of Scotland the great hills exercised a controlling influence. By their very existence they tended to produce two different kinds of society in the country, one of the hills and the other of the plains; and by impeding communication, they tended to break the population up into self-sufficing units, great or small. North of the Grampians, for instance, was the land of Moray which was at one time well-nigh an independent kingdom; and the inhabitants of the numerous glens, until a fairly recent date, owed their first loyalty to their kith and kin.

These generalizations must be qualified. Even a mountainous country is not impenetrable. Today the ‘Grampians’ may be crossed by motor cars from Stonehaven by way of the ‘Slug’, from Fettercairn by Cairn O'Mounth, and from Blairgowrie by Glenshee; all these passes lead to the Dee valley. Further to the west the Pass of Drumochter, through which the railway and the great road now run, provides access to the headwaters of the Spey. The hills which lie between the Great Glen and the western sea are now pierced by good roads through Glenmoriston, Glengarry, and by way of Glen Shiel and, besides these main highways, there are smaller roads. These roads are relatively modern, for the Highlanders of old disliked the broad highway. They had, however, their own paths through the mountains, the multiplicity of which has been shown in a book on The Drove Roads of Scotland.* Yet, though the rough country did not prevent communication, it rendered communication difficult; to this day some glens on the west coast are approached more easily by sea than by land – and the Highlander of the west was always a boatman.

Again, while it is true that most of the arable land in Scotland lies to the south of the Grampians, there are some very fertile areas to the north. The climate round the Moray Firth, whether or not it owes something to the Gulf Stream, is remarkably mild, and agriculture flourishes in what was once known as ‘The Garden of Scotland’. On the west coast too, in certain areas, palm trees will grow in the open air. It is generally believed that the old stories of incomparable fertility are wishful imaginings, yet it is clear enough that much of the sand dune has been heaped up fairly recently over what may well have been good ‘machair’ land near the coast, and some scholars hold that the great peat-mosses themselves are not so very ancient.

Yet, when all has been said, Scotland before the ‘Agricultural Revolution’ and the exploitation of her mineral wealth must have been a poor country, in many places wild and bleak. French sayings and stories attest its evil fame as a barren land; the Arabic geographer Idrisi (who, of course, never came near Scotland) described the country, in the twelfth century, as desolate, without inhabitants, towns, or villages; it is plain from the map which graced the history published in Rome by Bishop Leslie that as late as 1578 the wilder parts of the country were still little known; and even in the eighteenth century visitors from England found much of southern Scotland bleak and bare.

From the mere consideration of geography, it might be possible to guess some of the salient features of Scottish history. So hard a mother sent her sons abroad, and valiant sons they were; a land so divided by natural obstacles was hard to reduce to the obedience of a single king, yet such a land was not easily conquered from without. It is true that from the south, where the principal danger lay, the country was open to invasion, and that the best land was within easy reach of an army which crossed the border. Yet though the Border abbeys were burnt and the Lothians ravaged, there remained to the north an intractable land, held by an intractable people; generals and kings sometimes penetrated into the depths of the Highlands, but they seldom succeeded in obtaining complete control.

The mention of the Border calls attention to a fact which could not be deduced solely from geography. When one considers possible frontier lines, it is clear that three distinct possibilities existed at different periods of history. One, which the Romans seem seriously to have considered, would be roughly the ‘Highland Line’ as it stretches north-east from Loch Lomond to modern Stonehaven. In military terms, this meant closing off the mouths of the glens giving access from the Highlands to the Lowlands and this seems to have been the purpose of the great legionary fortresses built by the Romans at places like Inchtuthill in Perthshire. Further south, the Forth-Clyde line could hardly ever have formed a stable frontier, despite the fact that the Romans tried to make it so by constructing the Antonine wall: it was too easily circumvented by water and it divided two very similar Lowland areas. The only other viable alternative ‘natural’ frontier lay along the Eden and the Tees. In the mid-twelfth century David I advanced the Scottish border southwards to this line, dividing the island of Great Britain into two roughly equal parts, and ruling his realm from the strategically central stronghold of Berwick-upon-Tweed. For various reasons this proved short-lived, and the present Anglo-Scottish border was stabilized in all but minor details in the early thirteenth century. It represented a point of equilibrium between Scotland and a stronger southern realm, which was for long periods only intermittently interested in northwards expansion. It runs along the line of the Cheviot hills, through an area peculiarly inhospitable to the movement of large bodies of men and animals (such as an army). The long supply-routes on which invading forces had to depend meant that the Border could be efficiently penetrated only at its eastern and western extremities. The stability of this particular frontier line over a long period of history is quite remarkable.

Once a Scottish state had emerged it was, of course, harder to change the frontier materially without breaking the will of the Scots by outright conquest, and this proved extremely difficult. Inadequate as our documentation of the Roman period in Scotland is, it is clear enough that the infinitely changing pattern of Roman frontier policy stemmed from the basic dilemma which faced all would-be conquerors from the south: given the inherent infertility of so much of Scotland, it was extremely difficult to raise revenues in the country which came near to compensating for the formidable cost of conquering and garrisoning it.


The Peoples

Four peoples inhabited the land now called Scotland. The Picts, whose name survives in the Pentland Firth and the Pentland Hills, occupied the extreme north and north-east. Their name is first mentioned in two different Latin sources in 297 A.D. It may have been only a nickname given by Roman soldiers to their painted adversaries (like ‘Jerries’ or ‘Wogs’), but it soon came to include all the tribes of the north, who had so long resisted Rome.

The Picts certainly used a form of P-Celtic (the mother of Welsh, Cornish, and Breton), with traces of Gaulish forms. However, it is clear, from the few scraps of evidence which survive, that the Picts also used another language, probably unrelated to any ‘Indo-European’ tongue and therefore so different from modern European languages as to be incomprehensible to us. In short, the Picts were an amalgam of peoples. The Scots called them ‘Cruithni’ which is the Q-Celtic (the mother of Gaelic, Irish and Manx) equivalent of ‘Pritani’ or ‘Britons’, and there is no doubt that they were the original inhabitants of the land. That they were a separate people appears from their remarkable ‘symbol stones’ and from their preference for matrilinear descent in the royal house. The Scots, it is true, gave the name ‘Cruithni’ to some of the inhabitants of Ireland, but though they reckoned all Picts among the Cruithni, all Cruithni
















1. Scotland: the Land and its People

were not Picts. Bede says that they were divided into the Northern Picts, who lived beyond the great mountains, and the Southern Picts. Certainly Columba about 565 found a Pictish king in his fort near Inverness; but later the core of the Pictish monarchy was in Strathmore and Perthshire, and Scone eventually became their ceremonial centre.

If indeed there were two separate kingdoms, the southern prevailed. Brude, son of Bile (672–93) brought all the Picts under his sway, attacked the Scots at Dunadd, and in 685 beat and killed Egfrith, king of Northumbria, at Nechtansmere (Dunnichen in Angus). By Bede's time the Picts had already occupied Abercorn near Linlithgow; and soon afterwards the strong Angus MacFergus (752–61) established an ascendancy over the Scots. Of the four peoples who coalesced to make Scotland, the Picts were the strongest.

The Scots were a Gaelic-speaking people who had established an ascendancy in the north of Ireland, and by the fourth century were assailing the Roman province of Britain. They filtered across to the Southern Hebrides and to the mainland of the country that now bears their name.

Some scholars, arguing from place-names and the presence of round forts, have guessed at an earlier penetration than that which received notice in the chronicles. At all events, about the year 500, a definite settlement was made by Fergus Mor and his two brothers: Fergus established himself in Kintyre; Loarn in the region about Oban (Lorn); and Angus in Isla and Jura. Their ‘kingdoms’ were very small, but even so the patrimony of Fergus was soon divided between two grandchildren, Comgall, whose name survives in Cowal (near Dunoon) and Gabhran (from whom the Royal house of Scotland descends) in Knapdale. The rock fortress of Dunadd was the capital of this people, but the kings quarrelled among themselves, and possibly would have succumbed to the Picts had they not possessed a rudimentary Christianity and received reinforcements from Ireland. The advent of Columba in 563 (p. 25) had a political as well as a religious significance.

It was perhaps his prestige – he was of high family – and his personality which strengthened the Scots to resist the Picts, and his statesmanship which united them under the rule of Aidan of the house of Gabhran. Aidan became a powerful king, with a fleet at his disposal, but in 603, having gone south to oppose the advance of the Angles against the Britons, he was beaten at Degsastan (Dawston in Liddes-dale?), and thereafter the power of the Scots waned. In 643 one of their kings, Donald Breac, was killed by the Britons at Strathcarron near Larbert. They still tried to struggle south and may have occupied the Campsies, but they succumbed to Angus MacFergus, and for nearly a century may have become something of a client state of the Picts. Armed with the prestige and learning of their Church they may not have ‘lost face’ as much as has been supposed. At all events, about the year 843, their king, Kenneth MacAlpin, obtained the Pictish throne to which he may have had a claim by female descent. His immediate successors were styled Reges Pictorum or Reges Albaniae, but they were buried in Iona as Kings of Scots, and the united kingdom took the name of ‘Scotia’.

The Britons who inhabited the Lowlands were part of that Romano-Celtic world which survived after the province had lost touch with Rome. Some of the tribes had been accepted as Foederati; there were Roman names in the pedigrees of their chiefs and some of the people were professedly Christian. The organization of society was aristocratic. There were some hill towns, probably occupied by chiefs, and the typical homestead was a large round farmhouse, which, with its associated buildings, may have been surrounded by a palisade.

In the east lay the Votadini, staunch allies of Rome, whose capital may well have been the great hill town on Traprain Law in Lothian. West of them was the kingdom once ruled by Coel Hen (the original of Old King Cole); from him several princes claimed descent, among them the rulers of Rheged, which may have included Dunragit in Galloway, but at one time extended beyond Carlisle. They too claimed a Roman ancestor: Maximus, who took the troops from Britain in 383 to support his bid for the imperial title. Further north was the kingdom of Dumbarton or Strathclyde, ruled in St Patrick's day by that Coroticus, or Ceredig, whom the Saint denounced for slave-raiding in Ireland, and the civil wars which vexed the kingdom may have been due in part to the struggle between Christianity and heathendom.

Rhydderch Hael's victory at Arthuret (573) has usually been regarded as a Christian triumph which led to the establishment of St Mungo in the see of Glasgow, but it may have been an incident in a dynastic dispute. Such disputes were frequent and weakened the Britons before the advance of the Germanic invaders.

The Votadini were first to be attacked and a vivid light upon their fortunes was shed by the discovery in 1921 of the famous Traprain treasure. This was a hoard of battered silver, the loot of ecclesiastical and aristocratic houses in the Rhineland; it had been buried only one foot below the last of the occupied surfaces. Traprain must have been occupied, at least temporarily, by sea-raiders, who perhaps in this case were driven out before they could dispose of their spoil.

Later, however, the Britons were subjected to an attack more serious than that of pirates, namely, that of the Angles who had established themselves at Bamburgh about the middle of the sixth century and speedily extended their power. The Welsh poem ‘Gododdin’ tells of a valiant but vain attack upon Catterick by the Votadini (c. 600?). Yet even in the face of great danger the Britons could not unite, and a concerted attack upon Lindisfarne failed because the assailants quarrelled among themselves.

Before long the Angles took the offensive. By his victory at Degsastan their King Æthelfrith crushed the southern princes and opened a way to the Solway. Under his successors the Angles pushed north along the river valleys; in 750 they broke into Kyle, and in 756, in alliance with the Picts, they subdued the Britons at Dumbarton, though their army suffered loss on the way home.

During the ensuing century the kingdom of Strathclyde was sorely pressed, though its frontiers may have lain along the Antonine Wall in the north and reached to the Eden valley in the south. In 870 Dumbarton itself was sacked by Danes from Ireland after a long siege and many of its people were enslaved. The shattered kingdom still remained, but possibly it owed its survival to the assaults delivered on its neighbours by the Scandinavians.

It is possible that sea-raiders, perhaps Frisians, made sporadic settlements upon the eastern coast, but the main Germanic attack upon Scotland was made by Angles from England. These had made a kingdom named Deira in Yorkshire, and from Deira had come the war-band which seized Bamburgh and expanded into the kingdom of Bernicia. After 600 the two monarchies, in an uneasy alliance, constituted the great kingdom of Northumbria. This was a strong state, able to assail with success the Lowlands, Strathclyde, and Pictland; but it tended to over-expand. It was weakened by quarrels between the rival royal houses, and for that reason its progress to the north was often interrupted.

Æthelfrith, the victor of Degsastan, overran Deira and expelled her king; but in 617 he was overthrown. Edwin of the southern house gained the throne and Æthelfrith's three sons, Oswald, Oswiu, and Eanfrith took refuge with the Picts and Scots. Edwin established an ascendancy far up the east coast of Scotland and it may be from him that Edinburgh takes its name. In 632, however, he was beaten and killed by Penda the Mercian, and two sons of Æthelfrith, Oswald and Oswiu, reigned in succession. They too had trouble with the Mercians (by whom Oswald was killed in 641), but under them the Angle advance was carried to the Firth of Forth, and Dunbar became the stronghold of a Northumbrian alderman.

Oswiu's son, Egfrith, however, advanced too far and was beaten and killed at Nechtansmere in 685. Thereafter the Angles turned their attention to Strathclyde. In 731 an Anglian bishop appeared at Whithorn and before long the conquerors had advanced into Kyle and even to Dumbarton (p. 20). Their progress was facilitated by an alliance with the Picts, perhaps only temporary, and that alliance may have been due, in part, to the fact that Æthelfrith's son, Eanfrith, had married a Pictish bride and, as the Picts counted descent through the mother, had introduced Angle blood into the Pictish royal line.

It is not easy to assess the strength of the Anglian infiltration. Some authorities hold, on philological grounds, that most of the English population must have come in after the Norman Conquest; others point out that while English names are common in the low land, Celtic names abound in the hills. Certain it is that the power of the English began to recoil in the eighth century. Bede noted that the see of Abercorn was no longer in English hands when he wrote, and there is no record of an English Bishop at Whithorn after 805, though the reception there of the Bishop of Lindisfarne with the relics of St Cuthbert (c. 880) points to a continuance of the Anglian tradition.

The decline in the power of Northumbria was not all due to Celtic resistance; it was due to internal dissensions which produced anarchy about 800, and to the Scandinavian invasions which cut off the Angles of Northumberland from their kinsmen in the south. The Scoto-Pictish monarchy, however, profited from the English difficulties. Indulf (954–62) captured Oppidum Eden (Edinburgh?) and in 1018 (1016?) Malcolm II with the aid of Owen-the-Bald, the last King of Strathclyde, won a victory at Carham which carried his border to the river Tweed.




CHAPTER 2

THE UNION OF THE FOUR PEOPLES



	843 (c.)

	Kenneth MacAlpin, King of Scots, gains the throne of Pictland.




	1018 (? 1016)

	Battle of Carham, Malcolm II gains Lothian.
 Death of Owen-the-Bald, last King of Strathclyde.




	1034

	Duncan, grandson of Malcolm II, already ruler
 in Strathclyde, becomes King of a United Scotland.





THE four peoples united into a single nation. The union took centuries to accomplish, and even today Highlander and Lowlander are alike conscious of separate invididuality. To recount in detail the confused struggles which accompanied the development is here impossible; it is more profitable to regard the main factors which promoted the union. These factors, in their operation, acted one upon another but, by a somewhat artificial analysis, we may distinguish five – a common background, Christianity, the rise of Pictland, the Scandinavian attacks, and the pressure from England.

(i) Common Background. Rome may have left some idea of unity, and the Celtic peoples – Pict, Scot, and Briton – had much in common. There are great resemblances between the folklore of the Welsh and that of the Gaels; Pictish art, in its developed form, drew on a stock of forms and symbols which was cosmopolitan, being influenced by both Anglian and Celtic traditions; and primitive Welsh and primitive Gaelic were not entirely dissimilar. What evidence there is shows that the political and social structures of Scots, Picts, and Britons had much in common. All were organized in tribal kingdoms, and the basis of society was a small homestead, inhabited by a kin group, and surrounded by some land, little of which was tilled, the rest being given to pasture when it was not bare moor. The land of each village was not fixed in amount. In a pastoral society there was no great need to delimit individual holdings. Chiefs may have owned whole villages; certainly they and their kinsmen acquired land, or rights over land, which put them in a privileged position. A good piece of evidence as to the land system of ancient Pictland appears in Gaelic additions (c. 1150) to the Book of Deer (Latin, ninth century); these record gifts given to the monastery by a mormaer (Great Steward) who may represent the old provincial sub-king and by a ‘toiseach’ who may be equated with the later ‘thane’.

The Britons of the south may have copied some elements of the Roman system but for them too the tribal kingdom was the basis of society; and if the Angles who settled in Scotland followed the way of Anglo-Saxons elsewhere it must have been very like that of the Celts, though it may have been more ‘agricultural’ and less ‘pastoral’. They too were organized in small kingdoms; they lived in villages of kin groups; and their laws, with their tariffs of blood money, were not very different from those of the Celts. The relations of the two peoples may not have been cordial, especially at first, but the two societies probably co-existed without continual war.

(ii) Christianity. To the four peoples the advent of Christianity gave a new cohesion, for the exponents of different types of Christianity all taught the same great truths, brought to savage folk a higher ethos, and showed a better way of life. Scotland had her Christianity from two sources. Seeds had been sown during the Roman period and some of the foederati may have been officially Christian; it is significant that the first great mission to Scotland of which we know was that of Ninian to the Picts, not to the Britons.*

From Bede we learn that Ninian was a Briton, a Bishop regularly instructed at Rome, who built a church at Candida Casa and from there conducted a mission to the Southern Picts. The date usually given is about 400. This is a reasonable surmise, and there is no need to doubt Bede's story, for the Welsh church was organized episcopally and British churchmen had attended some of the great councils. What is doubtful is the extent and the penetration of Ninian's efforts. At all events hagiologists write of little Christian enclaves in countries apparently heathen, and St Patrick denounced the ‘apostate Picts’.

It was from Ireland that Scotland received a second infusion of the new faith. This was brought in 563 by Columba, a churchman of princely descent and the founder of two religious houses, but one whose high spirit, or excessive zeal, had led to civil war and a bloody battle at Cooldrevny near Sligo. Either condemned, or imposing penance on himself, he exiled himself with twelve companions and established a house on the Island of Hy, whose name survives in its adjectival form Iona (Insula). Armed with prestige, great gifts, unshrinking faith, and high oratory, Columba not only reawakened the dormant Christianity of the Scots but penetrated into Pictland (incidentally worsting a monster in Loch Ness), probably on diplomatic rather than missionary business. Before his death in 597 he had made Iona the centre of a rapidly increasing church which was not episcopal in organization.

Iona was ruled by a succession of abbots, and its units were monastic villages each governed by an abbot, who looked to the Abbot of Iona as his head. Christian communities appeared at or near the small centres of population on the mainland, though a quest for solitude sent anchorites through the Western Islands to Shetland, probably even to Iceland. Before long ‘Columban’ Christianity spread, with the returning sons of Æthelfrith (p. 21), into Northumbria; there it came into contact with the Roman form of religion which had been brought from the south by Edwin of the Deiran house.

In the sphere of influence of Oswiu the issues between the churches were debated by the Synod of Whitby (663 or 664). Doctrine was not in dispute and little seems to have been said about organization: the differences were about the shape of the tonsure and the method of computing the date of Easter. Yet behind these formal points lay a real conflict. The Roman Church reverenced the authoritative St Peter, the Celtic Church the sensitive St John. The Romans thought it absurd that a few remote schismatics should rend the seamless garment of the universal church, but the Celts could not concede that their saints of old had lived and died in error. Authority won, and the Columbans quietly withdrew. Their withdrawal was a testimony of their faith; for their patroness St Hilda was for resistance, and they were popular – Bede himself paid a glowing tribute to their apostolic virtues. Authority followed up its victory: in 710 Nechtan, King of the Picts, accepted the new way. The Columbans withdrew across the mountains and before long Iona itself received the new teaching.

‘The Celtic Church gave love, the Roman Church gave law’: the epigram is as true as most epigrams, though doubtless both churches gave both. Authority was necessary to wean turbulent folk from their tribal quarrels; yet the Columban Church stood for a passionate religion which did not all die.

The Scottish Church did not conform entirely to the Roman way. Some of its clergy married, though the appearance of celibate Culdees, who lived in communities, may represent not only the strict tradition of the old anchorites but also a repercussion of the Cluniac reforms. Abbacies might be held by secular men who married, like Crinan, Abbot of Dunkeld, who wedded a daughter of Malcolm II and became the father of Shakespeare's Duncan. After Iona had been repeatedly sacked by the Norsemen, first Dunkeld and later St Andrews became the religious capital. There are a few sporadic references to bishops in the scanty annals. Bishop Cellach of St Andrews appeared on the Mote Hill of Scone with Constantine III (906). He seems to have been regarded as Bishop of all Scotland (Bishop of Alban).

The giving of liberty to the church by King Giric (878–89) has been regarded as involving the recall of the Columban clergy. Certainly there was an Ecclesia Scoticana which went its own way. When the saintly Margaret came north after the Norman Conquest of England, she found irregularities in the Scottish practice, including the saying of Mass ‘in some barbarous rite’. She approved the Culdees but she did not, or could not, introduce diocesan episcopacy, and one of her sons became Abbot of Dunkeld.

(iii) The Rise of Pictland. Every nascent monarchy must have a solid core, and a factor in the unification of Scotland was the rise of Pictland to a position of predominance. Pictland was fortunate in her geography. She was far removed from the south, and her east coast proved far less attractive to Scandinavians than the indented and island-studded west. Her territory was divided by the Grampians, but there was good fertile land both north and south of the great hills. Again the preference of the Picts for matrilinear descent enabled them to reinforce the royal stem by strong blood from without. The conquering Brude, son of Bile, had a British father; Talorcan (653–7) was the son of the Angle Eanfrith; Kenneth MacAlpin seems to have had some claim, by the female descent, to the Pictish throne; and Duncan's easy accession to Strathclyde after 1018 may have been due to some family connection.

Not only princely blood did Pictland borrow from without. Whether in the days of King Giric or later, the Pictish monarchy made terms with the Scottish Church. And the Pictish Church was very much the same as the Columban Church though with a much stronger development of episcopacy.

The evidence of the later sculptured stones shows that the Picts had a civilization whose aristocrats, women as well as men, rode forth to hunt and to hawk. Scotland might seem to predominate because its king mounted the Pictish throne, and because of its close connection with Irish learning which produced the chroniclers; but the idea that Pictland was submerged by a Scottish conquest is incorrect.

(iv) Scandinavian Attacks. Scotland, like most countries of Western Europe, felt the impact of the extraordinary outpouring of men from the Scandinavian countries from the eighth century on. The Scandinavian attacks, which wrought much destruction and brought great areas beneath an alien sway, are yet rightly included among the factors which unified Scotland. The provinces occupied by the invaders had always been peripheral to the centre of Pictish power. That power was compelled to concentrate its forces – the union of Scotland and Pictland in 843 was made under Norse pressure; the success of the invaders in England delayed for almost a century and a half the advance of the English power against the North; finally, in Scotland as in every other land the Norse people adapted their own institutions to local conditions and contributed to the population a strain of competent and adventurous blood. The ‘Black Gentiles’ mentioned by the chroniclers have been generally understood to be Danes, and the ‘White Gentiles’ Norwegians. Danes from Ireland sacked Dumbarton in 870, and it was Danes too (perhaps from Northumbria) who ravaged Pictland in the sixties and seventies and killed King Constantine II in 877. It was, however, with the Norwegians that Scotland was most concerned.

The Norwegian incursions came in three stages. First, between 780 and 850 there arrived in Shetland, Orkney, and Caithness poor peasants who had quitted the barren soil of western Norway in hope of better land, and they may have met with little opposition in a sparsely populated country. Yet along with them, or soon afterwards, came pirate chiefs who attacked wherever opportunity was found. Iona was raided repeatedly from 795 on.

Next came the period of the great settlements made by Norwegian jarls who, after Harold Fair Hair (863–933) established a strong royal power in Norway, sought dominions overseas. In the Hebrides Ketil Flatnose became king, whose daughter Aud went on to Iceland. Farther south, where at a later date the invaders intermarried with the wild Galloway people to produce a turbulent race of ‘Gallgaels’, there appeared eventually a strong monarchy based on the Isle of Man. The dynasty founded by Godfrey Crovan in 1075 lasted till 1265.

Meanwhile in Orkney arose a great Norse power. Sigurd the Mighty, who carried his authority into Moray, died soon after his Homeric combat with Maelbrigte Tooth; but ‘Peat’ Einar, who became Earl between 891 and 894, established a house which lasted till 1231, when a daughter carried the inheritance to the Scottish Earl of Angus. Orkney became a nodal point in the great sea-empire of the Norse, and her earls from their palace at Birsay exercised power not only over Orkney and Shetland, but over Caithness and Sutherland. The Scottish kings were glad to accept their friendship. Malcolm II gave a daughter to Sigurd the Stout (killed at Clontarf by Brian Boru in 1014). The son of this marriage, Thorfinn the Mighty, held Orkney, Shetland, and the Hebrides from the Norse King, Caithness and Sutherland from the King of Scots, and exercised some authority over seven Scottish earldoms. He dealt almost on equal terms with Macbeth, and after his death (c. 1065) his widow (some would have it his daughter) Ingibiorg married Malcolm III (Canmore).

Yet the danger to Scotland was less than might appear. Earls of Orkney and kings of Man were not always in obedience to the Norwegian Crown; moreover, lax marriage customs produced frequent dynastic struggles in both the Kingdom of Norway and the Earldom of Orkney. Finally, the Norse power depended upon ships – services due from Orkney, for instance, were computed in ‘ships’ and ‘oars’ – and the ships were small: they could not carry the apparatus for a long campaign – horses or provisions – and they could not sail in winter. It was hard for Norse kings and Orcadian earls to conduct a continuous operation.

(v) The English Pressure. During the formative period of the monarchy, as during most periods, the development of Scotland was greatly influenced by her relations with England. When after the Danish conquest Northumbria became a ‘no-man's Land’ where Angles, Britons, Danes of York, and Danes from Ireland were engaged in constant warfare, Constantine III (900–943) seized the opportunity to press south. Between 913 and 915 he went as far south as Corbridge to help a Northumbrian alderman against the Danes from Dublin. There he had no success, and before long came into contact with the power of Wessex, which advanced through the Danelaw with remarkable speed.

In 921 Edward the Elder (Alfred's son) was at Bakewell in Derbyshire and there, according to the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle, the King of Scots ‘with all his people’, together with the King of the Strathclyde Britons, and all his people, chose Edward for father and for lord. This was no feudal ‘commendation’; yet, even if it were no more than the ‘coming in’ of ‘friendlies’ to win the good graces of a conqueror, it was of significance. In 927 Athelstan renewed the assertion of West-Saxon power at Eamont, near Penrith, and in effect united Scots, Britons, and the Anglian Lord of Bamburgh against the Danes of York. When, soon afterwards, the Danish monarchy at York collapsed, Constantine found himself confronting an enemy far more dangerous than Danes or Northumbrians. In 934 Athelstan attacked the east coast of Scotland by land and by sea, and according to one account penetrated to Fordun in the Mearns. Thus assailed, Constantine sought the alliance of his old enemies and the result was disastrous. He, along with the Strathclyde men, and Danes from Ireland and Northumbria, suffered at Brunanburgh (perhaps near the Solway) the crushing defeat (937) celebrated in the triumph-song embodied in the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle.

Thereafter the Scots sought the friendship of the English. This was easier to obtain because in 940 another Danish king from Ireland established himself at York. In 945 Edmund, after he had devastated Cumbria, ‘let it’ to Malcolm I, King of Scots (943–54) on condition that he would be ‘his helper both on sea and on land’. Edmund's action was not disinterested; his purpose was to block the road from Ireland into Northumbria, and the Scandinavian place-names, which abound about the Solway and the Lake District, are proof that his precaution was wise.

The English advance, checked by the death of Edmund, and disturbances in Northumbria, was resumed by the powerful Edgar (959–75) and an incident which occurred at Chester in 973 shows how dangerous this was to the Scottish monarchy. The English King, having sailed round the north of Scotland, arranged a water-pageant on the River Dee in which he took the helm of a boat rowed by the King of Scots Kenneth II (971–95), the King of the Cumbrians, and six other kings, Danish and Welsh. The festival was in honour of St John the Baptist, but its significance was unmistakable.

Again the threat to Scotland was removed by the success of the Danes in England. Strong Edgar died, Æthelred was ‘Unready’, and his employment of Danish mercenaries made him the victim of Danish blackmail and eventually brought him to ruin. The Scots seized the opportunity. Malcolm II, after his victory at Carham, carried his border to the Tweed and virtually annexed Strathclyde, whose king had died, perhaps in battle. The solidity of his realm must not be exaggerated. When Canute came up to Scotland in 1031 he found there (according to the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle) two other ‘kings’ besides Malcolm, and drove them all into temporary submission. None the less, Malcolm II had united under himself a kingdom whose limits, save for the holdings of the Scandinavians in the north and west, were those of modern Scotland.


The Scottish Monarchy of 1034

It is impossible to offer an authoritative assessment of the power of the monarchy of Malcolm II, but a rough estimate of assets and liabilities may be attempted.

The king was head of the state; the carefully preserved genealogies show both the pride in long descent and the respect given to it. About him he must have had some sort of council containing perhaps churchmen, magnates, and a few household officers. As king he had definite rights: he could call out all his men for the defence of Scotland, and some, if not all, for foreign service; he had the right to ‘cain’ or food-rent and to ‘conveth’, a night's entertainment, from his land-holders. These rights might be commuted for money, though in Scotland, which had no coinage of her own till the twelfth century, food-rents survived to a very much later date.

The law was his law. We can distinguish the notions of the king's peace, of oath-helping, and the scale of blood-money. The so-called laws of Malcolm MacKenneth are a later invention, with their story that the king reserved to himself only the Mote Hill at Scone and divided the rest of the land among his men; but it is probable enough that the Crown had begun to alienate its rights in revenue, and the execution of its law, to officers who wielded power in the provinces. These were the mormaers or earls, the toiseachs, whom some would equate with the later thanes, and the judges called by some modern writers ‘brehons’ on an Irish analogy. Beneath the chiefs and the officers were the plain folk occupying perhaps little townships, in some cases, but still tribally organized, and in their economy largely pastoral. In the wilder districts the tribes, or little kingroups, may have migrated seasonally.

Resting on an unstable basis and limited in its coercive power, the Celtic monarchy could not be secure. The kings, hampered by lack of communications in a difficult country and compelled to use much of their energy in repelling enemies, had little opportunity to build up an administrative system; doubtless they were generally in alliance with the Church but they had not the support of an organized hierarchy. Moreover a curious law of succession delayed the establishment of a single dynasty. In the old Gaelic system the king was theoretically elected from a royal group called the ‘derbfine’ which included anyone whose great-grandfather had been a king, and in theory there was chosen as successor to the throne a male who by age, strength, and character was most suited to the hour. He was known as ‘tanist’. Fresh complications were produced by the Pictish preference for matrilinear descent, and somehow there came into being a system whereby successive kings were chosen alternately from different stems of the royal house, one of which came to draw its power from Atholl and the other from Moray. The alternation was not effected without reciprocal violence, but it persisted. Even when, as in 997, one of the main stems of Kenneth MacAlpin died out, the succession still oscillated between two branches of the remaining stem, and when Kenneth III died in 1005 the crown passed not to his son Boedh, but to his cousin Malcolm II, who was his slayer.

Inevitably the notion of direct hereditary right became familiar, and with it a tendency for a ruling king to keep the succession in his own line by exterminating claimants of the other house. Malcolm II had no son and it became his great objective to secure the throne of Scotland for his grandson Duncan, son of Crinan Abbot of Dunkeld. In pursuance of his plan he killed the grandson of his predecessor (Kenneth III); the murdered man, however, had a daughter or granddaughter, Gruoch, who had borne a son, Lulach; and she, by a second marriage, became the wife of Macbeth, son of a mormaer of Moray and himself of royal descent (see table on page 37).

Shakespeare's tragedy thus has a historical background, though the dramatist telescoped events. Duncan, who was not a good old king but a headstrong young one, succeeded in 1034, but, having prejudiced his position by a failure against Durham (1039) was killed by his rival in 1040. Macbeth, who with his wife had a good claim by the system of alternate succession, ruled for seventeen years and was apparently able to visit Rome in 1050. He had, however, lost Cumbria to Siward of Northumbria, Duncan's brother-in-law, with whom Malcolm, one of the sons of the murdered king, found refuge. Siward did indeed intervene on Malcolm's behalf with some success in 1054 and may have given him some position in Strathclyde; but it was not till 1057, after Siward's death, that Malcolm slew Macbeth at Lumphanan in Aberdeenshire. Even so Macbeth's stepson Lulach was set upon the royal stone and reigned for four months before he too was killed, in Strathbogie.

So Malcolm Canmore (Bighead) became King of Scots. He came to a troublesome inheritance. The new law of succession was not universally accepted. Lulach's posterity and the House of Moray survived to trouble the House of Canmore for many generations; and even inside the House of Atholl there was trouble, for Malcolm had a brother Donald Bane, who presumably as Tanist claimed the throne when Malcolm died. It was significant, moreover, that it was only with support from England that Malcolm gained the throne. The omens were not favourable. None the less Malcolm Canmore founded a dynasty which was to rule in Scotland for more than two centuries, and to preside over a great development in the Scottish monarchy.




CHAPTER 3

THE HOUSE OF CANMORE
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(i) English Influences in Scotland

UNDER the sway of the House of Canmore the Celtic monarchy evolved into an organized feudal state and in this development English influences played a great part. The royal house, bound to that of England by many marriage ties, often relied upon English support, provided generally by the Anglo-Norman barons who came to dwell in Scotland, and sometimes by the English Crown itself. Along with English aid came the risk of English domination.

The marriage of Malcolm Canmore with Margaret of the royal house of Wessex gave the Scottish King an interest in the English throne, but William the Conqueror was to prove unshakeable. Indeed, in 1072 he exacted a treaty at Abernethy whereby Malcolm became his man and gave his son Duncan, born of Ingibiorg, as a hostage; and in 1091 William Rufus renewed this arrangement, which might seem to imply the feudal subjection of Scotland. Both kings, however, had given Malcolm land in England and it might be represented that the homage done was in respect of this. At all events Malcolm repeatedly attacked England until in 1093 he was killed at Alnwick.

On his death the Scots, in accordance with old practice, set his brother, Donald Bane, upon the throne. William Rufus supported first Malcolm's son Duncan who, however, was beaten and killed in 1094 at Mondynes (in the Mearns), and later Edgar, the eldest surviving son of Malcolm and Margaret, who gained the throne in 1097. Both Duncan and Edgar paid for the help given by acknowledging the English King as their superior.

The fortunes of the house improved when Henry I married Margaret's daughter Edith (whom he called Maud). David, her younger brother, was educated in England and treated with great favour. In 1113–14 his marriage to Matilda, widow of Simon de Senlis and daughter of Waltheof, brought him the Honour of Huntingdon, with broad lands in the South-Eastern Midlands and even a claim to Northumbria itself.

When in 1107 Edgar died, and Alexander I succeeded as King of Scots, David, apparently with English support, was established in Lothian and Strathclyde; and there as Comes he was virtually independent until on Alexander's death in 1124 he became King of Scots. His reign, which lasted till 1153, was one of the most important in Scottish history. Taking advantage of the Civil Wars in England, and supporting first one side and then the other, he succeeded, despite a serious defeat at Northallerton (the Battle of the Standard) in 1138, in carrying his frontier down to the Tees and the Eden; and though he lost Huntingdon he obtained a promise that young Henry of Anjou, if he gained the crown, would give him all Northumbria except Newcastle and Bamburgh.

When, however, the strong Angevin mounted the English throne he forgot his promises. In 1157 he forced Malcolm IV, who had succeeded his grandfather David in 1153, to resign the claim to Northumbria, though he restored to him the Honour of Huntingdon, and gave to his brother William

The House of Canmore







Note: The Ingibiorg who married MALCOLM III may have been the daughter and not the wife of Thorfinn.
 *See Table of the Disputed Succession.







	The Royal Marriages




	Malcolm III
	m. Margaret
 (granddaughter of Edward Ironside;
 sister of Edward Atheling,
 representative of royal Saxon line who died without heirs).



	Malcolm's daughter
 Edith or Matilda
	m. Henry I of England



	Malcolm's daughter
 Mary
	m. Eustace of Boulogne
 Their daughter Matilda m. Stephen of England.



	Malcolm's son
 Alexander I
	m. Sybilla
 (illeg. daughter of Henry I)



	Malcolm's son
 David I
	m. Matilda of Huntingdon
 (daughter of Waltheof;
 grand-niece of William the Conqueror)



	David's son Henry
	m. Ada de Warenne
 (daughter of second Earl of Surrey)



	Henry's son William
 the Lion
	m. Ermengarde de Beaumont
 (great-granddaughter of Henry I)



	William's son
 Alexander II
	m. Joan of England
 (daughter of King John)
 William's daughters given to John to be married to princes,
 but Margaret m. Hubert de Burgh (1221)
 Isabella m. Roger Bigod, Earl of Norfolk Marjorie m. Hubert,
 Earl of Pembroke, Earl Marshal (1235)



	Alexander's son
 Alexander III
	m. Margaret
 (daughter of Henry III)




Alexander II m. en secondes noces, Marie de Coucy (1239).

Alexander III m. en secondes noces, Yolande de Dreux (1285).

the barren Liberty of Tynedale. In hope of gaining more, Malcolm in 1159, and his successor William in 1166, accompanied the English King on expeditions to France; but they gained nothing, and in 1173 William joined the conspiracy of Henry's son (the ‘Young Henry’) who made large promises. His rashness led to his undoing. In 1174 he was captured near Alnwick and forced by the Treaty of Falaise (or Valognes) to become the liegeman to the English King for the whole of his dominions. In 1175 he recovered Tynedale, and in 1186 Huntingdon, which he granted to his brother David; in 1189 by the Treaty of Canterbury he had the Treaty of Falaise cancelled in return for 10,000 marks by Richard I, who wanted money for his crusade. When Richard returned from his captivity, William, who had contributed 2,000 marks to his ransom, stood well with Lion-Heart, at whose second coronation in 1194 he carried one of the swords of state, and he nearly succeeded in recovering Northumberland for the sum of 15,000 marks. The negotiation broke down, and though William renewed his claim on the accession of John, he gained nothing. On the contrary, in 1209 John exacted a treaty whereby the King of Scots gave 15,000 marks for his goodwill and handed over his daughters Margaret and Isabella to be married (according to the Scottish account) to the two Princes of England.

William's son Alexander II joined with the English barons at the time of the Great Charter, and for a time David lost Huntingdon. Friendship was restored in 1221 and Alexander married Joan, sister of Henry III; but partly because his own sisters were cheated of their promised marriages and partly because Henry grew more imperious as he grew older, relations became strained again. Henry opposed, at Rome, the efforts of the Scots King to obtain Papal approval for his unction and coronation, and after 1232 revived the old claim of suzerainty. War was averted, and in 1237 a final settlement of the lands was reached. The King of Scots was granted lands in Northumberland and Cumberland to the value of £200; and these, with the Liberty of Tynedale, were all he had in the North. In the
















2. The Anglo-Norman Penetration, the Frontier and the Lordship of the Isles

South his cousin John (son of David) died without heirs in the same year, and the Liberty of Huntingdon was divided between three co-heiresses, whose claims passed to the houses of Balliol, Bruce, and Hastings; any superiority the King of Scots still possessed must have been well-nigh ‘naked’.

These lands and rights, and the occasions, perhaps welcome, of visiting England now and again at the English expense, were all the Scots kings had to show for a long connection which had led them sometimes into war, and frequently into doing homage. They denied the assertion, repeated by Henry III in 1251, and by Edward I in 1278, that this homage was for the whole kingdom of Scotland. Yet Henry III, during the minority of Alexander III, who married his daughter, claimed to be ‘Principal Counsellor to the Illustrious King of Scotland’, and maintained a definite Anglophile party; and Alexander III went south on the summons of Edward. To an age which set great store upon symbols, the frequent sight of a King of Scots on his knees before his brother of England was of high consequence. The English lands of the Scottish kings were a damnosa haereditas.




(ii) Suppression of Revolts

The English influence which thus threatened the independence of the monarchy was increased by the fact that the incoming Anglo-Normans introduced a new military system. This took two forms: the heavily armed horsemen provided an offensive force which half-naked tribesmen could hardly resist, and the ‘mottes’ formed strongholds to maintain the ground won.

A motte was simply a wooden tower set on a mound, perhaps crowned with a palisade and surrounded at a short distance by a ditch. The distribution of the mottes marks the progress of Anglo-Norman infiltration (see map p. 40). They are thickest on the ground in the south-west where David, while as yet only Comes, introduced English families – Moreville, Soulis, Lindsay, Somerville, and Bruce, for example – many of whom had been his tenants in the Honour of Huntingdon. Significantly they made their appearance in the North where David, after 1130, began to subdue turbulent Moray, and his successors pursued the policy of settling reliable barons at strategic points – at Duffus near Elgin, at Inverurie in the Garioch, at Invernochty near Braemar, and at Lumphanan (between Dee and Don), huge mounds attest the early stages of infeudation. In some cases the mounds were later crowned by stone castles, which came to be the symbols of Anglo-Norman power. Stone castles were more common in Scotland than has been supposed, but they did not appear until the twelfth century and they were mainly royal castles, though some of the greatest, Kildrummy and Bothwell for example, belonged to subjects. Of the 120 or so castles in existence by 1300, a mere thirty were in royal hands – all of them south and east of the Highland Line.

The Crown needed all the help it could get because it was faced with frequent rebellions. Some of these expressed a dislike for the new ways, as, for example, the disorders which followed the death of Malcolm III (1093), the accession of Alexander I (1107) and the return of Malcolm IV from his service at Toulouse with the English King (1160). Others represented a desire for local independence as in risings in Galloway (1160, 1234) and in Moray (1130, 1187). Yet very often the discontented allied themselves to the ambitions of claimants to the throne. These were many. It was only about 1144, when David acknowledged his son as his successor designate, that the hereditary principle was formally asserted; and there seems to have lingered on a feeling in favour of the old tanistry. Descendants of Lulach (p. 34) asserted themselves in 1130, and again about 1150. The MacHeths who troubled William the Lion were probably a base-born progeny of Alexander I. Although William Fitz-Duncan stoutly supported David I, his descendants the MacWilliams rose in 1187, 1212, and 1215, and it was not until a hapless baby girl had her brains dashed out on the market-cross at Forfar in 1230 that the line of Ingibiorg was extinguished.

As the various claimants sometimes cooperated one with another, and sometimes allied with powerful malcontents like the Earls of Galloway, the task of the Crown was far from easy. Yet the kings, patiently advancing their garrisons into hostile territory, ultimately prevailed. Very revealing is a charter of 1267 which shows the King handing his castle on Loch Awe to the MacNaughtans on condition that the MacNaughtans should garrison it and give him a limited but specific hospitality when he demanded it.




(iii) The End of the Norse Peril

Not only against internal enemies did the Scottish monarchy prevail. It was able also to deal with the Scandinavians, although not without difficulty.

Between 1098 and 1103 Magnus Bareleg made a serious attempt to make his Western Empire a reality. He compelled the peaceable Edgar to surrender all the Western Islands between which and the mainland a ‘helm-carrying ship’ could go, and it may well be true that, by having his galley dragged across the isthmus at Tarbert, he claimed Kintyre as well. He established his authority over Orkney, the Hebrides









(iv) The Fabric of the Monarchy









































(v) The Church




























*A.R.B. Haldane, The Drove Roads of Scotland (Edinburgh, 1952).




*‘Ninian’ is in fact a later form. The saint's name was Nynia. This means that the evidence of Ninianic dedication, long believed to trace the footsteps of his mission, cannot be so interpreted.
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