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éhapter VIII

Angus in Exlle

Angus's entry into England in 1529 presented the Tudor government
with an undesire] fait accompli, From the persistence with which the
English requested James the fifth to forgive and recelve Angus, his

brother and his uncle into royal favour, iti evident that Henry the
elghth envisaged the exile of the Douglases to be of short duratlon.

In their assumption, however, neither the English monarch nor his ministers
had taken into account the depth of animosity which the King of Scotls

felt towards the fupgitives. The repeated overtures of Henry on behalf

of Angus only increased James's determination that the proscribed magnate
should not return.1 As 1t became obvious with the passage 66 time that
the Scottish king would never gllow his former captor to be rehabllitated,
the attitude of the English government towards Arigus undexrwent a subtle
change. Instead of being seen in the role of a political egltator or as
the leader of an Anglophile faction among the Scottish aristocracy, the
erstwhile "regent" of Scotland was considered fit only to be a border
administrator.  Angus was given a generous gift of £333, 6s. 0d. in
the summer of 15292 and was allowed a pension of 1,000 merks per anmm
until he waﬁ restored to his Scottish estates.3 He was sent to Berwlck

to asslist the English warden, Northumberland, who regarded the Scottish

1. SPH, IV’ Pt. IV, o Lo I8 CCII, Pe 51470
2e LPH’ V, Pe 315; cf. Ibido’ IV, Pte IEI’ b sTo JH SBIJJ.L.
3e Ibid.’ V, PP 317, 320, 32ho
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earl and hls assoclates as effective agents for maintalning order along
the i‘rontier.h " For the remaining years of his exlle, Angus was to be
chiefly emp'.}fyed in the cocupation of policing the borders between the two
kingdonms,

The reception and naintenance of ingus in England meant that relatlons
between that country and Scotland were to be encumbered with the trouble~

some problem of the restoration of the exlles, notwlthstanding the new
treaty of peace between the realms, In tbe complainis registered by

the Scots against the English, it was implied that English marauders on
the borders were encouraged by Angus and his lza.t'o’c,]uer..5 But Henry

ignored these indirect aspersions and when Sir Thomas CJ.ifford was gent
Anto Scotland as an English emissary in the autum of 1529 to negotiate

a peaceful settlement of the disputes between the two realms, the restor- |
atlon of Angus was among those topics which were to be discusseds James

replied to his uncle's overture by defending the justice of Angus's
e, ¢ I ; J ,. ,

However, Angus néver lost his interest in Scotland and he was
accused by forelgn observers 7am the Scoftish governnent of being involved
. in raids and forays along the marches.ﬂ To the King of Scots all '

. depredations along the borders emanated from Angus and his supportem:
and James desired the earl's removal from that area. At first the

English monarch demurred in obliging James in his demand,g but eventually

‘Lo Ivid., IV, Pt. III, no. 5886; SPH, ibid., no. CCX, p. 568.
5. Op. cit., sppendix, no. 239,

6. SPi, op. cit., no, CCXXIII, p. 572.

Te LHL OPe Cit-, I10 ¢ 6078-

8. Cf. CSP Span, IV, Pte I, no. 366, p. 618, .

-7+ SH, op, cit., no. CCXIX, pp. 588-9; cf. LPH, V. no. 1367.
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Henry acceded and Angus was recalled from the Anglo=Scottish frontier in

November 1531.'°  However, the disorders along the borders continued

11

unabated and although Angus could not possibly have been the instigator

of all of these outrages, he became a useful scapegoat upon which all
such disturbances could be blamed,

Within six months after he was removed Iiui. Berwlck, Angus was sent .

back to the borders and as he was "sworn Inglismen hes it was sald becaus

12

he cowth nocht get grace at the Kng," “ led a force which burned Colding-

ham and Dunglass at the very moment when a new treaty of peace was being

negotlated betwean the two realms .13 His participation in such ralds

~only increased James the fifth's obduracy to prewent the fpgitive magnate

from ever returning to Scotland, . But Angus and his assocliates were
prisoners of circumstance,  On the one hard, they were denled any hope ..

‘of ‘restoration by their native sovereigny on the other, they were, expected

to ald thelr new protectors in raids of intense ferocity against their
former countrymen., By the summer of 1532, sngus realised the improbabllity
of belng restored by James and became the subject of Henry the eighth.

The earl recognised the English king's claim to be "Supreme Lord of
Scotland" and promised to aid Henry in any future wars betwsen England

and Scotland. In retwrn, the English monarch :lncruﬁed Angus's Peﬁsion
from 1,000 merks to £1,000 per anmm and obligated himself never to make

‘ydace.with the Scots untdl Angus had been rehabilitated.w The origins

10, CSP Venetisn, ITI, no. 697, p. 302,

11, *LPH,‘ QP Cité, 104 Mﬁ.

12, Abell Ms,, £, 119,

13. Cf, Lesley,-History, p. 145.,. Lesley asserted shat Angus was capturdd
. on this rald but &ere 18 no confirmation from either English or
Scottish archives., |

1?-‘0 Sm’ OD, cit., ) oo 5 CCIKI, b. 615. )



5121

of that policy of hypocrisy and deception which was nractised with such
adeptness by Angus and Sir George Douglas in the following decads, and
which was to exert an important influence in Scottish history, began in
the period of their exile. The exigencies of the situation had compelled
Angus to beccams a denlzen of hls country!s hereditary enemy, although
undoubtedly neither he nor his brother ever intended to remain in
England indefinitely, - |

‘The new comnitment of the Douglases towards abetting the English
was demonstrated in the autumn of 1532, . Angus undertook to suborn the
inhabitants of the Merse and Teviotdale to become his a.llies15 while

George Douglas began a campalgn of looting Coldingham and other twens in
the l-Ieraa.‘ 6 But rmrther encroachments by the English into Scotland
were repulsed by the border kindreds, the Scotts and Kers ,17 while

official pardon was extended to all his subjects by the Scottish king

18

except those who gave assiatance to Angus, But skirmishes between

the English and Scots along the frontier increased in volume and intensity.
Man':y areas of Berwickshire were ravaged in an unprecedented mecnner and

the prime instigator cf the new scorchéd earth poticy was belleved to have
been J’mgua...19 | .
Th e small border castle of Edriupton, known better by its colloquial

deglgnation of Cawmills was captured frc;m 'the Scots before the end of

20

December, As 1t was only two mllea fron Berwlck, its strategic

importance was considerable, The irS“ct':.nt'.i'.:l.alzl council had been concerned

15, SPH, op. cit., no. CCX'XXII,’ p. 618,
16, LPH, V, no. 1460, '
17. Ibid., no. 1559.
18, SPH, op. cit., no, CCXXXIV, p. 626,
19, Op. cit., no.s 1635, 1638,

Ibido, no, 1655’ SPH, ODe Cito’ N0, CGIIKVI, PDe 630'310
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about Cawmills for some time but they had virtually ignored the request
which ita custodian, Alexander Home, the Tutor of Wedderburn, had made
in the previous October for more aﬁpplies and a.::'i'..'t.lll.er,;r..h21 The
provocation of the English towards the Scots waes further lncreased

when the command of the newly cadtured castle was glven to Angus, This
deliberate affront to the Scots symbollsed Angus's support of English
%ession towards the northemn kingdom, VWhen the Scottish emissary,

Thomas Scott of Petgorno, complained to Henry about this infringement of
the Anglo-Scottish truce, the English king clalmed that it had been done
without eldther his knowledge or his consent, Pelgormo dismissed thls

excuse as mere verblage, for he believed that Henry intended to force

the patoratian of Angus upon Jamea.22 |

However, the question of the rehabilitation of Angus and his kinsmen
was not to be utilised by the English to embroil the two kingdoms into |
‘& policy of open bellicosity. The activities of Angus and his brother23
in the war of attrition being waged upon tha Anglo-Scottish frontier
wers not serious enough to provide a casus belll between England and -

Scotland, Neither James nor Henry wanted war and a truce was negotlated

in the spr:lpg of 153321‘ which was renewed in the following October.zs

The King of Scots was anxious to recover Caimills as he believed that
Angus and George Douglas, who were its captains, would use the castle as
& base from which they could harass the borders., James's susplcion was

‘not unfounded as throughout the sumer of 1533 the Douglas exiles were

26

engaged in dssultory warfare against the Scots. But the English refused

210:. ADG et Seéﬂo,r I’ ri 3981.

220~ _I_IE_‘I_’ VI, N0, 190 . Cfe CSP S o 11 ‘no. 10’41 Pe 5?73 cE
 emstdan, 1, noss 839, BRZ- po, S7hSe. ’ —

23. I!PH Opo Oit.’ 1103. 51, 1!4.3, 160} SPH OPe Citt’ 0, CCCXIIVIII, Ue 6330
21-10 Op. Git., N0e L09.
25, Thid., nos, 1196, 1222.

260 ml’ op. Cit.’ m. 7220
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to return Cawmllls because of 1ts proximity to Berwlck a;.though, as a
sop to Jameat!s pride, George Douglas was removed as its keeper.27 When
a treaty of peace was finally concluded in May 1534 between lenry the
elghth and James the fifth, to endure for each othert's lifetime, Cawmills
was dismantled and given back to Sc:c:nt'.la.nd._p28 | ﬂ |
Shortly before the successful conclusion of the diplomatic negotiatdons
between the English and the Scots, Angus and his kinsmen displayed a new

resurgence of hope that James the £ifth would finally permit them to

<2 The earl and George Douglas sought Henry's dd to

negotiate with the Scottish envoy,. Sir Adam Otterburn of Redhall, whon

return hone,

they had heard was favourably disposed to their reztofatioh; 0 Although
the laird of Redhall had supported Angus's uncle, Archibald Douglas when

he was elucted provost of Ediﬁburgh in 1519 ,3 1 and probably did not approve

2

of Angus's forfeiture ,3 Otterburmn was too astute to become directly involved

in assisting the exiles. By the temms of the new treaty of peace,
Angus, George and Archibald Douglas were allowed to remain in England and
1o be congidered as Englisfx subjects .33 These provisions merely reite
erated James's avowed policy of uncompromising severity towards Angus

and his fe:!.low exiles, Future historlans were to castigate Angus p.nd
George Douglas for their ahamalesaf treachéry in being agents of the

Tudors in Scotland after James's death,  But the King of Scots himself
no longer regarded them as his lleges and it can hardly be wondered at

F

27, Ibid,, nos. 802, 1283; SPH, op, cit., no., CCXLVI, p. 6503 CSP Span.
- IV, Pte IO, no.,1107, De 752.p ’ » P ‘ ’

20, LFPH, VII, r%o; 9113 Foedera (o), XIV, pps 538-9.

29. Op, c:l.t.,lno. 1'11;; CSP Span., Vv, Pt. I, no. T, Pe 23

‘30, SFH, op. cit., no, CCLVII, pp, 666=T7. ‘f

31, John Inglis, Sir Adam Otterburn of Redhall (Glasgow, 1935), ppe 8<9.

~ Cited hereafter as Inglis, Adam Otterburm, ADCP, p. 147,
32, Inglis, Adam Otterburn, p. 3L. N
33. L¥, op. cit., nos, 911, 10313 Foedera, Oi.dt.
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that, the Douglases would be grateful to the country that had given them
shelter against the virulant animosity of their former sovereign.

Yot, less than six months after the ratification of the new Angloe
Scottish alllance, Archibald Douglas of Kilspindy mide a q\ﬂiotic visit
to Scotland to sollcit James's forgivones'sﬂ, Godscroft created the
legend of the fugltive Douglas, with the colourful soubriquet of "Grajyst;iu"
appeaﬂng before_tha king, hat in hand, in the park of Stirling to ask '
that he be allowed to remain in §cotland,3 L The imperial ambassador
reported to his master in September 1534 "that the uncle of the éarl Eo.f
Douglas (slc), who was here in exile, has suddenly returned to Scotland,
after soliciting and obtalning king James!'s fardon, though 'ﬂth°“t |

informing this one, who paid him a peimian.HBS " However, Kilapihchr's recoption

&

[

at the Scottish court was somewhat different ‘than Chapuyas had indic;.ted., |
He was in Scotland bthh”e very beginning of September, ¢f not 'befoi'e,’ as |
on the third of that month he was ordered by the Lords of Council to
leave the realm within a certain unspecified period, He spent his =
last days in Scotland at the home of Hobert Barton in Leith waitiﬂg .fc;r *
a 8hip o take hin from the kingdom,”®  Although we have oo evidence
that Archibald Douglas had in fact entered Scotland with the approval

of James, tk;e assunption of the imperial ambassador seems pl@BibE'o

The previous response of James to the roquest that Angus and his fellow |
exlles be allowed home had been so severe that his treatment of Kilspin@

was remarkable for its clemency, Although Kilspindy was not restored or

* ' *o
of

34, . Godscroft, House ‘of Douglas, p. 2623 of. Diurnal, p. 19 and Lesley,
History, p. 142, Leaﬁy wrote that Ki]aprroachad the king
while he was 1in the park at Stirling, . ‘

35‘ m.’ V, Ptv. I’ N0, 90’ p' 2634; SR :
36, ADCP, -pe h27; W. Stanford Reid Skipper from Leith: the History of |

- lobert Barton of Over Bapton (FhiTadelphia, USK, 19¢
B‘b Seﬂs’ V, ff. 11 "'7. | ’ 9 p. , ADO
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-ox allowed to remain, he was not imprisoned or executed, which James

could have done with impunity as Douglas had been convicted of treason
agalnst his sovereign, Within two years, Kilspindy was dead but his
widow, Isobel Horpsr, who had remained in Scotland deépite her husband's

dlsgrace, was Tesidred to her possessions.

Perhaps Jamest!s lenient treatment of Archibald Douglas of Kilspindy
encouraged his nephews Angus and George Douglas in thelr aspirations
that they would be forgiven and restored, But the King of Scots remained
adamant, In 1536 when arrangements were being discussed for a neeting

between Jemes end Henry, the Scottish monarch categoricaly refused to even
conslder the restitution of the Douglases .37 The English were peralstant,

however, and when in the following year James went to France, Stephen
Cardiner, Blshop of Winchester was sent by Henry the eighth to the Scott-

ish king to soliclt Angus's rehabilitation,’®  Perhaps the mysterious

Mr John Penven or Penman, who informed George Douglas of the failure of
this mission, was a member of Winchester!s entouragq.3 7 But contimied

A

31« SH, V, Bt. IV, no, CCLXXXIX, p. 383 LPH, X, no., 483, Lord Willian
Howard, the English euvoy. to the Scotiish court was specifically
Instructed to $infomifthe fifth that Angus and George Douglas were
loyal Scotsmen, % OPe Citi’ 110 CCIIVI, Poe Sl

38, LwMl, X¥; nes, 1351, 13633 Roger Merriman, The ILife and Times of
m’ Cromwell (Mord, 1902)’ II’,i N0 17 3 Peo 1e

39+ Pinkerton, History, IT, Appendix no, XXIV, p. 490. Unfortunately,
there 1s veﬁﬁa information on the identity of Mr John Penven
or Peman, As his letters to George Douglas demonstrated a degree
of immense sympathy for the Douglases and an equal degree of animosity
towards the Scottish king, it might be conjectured that he was a
supporter of Angus before the earlts forfelture. One Mr Thomas Penven,
M.As, St. Andrews diocese, who may have been a close kinsman to
Mr John -Penven, drew up a notaridj instrument £r Angus's vassal,
- Mr John Symington, in May 1519, SRO, Calendar of Swinton Charters
- @D 12/94, There iz » cnrlous entry of payment of some fine cloth
to the laird of Buccleuch in 1530 "for the taking of Penman® which
could, perhaps, allude to Mr John Penven'!s capture. Ty, Vy Pe 300,
If ho had been imprisoned by James, Penven's hatred for the King of
5cots would be more conprehiensitles In October 1539, John Penven,
clerk, M.A., a.born Scotaman, became a naturalised subject of Henxy
the eifhth and by the spring of 15LL Penvan had become Henry's

chaplain and possessod the rectory of Bume in Kent. LPH, Pt, I, XIV,
1o U35 (XL); XIX, Pt. I, no. 278 (LX), T
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requests by Henry on behalf of Angus only increased James's obstinacy

end he rebuked his English uncle for the latterts incessant solicitations
in favour of the proscribed Scottish magni_ate,ho 1

- tdth the death of Queen Madeleine in July 1537, followed closely. by
the exposure of the "Glamis conspiracy® ths hatred of James for his former

lleges reached a new dopth of virulencs, Angus and Sir George Douglas
had remained blind to the constant rebuffs which any solicitation in thedr ¢

favour received from their former king, The execution of their sister
Lady Glamls and her son-inelaw, the Master of Forbes, coupled with the
offlclal displeasure shown towards other lairds of tﬁe cognomen of =
Douglas, stripped them of any illusions which they might have retained.
Norfolk wrote to Cramsell that MMErle of Anguishe and his brother be nowe
owte of hope, howe ever to attayne to their heritaunce, unles war be
ioved, Wherfore I doubte you woll woy George Douglas wordes, as a m‘an*

'deaperate,um So thorough was the repressive policy which was followed

by James against any who showed any inclination to favour Angus and his
brother thak all sources of information of news which had filtered down I
.%o the Douglases since their exile were no longer a?ailablahz* "Feve
do escape fhﬁt nay be Imow;n to bé frendeé *to ThErle of Angllfsﬁe, O nereo
_-Ir;vnsmen but that t.hey be daylle taken and put in priaom and 1% 1z

sald that suche as have londes of any good:vaylewe'shall suffre at this

nexte Parliament, and guche as have litla shall refuse the name of
Douglas, and be called Si',e:.ral:'desm"l‘(3 The severity of the campalgn

which the King of Scots waged against the relatives and would-be supporters
of mgus beca.me universally knt::wmhh as Jamesl!s antipathy rsached a. state

40, The Wamilton Papers: Letters and Papers illustratin the ]itical
relations of Enpland and Scotland in the XVIth Cent ad, Joseph Baln~.
Edinburgh, 1090), I, no. 37, pe Uls  Clited hereafter as 1P,

LFH, XII,. Pt. II, no. 422(1); SH, V, Pts IV, no, CCCXXIV, P, 98,
Opg Cit., no. 369(1)

“ Ibidl, mo 696(1)’ % Op. citc, N0, Cccm, pp. 108‘90
LPH, op. oit,, no, 539, .




427

of almost pathological neurosis, In November 1538 Sir Adam Otterburn,
who had been a faithful adrministrator and diplomat for close to two
decades, was imprisoned in Dumbarton Castle for suspected correspondence

| Tames RnamiTon
with the exilesghs while Sir James Colville of East Wemyss, Sirpfamizben
of Finnart and the dead Robert Leslie of Inverpeffer were all accused of
treason for thelr "asglataace to ﬂt.vn{::u.:u!‘6 All of these men had either
been forfelted or executed or had fled from Scotland by 1541, except

for Otterburn, who was released upon tho payment of a large composition.m

When the Scottish Estates convened in December 1540, all of the lands

and lordships which had pertained to Angus before his forfeiture, with the
solitary exceptlon of the lordship of Abernethy, were annexed to the

Crown estates, and in the general. remission which James granted to all
his subjects "the Intelligénce with Archibald symtyme erle of Anguls
George Douglas his brode~ snd unquhile Archbald dowglas of Kilspindle
thare ome. sen the tyme of the geving of doma of forfaltour aganis tha:ne"ha
was the sole exception in this act of royal magnanimity.  The Douglase3

8111l remained unpardonable criminals,
Relations between England and Scotland deteriorated markedly during

the last five years of James the £ifthi's raigl.hg By the sumuer of 1542

the two nations wereﬁ on the bﬂnk of war and once again Angus and his
brother took a prominent part in leading English marauders into the
Scottish marches.’® In a last attempt to prevent the outbreak of

16. Ibid-’ mI, Pto II,_nOo 777’ 1113118, .A.darl Otterbum’ pp' 63-9.
L6, AP3, II, pp. 355, 361, 366-7,

47. Op. cit., XIV, Pt. I, no, 11053 XIV, Pt. II, no. 131; SPH, op. cit.,
no. CCCLX, p. 1603 HP, I, noe 57, pe 59

hao APS’ ODe Cito’ Pe 363’ The New ACtﬂ Of Parlimnt ' . ted by Hw
Devidson (Edinburgh, 1540}, p.

49. The death of Margaret Tudor in October 1541 removed the last 1rmertant
personage at the Scottish court who was interested in thz maintensnce
of the Anglo-Scottish entente. It was reported that on her death-.
bed she asked her son to forgive Angus, SPH, V, Pt. IV, no, CCCLXXXV, p. 19L.

500 ;‘_H{_J IVII" } 9o JN 5590 -
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hostilities, James Leirmonth of Dersie was sent by the King of Scots to
the English coru.rt«.5 1 The explosive nature of the crisis was apparent
to the Scottlsh council who informed Lelmmonth to send the resulis of
his commicationa with Henry the elghth "in all the halst you may.“sz

But by the last week of Angust the English king was expecting almost
hourly news that the Scots had crossed the frontier.s 3
However, the first intTtative of overt hosItlity was made by the

English when a force led by Angus and Sir Robert Bowes invaded the Scottish

Middle March and was defeated by the Scots on 2L August 1542 at Haddonrig.
Bowes was captured and Angus was barely able to make good hils GBOB.PG.Sh
According to one Scottish source seventeen hundred Englishmen were kllled

and fifteen hundred were captured.5 > Fortunately, there are extant
accounts of the battle which were written by the commanders of the
OPP68ing forces. Angus and Sir George Dopglas reported that they had
led three thousand men (James the fifth was to claim that it was ten
thousand), and that upon the approach of the Scottish force led by tha
earl of Huntly, the English infantry brcki into a disorderly retreat.
Angus noted bitterly that "it wﬁs not that they won the field, but te that
lost it with our misorder. 226 According to the English accounts, Sir
Robert Bowes, Richard Bowes, John Davysoun of Dennerlaw, George Davysoun
in Teviotdale, John Dyksoun of Beltschester, John'Tempest, John Heroun,
John Carr, captain of Wark, and Thomas Foster of Edderstoun were taken

510 Ibido, oS8 . 577, 586, 6010

52, Reglster House, State Papers SP 13/30(I). There are two other letters

sent to Leirmonth in this collection, one of which is printed in LPH,
SVII, no, &llh

530 Op. Cit., ) oTe J* 6147] 651’ 661.

She HP, I, no, 128, pp., 158-9; LPH, XVII, nos. 662, 6633 SPH, op. cit
no. CCCICII’ p;’. 207-8. _ ? ’ ’ _-’ p "

550 m_m.—al.’ PPe 211‘5. cf. Mey, Histoz:z, Pe 162.
56. Q’ OD. citu} LHI’ OPDe cit¢’ 970 JN 6733 -S_El'i_, ODe cit.
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prisoner.ST

and John Dyksoun, indicate that for many Scottish borderers service

The presence of Scotsmen from Teviotdale, i.e. the Davysonns

under -the English was reckoned to be more advantagedous than under thelir
own wardens, Huntly's account, which was written to the Scottish

ambagssador in London, explained the activitles of the earl in defending
the Scottish realm from the invaders, He informed Leirmonth that on

0 August he left Edinburgh and arrived at Lauder, where he met with.
the Wardens of the East and Middle Marches and f.hey had proceeded to
Melrose. When he arrived there, Huntly sent messages to the English .
wardens to inform them of his presence on the borders and that he had .
come Lo ensure that peace would be maintained upon the frontler and to
ask them to follow suit. He went to Jedburgh on the eve of Ste Barthe
olomew as he did not expect any trouble from the English, but he was
arakened at four in the morning by a messenger who informed hin that

an English amy was at Kelso, Taking great pity upon the tribulations

of the country, he decided to defend his countrymen, met the English at
Haddonrig and defeated them which was "ane sueit and honorable victoryeee

noctheless we temereit our selfis and abstenit fra forther persewing bot
Stald allanerlie at the thing that we fm.id in our puir defence lyk -as
we gat chargls or we departit at the kingis grace.,t® Sir John
Wedderington, Marshal of Berwick, Mr Lassance, Mr Tempest, John Ker,
caplain of Werk, James Douglas of Parkhead, "Litil"Herouh, Mr Bowes,
Rlchard Bowes, Sir Cuthbert Radelyff, Lord Howburn, Thomas Foster, lord
of Aderstoun, Mr Lossy, William Buktoun, and Mr Slingisby were "3313”0111‘9‘1«58
The d;feat ;f Haddonrig ca;sed Henry the eighth acute embarrassment,

57 LPH, ibld, ' It was also reported that’ Angus and Geo uglas had"
: ° ﬁ ,l rge Do had
en wounded and captured. Ibid,, nos. 729 y 838,

58, 'Reglster House, State Papers, SP 13/31,
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but the lmmedlate reaction by both countries was one &f caution, The

English privy councll ordered a complete cessation of hostilitlies against
Scotland while James informed his ambassador in London that, deaspite the
latest provocations, he was anxlous to maintain peace ,5 9 The English
and Scottish wardens, Rutland and Huntly, promised each other support
in the preservation of peace along the fréhtief,éo and Huntly informed
ILelrmonth that "all that we intend heir ia defence allanerlie gif

Ingland vald invaid, St But the protestations of peace between the

40 kings were hollow, although Angus belleved that James did not want
war¢62 The Scottish king even ghoﬁed himself aurpriaingly merc;iful
as he pardoned James Douglas of Parkhead, although he had done so only
after Parkhead had divulged the plans of Angus .63 Yet by October the
English were inslisting that members of the Scottish nobility be sent
into England as hostages and that James come to London by Christmasj
these demdzds were wholly unacceptable.éh' That war with Scotland was
'8td11. very much a part of Henry's policy is evident by the fact that in

" "October 1542 offers were being made to Scottish borderers to assist the
'English in return for protection of their lands and goods .65 By the
end of October the English had invaded Scotland.,

AV the commencement of hostilities, the war was waged furiously in
the reglons which bordered Berwick. © Angus and Sir George Douglas were

conspicuous in advancing the pf¥secution of the campaign in the Merse

59« Ibid., SP 13/32; LPH, op. cit., no, 705.

60, Ibid., nos, 734, 739.

61. Reglster House, State Papers, SP 13/33.

62, HP, I, no, 197, pp. 253-h. |

63. LFH, op. cit., no. 753.
6L, Ibido; no, 942,

65. Ibido, Nos . 953’ 99140
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and Henry was informed by Hertford that they "hav_e in this Jorney very
prayfullye and willingly served your highness in suche wise that in myn
opynyn they have deserved your majesties thankes."66 Despite the
concentration of English activity and military preparaticss apon the Eastarn
Marches, it was on the western frontier that the fate of the war was
‘decided by the rout of 1;he Scots. ;‘t Solway Moss. The Scottish army
suffered from a lack of organisation and when the royal favourite,:

Oliver Sinclair of Pitcalrns, was appointed commander, the Scottish nobles
refused todey him, Upon the first onslaught of the English force
under the capable direction of Sir Tho@.s ltharton, th; Soot§ broke. and.
fleds Although Scottish historians have blamed the “dafeat fipon the.

ineptitude of the Scottish commander,67 the defeat itself was only cata-
ptraphlc In -that it triggered the complete emotional collapse of James

~the fifth, 1In spite of the faot that he 8till retained some awareness
©of, the problems which confronted his kingdom (on 29 November he appointed
&Oﬁn.Johnstone of that Ilk warden of the West Marches in p;l.aoe of Ioxd
"Yaxmell who had been taken at Solway Moaa68) Janes spent the last month

of his life at Falkland overcome by deep melancholia and was dead by -
1l December 152,57

660 HP I, MQCB, IO, V, PPe Im-m, HMC Report on e MSSe of the
- Mamquls of Bath, IV: Seymour Papers, 1532~1606, ps. 35 B

674 Cf, lLeslay, History, p. 165; Pitscottie, I, p. 403; Diumal, p, 25,
68, Register House » State Papers, SP 13/3L.

69. Donaldson, James V, p. 60, According to the Treasurer's Accounts,
James died two days later. TA, VIII, p, 141, It was Pitscottle
and John Knox who wrote the most descriptive narrative of the last

.moments of the King of Scots which later became part of the cannn

of Scottish historiagraphy. Pitscottie believed that Jamests -

‘last words were "fain weill, it came with ane lass y it welll pass

.With a lass." pPitacottie, I, ps 4O7, -John Knox asserted that the

king exclaimed "Oh, fled Oliver, Is Oliver ta'en} Oh, fled Oliver)"

‘Jo Knox!s History of Reformatlon in Scotland, ed, W, Croft

Jickdngon (Edinburg y 1945 9 Pe 39, There 1ls sous Indiczation that

Knox's account was not entirely

‘James made "more moan for Qliver Singular (s

-
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Even before the death of James, the position of Angus and Sir George
Douglas had ilmproved as they began to offer advice to Hertford on what
procedures were to be followed in relation to the captured Scottish nobles .70
When the Scots prisoners cane to Newcastle ’ George Dougle.s entered into
conversation with then for tha purpose of detem:l.ning the true state
of affairs in Scotland., On 12 December 1542 it vas roport.ed that Mary
of Cuise had givan birth to a ch:l.lt:l,71 while within a week a.ftema.rda ’

- Slmon Pennango, a tenant and former servant of Angus ’ a.rrived at Berwlck
Them 72

to inform ¥mé that their implacable foe was dead.

that James, confronted by death, had finally forgiven Angus and "Wﬂlﬁd

' ;bef’ﬁra his death that all the warders or pryaoners shuld be sett at libertie,

.and the Douglasses shuld be called home if they wolde come-"73

It was reported

The position of Angus and his brother, 4n the event of Ja.mes's
death, had been foreseen by Sir William Eure during the previous summer

when the remerked that "if the King of Scottes shulde fortune to dye or

to be slayne, ther is noe doubte they wolde go into Scotlande aga'yna.“m

Indeed, before the end of the year, it was said that Angus had already

roturned and had been restored to Hs estates; but this was preMture.7s

~In fact, Tantallon Castle had been selzed by Argyll, who had appointed
Hugh Kemnedy of Girvanmains to be its captain before 1 JanMary 15)42/3-76

Not untdl the middle of January were George Douglas and Angugback in thedir
3

70+ Angus warned Hertford not to permit a.rw Scot to return home until
~ Henry the eighth had been consulted, -HP, op. cit,., Preface, no. XX,
pPe AC} LPH OPe Cit., Nno, 1136(1).

e Ibid., no, 119h.
72+ Ibld., no, 121},

730 Ibid‘) no, 1225] ZI_P;’ 0D cit., N0 ¢ 263, Pe 3’45.
7’.],. Op. Cit., N0, 636.

75. Ibid.,‘ NO, 1230‘ CSP SEano, VI’ Pb. II, 4o N 87, Pe 189.
760 .I:!_P_’ op# cj-tt’ N0, 267’ p. 31].9.
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native lande!!  Durdng the stormy period of the minority of Queen Mary,
Angus and George Douglas were to play a political role of the first
importance until ‘the emergence of the forceful Mary of Gulse. Desplte

difficulties and various swmonses of treason which were issued against
them, neither the earl nor his bmtherv#gism-to axperience exile agaln,

The i‘orfaiture of Angus in 1528 did not invclve & total eviction
o.f various Douglas lairds and the vassals of the disgraced earl from their

poseessions, Although his forfeiture was the most serious in the first
half of the &ixteenth century in Scotland in terms of its duraticn, the
eﬁdance indiéates g patiem of tenuriel Bécutrty which differed so
rradica.]ly“' from the classic conception oi' proscriptions in Scottdsh |
history that a thorough discussion is necessary. Unfortunately there
are severs limlitations in this analysis as a result of great hiatuses

in the historical evidence avallable. For the tenants of the earl

(that 48 to say, those who held lands from Angus as renters or those who
held lands in rent from the free-holdsrs who were vassals of Angus) there
is almost no information available, except for an occasional case which
appeared before the lords of council, in which several small tenants. com=
blned soclal pressure with econdmic resources to bring their siperiors to
heel, For several of the vases” -, who were heritable proprietors and

“lairds in their own right, and who were tenants of the earl of Angus, there
1s very little evidence because of the lack of the survival of famlly
papers and wiits,

Even before the actual forfeiture of Angus was enacted, varlous vassals
of the disgraced earl received confirmation of the possession of thelr
lands. William Carmichael of Crukitstane and his wife received a grant

7.}' .% m’:Pt I’ 1108 e 56’ 88.
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undar the great seal in July 1520 which ratified the charter made by thelr
1Mate superior, David Lindsay, Earl of Crawford, of the laxis of
Ethiebetoun in the regality of Kirriamlr in Angus. Crawford held these
lands as the tenant of the earl of Angus, who was the superior. Villiam
Carmichael also recelved confirmation of his possession of the tiio parts
of the lands of Carpow, from which he later took his designation, in the
barory of Abernothy in Parthshire, which ho held in fee fron Anguﬂow
Poter Camichael of Dron and his wife, Eufand Wemyss, received roysl
confimation of their possession of the 1311;3 of Dron, Caltoquly, Paettiindy,

Cragpotty, Erlismire, Collfergy, one half of Mundy, and one fourth of

the lands of Nether Aberargy, with the office of chamberlain of the barony
of Abernethy in Porthshire, all of which he held from Angus in t:.h.i.e:t‘m79

obert Logan of Coitfield received royal confirmation of the two merklands
oX Cormokhope in the lordship of Douglas and sheriffdom of Lanark, which

had been previously held by the late Alexander Turing, burgess of
Edinburgh, 0

When Parliament met in the first wock of September 1528 to pass sahte

ence of forfelture upon the earl of Angus, sevoral persons appeared:
befors tha Three Estates and protested that this forfeiture should not

prejudice them, The individuals who appeared wera divided into two
categories: those to whom Angus, his brother or uncle either owed money

beely LN ©Nd Crown wards and Those who wert hig $ree
or had,given wriousptenants and held lands fram the earl. Forcmost in
the firat fategory was Queen Margaret. Mr Robert Galbraith y her advocate
claimed that Angus owed her lafige suis of money and that he had retained

part of her moveable goods. He dﬁmanded that she should be given as

70 HMS; III; no. 617, This was granted on 25 July, 1528.
19 Ibido’ 0, 610. '

80, Ibid,., no, 629; ﬁ, LII’ PPe 329'300
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many of the lands of the earl as would reimburse her for her severs
financial losses., The king, in:consideration that Angus had, so he
claimed, intromitted with her goods subsequent to Lhelr divorce, granted
that Margaret had a legal right to some of the earl's property. Tho
queen was glven complete frecdonm of choice of t.he lands which pertalned

to the out.laued magnate that she could control a.nd was to retain possession

81

until ahe received full financial satisfaction. | Lord Hgthven 'entered

a claim that monies which Angus owed him were not to be prejudiced by

82

.the earlts disgrace; - The Archbishop of St. Andrews similarly protested

~ his right to any possessiona of the rebels which were & part of his
regalities of St. Andrews and.Dunfermline 383 the earl of Moray also proe
. »tested that his right to the waziship of the earl of Huntly should not
- ba Jeopardised by Angus's prosoriptionyah ‘and Mr Willlam Stewart, the
~'procurator for Ellzabeth Douglas, the wife of George-Douglas, made a
~8imilar protest before the Three Estates that her heritage should not be
- affected by her husband!s 'crinaes.Bs: B ¥
- Among the vassals of the earl of Angus who held estates in his

. Various lordships, only those who possessed lands in either Lanarkshire

Or in Angus appeared Bafore the Three Estates to claim that their
- Properties should be exempted from their feudal superiorts forfeiture,

Ueorgs Knox entered a protest for his annual rent of £10 from the barony

+ of Douglas ;86, Ellzabeth Adamsoun and her daughter Margaret Brown for

- thelr :half of the lands of the mains of Iiunsiar387 Adam Johnstoun, the

.

"

| 81 o Ibid,, p. 3é7.
82, Ibld,., p. 330,
83, Ibid., p. 328,
84, Ibid,

05, 1Ibld., p. 329,
860 Ibid‘) Pe 3280
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procurator for Adam Weir, protested for his cllient's lands of Racleuch
in the barony of Crawford Douglas and a simllar protest was entered

by Robert Tynto of Crympcramp for his lands in the same t'.\arcm;y«.,aa
Hargaret. Carruthers and her son John Heir protested for their rights to
Halrcleuch, the Nmtaun and a part of Little Clydes Jonat Taillafeir |
and her son ¥William Graham protested for thelr lands of Little Clyde,
Corsrig and Bafhme;B9 Arghibild Hamilton in Akinhead protest@ for

his lands of Easter Akinhead; the carl of Crawford proteﬁted for hiatlmd.is
in Lanarkshire and his barony of Ethiebatoun.’®  All of these estates,
with the exception of Ethiebetoun, pertained to Angus's three beronies

of Douglas, Crawfurd Dougles, and Bottwell, These propristors of landa

in Lanarkshirc were joined by several vassals of Angus who held estates |
in the regality of Kirriemuir,

James Scrimgeour, Constable of Dundee,
entered a protest on behalf of Lord Glamis that the latterts possession

of the lands of Balmuckteis should not be disturbed by Angust's forfeiturﬂ:g‘.
and&im.lar claims were made byJohn Ogilvy of Inverquharity for his lands
of Inverquhardty,”’® William Wood of Bonyntoun for Thomas Amnand of
Kimvherries for the lands of Kimeherries,’> and Walter Ogilvy of Clasyell
for his lands of Glaswell and Emgr and lWester Torbumes.gh

Thus in the very parliament which proscribed Angus, several of his
major vassals hed solidly allied themselves with the king and had rencunced




o
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their alleglance to their feudal superdior, Even Angusts own sistereine

laory Ellzabeth Douglas, the heiress of Plttendreich, and his nephew,
Iord Glamis, had in effect eschewedthelr outlawed kinsman. However,

tho formulation of legal protest did not mean that exemption was auto-
matical]} gliven, but James would probably be more : recei:tivé to the pleas
of theso heritable proprietors as they had publicly demonstrated their
éupport against thelr feudal overlord, In fact, 'thge‘ dist.ribution of 1
Mngustszestates in the autumﬁ of 1525 was mmrka‘éle in that the Kng -
only retained t‘hﬂ cé.stle of Tentallon and the superiority of the cordtatus °
of Angus. The earl of Argyll received the regality of Aﬁerneﬂvl the

-~ earl of Arran the barony of Bothwell}; bm Maxwell the barony of Crawford
Douglas and the lands of Dunsiarj sir Walter Scott of Buccleuch the
.regallty of Jodburgh Forestj tho comptroller the lands of Hntlawsj and

Sir John Stir?.ing of Kelr the forest ,Of Dye and the escheat of George
Douglas.gs The ownership of the superiorities of the baronies and
regalities which belonged ta Angus chenged radically during the years of
his exile while & very different pattern of the perabﬁnel of the
heritablo propristors emerged. A disqussion of the individuai estatlos
over which Angus had formerly exercised feudal superiority quite clearly

demonatrates the conservative cheracter of land ownership in Scotland.

The Reoally ok ABQYN?.“\:)
After the forfeiture of the earl of Angus, James the fifth granted

on 6 December 1528 the supeldority of the regality of Abernethy to his

5. SFH, IV, Pt. IV, no, CLXXXIX, footnote, p. 5133 LPH, IV, Pt, I, no.
11228 . According to these centemporanecus reports y Argyll and Mr
John Campbell of Lundy received the escheat of the laird of Kilspindy,
Yoray the regality of Bonkle, Sir James Hamllton of Finnart and the
Sheriff of Ayr the barony of Douglas, and Mark Ker of Iittledean the
lands of Preston. However, these Scottish magnates and nobles did

not acquire these eatates of the outlmred . . ’
AL III’ passj-m. f 'Ibuglueﬂ G.f RSS I’ II,
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faithful supporter, Colin, Earl of Argl.'l..g 6 After Argyll's death in
the following year,97 his son and successor, Archibald Campbell, did not
- recelve sa.sin; untll 2 November 1533, over three years after the death
of his father.98 This was followed by a regrant of the regality

of Abernethy to Archibald, Earl of Argyll on 9 June 1537 after the
general revocation of all grants which automatically occurred upon a
monarch's reaching his twenty-fifth year of age.” Further royal
confimations of the possession of Abernethy by Argyll followed in
February 1540/1'% and in October 1542, 0
the mill and lands of Aberargy, which had been reserved for the kingls

On the latter occasion,

household ofﬁciél, John Tennant, were also included in the regality of
Abernethy, Throughout the fourteen years of Angus's exile, the lorde
ship of Abernethy remained in the possession of the same family which
had received it mfter his forfeiture. The earlsof Argyll were intent
upon bolstering their control of this rich lordshlp as is indicated by
the several royal charters they obtained, acknowledging their ownership,
From the available evidence it appears that very few new tenants ‘
were given lands in the regality of Abernethy during the period of Angus's
forfeiture., The king's "familiar égvant" John Tennant and his wife
Mariot Atkdnsoun, the royal leundrosa, received in April 1531 for their
services, the lands of lMylecroft and the thirl multure of the mill of
Aberargy in the lordship of Abemetmroma In July 1537, after the king's

RI'_!_-:’J III’ 10 ¢ 716.

Scots Peerage, I, p. 337.

Ops cit., no, 13185 Argyll Muniments, Imrera% Castle, Portfolio L.
RS, op. cit., no. 1672,

100, Ibid., no. 2277.

101, Ibid,, no, 2813,

102, Ibido, no. 1608,
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gaeneral revocation, the lands of the mylcroft of Abersrgy were confirmed
to John Tennant and his wife, 0> while their right to these lrnds and

the milld Aberargy were specially exempted from the grant of the barony
of Abernethy to the earl of Argyll in February 1540/1 .10!; However, by
October 1542, Joln Tennant and his wife had resigned the lands of Aberargy

in favour of the earl of Argyll for the sum of 600 merka.ms

John Tennant and his wifo had been imposed as heritable proprietors
of the lordship by the king, Under the rule of the new superiors, the
earls of Argyll, thers are only extant two grants of lands to other free
tenants, In December 1537, James V confimmed a charter which irgyll.

as lord of Abernethy had granted to Thomas Balmanno of that Ilk, of
the lands of Balmanno in the loxdship which were to be held in feulora.

His family had already been tenants of the lordship before Angus'®s
forfeiture as one Joln Balmamno of that Ilk granted the lands of Mmdy
and Nether Aberarzy to Peter Carmichael of Dron before 1528,'0¢  Three
years later, the earl of Argyll granted to VWilliam Moncreiff of that

I1k the lands of Pettindy, Caltoquhy, Torlinde, Erlismre, Petblay,
Mallsbride, Reidinche, and Ferryfield, and the fofts which Robert Geddes
occupded, all of which were located in the bxdship of Abemotm'.wa ihe
lairds of Moncreiff had been vassals in the lordship since at least the
latter half of the fifteenth centuxy,109 and this laird had assisted Angus
againat Lemnox at the battls of Iinlithgow.''©  However, William Monorelff

106

103, Ibid,, no. 163},

104 Ibid., no. 2277,

105, Ibid,, no. 28133 Acts and Decxoets, I, Pt. II, £. 512,
106, Ops cit., no, 1733, #

107 Andersecn, Oliphants, no.92, ppe L3~k

" R3S, "I, no, 3494,

" Fo Moncreiff and W. Moncreiffe, The Moncreiffs and the Moncreiffes
. (Edim, 1929)’ I’ Pe hht ’

110, RSS, I, no., 3601,
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enjoyed the favour of his new feudal superior despite his assistance to

Agase By May 1540 he had replaced Peter Carmlchael of Dron as the

L2 .
apllle of the regality and several of the lands wh:l.ch he had recéived

that year had formerly been in the possession of Camichae.l. n

Of the other charters which were granted to the proprietors of lands
within the regality of Abernethy, all were in favour of .:Lndivicm.als who
had been vassals of the forfeited earl of Angus, Peter Carmichael of

Dron had received the gift of the heritable office of ballie of the

regallty in Jamuary 1527/8 from his cousin Angnv.&ss..112

Despite his close
connectdon with Angus - indeed, at least ane historlan believed that it
was "Peter Carmichael, BaiJ‘.ie‘ of Abernethy" who first informed the Douglases
of the escape of James thg fifth from thelr grasp"3 - in July 1528 he

was granted the lands of Dron, CaltOQW, Pettindy, Cragpotty, Erlismure,
Collfergy, one half of the lands of Mundy and one fourth of the lands

of Nether Abera.zs'g.."“l The lalird of Dron continued to enjoy his lands
although by 1538 he was in serlous dif.ficultiea with the king. In that
Year he pald the large sum of £500 as ccmposition for a complete remiaaion
of gll his cr:!mes.1 > 'What. these qffences were is not known, although
he coul@ have come under the king's ire because of his kinship yzith ‘

Lady Glamis, By May 1540 he had been depiived of his office of baille

and of the lands of Pettindy, Galtoquhy and Erlismure, although he continued
to enjoy his other estates. William Carmichael, burgess of Dundee, who
was successively designated of Crukitstanse and of Carpow, also recelved

111. ADC et. Sess, III, £. 177,
112. m‘{S VI’ nOO 280

113. ﬂ&m I, Pe 325.
11h. Opo Cit.’ I.II’ nOI. 6100

115' IAI. VII, Do 8!4-
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‘royal confimation in 1528 of his lands of Carpow in the regality of

Abernethy which he held from the earl of Angus. He had originally

recelved a grant of these lands from Angus- in February 152h/5q116

Almost a decade later, in March 1536/7, Jamzs confirmed the charter
which William Carmichael had made in favour'of his grandson and namesake

of the lands of Carpow in Abernethy.''’  This was followed by two

8

other confimations in September 1539,11 and in July 1541 ."9 In

September 1528 James the fifth granted to Jonet Graham and her son,
David Ogilvy of that Ilk, the two parts of the lands of Carey and Bralde

walle in the regallty of Abernethy which they held in chief from the-

120

earl of Angus and in the following year, Jonet Graham and her son -

Alexander Ogilvy paid £100 in composition for a charter of these same
landa..1 a In December 1532, James confirmed to William Petgrunze of

- that Ilk the lands of Petgrunze in the regality of Abernethy which he

held in fee from the former earl of An.gllﬂo122

Thus in the regality of Abernethy there appearf to have been almost
no changes made in the composition of the heritable proprietors who had
been vassals of the earl of Angus, The major change was in the person
of the superior and he seems to have been committed to a policy of none
interference, although his tenacity is proved by the fact that of all the
magnates who had recelved part of the patrimony of Angus in 1528, his

family alone were still in possession in 15h2°123 Of all the individuals

116, RM3, III, no. 617,

117, Ibid., no., 14,9,

118, SRO, Murthly Castle Writs GD 121/6/15,

119« Op. cit., no, 23883 SRO; Murthly Castle Writs GD 121/6/18.
120, Op. cit., no, 689, |

121, TA, V, P, 313, .

122¢ Op. ¢it., no. 12Lhj RSS, II, no. 14533 cf, TA, VI, p. T1.
123. In the annexation of the lo
to the Crown demesne which

1540, the regality of Abems W
mass incorpomtiog. thy was the sole exception to this
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who received royal confirmationsg of thelr lands within this lordship

from 1528 until 1542, only one, John Tennant was an "outsider" and he had
resigned his lands before the death of James the fifth,

The Regality of Bonkle and Peeston

The geographical position of the regality of Bonkle and Preston t;ras of ‘
cxrocial importance because of its proximity to the English frontier and
it had been used extensively by Angus during the last months of his
resldence in Scotland before he was compelled to leave the cmntry;mh

~ James was interested in maintaining a strict control of this particular
regallty, Almost immediately after Angus's disgrace, the king began to

parcel out its lands to various members of the administration and to his
falthful fupporters. On the day following the forfeiture, James Colville
of Uchiltre, the comptroller, received one half of the lands of Preston
and Id.ntlawa.1 25 Undoubtedly, the purpose of this grant was twofolds

to reward Colville for his help with the running of the financial adminise
Yration of the kingdom and to ensure that these lands were not controlled
by any one who might have an interest in assisting ths rebel eafl. The
superiority of the regality of Bonkle and Preston, however, reverted to

Jemes when ‘Angus was forfeited.’ On 9 October 1528, in order to crush the
rebellion of Angus and his supporters which was centred in Berwlckshire
end the Merse, the king entered into an agreement with the most influentdal
noble of that sheriffdom, George Lord Home, and promised that he would
infeft Home':!.n the bé.mpiéa of Bonkle and Preston, and that Home'!s brother
John, the Abbot 6: Jedburgh, would receive the lands of Cockbumspath

12}, The last letter which Angua wrote while he was in Scotland before

“the commericement of his exile was ‘dated from Preston. LY, IV, Pt.
III, 10 ¢ 55650

1250 E_IS_’ III'  ¢10 I 6730
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in tack from its éuperior, Queen Hargaret. In return for the lcing"s

obligation, the Homes bound themselves to expel the Douglases and thair
adherents from the realm.wé

But the Homes were not sble to quell Angus and James did not

implement his promise, In September 1529, lLord Home received the gift of
all the moveable and urmoveable goods, tacks and steadings which the exiled

earl held in Bezwickshire in addition to.all of the ferms and dutdes due
from the lands of Bonkle and Preston for the previous Whitsunday term-1 ¥
Alrmost two years later, John Home, Abbot of Jedburgh received a tack of
the entire barony of Bonkle and half of the lands of Preston and Idntlsws
for a tem of five ysars. He was given the right to hold courts of
balliary on these lands which, in effect, gave him complete control of the

lands until the termination of his lme.126 What these grants to the
Hones obascure is the fact that the superiorities of the baronies of
Bonkle and Preston were never granted to any nohle after September 1528
and that for the duration of Angus's exile, this remained in the hands of
the King, 1In October 1534, the king fnvested his eldest illegitimate son
Jemes in the barony of Bonklej >’ and, following the latter's death,
the barony along with the lands of Iintlaws were glveu to the king's
second 1llegitimate son and nmap.kg.‘” However, the actual control

of the lands was in the hands of the comptroller by 1537:;131 and in March

131, Exch, RD].J.S’ Im’ Pe 160.
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1535/6 these lan da were leased to Robert Calrncross, Abbot of Hc:lyrc::md..,132
David Wood of Cralg, who succeeded the laird of East Wemyss as comptroller

in 1538 received a commisaion of bailiary of various royal lands in
that yeare Among the lands which came under his Jurisdiction were those

of Bonkle and P:vesm’f,o:m....‘l 33 liowever, he in turn leased thess lands to
the Berwlckshire laird, Willian Cockburn of Cholsely, by Atizust 1539:131‘
and they were under Cockburmn's control until the end of the reign.us
vhen vardous lands in Scotlend were ennexed to the Crown estates in.
- December 1540, the baronies of Bonkle and Preston wers among these 80
i ame:ch.136 This parlianentary act of outright annexation of the
fuperiority of the major Barwickshire eatates once held by the earl of
Ahsms only legalised a condition which had existed since 1528,

From the available evidence, it appears that the free tenants of
the baronies of Bonkle and Preston remained wnchanged during their former

superior's forfelture. When Angus was proscribed by the Three Estates,
tho king conferred upon George liome of Wedderburn half of the lands of

1
Kirmerghame which his ancestors had possessed in the regality of Bonklse, 3

Wedderburn's kinsman, Patrick Homs of Polwarth, who was the proprietor

of the other half of Kimmerghame, received confirmation of his possession
when Lo succeeded to his patrimonial estates in 1532 RECS September
1528, Henry Atkinsoun of Sleichishoussis received confirmation of his

possession of his lands of Sleichishoussis in the barony of Bonkle ryhich

132, Ihido, Pe 121] ADC et 9638, VII, ibid,
133' Oie Citu,.po 7630

134, Ibld., p. 321.
135, Ibid., pp. 359, 572-3.

#136. &, II, Pe 361)_@’ III’ no. 2233,
137. Ibid., N0, 6,.11.

1380 Ihido, N0, 1232,
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his late father, John Atkinsoun, had held In fee from the earl of Ahgusﬂ”
In July 1539, Henry Atkinsoun also received a grant of six husbandlands
in Blanerne in the barony of BonIcle,,"ho while in May 1541 his mother,

Hargaret Dunbar, was regranted the lands of Sle:l.cl::cl.shv:ru,ss:l.s...1m Although
“the family papers of the ILumhisdens of Blanerne and the Rentons of Blllle,

who were free tenants of the barony of Bonkle, have not survived, it is
quite clear frc/m references in the court of sesslon records that they
retained control of their estates without molestation. In October 153k,
Alexander Renton of Billie and his wife Meriot Ogill recelved a charter
of the three husbandlands of East Furdlands, which were a tenandry of the

142

barony of Bonkle, These lands had been in the possession of the Renton

family since 1508, when they had been resigned by Alexander Cockburn of
Newhall in favour of David Renton of Billle,'™>  Confimation of his

. possession was granted to the laird of Blllie in 1531, whose own estate

-Wag a tenandry of the same barcmy.wh All of these heritable propristors
-had been vassals of Angus prior to 1528 and continued to possess their
estates for the duration of their fommer feudal superior exils,
With the lands of Cockburnspath, the situation was slightly different,
AMthough they were never part of Angust!s lands in Berwickshire, they had
been leased to George Douglas and had been promised to the Abbot of

_Jedburgh for his help in digving Angus from Scotland. Cockburnspath
.Was, in fact, turned over to Jedburgh, but in ﬁovember 1529 Queen Margaret
and her husband Lord Methven appeared before the council and demanded

139. Tbdd,, no. EL7.
140, Ibdd., no, 199L.
141, Thid,, no. 23h5,
142, Ibid., no, 1h2l.

143,

o=

Pe
L. Ibid., nos, 390, 391, pp. 185=6,

DO t on the S5, of ':_ Milne-HOIrLe of Wedderbum N0 388,



that Ninian Home, the keeper of Cockburnspath, should be evicted, Nothe
ing conclusive was determined by the c:::m.nt.'.il‘|h5 but on 1 December a
gsolemm bond of renunclation of his’leasecof the lordshlp of Cockburnse
path was made by the Abbot of Jedburgh, in order that the lands might
be given to Lord Methven in i‘eu.t‘e:::'nm.»1 L6 However, this remunciation
by Jedburgh was merely nominal and it was not until January 1534/5

when the queen pursued hin before the council, that Jedburgh acquiesced
in her dema.rids.w? Almost immediately afterfthe Abbot of Jedburgh
initially resigned his clalms to Cockburnspath, Margaret had granted two
geparate tacks of the lordship of Sir John Stirling of Keir and to Sir
Walter Ogllvy of Drumlugus.1 L8 The Abbot of Jedburgh contimued to
claim gome xright to the possession of the lands in Novenber 15351h9
although the lands were controlled by Drumlugus's servants. But Sir

" Walter Ogllvy was unable to enjoy the peaéeable possession of Cockburng-

path as nenbers of the Home famlly molested his servants because thay
claimed that they had received an assedation of the lands from the laird

“of Keir .15 0 To further complicate rmatters, Queen Margaret gave another
tack of these lands to Mr Bernard Bsillie, the parson oi; I.anﬂ.ngton.151

The dispute over the actual control of Cockburnspath dragged on for yoars

152

and was still unsettled at the time of Jamest!s death. What is

uncontroverted fact 1s that, although the king promised Lord Home and

145, ADC, XL, £f, 136=T.

146, Ibid., £f, 147-85 ADCP, p. 319,
147 ADC et Sess., VII, f. L.

148, Ibid., £. 47.- . ,,
149, TIbid., £. 20, ”I
150, Ibid., X, ££. 134, 1LS.

151, Ibid., VIII, £f. 112.

152, Ibld., XI, £f. 47, 169=70, 1723 XIX, £f. 86-7,
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his brother that he would grant,various posscssions of Angus and hia

brother, Jmres was urwilling to adhero to his obligation,

The Barony of Bothwell

When Angus was forfelted in 1528, the superiority of the barony of
Botlrrell reverted to the king, Janet Kennedy, ledy Dothwell, the former

wife of the fifth Earl of Angus, had had her right as liferenter of the
barony reconfirmed in 1517 against the clains on the barony put forward
Surprisingly, when the forfelture of Angus was debated

by Angus.
before the Three Estates, Janet Kemedy did not appoint a procurator

to appear before them to proteot her right to the barony of Dothwell

by a formal protestation of nonsupport for Angus., Perhaps she bolieved
that this wvas urmecessary as her son James Stewart, Earl of Moray was

in the kingts favour, It is apparent that scho had never supported
ingus end it is entirely possible that she regarded that nobleman with
distaste a3 a result of his many attempta to intromet with her lands of

Botlarell,  Yet two months after Angus's forfolture, the guperdority

1
of the barony of Botihwell was granted to Jamos Hamilton, earl of Arran, oL

Throughout all of the vicissitudes of the Hamiltons, Hopburns and
Douglases to maintain their hold on thoir respoctive baronies of Botluroll,
Janet Kennedy retained her possession of the Angus barony and resided

153. . ADC, XXVIII, £f. 134, 139, The question of who possessed the
supariority of the barony had been the subject of much protracted
- controversy between Angus and his grandfather's former wife since
the daath Of the ﬁfth Eﬂrl in 1513. Cf. ADC’ XIVII, ff' 23’ 169"700

154 mxse, III, no. 7073 HMC 11th Report, Appendix: Pt. VI: MSS, of the

L3

of Hallton, no. 05 Pe <0




at Bothwell Castle, Actions which appeared before the Lords of Councll

confirm this., In April 1531, the council ordered Gavin Hamilton of
Orbistoun to cease intrometting with Lady Bothwell's town and lands of
Botlwell which pertained to her in liferent..155 In August 1530, Thomas

Flegeour entered a prot;at before the councll that he had a tack from
Janet, lLady Bothwell of her lands of Akinhead within the barony of
Bothwell. for ths granterts lifetime and yet he had been driven from
$his by James and John Ha‘milt'.on..15 6 This dispute was not decided in
Flegeour's favour until February 1530/1 when the lords gave their decision
because he was entered into these lands according to the rental of the
barony of Botlwell as "it is the use and consuetude of the sald barony
of Bothvile that ony persoun beand rentalit in the sald ladyls rentale
0 f ony landis sall brouk it and Joyse the samin."157

However important a decision made by the lords of council was, it
was the actual implementation which was of primary importance. Thomas
Flegeour, having once disposed of the claims of the Hamiltons, was then
compelled to bring suit against his superior, Lady Botlwell, for obstructing

his right to occupy the lands of Akinhead peaceablys the council decided

158
in favour of the tenant as he had a tack of the lands from the superior, >

But conciliar judgments had little effect in compelling the Hamiltans into
obediance and in October 1532 they still disputed poasession of Akinhead
with Flegeour, James Hamllton, the son of Gavin Hamilton of Haggls,
claimed that he had a tack of the lands in question from Lady Bothwell,

155. ADC, XLI, £, S6.

156, Ibvid,, ff., 101=2,

157. Ibid,, XLII, £, 38.

158, Ibdd., XLIII, £f. L7, 107, 111,
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but as Flegeour's tack antedated his, he lost his claim before the council
159

in 1533, James Hamilton had still not
satisfied Flegeour over the right of possession of Ald.nhead,wo and by

February 1533/ Hamilton had taken the lew into his own hands and had

kiJlnd his opponent. The laird of Haggls obligated himself to pay 200
merks $0 Sir James Hamlilion of Finnart who became the surety for the

once again, A Year later,

future good behaviour of James Hamilton,'®!  The death of Thomas Flegeour
did not deter his widow or his son from proceeding against both thelr

a‘upe:d.orandtheﬁalultons to have theirrighttothehndsofnkinhead
recognised, hhich was duly dons by the council in April 15314.

The cese of the Flegeours was not the only instance where Janet
Kennedy was involved with her tenants in disputes over the control of

various lands of her barony. Robert Dalzell of that Ilk claimed in
1535 that he possessed the lands of Knowhoble in the barony of Bothwell
by reason of an assedation but as he was unable to producelis letter of

tack, the councll ordered him to deliver these lands © Lady Boi:huell.'.l...163

Yot Dalzell and Lady Bothwell were disputing over the posseasion of these
lands as well as a fishing on the water of Clyde near Bothwell Castls °
in 1536, 1538 and 1539 when the daga disappears from record still

unresolvad.wh What {5 ciearly indicated in all of these cases is that
in spite of Angus's forfeiture and the grant of the superiority of the

Angus barony of Botlwell to Arran, Janet Kennedy, Lady Botlwell was in

virtual control of this barony throughout the period of Angus's forfeite
ure,

159« ADC et Sess., I, £f« 379-80; II, f. L.
160, Idd,, I1I, ff. 53, e

161,- Ibid., £, 205, Cf.' TA, VI, p. 173.
162.- Ope cit., V, £, 11k

163. Ibid,, VI, £. 82.

164, Ibid., VIII, £, 1323 X, ££. 38, 1343 XV, ££. 102-4.



" The actual superiority of the Angus barony of Bothwell had been
vested in James Hamilton, earl of Arran in November 1528.165 The

control of the Hamilton family over the lands of the ancient lordship of
Botlwell was increased by the gift of the lands of the Mure of Bothwell,
Mureheld, Gemerscerop, Wester, Over, and Nether Braco, Dewishillls,
Pauperthillis, the Hirst Blackmkis » Forestburn, Sterrelshaw, Duntelen,

and Fortasset to Sir James Hamllton .of. Finnart in June 1529,.166 Finnart

also received the gift of the assedation of the church of Dumlar which
formed an appendage to the Angus barony of Bothwell, in the following
Aumt.1 67 - When the first Earl of Arran died in 1529, the superiority

of the Hamilton and Angus baronies of Bothwell reverted into the king's
controls The second Earl did not receive sasine until September

1532 and then only after he had pald £560 for the nononcry of these baronies
and £210 for the lands which had formed a part of the Hepburnj barony

of Bathwell which had been given to Finnarb.‘éa, By October 1534

“however, the Angus barony had been separated from the Hamllton barony

- because James the fifth had invested his eldest illegitimate son (James

- Stewart) as baron while the nonentries of several lands (Over and Nether
Braco, Moffethillis, Condoun, Brinthous, Moffettis, Dunsistoun and 140
acres land between Kirklee, Garvestoun and Carnfyn), which had belonged
to both the Hamlltons and the Hepburns, were granted to the laird of
Fimmart upon:the payment of £100.169

In October 1539, Finnart received sasine of those lands within the

165, RMS, III, no. 7C7.

166, RSS, II, no. 17L.

167, Ibid., no. 294. .

168, Exch., Rolls, XVI, p. 556.

169, EMS, III, no..1425; RSS, II, no, 3228,
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Hepburn baronjr of Bothwell which he had received in 1529 but this grant,
unlike the firat, had the express approval of the earl of Botlme]l.17o
He also received sasine of the lands of the Mure and Forest of Bothwell

which had been annexed to the barony of Halles at the same time.171
After Finnart's forfeiture, the rents and nonentries of these lands were

172

given to Arran, In September 1540 the Hamllton barony of Bothwell

was formally yemdnated by the annexation of the barony and its pertinents
t6 the barony of Hanﬂ.limm.173 However, only three months later, in
December 1540, the barony of Bothwell and the lordship of Dunsiar were

mﬁexed to the Crown demesne .17h

. When all of the estates of Arran

were granted to his heir in October 1542, the Hamilton barony of Bothwell
‘was not mentioned although the lands in the Hepburn baxcay of Batimrell
.were im:lu.det:h..175 As Patrick Hepburn, Earl of Botiwell was in exlle
| by '!5140,176 this meant that in actuality, James the fifth controlled
_the Hepburn barony as well. |
I - Commencing in the autwm of 1528, the king granted other lands which
Pertained to the Angus barony of Bothwell to varicis nobles. In September
Sir John Stirling of Kelr received the lands of Kettilschelll, Horshop/.
; I‘I‘:’I'P‘?’Imlemh, Cronkle, Handaxwood, Eyrecleuch, Trottaneschaw, and tho
forest of Dye.t‘l f Robert, Lord Maxwell was given cne half of the barony

r

170, Protocol Books of Sir Thomas Johnsoun 1528-1578, eds. James Beveridge

and James Russell, Scottish Record Soclety, vol. 52 (Edinburgh,

1920)' ) 470 I 201’ p. 39‘

171, Ibld., no, 202, pp. 39-40. This grant was confimmed by the king on
6 December 1539, Cf. RMS, ITI, no. 20LS.

172, Ibid., no., 2202; RBSS, II, nos. 3647, 36L8.
173. RMS, op. cit.
171‘0‘ Ibid." nOo* 2233, APS, II’ Pe 361.

175, HMC 11th Report, Appendix: Part VI: MSS, of the Duke of Hamilton
N0 7, Pe 213 RSS, Ops »3 NOe L7

176, Scots Peerage, II, p. 158,

177. RMS, III, no. 635. - * | )
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of Dunsiar and the lands of Wistoun and Todhillls .1 1 Matthesr Hamdlton,
the brother of Archibald Hamilton of Istham, recelved a grant of the -one
merkland of Gudokhill;”g Margaret Brown was given confirmation of her
ownership of half of the domineal lands of Dunsiar in February 1539/&03180
and CGeorge Home of Wedderburn received a grant of the lands of Handaxwood

101 Of these heritable proprietors, only tho laird
of Kelr, Lord Maxvell and Matthew Hamllton were imposed as new free

in the forest of Dys.

tenants of the barony. Keir resigned his lands before the swmer of

1535 in favour of his nephew, John Homs of Inumnog 62

and Iord Maxwell
renounced the barony of Dunsiar in exchange for the barony of Builttle in
Ku'kcudbright,1 63 although his other lands in Botlwell he retained until -

the death of James the f£ifth,

There i3 no evidence to suggest that

Matthew Hamilton was displaced until after the return of Angus from exils,
“Although ‘the documentation of changes in the heritable proprietors

of the Angus barony of Botlwell is comparatively meagre, it appears that
wlike the regality of Abernethy some of: the new free tenants that had
been introduced by the king upon Angusts forfeiture, held their landa

until the death of James. However, the actual superiority of that barony

was in royal possession by 153L and Janet Kemnedy, Lady Bothwell, who
controlled more of the estates of the barony than anyone else, had been |

in possession many y3ars before Angus'!s disgrace and retained her pro-
perty even after the earl's return from England,

178, Ibido, ¢ Lo J8 &2. :

179 Ibid., no.674; Protocol Book of Gav:ln Ros 151 2-1532 eds, John
Anderson and F.J. Grant., Scottdsh Recorc ety, vol, 29 (Edinburgh,
190?)‘ nOI 1158, Pe 209,

180, Op. eit., no. 21053 of. APS, IT, p, 328.
181, OP. cit., no. Sile o i

182, Ibid., no. 1481, Unfortunately the Keir family papers contain no data
on this transaction. Cf. Fraser, Keir.

183, Op. cit., no. 2164.




The Barony of Crawford Douglas allas Crawford Iindsaj

Among those vassals who publicly proclaimed in Parliament in
September 1528 their innocence in giving support to Angus in his rebellionm,
were Adam Welr of Racleuch, Robert Tynto of Cremperamp, the Earl of
Crawford, Margaret Carruthers and her son John Weir, and Jonet Taillefelr
and he;' son William Graham, all oftvhom possessed eatates in Crawford
Douélﬁﬂ. The king showed himself amendble to these fres tenants of

Angus and none of them were Jdispossessed.wh

However, when the barony of Crawford Douglas was forfeited in 1528
James the fifth granted the superiority of part of the barony &8 Robert

Iord Maxwell, who received the lands of Crawfordmre on the day on which

185

Angus was declared a traltor. ~ In January 1529, the lands of

Crawfordmure, Bondington, Hyndford, and Halkschawls in Lanarkshire were

cambined and erected into the barony of Crawfordmure and wers given to
186

L}

Iord Maxwell to hold in chief, By this charter the king had created

a barony out of the o0ld barony of Crawford Douglas. However, it is

important to note that barony of Crawford Douglas continued to exist and
that its superiority renained in the hands of the king. It would appear
that James repented of his generosity to Maxwell and wented to obtain

the barony of Crawfordmive as this would givehim complete control over
the old barony of Crawford Douglas, In June 1535 the king persuaded
Iord ﬁamell to resign his barony of Crawfordmure into his ha;zda, and in

* 18
return Maxwell was given the lands ard havouy of Buittle in Kirkcudbright. r

13113 Al’ghoﬁgh there 1s no record of charters belng granted to the earl
of Crawford and to the lairds of Racleuch and Crympcramp, their
descendants retalned thelr estates in the barony., Cf. RMS, 111,

I passim (Crawford); RMS, III, no. 3246 (Racleuch); RMS, IV, no.
25763Re‘bours, I’ Lanar 9 NOe “"h" (Cmmramp). )’ - ’

185, RIS, III, no. 62,
1860 Ibid., N0, 875.
1870 Ibid.’ ) 9 Lo ¥ ”.1750
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This had the double effectwof terridlnating Lord Maxwell's connection

with the barony of Crawford Douglas and of uniting into the king'!s hands
thoso lands which had been taken from that barony and which becams the

new barony of Crawfordmure. Thse superiority of the lordship remained
in the hands o the king until the end of his reign, and the barony was
gnong those lands which were annexed to the Crown estates in December

150,19

Despdte the fact that the barony was virtually under the complete
control of James during the perlod of Angus's exile, only three individuals
were Introduced as new proprietors into the barony and one of these Was
Iord Haxwell, whose tenmure has been discussed above, The others were
Wllliam Lord Borthwick, who received a grant'l'or the lands of Hyndford
in Lenarkshire in August 1538, and Jomes Iindsay, the king's personal
keeper of hawks, who received the lands of Westschaw, Hilhousemedo,
Sngthisholme and an ammual rent of 1ix merks from the lands of Over and
Nether Newtoun all of which were iu the Laivry of Crawford Douglas and
which Elizabeth Lindsay of Carsleuth had resigned. ”°  Both of these

en were in possession of these lands in 1542,

Apxrt from the grants made to the nar tenants of the barony of
Crawford Douglas, ths king confirmed 4e the vassals of the earl of Angus
in thelr properties within the barony, - In September 1528 Willlan Graham
the son of Jonet Taillefier, received a charter under the great seal

~ confliing to him his lands of Corsrig, Newhall (which were in the barony
of Douglas), the fourth part of the lam;a aof Little Clyde, and the fourth

188. APS’ II' P 361; RMS, op. Oitu, noe 2233,

189, Ibid., no, 1826, These lands were given by his son, John. Lord .
Borthwick, to Gavin Bortlsrick of Fentoun in 154,  Ibid., no. 2986,

1900 Ibid.’ 10, 1870.
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part of the lands of Butheaux, which had been held by the late Robert
Dalzell of Butheaux, and which wers within the barony of Crawford Iindsw.“ 4
In February 15L40/1, after the king's gensral revocation, this grant to
Willdan Graham was reconfimed,'”>  In 1542 Margaret Garruthers and her
~ two sons John Welr in Newton, and Adam Welr, received royal confirmation
of thelr possession o.f the iamlé"of Nat;her’Néwton and one fourth of the
lands of Little Clyde,'””  In August 1536, James Hamilton of Shasfield
recelved a grant of the fourteen merkland of W‘kﬂ:tecarﬁp and the six merke
land of Kirkhope in the barony of Crewford Iindsay. 'l ‘His family had
held these lands since 1449, when his anééstor, John *Haxr‘iititon, the
brother of the first Lord Hamﬂfon, received them from Alexander, earl
of Créwford.w > James Hamllton of Shawtield had, in fact, received

* sasine of these lands in April 1526 from his former superior Angus.196

f In"JW 1542, Peter Camlchael of Baluaddy received confimation of his
six merkland of Whelphill in the lordship of Crawford Iindsay. ®!

Hls father, James Carmichael of Belmaddy, had posseased these lands from
the fifth Earl of Angus in 1505..198 | ‘

* The major vassals of the Barbny were the Carmichaels of Méadmxflat,
‘who had held lands anterior to the entry of the earls of Angus as the

191, Ibid., no. 650, The use of the designation Crawford Lindsay was
technically incorrect as that barony had been absorbed into the

new barony of Crawford Douglas in January 1510/11.,  Fraser, Douglas
Book, 11X, pp. 200-1,

192, Op. Citu, no, 2281,

1930 * RSS' II’ N8 ¢ h701, h702. , :
194, IMS, op. cit., p. 360 as a memorandum in the register,
195, Ibid., no. 1705,

196, Inventory of Buccleuch and Queensberry VWrits at Drumlanrig Castle,

Iggt::.onal Register of Archives (Scotland), Survey I, nos., 36=7, pp.

19?' B_SS;, OPe. citu’ Nnoe h?hSO
198. Scots Peer 8, IV, Poe 565!
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superiors of Crmiford Douglas, John Cammichael of Meadowflat was the
hereditary captain of Crawford Castle and enjoyed the favour of James
the fifth throughout his reign. The fact that Meado.flat's daughter
Kathsrine Carmichael was the mistreas of the king.for a period of time
obviously influenced James's att.itude towanls her father. DBut even

bhefore this affair began, the laird of Meadowflat  enfoyed royal favour,
Nothing illustrates more the tenacity with which a leading fanily held

on to their lands desm.te their superior's fori‘aitum fhan the cxample:
of the Carmichaels of Meadowflat in the barony of Crawford Douglas,

John Carmichael had automatically succeeded his father in the captainship
of Crawford Castle upon the latter's death in 1523, without opposition
from his superior, the earl of Angus.w 4 In December 1528 he was

granted a r;ndssmn for all «f his past crlms,zoo while in 1531 ho

was appointed deputy marshal of Parliamont .201 In January 1535/6 he and
Ninian Crichton of Bellibocht rcceived the gift of the ward a:}d narriage

202 On 22 March
1537/8, James the £ifth confirmed to Meadowflat all of the lands which

of the heirs of the late John Charteris of Amisfield,

‘the latter had held from the former earl of Angus.  These were the'
following: the dominical lands and lordship of Crawford Lindsay with its
castle, the lands of Mudlow, Over Newton, Granys, the wester half of
Crymeramp and Threiphalch, one half of Iittle Clyds, Crukitstane, and
Butheaux and tho office of bailie of the barony which John and his prede-

cessors had held from Archibald, Georpgs, and Archibald, formerly earls
and master of Angus, These lands were erected into a free tenandry
and were to be held from the king in chief.?>  In March 1538/9,

199, ADC, XXXIV, £. 29.
200, RS3, I, no. L4013,
201.' APS’ ;II’ p. 33h.

+ 202 o Opc Gitt, II, N0 19183 E} v) PPe 2h2‘30
203, RMS, III, no. 1753 -
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Meadowflat was given the lands of Normangill, Southwood, and Quhitehill

in the barony of Crawford Lindsay, in feuferm for the following th;cee yeara,%oh
In August 1542 the king reconfirmed to John Carmichael all of the lands

and office which he had given to the lalird of Meadowflat four years
‘previously and erected these lands into the free barony of Crawford

205 A

Lindsay with the town of Crawford as a free buréh in barony. ~
vassal of t,h*arl of Angus who had=received'é. remission from the king in
the closing weeks of 1528 had, by 1542, become the virtual possessor

of almost one third of the former barony of Crawford Dojzlas which had
Perl}ained to the earl of Angus .. Bonds of tenure and kinship had notilnen
strong enough to cause Meado’:.:ﬂ:a,t* to support h:;.s former super:i.or in hiB
rebellion against James, and the pfaferenﬁd treatment accorded't.o" John
‘Carmichael indicate that for those important free tenants who were willing

to gbandan Angus the rewards could be considerable,

The Barony of Dou

- Upon Angus's forfeiture in 1528; the superlority of the barony of
Douglas reverted into the hands of the king, who never granted the barony
to another magnate during the entire period of Angus's exile, James
granted Douglas to his eldest 11legitimate son in June and in October
153L, btut this did not remove the actual control of the barony from the
Idng!ts hﬂnd5-206 ‘The barony of Douglas was annexed to the royal
dcmesne in December 15!40.207 |

The actual administration of the barony was under the control of

204k, RSS, op. cit., no. 295L.
2050‘ Ibidt’ nO.hBZ'U ELS_’ QD Cito’  olo 27520
206, Ibid., nog. 1391, 11425,

207« Ibid., no, 22333 APS, II, pe 3611



comptroller, Sir James Colville of East Wemyss, who was later replaced

by the royal servants, Sir David Welr and William Hog«..ao8 In March

1538/9, the new comptroller, David Wood of Cralg, was given the office
of ballie of various crown estates, and among these was the barony of
Douglas.209 However, he appointed William Makmoran of Glaspen to be
chamberlain of the barony, and Makmoran rendered accounts from August
1539 until July 1542 of the ferms and duties of the ba.ronm.210

Several lands of the barony were set in feuferm as appears from the
list of assedations compiled in 1539 which was, in fact, a rental of the
lerdship, As there is no rental extant of the barony of Douglas when

~t «2C controlled by either the earls of Douglas or the earls of Angus
before the forfeiture of 1528 and as there is no rental extant from

1542 until 1557 y 1t 18 impossible to state categorically that these
individuals had been tenants of Angus prior to 1528, However, as the
majority of these lands were not charged nonentry fees, which would ind-

lcate elther a lapse or change of temure, it is not implausible that

this 4s an accurate list of the small rentors who held lands from the

previous feudal superiors .211

Fram the date of Angus's forfeiture, the lands of thetarony of
Douglas were given to more new royal tenants than in any other lordship
which belonged to the former earl, except for the regality of Kirrlemulr,
In September 1528, the king granted to Hugh Crawfurd, the brother of
George Grawfurd of Leffnoris, the superiority and the lands of Nether

Carmichael, while the superiority of the lands of Over Carmichael were

206. Exch, ROllﬂ’ IVII, PPe 1&, 1680
209. Ibid., p. 763.

210. Ibido, pp. 351-&’ 558"61.

2110 Ibidt’ PDe 681 -7.' In 1532 Jamesg the fifth ordered the COIIIptI‘O]ler

Lo rent the lands of Douglas to "the habitaris possessourlis, tenantis
and to thaim havand rycht to the samin." ADC e;: Sess, 1, £, 31.
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granted to the comptroller, James Colville of Uchiltre.“'> = Thess
lands were the property of Willianm Cammichael of that Ilk, who was sus=

pected of supporting Angus. In February 1528/9, the king's stirrumman,

Robert Gib, receilved the five merklands of Toftis in this barony in

feuferm ,21 3

21l

which was renewed to Gib in May 1538 afterthe king's revoce

ation, In November 1529, Sir James Hamilton of Finnart was glven

the lands of Hesilside and Pomuds in the barony of Douglas.'® In

December 1532, the king grantdd to his servant Gavin Hamilton the lands
of Drumalbane in the same 1:::9..'c‘mn:sn..216 - Robert, Master of Semple, was
appolnted keeper of Douglas Castle and was given the lands of Wistoun,
Wyndraw, Bregtoun, the mill of Brokklsmyln, and the mains of Douglas in
October 1533, but he had lost these offices and lands before July

1537.217 The Master of Semple was succeeded in the office of Keeper

of Douglas Castle by James Gordon of Lochinvar, who was later made baille
of the barony of Douglas for a tem of five years beginning in January

1537/ 8.216 His son, John Gordon, was the virtual captain of the castle
in 1539219 but the keepership of the castle and the office of baillle had

revertedback into the hands of the lairds of Symington who had been

ballies under the earls of Angus, by March 1540/1 .220 In July 1538

Thomas Richardsoun, indweller in Leith, was given the lands of Sandilands
221

in the barony to he heldin feuferm for five years. However, of all

212, RMS, III, nos, 671, 672. These lands were restored to Carmichael
by March 1528/90 Ibido, N0e 7610

213, Ibid,, no. 7L49.

214e RSS, II, no, 2554,
2150 I,'bido, N0, 11.30.

216, RMS, op, cit., no. 1243,
<17. Ibid., nos. 1316, 1315,
218, RSS, II’ Nnoe 21(1‘0. |

219+ Exch, Rolls, XVII, p. 686,

220, Op. cit., no. 3907. However, Symington did not receive these estates

untdl after he pald £600 as composition,
2210 RSS’ Opo cito’ NOe 261120 ' E’ VIII’ f. 3.
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‘new tenants who had been introduced into the barony, only Robert Gib,

Cavin Hamilton and Thomas Richardsoun were in possession of their lands
in 152,542

Two heritabls proprietors of the barony of unglas conpeared before
the Three Estates which forfeited Angus and protested that their lands
be exempted from the forfeiture. Robert Iogan of Coltfleld) recelved
confirmation of his possession of the lands of Gomokhopefin the barony

which he held from Angus even before that noblemants forfelture .223

This royal gonfirmation was confimed by the Estates in September 1528«.22h

However, the proprietor of COmnkhope was later involved in a dispute
with the laird nf Carmichael who claimed that these lands pertained to

rhim. Ho supported the tenants of the lands in thelr refusal not to
pay the rents which were owed to Coitfield, but in March 1533/L the

lords of Council ordered Carmichael not to give further aid to the tenants

of Cormokhope as those lands pertained to the laird of COitfield.zas

In the rental of the barony of Dougles in 1539, the laird of Coltfleld
was listed as the pmprietor of these lands,226 and the ferms of these

lands were claimed by him in the accounts given by the chamberlain of
Douglas in 1539 and 1542,°57

The otherl proprietor who compeared before the Three Estates was

William Graham who possessed the lands of Corsrig and Newhall in the

2208

barony of Douglas. These were regranted to him by James. These

222. Exch, Rolls ODe citt, PPe 683’ 687. | Finnart lost his ].B.ndﬂ in the
Emny EIOI‘ to January 1529/300 Ct. RSS OPe cit., no, 521,

RMS,IIT, no, 629.

APS, II, pp. 329-30.

ADC ot Sess, I, £. 17L3 IV, ££, 53-4.
Exch, Rolls, op. cit., -p. 686,
Ibld., pp. 373, 560.

RM3, op. cit., no. 650,
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lands ordginally had been granted to the Lindsays of Covington in. 1462 by
the fourth earl of Angu8229 but in Ooctober 1510, John‘ Lindsay of Covington
rhad alienated these landﬂ to John Graham, burgess of Edinburgh. 230 By
1517 the laird of Covingbon and Jonet Taillefeir were engaged in involved
1litigations over the lands as Covington claimed that he had redeemed the
lands which Jonet der:d.ed«.zz"l The lords of council in March 1518 ordered
Jonet to ward herself in Dumbarton Castle as she had refused to glve up

the lands of Corsrig, Bowhouse, and Newhall which Covington had redeemdozéz

The laird of Covington recelived a gift of a letter of regress to theso. .
lands in March 1529/30,%2 although the actual possession of the lands
remained with william Graham, the son of the obstreperous Jonet 'I'a:l.lle.feir.z‘ah

On L November 1531, Joln Lindsay of Covington and William Graham and his
mother entered into an agreement Lhereby William and his mother agreed
o éiva letters of reversion to Covington of the lands of Corsrig,
Bowhouse, and Newhall in the lordship of Douglas, which were to be.
redeemed upon peyment of 800 merks. Covington bound himself that when
:t.he ]:a.nds were redeemed he would give Graham a letter of tack of the '
lands for five years. William Graham and his mother discharged Covington
from all the mails which he had intromitted with from theae estates
prior to the date of the agreement .235 In th; following month the
king granted to J;m Iindsay of Covington an annual rent of £10 from the
lands of Corsrig in,the barony of Douglas,236 wh.tlch was confirmed in June

229, *Hyndford Inventory, Bundle L6, nos. 1, 3, 5.

231,
232,

e33. RSS, II, no. 572.

234. Op, cit,, XLII, ££. 1245,

235, Ibid,, XLIII, £, 86.

236, RMS, ITI, no, 1091,
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*1942.237 In Fabruary 1540/1 a charter under the great seal was granted
to William Grsham of the isrids of Corsrig to be held from the king in
chiei'.23 0 The omlssion of Covington, who was the iﬁaﬁaw superior
of the lands me;xt that his feudal claims over the lands had ended and
that this was now vested in the hands of its actual owner, William Grahan,
Other vassals of Angus in the barony of Douglas also received
fonfirmation of thelr possessions which they held from the forfeited earl,
“In July 1529, George Bell in Corsrig received a letter of tack of the - o
three wgang lands of Wester Bregtoun within the lordship of Douglas
for nine year.°3” - In December 1532, the king granted to Willian
Govan, the son and helr of John Govan of Cardmno, the sixteen merklands -
of Tollinfeich in the barony of Douglas which his father had held from

ANgus ‘21;0 The Govans had been the proprietors of these lands since the

“latter half of the fourteenth century when they had received them from

the first earl of D'::;ugle,a..zh1 However, by the end of 1533 John Govan
was de‘ad and the nonentries of fie lands of Cardrono were granted to

Lord Fleming in May 153,292 o infefted William Govan in the lands
‘of Cardrono only after Govan had bound hinmself to Lord Fleming by a
bond of manrent .2"'3 Although the laird of Cardrono, who was & free
tenant of Angus's, had practically transferred his allegiance to Lord

Flemng by 1535,21‘h this was probably due to the fact that Cardrono's

23?! Rﬁ, OPDe cit., N0 e h730
2380 OP- cit.’ N0, 22810

239, RSS, op. cit., no. 24l
240, BM3, op. eit., no, 12Uks Hyndford Inventory, Bundle XIII, no, 6.
241, RS, I, no. 353 Pobertson, Index, no. 269, p. 91.
22, Op. cit,, III, no. 1385,
243, Ibid., no. 14205 Wigtown Charter Chest (GD 101), no. 506, p. 6l

| 2. William Covan of Cardrono was among the kinamen and retainers of

Iord Fleming who were placed under protection when Fleming went to
France in 1536, RSS, op. cit., no, 2167,



F;;E'}: s,
463, "

3

main estates and interests were in Peebleshire. In the rental of Douglsas

complled in 1539, Willian Govan's right to the lands of Pollinfelch was
recognised,ahs and in the accounts of the chamberlaln of the barony
rendered in 1539 and 1542, he was allowed thelr ferms and mai.ll.ﬂmzh6 In
February 1532/3, William Inglis, the brother Robert Inglis in Scrortoun,
received a letter of tack of the merklind of Scrogtoun, Poneill, and Dene,
with the mill of Borkkismyln, in the barony of Douglas and which his
brother had held from Angus.?4!-  Five years later Robert Inglis was

s till in pc:saeas:lcm..2h8 In November 1537, William Welr of Stanebyres
received the gift of the nonentries of the lands of Hesilside whkich
pertalned to the lalrd of Symington.zhg All of these landowners had been

vassals of Angus prior to 1528 and they continued to possess thelr. estates
afier his deprivation.

James Douglas of Parkhead, the former Master of the Wine Cellar,

was probably a kinsman of Angus and took his designation from.the lands
of Parkhead in the barony of Douglase. Despite his connections with the
forfeited earl, he was able to extricate himself from his former assoclate

suffficlently that he did not find it necessary to obtain a remission for
his crimes, However, once his powerful superior had been dispossessed,
Janes Douglas was summoned before the council by Margaret Allan and John
Stanehope, her husband, to answer her charges that he had wrongfully

occupled the lands of Follinféich and one half of the lands of Sandilands

250

i‘orl the previous fourteen years. The Iords of Council decided in

216{ Exch, Rolls, ﬁiI, p:. 6834
2Li6. ;bid': PP-*353:.560'

2i7. RSS, op. c:!.t,; no. 1507,
248. Op, cit., pp. 685-7. .
2i9. RSS, op. cit., no. 2394.
250, - ADC, XXXTX, £. 110.



fevour of the pursuers, but as the matter continued to appear beforo

them during the next four years, it would appear that Parkhead did not
acqulesce 1n the councilt's decision, In August 1530, under the throat

of being put to the horn, James Douglas informed the councdl that he

had ceased troubling Margaret Allan in the lands of Pollinfeich and
Sandllandg, but the lords ordered the process of horning to be éxecutad.251
Parkhead was also under summons by Robert Kexr, the son of Feranlehirst, for -
intrometting with the ferms of the churth of Dunsiar, which was decided
against, Douglas.asz' In May 1531 Margarct Allan once more compearesd
before the council and informed them that James Douglas "trusting to have
the kyng's grace hes waiched lag aponl the king to haf gotten letteris
dtoppit" but the king, bearing in mind that she had been vexed in her
possessioni for the previous ten years, had refused to comply with
Parkhaad's request‘.25 S However, Jamos Douglas of Parkhead appeared

before the court a fortnight “iater when the council ordered the letters

which Margaret Allan had purchascd against him to be suspended and restored
Parkhead to his pmpert‘yaagh The redoubtable Margaret Allan refused
‘to relinquish her claim, however, and opposed James Douglas in November
{1531 , notuithstanding that he had received the gift of the nonentries of

" half of the lands of Sandilands within the barony of Douglas from the
le.ng..zs > It wasg rnot until March 153273 that the ownership of the 1ands
of Pollinfeich and half of the lends of Sandilands was decided by the
council to pertain to the laird of Parkhead.zs 6 However, desplite this

251. Ibid., eto,
252. Ibld., £. 113,

253, Ibdd., XLII, £. 17L.
25, Ibid,,.f. 181.

255, 1Ibid,, XLIII, f£f. 76-77.
2560 ADC et. SBSB’ II’ b g 1180 *
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favourable treatment of a member of the Angus aduinistration by the king,
Jares Douglas was under susplcion four yeara later and had fled Scotland.zs 1

Hls lands of Udingstoun anlearI:hfaad were takgn over by royal officials,
and they were given to Jolm Gordon, Captain of Douglas Castle in 1538
in fcurem for five yeﬁm.zs d
Simon ?enmgo, a servent of Angus was a vassal of the barony oi'i ,
Douglas.' In 1531 he was a nember of the royal householdj in 1533_ ho ree
ceived the gift of the ward and marriage of John Carmichael (the son and
heir;of the lg.te William Carmichael of that Ilk); in 1535 he was glven -
livery from the king, and in the following year he was granted the
nonentries of the barony of Cumok in mrrahim.zs 7 ~ This position of
trusted member of the royal household changed abruptly in 1537 &3 in
July of that year hs was :l.n ward and his poods were poinded by royal

~officers .260 Perhaps his tenurial connection with Angus made James

suspect Simon Penango of sams complicity in the plot of Lady Glaniss
‘he was in difficity when several other Douglases were at the time of
Iady Glamls's deaths  When Mary of Guise entered the Scottish capltal
“in the following year, Simon Penango was removed from Edinburgh Castle
251 In April 1510 he was still in ward in
Ed.inburgh Castle when George Craufurd of Loffnoris became sureiy, under

and was sent to Tantallon,

.the pain of £2,000 that Penango would not break his warde  On this
‘assurance he was sllowed to go to Ayrshire to remain there at the king's

25#76 IA, VI, p. 330,

258, Exch. Rolls, op. cit., pp. 684, 686,

259, Op. cit., pp. 37, 62, 260; RSS, op. cit., nos. 1556, 197k,
260s TA, ope cit., p. 330. -

261, Ibid., p. 428,
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pleasure.262 Within five months, however, Simon Penango was agéin in

favour with the king. In September, James the fifth granted to him the
ten merklands of Glaspen, the forty four shilling land of Hertwood, and

the forty shilling land of Blantagart in the barony of Douglas, to be held

in feufem.263 Three months later, the ld.ng confimed Penango'a

charter whichls granted to Simon Brmm of the half of the lands -of Bertwood
in Douglas, 2604 Thus at the end of J ame?'e r‘eignf, Eimen Penange had
been complefely rest.oreci to royal favoure' - : o .

The two most important vassals of the*#barony of Dou‘gles were the
lairds of Symington and Carmichael and their tonure was ba.sically unaltered
during the exile of Angus. In January 1529/30, Hilliam Symington of
that 11k recelved a charter from the king which confirmed his right to
the office of keeper of the cast.ie of Dougl'e}a* and the lands of Heeilside,
-Kenok, Llttle Blantagart, and Pormikisheid in that barony, which the former
superior had granted to Syinington.zés ' In Harch 15h0/h1 s Archibald
Symington, the son and successor cf the ladcd or Symington, recelved a

new grant of these estates which were annexed to his other lands and were

’erected into the free barony of Symington.' He also received the office

of bailie of the barony of Douglu .and keeper of Douglas Castle .266

Janes was not motivated by any parbicular favouritism to the lalrd as
the latter pald £600 as composition for this f.:har'tezn..267 However, the
possessions of the Symingtons had remained unaffected by Angus's i‘orfei‘bure.

262, ADC et Sess., XII, f£. 13l.

263, BRSS, II ,no, 3645. The lands of Middle Blantagart were leased to
_one Hill:l.am Penango, who was probably a Id.naman of SimonPonango N
1539. Exch. Rolls, XVII, p. 68).

RMS, III, no. 2246.. Simon Brown glready possessed one half of the
Tands of Hertwood since 1538, Exch. Rolla, op. cit., p. 686.

265. :_RS_S_j OPe. Cit.’ ¢ Lo JN 521. TR
2660 Ibid.’ 0 3907.'

2670 l&'_ VIII, Pe 3.

26);.
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William Cammichasl of that Ilk had been suspected of supporiing the
earl of Angus and wasdprived of his lands in Septenber 1528‘...268 In
Harch 1528/9, he recelved a complete remission for assisting his former
feudal overlord, and his lands of the Overtoun and Nethertoun of Car-
richael and Redmyre, were restored to him and :l.ncorporated into i;b;e i
barony of leichael.269 In Jamary 1529/30; William .Carmichael was
made squire and gentleman of the Id.ng'a chanber for his lifetima?o
in September 1532 he received a regrant of his lands of Coxmichael and
Redmyre with the additions of the lands of #Ifikeliok and ths superiority

of Corarig.271

Gavin Carmmichiel of Park, his nephew ',272 recoived a
lotter of tack of the five merkland of Udingstoun in the barony of

Douglas for five years.273 However, the lctters of tack wers uncompleted

" and the lends \.rue‘re" given to the laird of Cammichael in Juns 15.‘572.27h
By January 1532/3 William Carmichael of thai', Ilk was dead and tho gift

of the ward of his son John was given to Simoa Penango, This was the

- source of much litigation between the new laird of Carmichael and Penango
: for both men proceeded to poind the tenants cf the lands of Carmichzel

f and Radmyre for the mails due from these eatates. After the tenants

had sumoned both these men befors-the Lords of Council, that body decreed

. that the tenants should obey the laird of Carmichasl as he was herltably
infeft in the barony and lands of Carmichael, and he was ordered to pay
*Penango 200 merks in return for the latterts resignation of all claim which

268, RS, op. cit.,.nos. 671, 672.
269, Ibid., no. 7613 R3S, I, no, 4111,
270, Ibid., II, no. 492.
/1. RM3, III, no. 1221,
- Scots Peerage, IV, p. 576.

RSS, op. cit., no. 955.

ADC et Sess, I, £f. 202, 270,




he had to the la.nds.275 In June 1540, James annulled the charters which
he had made to the late William Carmichael in March 1528/9 as they had
been made during his minority and not to his full profit. Two days
later, upon the payment of a composition, John Carmichael of that Ilk
recelved a new grant of the lands of Carmichael and Rednvre.276 When
the laird of Carmichael married Elizabeth Somerville in the following

year, he granted the lands of Nethertoun of Carmichael to his wife, and
this was confirmed by the I~:.:!.1:13...277 The lairds of Carmichael, who had
begun the period of Angusts forfeiture in desgrace because of their
support towards their superior had been fully restored by 1540,

The transference of lands in the barony of Douglas is particularly
interesting because it appears that James the f£ifth followed a deliberate
policy to reconstruct the composition of the heritable proprietors by
several grants to the new tenants of considerable estates within the

barony, Desplte these grants, however, only three of the new tcnants,

Robert Gib, Gavin Hamilton, and Thomas Richardsoun retained their lands
In 1542. All of the major free tenants of the barony who had held thelr
lands from the earl of Angus prior to 1528 were still in possession in o
1542, 'Even the office of bailie of the barony end the keepershlp
of the castle was in the hands of the family who had wnjoyed those
offices under the earls of Angus for threes generations.

2750 Ibidi, IIII,'f. 2280

276, Ibid., £, 1743 RMS, op. cit., no. 21913 RSS, op. cit., no. 3616
Hyndford Inventory, Bundle IiI, no. 6. ’ '

al?e RIS, op. cit., no. 2384.
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The Regality of Jedburgh Forest

When t.he regality o.f.‘ Jedburgh Forast reverted :I.nto the hands of the
ld.ng in 1528 it was g.ven to Sir Halter Scott. of Buccleuch :I.n heritage,
although certain free tenants of the lordship, the 1a.ird.s of Stewartﬁ.eld,

Femiehirst, and Hundolee y Were exempted from Buccleuch'a Jurisdiction.27a

Hmrever, Buccleuchts control of t.he regality was of ahort duration.

hy May 1530 he was in ward for not keepling good order along t.he Bordeﬁ,aw
anﬁ hia possession of Jedburgh‘ Forest *t'ara.s fé;minated. In Oot;ober 1534
the regality of Jedburgh Forest was given by Jameg the £ifth to his

eldest inegitimate son,zao but within two years this grant had been

revoked. The auperiority of the regality remained with the Id.ng for the
dnration o<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>