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ABSTRACT OF THESIS —- A. D. MAGQUAPRIE

The involvement of Scots in the Crusades has never been
studied in detail either by historians of Scotland or of the
Crusades, but it is hoped that the present thesis will show

such a detailed study to be worthwhile.
| The present study is divided into three parts. Part One,
"Scottish Participation in the Crusades”, explores the
participation of individuals or groups of Scots who took part
in crusades from the eleventh to fifteenth centuries, and in
the aftermath of the crusades. It consists of four narrative
chapters (numbéred 1 to 4), each covering approximately a
century, with the final chapter stretching into the sixteenth
century and down to the Reformation. Part Two, "Institutions
vith Crusading Origins or Connections', consists of two
chapters. The first of these (Chapter 5) is a history of the
development of the Military Orders of the Temple and the
Hospital in Scotland, with particular reference to the
relationship of the central organisations of these Orders with
their branches in Scotland. Chapter 6 discusses two orders
which had their origins in the crusading movement, the Canons
of Bethlehem (who had a hospital at St Germains in Tranent)
and the Trinitarians "for the Redemptiom of Captives" (who had
a number of Scottish hospitals); again, the emphasis is on the
relationship between the centre and the Scottish branches.
Part Three, "Attitudes to the Crusades in Scotland", contains
a single chapter. This explores Scottish historical writings,
examining passages describing the crusades, to see if it is
possible to determine what Scottish writers thought about the

crusading movement.
These seven chapters are preceded by an Introduction, which

sets out the main lines of argument pursued in this study,
contains a discussion of the source material used, and explains
the scope and limitations of the work. They are followed by
two Appendices. Appendix Y contains edited texts of selected
documents, mostly hitherto unpublished, illustrative of points
raised in the text. Appendix II is a calendar of material
relating to Scotland preserved in the Archives of the Knights

of St. John, now held in the National Library of Malta.
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INTRODUCT ION

1. The scope and limitations of the present study.

The author's interest in the subject of the present
ﬁorkwas first stimulated some years ago upon reading a short
note b}”Professor A. A. M. Duncan in the Scottish Historical
Review, commenting on the description of Scottish participants

in the first crusade by Guibert de Nogent.1

In it Professor
Duncan commented that to assess the role played by the Scots
in that venture would requireha close analysis of the sources.
If that was so for one crusade, uhy'ndt-fof all? It might
appear at first sight that the subjed£ is an unpromising one
for research, due to the relative sparseness of medieval
Scottish source material and the lack of any previous
treatment of the subject. However, the fact that no-one has
done it before, or thought of doing it, does not mean that
a subject is not worth tackling; and it 1s hoped that the
present study will be seen to have been worthwhile.

Scottish historians in the past have tended to regard
the level of Scottish participation in the crusades as
negligible. A. 0. Anderson, for instance, found it impossible
to believe that Scots joined the first crusade, and concluded

that the Scotti who did so must have been Irish.2 Hume

Brown in his History of Scbtland, which for-maﬁy'fears wvas

e A. A. M. Duncan, "The Dress of the Scots", SHR XXIX (1950)
210-12

2. A. 0. Anderson, Early Sources of Scottish History 500-1286
(Edinburgh, 1922), I, 98



the standard text-book, was so ignorant of the history of

the crusading movement that he associated St. Bernard of
3

Clairvaux with the third crusade.” His writings have now

happily ‘been superseded. The standard text-book on the

high Middle Ages in Scotland is now Professor Duncan's

Scotland: the Making of the Kingdom; but this devotes only

some two pages to the subject of Scottish crusaders. We read

there of a "marked lack of enthusiasm for the recovery of
Jerusalem after its fall in 1187", and that "the number of
known participants in the crusades is not large.... Their
fewness suggests an 1solation of Scotsmen from the
cosmopolitan junketings of later thirteenth-centur:y'Europe".4
But Professor Duncan does take the subject sufficiently
seriously to concede that the apparent lack of enthusiasm
"was modified as the thirteenth century progressed and the
spiritual benefits of the crusade were preached assiduously
by the church",? o .

It appears, then, that received opinion is that Scottish
participation in the crusades was slight, and there have been
few attempts to contradict this view. - Some historians,
with an anachronistic view based on concepts of modern
nationalism (which have little relevance for medieval kingdoms),

have regarded the crusades.unfavourably as "unpatriotic";

. Herkless and Hannay, in their Archbishops of St. Andrews,

3. P. Hume Brown, History of Scotland (Cambridge, 1911-29),
I, 74

Le A. A. M. Duncan, Scotland: The Making of the Kingdom
(Edinburgh, 1975), 446-7

5., ibid., 446



comment about Patrick Graham that "though an obedient servant
of the pope, he was an unpatriotic Scol when he agreed, as
Apostolic nuncio, to levy taxes for a crusade".6 Would these
writers regard Robert I as an unpatriotic king for longing
to go on crusade, or Sir James Douglas as unpatriotic for
actually doing so? Even Douglas's modern biographer, despite

his apparently boundless admiration for his hero, comments

that his "romantic, wasteful death would prove catastrophic

for Scotland“.7

This attitude ignores the value of Douglas's
crusade, in restoring to Scotlandwinternational.regpectability,
and winning for himself and King Robert international prestige

and renowg.s Modern historians tend to view the past in
quantitative terms, while medieval people were concerned, as
often as not, with the salvation of their souls and with
performing what they believed to be the will of God.
Crusading in itself does not convey any quantifiable benefits,
such as wealth or national security; and_so some historians
(particularly those concerned with the development of
nations) have found it difficult to understand.

Some modern historians have striven for a more balanced
view based on a genulne attempt to understand the medieval
mind. Professor Ranald Nicholson, for instance, wrote some

years ago that "nineteenth-century historians, and some of

6. J. Herkless and R. K. Hannay, The Archbishops of St. Andrews
(Edinburgh, 1907), I, 66-7

7. I. M. Davis, The Black Douglas (London, 1974), 164
8. Cf. Chapter 3 below, 192-4



the present century as ueli, vere all too prone to see
evidence of nationalism in the Scotland of Robert Bruce.
Ignoring the climate of thought in the medieval world, they
paid 1ittle heed to such concepts as cosmopolitan chivalry,
which sometimes vied with nascent nationalism in fourteenth-

7 Professor G. W. S. Barrow has expressed

century Europe”.
a similar view in writing that "the age of Eruce saw nothing
especially sacred in patriotism or nationalism in themselves".1
Such a balanced view of medieval Scottish attitudes
must take in a European perspective. Few historians have
done more to set Scotland within its ruropean context than
the late Mgr. David McRoberts. His pioneering essay,
published in 1969, on "Scottish Pilgrims to the holy Land"
opened up to historians new and hitherto unimagined vistas.11
Mgr. McRoberts asserted that "Life in medieval Scotland
cannot be fully understood or appreciated without some
assessment of its foreign contacts.... Curiously, no-one
has attempted to gather together the records of pilgrim-
traffic.... Our sources show clearly that Scotsmen were as

mich addicted to pilgrimage as any other nation in

Christendom". Mgr. McRoberts was concerned with pilgrimage
rather than crusade, and commented that "in treating of the

Holy Land pilgrims, it is not easy to distinguish between -

9. R. Nicholson, "Magna Carta and the Declaration of Arbroath",
University of Edinburgh Jourpal XXII (1965-6), 140-44 at 142

10. G. W. S. Barrow, Robert Bruce (2nd edn Edinburgh, 1976), 348-9

11. D. McRoberts, "Scottish Pilgrims to the Holy Land", IR
XX (1969), 80-106




the pilgrim and the soldier, for the crusader was something
of both“;12 and, in his concern to break new ground, he was
necessarily summary in his treatment of some aspects of his
subject, and was able only to survey the evidence rather than
to examine it thoroughly. His essay . contains only a little
evidence from non-Scottish sources.. It remains, however, .
a great achlevement, and.researchers who come .after must be
grateful to Mgr. McRoberts for his pathfinding work, and
for taking serfbusly'subjects‘uhich others would regard as
unpromising.

If Scottish historians have 1little to say about members
of their nation -taking part in the crusades, historians of

the crusading movement have equally little to say about

Scottish participants therein. In Sir Steven Runciman's
great History of the Crusades, Scotland is mentioned seven
times in over 1400 pages.13 In the equally vast History of
the Crusades, edited by K. M. Setton, references to Scotland
and the Scots are equally:inf.requent.14 It is significant
that the present study is entitled "the Impact of the
Crusading Movement in Scotland"; it could not have been
called "the impact of Scotland on the crusading movement",

for that impact must have been slight. For the most part,

Scottish participants would hardly have been missed had they

12. Ibid., 85.

13. S. Runciman, A History of the Crusades (Cambridge,.1951-54)
indices s.v. Scotland, Scots.

14. K. M. Setton and others, A History of the Crusades
(Madison, Wisconsin, 1969- in progress), passim



never set out from their homes for the east or the north.

On only a few occasions can Scotland's political position
be seen to have had an effect on the crusades, for instance
wvhen Henry II and Richard I had to delay their departure
for the Holy Land because they had to come to a settlement
with Scotland before the third crusade. One should not be
surprised at Scotland's relative lack of resources and -
influence in cosmopolitan Europe as a whole. The crusades
wvere in origin‘aFrankishventure, and most of the
participants and beneficiaries of the crusades in the
Mediterranean were French; few men of other nations (except
the Italian merchants) benefited greatly by the crusades
in the Holy Land. the "impact" which is our theme is notl
a two-way process; it is, nonetheless, an influence which
exerted itself in and upon Scotland, and which was felt -

there. The present study will attempt to explore the extent

of that impact, using a number of factors to measure it.
Part I, "Scottish Participation in the Crusades"®,
examines in chronological sequence the crusades themselves,
looking for Scottish participants, and exploring the
reaction of kings, nobles, commoners and clerics to the
preaching of the cross and demands for crusading taxation.

Part II, "Institutions with Crusading Origins or Connections",

looks at the developement of the military orders of the
Knights Templars and Hospitallers in Scotland, the generosity

which was shown to them by Scots, and their success in

recruiting fighting men from Scotland. It also examines



other institutions which had origins in or connections with
the crusading movement, such as the canons of Bethlehen,
vho had a hospital at St. Germains in East Lothian, and the
Trinitarians, whose energies were devoted to the redemption
of Christian captives of the Saracens. Part I1I, nAttitudes
to the Crusades in Scotland", attempts, in a single chapter,
to explore what news of the crusades reached Scotland, .as
it was incorporated in Scottish chronicles and in other
writings, and t; assess how interested or otherwise Scots
vere in the fortunes of the crusades.

Before discussing the sources used and summarising the- -,

arguments (sometimes tentative) which will be put forward

in each of these three sections, it will be necessary first

to define the limit and extent of the present study, to

justify the inclusion of what might at first sight appear

irrelevant or to explain omissions which might seem surprising.
In the narrowest definition, the crusades wvere a

movement directed towards thereéovery'and defence of the

Holy Land, and in particular the holy city of Jerusalen,

summoned by the papacy and governed by-a religlous wvow.

In return for participation crusaders received certain benefits

from the church, most notably the crusader's indulgence,

but including also ecclesiastical protection for their

. property and dependants during their absence. - Until the

mid-thirteenth century, the crusade was closely ideologically

linked with pilgrimage, with the difference that the pilgrim

never carried arms, while the crusader travelled with the



intent of fighting. Latterly the crusade came increasingly
to be used by the papacy (and by rulers who enjoyed papal
favour) as a device against Christian enemies, whether
schismatics 1like the Greeks, herééics like the Cathars, or
catholic Christians who opposed papal policy like Frederick II.
Crusades could be preached agdinst catholic Christlians whose
designs were contrary to those of a dynasty which enjoyed
papal favour; thus the Plantagenets were able to persuade

the papacy to ﬁroclaim.crusadés against Simon de Montfort
and Robert I of Scotland. "If such "crusades" are to be taken
into account (and it is difficult to know what else they are,
if not crusades) clearly a wider definition is needed than

the traditional one, which stresses activity in the Holy lLand
between 1095 and 1291, and ignores the rest of the movement.
In his admirable 1ittle book What were the Crusades? Professor
Je Riley-Smith proposes a definition which will take account
of the wider ramifications of the crusading movement,
including crusades in Spain, Prussia and“blseuhére.15
Although there were crusades in these other areas before

the loss of the Holy Land, they were less attractive to
crusaders (except local ones) until after the loss of Acre.
Thereafter, from a Scottish point of view, we can see a

"fanning out" process of the crusading movement in the later

middle ages; the Holy Land itself became an increasingly

15. J. Riley-Smith, What were the Crusades? (London 1977),



remote and unrealisable goal, but other holy wars against
the heathen in Spain, and particularly in Prussia, involved
"the defence of Christendom™ and were treated as crusades
even though the specific geographical objective of & great
pilgrimage centre was not a goal. Certainly no account of
Scotland!s involvement in the crusading movement would be
complete if it did not discuss this phenomenon, and in
particular the remarkable number of Scots who fought in the
Baltic from the mid-fourteenth century until the Battle of
Tannenberg (1410) put an end to the Teutonic Knights! policy
of expansion.16 -
It would be wise, then, to follow Professor Riley-Smith's
definition of a crusade: "a manifestation of the Christian
Holy War, fought against the infidels in the East, in Spain

and in Germany and against schismaties, heretics and Christian

lay opponents of the Church for the recovery of property or

17

in defence'. This definition of the crusade alsd takes

into account the aspects of the vow, the pilgrimage, and

the grant of indulgence, aﬁd lays stress an papal ;ontrol

and suﬁmoning. As such, it is impossible to speak of crusades
before 1095, when all these features come together for the
first tiqe. In Scotland, the 1mpacthof the crus;aing movement.

can stlll be traced up until the point when papal authority

on any effective scale disappears, c. 1560; so the

16. Cf. E, Christiansen, The Northern Crusades (London, 1980)

17. Riley-Smith, What were the Crusades?, 74



mid-sixteenth century can be taken as the final terminus

of this study, just as 1095 can be regarded as the starting-
point. Brief notice will be taken of a few post-Reformation
survivals of crusading fervour, but without any attempt to
collect them systematically. Crusades in which there is

no evidence of Scottish participation will often be passed
over in silence; for instance, no Scots appear to have

Joined the Albigensian crusade or the crusade against
Frederick II. It is uncertain whether this non-participation
was due to distaste in Scotland for these projects, or lack

of effective preaching.

2. Sources for the study of Scottish Interest and Involvement
in the Crusading Movement.

One possible reason why the present study has never been
previously undertaken is that the sources in which information

is to be found are very widely scattered. Primary sources

—

used for this study are in a bewildering number of languages:

medieval Scots, English, Latin, Norse, Spanish, German, French,

Flemish, Gaelic, Greek, Hebrew and Arabic are the most
important of the languages which contain relevant material.

Except in the case of the Semitic languages, as far as

possible translations have been checked against the original
text.

For the earliest period under discussion, and indeed
for much of the twelfth century, we have little or no

contemporary evidence coming out of Scotland itself, and

have to rely on continental writings. Most of the chronicles

10
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of the first crusade are collected in the great Recuell des
Historiens des Croisades and in the Monumenta Germaniae

Historica.18 Such English material‘as there is for this

period,'as for the much more abundant English material for

later periods, is gathered in the "Rolls Series", or-Rerum

Britannicarum Medii Aevi Scrigtores.19 For Scotland itself,
much material throughout the period from 1095 until the late

thirteenth century is collected in A. 0. Anderson, Early
sources of Sco%tish.Historx and Scottish Annals from

English Chronicles. Charter evidence -can be gleaned from -

A. C. Lawrie, Early Scottish Charters, while his Annals of

the Reigns of Malcolm and William, Kings of Scots is a

useful supplement to Anderson for the twelfth century120

Addenda to Lawrie's Charters are printed in the first volume

of Regesta Regum Scottorum, edited by Professor Barrow; this

and the second volume of the same series, by the same editor,

provide much useful charter evidence, but both in the twelfth

18. Recueil des Historiens des Croisades (Paris, Académie

des Inscriptions et Belles Lettres, 1844-1906) (RHC):
Monumenta Germaniae Historica, ed. G. H. Pertz and
others (Hanover, 1826 - in progress) (MGEH)

19. Rerum Britannicarum Medii Aevi Scriptores (London,
1865-1898) (RS) - L

20. Anderson, Early Sources; A. 0. Anderson, Scottish ,
Annals' from English Chronicles, 500-1286 (London, 1908)

A. C. Lawrie, Early Scottish Charters prior to 1
(Glasgow, 1905); A. C. Lawrie, Annals of the Reigns

of Malcolm and William, Kings of Scotland, 1153-1214
(Glasgow, 1910)
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century and later one is forced to rely on the editions of

Scottish monastic cartularies by Scottish publishing societies,
nost notably the Bannatyne and Maitland Clubs.! Charter
evidence is much more inferential than chronicles: for -
example, the charter of the Stewart's knightly tenants in

Innerwick, whereby they set their land in tack to Kelso Abbey

for a period of thirty~-three years from the day that kings
Richard and Philip set out for the Holy Land (which thus
dates itself 1f89x.1190) does not state that the knights
were ralsing money to join the crusade themselves, but makes
1t sound very likely.<?

Few charters or other documents written or witnessed
by Scots while absent on crusade survive, and they are
scattered widely: William de Somerville witnessed a charter

of John de Lascy at Damietta, 1218 x 1220, copied into the

23

Pontefract Cartulary; ™~ an original charter of Robert hruce,

lord of Annandale, in favour of the monks of Clairvaﬁi;’

granted c. 1273 on his homeward journey from the crusade

of 1270, survives in the Archives départementales

21. Regesta Regum Scottorum (RRS) ed. G. W. S. Barrow and
others (Edinburgh, 1960~ in progress);publications of
the Bannatyne Club (Edinburgh, 1823-75); publications
of the Maitland Club (Edinburgh, 1829-1859);
publications of the Spalding Club (Aberdeen and Edinburgh,
1841-1935 ); publications of the Abbotsford Club

22. Kelso Iiber, nos. 256, 260, 261; RRS II, 330

23. Charters of St. John of Pontefract, ed. R. Holmes
(Leeds, 1899-1902), I, 36-7
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de l'Aube;z4 a grant of 290 livres tournois from King Philip

III of France to Ingram de Balliol (probably one of the

Balliols of Redcastle in Angus) is preserved in the Archives

nationales de France;25 a document preserved in Florence, -

printed in G. Canestrini's Documenti per servire alla Storia

della Milizia-Italiana, is dated 1364 and witnessed by the’
Scottish brothers Walter and Norman leslie, and provides

confirmation of the statement in the Cupar MS of Bower's

Scotichronicon that they joined the crusade against Alexandria

in 1365-26 ‘Possibly Norman was the unnamed Scottish knight

whose death 1s recorded by Guillaume de Machaut in his poem

27

La Prise d'Alexandrie. An imperfect and fragmentary copy

survives of a receipt for a sum of Prutencialis monete,

which one Scottish knight promises to repay to another at

Dantzig_g.l1390.28 |

These are lucky survivals. Even more fortunate is

the survival of Gaelic poems by Hiberno-Scottish bards who

2L,. Troyes, Archives départementales de 1'Aube, 3 H 332:
Appendix I, no. 2 ; printed in Migne, PL, CLXXXV,
part ii, cols. 1759-60

25. Paris, Archives Nationales J 475/77; Appendix I, no. 1

26, G. Canestrini, Documenti per servire alla Storia della
Milizia Italiana dal XIII Secolo al XVI iFlorence,
Archivio Storico.Italiano XV, 1851), 57-60;

Bower, Scotichronicon, II, 488n.

27. Guillaume de Machaut, La Prise d'Alexandrie, ed.
L. de Mas Latrie (Geneva, Société de 1'Orient Latin,
Série historique, I, 1877), 86

28. HMC Eleventh Report, Appendix IV, 210;
cf. ibid., 205, 211




2
vere present at the siege of Damietta in 1219. 7 These are
perhaps the only surviving literary works of Scots while on

crusade, and as such deserve a more prominent place than

that which they now occupy, edited in a rather obscure Irish

journal; happily, the writings of Professor Derick Thomson

0
have gone some way towards rescuing them from total nmmpmo¢.u

It is to be feared that there must lurk other material,

similar to that described in the preceding paragraphs,

which has not come to the writer's notice; but one cannot be
everywhere at once.

Chronicle evidence, too, though often more explicit,
i1s often equally widely scattered. The Scottish chronicles
of Melrose and Holyrood Abbeys, and those by Fordun, Wyntoun,
and Bower, exist in a variety of editions, not all of them
satisfactory; the same can be said of the important

neighbouring chronicles, the Chronicle of Man, the Lanercost
31

Chronicle, and the Orkneyinga Saga. Good editions exist

29. G. Murphy, "Two Irish Poems from the Mediterranean in
the Thirteenth Century", Eigse VII (1955), 71-7

30, D. Thomson, "The Maclthuirich Bardic Family", TGSI,
XLIIT (1966), 276-304, at 279-80

31. Chronica de Mailros e Codico Unico, ed. J. Stevenson
(Bannatyne Club, 1835); A Scottish Chronicle known as
the Chronicle of Holyrood, ed. M. O. and A. 0. Anderson
Scottish History Society, 3d.ser. XXX, 1938); John of
Fordun, Chronica Gentis Scottorum, ed. W. F. Skene
(Edinburgh, 1871-2); .Andrew of Wyntoun, Orygynale
Cronykil of Scotland, ed. D. Laing (Edinburgh, 1872-9);
Chronica Re Manniae et Insularum, ed, P. -A. Munch
Douglas, Manx Society, 1874); Chronicon de Lanercost
ed. J. Stevenson (Bannatyne Club, 1839); Orkneyinga
Saga, ed. and -trans. A. B. Taylor (Edinburgh, 1938)
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for such French chroniclers as Villehardouin, Joinville and
Froissart, and the German evidence for the northern crusades

is conveniently drawn together in the Scriptores'Rerum

E;gsgicérum;32 evidence from Greek sources has been sought

in the Corpus Scriptorum Historiase Byzantinae, and from

Spanish sources in the Crénicas de los Reyes de Castilla

published in the Biblioteca de Autores E8paﬁoles.33

The same can be said of chronicle evidence as has been sald
of diplomatic evidence, that there probably lurks more in
obscure works and editions than has been brought to light
in this survey.

For Part II of the present work, concerned with
institutions which had their origins in the crusading
movement, the search for material is perhaps less difficult.
There exists a vast amount of material about the landed
endowments of the military orders in Scotland which has to
be sought in a wide range of places. Neither the Templars
or Hospitallers, so far as we know, kept a regesta of the

charters they issued; these have to be gathered from originals

and copies kept by beneficiaries. Some family collections

i

32+ Geoffrey de Villehardouin, La Conquéte de Constantinople,:
ed. N. de Wailly (Paris, 2nd. edn. 1874); John de
. Joinville, Histolre de Saint Iouis, ed. N. de Wailly
(Paris, Société de 1'Histoire de France, 1868); Jean
Froissart, Les Chroniques, ed. J. A. C. Buchon (Paris,
1837-8); Scriptores Rerum Prussicarum, ed. T. Hirsch,

M. T8ppen, and E. Strehlke (Leipzig, 1861-74)

33, Corpus Scriptorum Historiae Byzantinae (Bonn, 1828:i97);
Biblioteca de Autores Espafioles (Madrid, 1848-in progress).




of charters contain quite a number of acta of members of

the military orders, such as the Duntreath muniments and
the Colst-ounurits;34 a grouﬁ of original charters of the

Hospitaliersrelating to lands in Temple (Midlothian),
surviving now as part of the SRO's‘hegister House Chart-ers35
probably also uas‘origihaiiy'part of a family'colleéfion,
and there are other small groups and individual charters.
As well as issuing chaffers'to others,?the“brusﬁding
orders were thémsel#eé the beneficiaries of grants of lands
and privileges. If they kept registers of these, nor have
survivéd; but six folios of the Aberdeen Cathedral register36
appearfté be a fifteenth—cenfuri'copy'of a registef'or bundle
of charters kept first by the Templars and later by the
Hospitallers at Maryculter. As such it is not quite'unique,
since the Torphichen muniments constitute a Hospitaller
archive with some Templar material.37 This collection is
very spare prior to the sixteenth century, with only seven
documents being earlier than the preceptorship of brother
George Dundas (1510-1532). To some extent this deficiency
can be made up by examining the registers of institutions
which issued documents to the military orders in Scotland:

the Register of the Great Seal of Scotland and the Reglstrum

34L. St. John's Gate, Clerkenwell, K32/12-19; Broun-Lindsay
‘ of Colstoun Muniments, passim

35. SRO RH 6/114-123 passim and 161
36. NLS Adv. 16.1.10 £f. 6r-12v

37- SRO GD 119, E&SSim
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Supplicationum in the Vatican Archives have proved valuable

sources in this respect, but by far the greatest amount of
material (from the fourteenth century onwards) is found in
the magisterial registers in the Archives of the Enights
of St. John, now preserved in fhe National Library of Malta
in Valletta. Over seventy bulls relating to Scolland were
found in the registers from 1347 to 1569, and an awareness of
them must be considered a significant advance in our
knowledge about the workings of the Hospitallers in
Scotland and their relations with Rhodes and Malta.38
If the military orders were not assiduous in-keeping
registers, at least they kept rentals, of which one (drawn
up in 1539-40) survives.39 It mentions an antig;um.rentale

which has:not survived, but there are also surviving.
post-reformation rentals of the regality of Torphichen.
Other post-reformation sources can be used to piece together
a picture of the Knights' properties: pention must be made
of the 'Cartulary of Torphicheﬁ' from which James Maidment
published abstracts in his Tem 1aria;40 the protocol books
of Alexander Lawson, which contain sasines of temple-lands

between 1570 and 1602;M and such post-medieval sources as

38. National Library of Malta, Valletta, Archives of the
Knights of St. John; cf. below, Appendix II

39. SRO GD 247/101/1A
40. James Maidment, Templaria (1828-9)
J1. SRO NP 1/30, 53
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the Retours.42 - o

For the canons of Bethlehem in Scotland, there is little
material available before the fiftéenth*century. The present
vriter kmows of no archive of the bishopric of Bethlehem or
the hospital of Clamecy (dép. Niévre) which became its late
medieval headquarters; but it is surprising that previous
monographs relating to the Bethlehemites in Scotland make
no allusion to the archives of King's College Aberdeen, since
that body took ‘over their endowments, and their surviving
records are to be found there.43 None of these are pre- -
fifteenth century. The Trinitarians have been even less -
lucky, as they seem to have left hardly any records at all.
Apart from the military orders, and in particular the.
Hospitallers, who are amply documented, sources for the study
of institutions with crusading associations in Scotland are

widely, and very thinly, scattered. ' Cy

3. Suf g;z;ofhthe afgggents of the ﬁreéént stuiz.
We can safely say that there was no Scottish presence

at fﬁe Council of Clermont in November 1695, wvhen Urban II

preached the crusade for the first time. But we know that

there was a great Btir'throughoutatﬁe British Isles around

Easter 1096, so that, in the words of William of Malmésbury,

fields and cities were deserted as whole families marched

42, Inguisitioﬁum ad Cégéllam Doﬁiﬁiﬁégié ;étornétarum
t Abbreviatio (Records Commission, 1811-16)

43. Aberdeen University Archives, Charter Chest of King's
College, Shuttles 22 and 28.



awvay to liberate Jerusalem; even the Scots gave up their
familiaritatem pulicum. Groups of Scols were seen arriving
at the seaports of northern France, with "bare legs, shaggy
cloaks, a purse hanging from thelr shoulders", offering

their faith and devotion to the Franks. The purse which they
wore was probably not an early version of the sporran of

modern highland dress, but related to the book-satchels worn

by the illuminated evangelists in the tenth-century Book of
Deer. These native Celtic Scots joined the army of Robert
duke of Normandy (who had been in Scotland in 1085), and were
still with the crusading army when it left Nicaea on the march
across Asis Minor in the summer of 1097, when they were
noticed by Fulcher of Chartres. These were not effective

fighting men; Guibert de Nogent calls them "ferocious among

themselves, unwarlike elsewhere', and comments on their =~
ridiculous armaments, The name of only one of these exotic
barbarians is known to us: Lagmann, king of Man and the
Hebrides, took the cross, probably in 1096, in remorse for the
cruelty he had shown to his rebellious brother. He and those
who accompanied him were probably typical of the Scots noticed
by Guibert and Fulcher, with outlandish dress and language;
more so than were Edgar Atheling and Robert son of Godwin, who
came to the east in 1102. Edgar Atheling was Malcolm III's

.brother-in-law, and late in 1097 had placed his nephew Edgar

on the Scottish throne with an English army which had

included Robert son of Godwine; Robert was rewarded with a

grant of lands in Lothian, on which he built a castle. He

19
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vas less fortunate in the Holy Land, for he was caplured by
the Saracens at the battle of Ramleh (1102), and martyred for
refusing to renounce the name of Christ. Neither he nor
Edgar Atheéling was typical of the Scottish aristocracy of the
time, of whom the king of the Isles is probably a more

INA

representative example,

There are indications of Scottish interest in the

wellbeing of the crusader states in the first half of the
twelfth century. John bishop of Glasgow, tutor and friend of
David lord or prince of Cumbria (king of Scots 1124-1153),
visited Jerusalem in 1122, staying in the household of the
patriarch Gormund. In 1128 Hugh de Paiens, first master of
the Knights Templars, visited Scotland on a recruiting drive
which had considerable success, even though the army which

he assembled falled to capture Damascus in the following year.
Hugh also introduced the Templars into Scotland. It was
probably during or soon after his visit.that King David granted
them Balantrodoch.(now Temple, Midlothian) to be their
preceptory in Scotland; Ailred of Rievaulx says that David
surrounded himself .with Templars by day and night, making them
the guardians of his morals. Ailred also states that David
desired to lay down the sceptre and end his days fighting in

the Holy Land, but was.dissuaded by the advice of councillors

.l.=

4L. Chapter 1, pp.50-62 -



and the outcry among his people. Probably this means that
David wished to join the second crusade (1147); those Scots
who had fewer responsibilities at home than their king t?ok
ship with a fleet of Englishmen, Flemings, Normans, and
Rhinelanders which besieged and captured Lisbon in the

summer of 1147. The Scots on this venture retained the same
image they had had in the 1090's: the English regarded then
as barbarians (Quis enim Scottos barbaros esse neget?), but
could not help aémiring their constancy during the long siege.
Philip de Harveng, Premonstratensian abbot of Bonne Esperance
(Cambrai diocese) noted a group of Scots on pilgramage
sometime around the middle of the twelfth century, who may
well have been connected with the second crusade; he noted
that they wore a single garment which covered them at the
front and back but was open at the sides, revealing that they
wore nothing underneath. During the early 1150's, in the
aftermath of the second crusade, the earl of Orkney, and a large
retinue, which included the bishop of Orkney made an extended
trip to the Holy Land and to the court of Emperor Manuel
Comnenus at Constantinople, but the principal influences on
his pilgramage were Norse rather than Scottish; earl Rognvald
wvas a true Jorsalafarar (i.e., "Jerusalem-farer") in the
tradition of King Sigurd of Norway (who had visited the Holy

- Land in 1110) or of the Varangians of the eleventh and twelfth
centuries. Probably the pilgrims noted by Philip de Harveng
or by the English eyewitness at the siege of Lisbon were

more characteristic of the type of native Scottish crusaders
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of the twelfth century.45

Not until the reign of William I (1165-1214) are there

signs of a change in the character of Scottish crusaders, and

even then they are obscured by political events. William's

relations with Henry II of England, though never good, had

22

been improved by a partial reconciliation in 1185, when the earldom

of Huntingdon was restored to the Scottish royal family.
Suspicion still existed between then so that when news came

of the fall of Jerusalem to Saladin in 1187, Henry was anxious
to come to a settlement with William which would leave him
free to go to the rescue of the Holy City. William and his
‘nobles refused to contribute to the "Saladin Tithe"™ when Henry
demanded it of them in 1183; but this does not-necessarily
reflect "a marked lack of enthusiasm for the recovery of
Jerusalem after is fall", as Professor Duncan thought, but
rath;r an attempt by William and his nobles to obtain the best
possible terms for the recovery of poli£ical freedom of-
manoeuvre, which had been curtailed since William's defeat

and capture in 1174. In 1189 William was able to obtain

much more advantageous terms from Henry'!s son and successor,
Richard I, to the satisfaction of both parties; Richard was

paid 10,000 marks toward the crusade in return for the

restoration of royal castles in Scotland which-he had garrisoned,

..and the status guo that had existed between the two kingdoms

45. Chapter 1. pp. 62-83
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before 1174. As a result, his northern border was freed from

any fear of invasion while he was absent in the Holy Land.

The Scottish participants in the third crusade have a much more

Anglo-Norman look than those in the earlier crusades; Robert

de Quincy, a nobleman who had risen:quicklf'to high office under

William after 1165, went with Richard and was entrusted by him

with  the captaincy of the cavalry defending the principality

of Antioch in 1191-2. It has been suggested above that some

knights of Alan the Steward seem to have been raising money

for the crusade when they set their lands in Innerwick in tack

to Kelso Abbey in 1190; and this strengthens the otherwise

doubtful evidence that the Steward himself may have joined the

crusade. In the case of the king's brother, David earl of

Huntingdon, it is unlikely that he went to the Holy Land. Also

from.Scotland came Osbert 0lifard of Arbuthnott, a landowner

of lower rank, who must have taken the cross immediately on

learning of the fall of Jerusalem. This can hardly be called

"a marked lack of enthusiasm"; it reflects, rather, a willingness

to contribute manpower combined with a reluctance to make

financial contributions demanded by the English crown at times

when its motives were, to say the least, untrustuorthy.z'e’
The change in the social background of a Scottish

crusading contingent which this also reflects is part of a

.change in social composition on a wider scale. Going on crusade

,6. Chapter 1, pp. 84-94



vas a more expensive business than it had been earlier, and

required more methodical planning rather than spontaneous
enthusiasm. In Scotland, by the latter part of William I's
reign an Anglo-Norman nobility was now firmly established and
could contemplate joining their peers from England and.France
who had sought glory and salvation by going to the Holy Land.
The number of native Celtic crusaders, which seems to have been
greatest in the first half of the twelfth century, begins to.
decline, and by the ‘later thirteenth century has virtually
‘disappeared.

However, during the pontificate of Innocent 111
(1198-1216), some native Celts continued to take the cross.
Ranald son of Somerled, who died c. 1207, is sald to have
"received a cross from Jerusalem" before his death, which-
probably means that he took the cross on his deathbed. Earlier
a papal legate had preached the cross at Perth in 1202, and-
induced a local landowner, David Rufus of Forfar, to take the
cross. The next preaching of the cross in Scotland, in 1213,
attracted large numbers of poor folk to-come forward as
crusaders, but few of the rich and powerful men of the
kingdom (i.e., few of the-Anglo-Norman nobility?). The
crusade against Damietta (1218~1221) was joined by Saher de
Quincy, son of the Robert who had joined the third crusade,

-Who took ship from Galloway in January 1219 and died before
the walls of Damietta three days before it fell to the

Christians in November 1219. He may have had with him on
his ship a.small group of HibernosScottish Gaels, including
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two Gaelic bards who have left poems describing their feelings
as they crossed the Mediterranean from Acre to Damietta and
back via Monte Gargano on the Adriatlc cbast.47
Frederick II seems to have been accompanied to the

Holy Land in 1228-9 by one Scot, the philosopher and translator
Michael Scot; but this was not an international passagium
enerale, and it was not until the time of Louis IX of France
that there was a return to large scale international crusading.
Jerusalem fell to the Khwarismians in 1244, and in the same
Year Louls took the cross; in the following year the Christians
suffered at Gaza their greatest defeat since Hattin (1187),
and there were renewed fears for the safety of the Holy Land.
A number of Scots set out to join King Louis's crusade, led

by Patrick earl of Dunbar, who was sufficiently important that
his death was noted by the French continuator of the History
of Willjam of Tyre. 1In 1248 a crusade-bound ship sailed from
Inverness under the command of the Count of-St Pol (Flanders),
and it has been suggested that some local Scots may have taken
ship with him. The master of the Templars in Scotland was
present at the crusaders' defeat in Egypt in 1249, and
communicated news of the disaster to Matthew Paris at St Albans.
When reinforcements prepared to set out to join Louis in 1250,
they included a group of Scottish knights from East Lothian,

who had connections with the faction led by Alan Durward.

47. Chapter 2, pp. 95-113



vhich controlled the Scottish regency at ‘the time, and may also
have had connections with the de Quincy family, who provided
three generations of crusaders from Scotland and England., In..
view of Durward's own extensive travels, and the fact thatl the
son of the crusader earl of Dunbar also seems to have been a
member of his faction during the regency, it may be possible -
to detect in the Durward group a more outward-looking or
cosmopolitan attitude, including an interest in the crusades,
while the group led by Walter Comyn earl of Menteith were
perhaps more insular or introverted.48

The last of the great crusades, that of Louis IX and
Lord Edward in 1270-2, was joined by an even more impressive

array of Scots. Some of them certainly were Anglo~Scottish

lords who had been on the victorious royalist side during the
wars agalnst Simon de lontfort; these men had been loyal to
Lord Edward and may in some cases have.taken the cross to
avoid litigation over lands which they had-acquired from-
disinherited rebels. In some cases it is known that they
sailed with Lord Edward when he léf;Epgland in the late
summer of 1270, or with his brother Edmund in the following
spring. But there was also a substantial Scottish contingent,
led by the earls of Atholl and Carrick, which had left

ocotland earlier and was with Louis IX when he attacked Tunis

-in the high summer of 1270. The French king and a large part

48. Chapter 2,pp. 114-131
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of his army, including the earl of Atholl, perished soon

after the landing of heat and disease, and the attack on -
Tunis was abandoned without success in the autumn. At the same
time, Lord Edward arrived with an English force; they wintered
in Sicily and proceeded to Acre next spring with the earl of
Carrick and other Scottish survivors, and with the Anglo-Scots
who had come with Lord Edward. The earl of Carrick died of
disease (possibly contracted at Tunis?) at Acre in the summer
of 1271. The Scots and Anglo-Scots included Balliols, Bruces,
Mowbrays, John de Vescy, Adam de Gordon, possibly David de
Lindsay, and Alexander de Seton, whose esquire Nicholas was

captured by Bedouins during Lord Edward's attack on Qaqun in
49

Caesarea.
We know the names of more Scottish participants in the

crusade of 1270~2 than in any earlier or later venture. 1t

is worth asking whether the increase in documentation as the

thirteenth century progresses presents a distorted picture of

an increase in Scottish interest i1n the crusades as the cause

of the crusader states became more futile, which is more

apparent than real. To some extent this may be the case, but

it also seems likely that if there had been Scots of the

importance of those who took part in the later crusades involved

earlier, their names would be known. But in the twelfth century

- the Scots who went on crusade were regarded as barbarlans by

L9. Chapter 2, pp. 133-159



those around them. In 1213, few of those who took the cross
ranked among the rich and powerful men of the kingdom. On
the other hand, the earl of Dunbar who died at Margeille in
12,8 on his way to the Holy Land was one of the wealthiest
and most munificent men of his age, vhile the Scots who set
out for the east in 1270 were mostly men of wealth and
influence. There is every appearance of a transformation
having taken place, which may in part feflect the transition
from a native Celtic aristocracy to an Anglo-Norman one, as
Scotland became a mature, highly-developed European kingdom,
ready to participate fully in the cofporatexventurés of |
Western Christendom. In this change in the character of

Scottish crusaders, we can perhaps see a reflection in miniature

of changes in the nature of Scottish society as a whole over
these two centuries. On the other hand, it must not be
forgotten that in the twelfth century, and as far back as the
summoning of the first crusade itself, there had been Scots
prepared to listen and respond to the appeal of the cross.
Clearly, Scotland before the time of David I and his grandsons
was not living through the introverted "Celtic twilight"
vhich has sometimes been suggested, but was responsive, at
least to some extent, to cosmopolitan influences.

It is possible that finance may have played a part in
apringiﬁg about this apparent transformation. Later crusading
armies were better and more expensively equipped than the

miscellaneous rabble who followed in the wake of the first

crusade, and it may have been difficult for those other than

28
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feudal landowners to raise the necessary money for the journey
and all that it entailed. There are only a few known examples
of Scottish knights entering into transactions to raise money
for this purpose. The best documented is that between the
earl of Dunbar and Melrose abbey in.1248, when he sold his
stud-farm in Lauderdale to the monks; it also seeems likely
that the knightly tenants of the Steward in Innerwick were
raising money for the third crusade when they set their lands
in tack to Kelso "Abbey in ¢.1190; and it is also likely that
wvhen David Rufus of Forfar constituted the monks of Coupar Angus
his heirs and granted them lands in 1201, when he was about to
set out on the fourth crusade in response to the preaching of

the legate John de Salerno, he was getting financial assistance

towards his crusade.50

Crusading finance was not simply a problem for the
individual. From the time of the third crusade onwards, money
for crusades was raised by taxation, and from the early
thirteenth century the papacy imposed regular crusading taxes
on the church and appointed collectors. There is evidence of
reluctance to contribute to crusading finance in Scotland,
especially when it was feared that the chief beneficiary might

be the English crown. It was this reluctance which motivated
William I to refuse to contribute to the "Saladin Tithe™

.requested by Henry II in 1188, and to hold out until he was

20. Chapter 24 pp. 96, 121+2; Chapter 1, p.90




rfered better terms by Richard I in 1189.°' In 1213 we find

the earliest instance of papally-appointed collectors . of a Holy

Land -subsidy, when Innocent III imposed a tax on the whole

church and appointed the bishops of St Andrews and Glasgow

to collect it in Scotland. .By the middle of the thirteenth
century examples are found of Scottish collectors of the
Holy Land twentieth being ordered to hand over moneys to
non-Scottish crucesiggati.52 The bishop of Dunblane was so
ordered to make ﬁayments to two brothers-in-law of Simon de
Montfort in 1247, and in the following year King Alexander .1l
reacted angrily, extracting from Pope Innocent IV an:
assurance that he should suffer no prejudice by the visit of

a Franciscan collector to Scotland, and persuading the.pope to

instruct the Scottish collectors (again the bishops of St
Andrews and Glasgqu) to distribute moneys to those who had
takén the cross and were preparing to set out. In 1251 the
Durwvard administration ruling in the name of Alexander III ..
reminded the pope that he had orliginally intended to
distribute the crusading. tax from Scotland among Scottish
crusaders, but had then changed his mind and awarded it . to .
Henry 1I1I; the pope was asked to reconsider this decision, and

he agreed that the twentieth should in fact be distributed

51. Chapter 1, pp. 84-5
52. Chapter 2, pp. 127, 137-8
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among Scottish crucesignati. It is probably significant that
Henry III conspired to have .Durward removed from power just
two months after the pope had been persuaded to reverse his
deciéion in Henry's i‘a,vo'ur...s3 During the majority of Alexander
III, resistance to papal financial demands which might benefit
the Plantagenets continued. The king forbade the export of
2000 marks raised by the legate Ottobon in 1268, and Ottobon
complained that he had heard thathlexander had ordered his
subjects not to éo-Operateuith the legate or his messengers.
Boece's story that Alexander promised to send men instead of
money for the crusade may reflect the truth, for it is in
agreement with Fordun's statement that the king and clergy
refused to pay the Holy Land tenth in 1268 and appealed to the
pope, while it is known that a substantial Scottish contingent
set out on crusade in 1270, led by two earls, and joined the
army of Louls IX rather than that of Lord Eduard.54 A wealth

of documentation surrounds the visit to Scotland of Baiamund

de Vicei ~ (collector 1275-1284), who attempted to revise the

calculation on which papal taxation was based, but was forbidden

to export the money which he raised by King Alexander, and was

accused by the pope of having lent it out at interest because

he could not get it out of the country. Alexander's reluctance

23. Chapter 2, pp. 127-8
54. Chapter 2, pp. 138ff.
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vas certainly due to the facti that the beneficiary of money
raised from the Scottish church for the crusade would be
Edward I; in 1284 the pope awarded the tentih from Scotland -
toTEdward; on condition that he first obtained Alexander's
consent, and then undertook to pay the expenses of any Scots
who took the cross; and in 1286 the pope permitted Edward
personally to select the crusaders from the kingdom of Scotland
and to pay their expenses out of the Scottish tenth. It is
not surprising tﬁat Alexander III should have been reluctant
to allow Edward to finance his own faction in Scotland out of
money raised from the Scottish church for the Holy Land, but
jt is surprising that the pope (Martin IV) should have
considered such a preposterous scheme possible. After the
death of Alexander III in 1286, and with Edward's increasing
control over Scotland in the following years, it seems that
Scottish moneys collected for the Holy Land were successfully
being diverted for the benefit of the English crown; the last
collector, John de Halton bishop of Carlisle (collector 1292-
1301) seems to have been largely successful until the outbreak
of the Anglo-Scottish war in 1296. Thereafter English control
fluctuated until it was finally terminated in 1314.°° The
study of crusading finance in the later middle ages (and a more
detalled examination of the crusading tax in the thirteenth

-~century than has been possible here) belongs to a study devoted

25. Chapter 2, pp. 160-164; Chapter 3, pp. 167-9
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to Scotland's relations with the medieval papacy, and not to
the present work.

The fall of Acre in 1291 does not mark the end of the
crusading movement, although it made the recovery of Jerusalem
an increasingly unobtainable objective. In the fourteenth century
the crusading movement tended to fan out and become directed
into a number of different, narrower channels which did not
have the attraction of the pilgrimage to -the Holy Land. Many of
these “crusades"'fecame an outlet for the belligerence of & new
class of professional soldier, the type of man immortalised by

Chaucer in his portrait of the knight in the Canterbury Tales.56

Sir James Douglas, who died fighting against the Moors in Spain
in 1330 while carrying King Robert I's heart towards the Holy
Land, was a relatively early example of this phenomenon; by
that year he had been fighting more or less continuously for
over twenty years, and possibly had little aptitude and little
taste for any other kind of life. But his—death, and King
Robert's posthumous crusade, should not be seen as a quixotic
gesture ending with a reckless, sulcidal charge; Douglas died
because of a tactical error, and in his death he brought enormous
prestige to himself and to his late master.57 Although
consistently victorious in the war against-England after 1314,

the Scots had never been-able to obtain:international recognition

56- Ch&pter 3' pp- 204-7
57. Chapter 3y PP 180-95
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and respectability for their cause, and were the-object.of
accusations by the Plantagenets that they disturbed the peace
of Christendom and hindered the crusade. The Scottish clergy
retaliated by stirring'up men to join Bruce's cause with the
contention that it was just as meritorious to fight against.
the English as it was to fight the heathen in the Holy Land;
and in letters to the king of France in 1309 and to the pope
in 1320 (the famous Declaration of Arbroath), the Scottish - -
governing community asserted their readiness to go to the -
defence of the Holy Land if only the English would leave them
in peace., In view of the Plantagenets! close association with

the crusading movement from Richard I's time onwards, a concrete
demonstration of Scottish crusading fervour was the Best-way

to rebut English arguments; and, paradoxically for such a
cosmopolitan activity, participation in a crusade was in a

sense an assertion of Scotland's recovered nationhood, a -

demonstration of willingness to share with-other European nations
in the defence of Chrisr,t.ezzldc:u:n1..58

This and other crusades of the fourteenth century represent
a shift from the earlier pattern, especially with the. rise of
the professional soldier. Crusades were to some extent a means

of keeping such men occupied during periods of peace between
nations, and this is certainly an aspect which must be kept

-in view when considering Douglas's crusade, just two years after

58 ° Chap‘ber 3 y pp o 1 69-80
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the peace of Edinburgh (1328). Similarly, when the Hundred

Years' War came to a temporary halt in 1360 and the "free
companies" were left to roam loose over the north or Italy, the
pope tried to interest them in the king of Cyprus's projected
crusade. When Peter of Cyprus launched his raid on Alexandria

in 1365, his army included a number of Scottish knights,

including the brothers Norman and Walter Lesley, who had the
previous year been involved in the dealings of Sir John Bawkwood's
"White Company® aEiFlorence, and who some years before had taken
service with the Teutonic Knights in Prussia.59“

There is a steady flow of Scottish knights to the Prussian
crusade from the mid-fourteenth century until the Battle of
Tannenberg (1410) put an end to the Teutonic Knights' expansionist
designs in the North. In some cases, it appears that those who
joined these campaigns were profiting by a truce in the
intermittent war against England; for instance, Sir William
Douglas of Nithsdale may have been taking advantage of the truce
which followed the Battle of Otterburn (1388) to take a belligerent
holiday in the Baltic in 1390-1. If he hoped to have a rest from
fighting the English in Prussia, he was sadly deceived, for he
was killed in a fight between English and Scottish knights on
the bridge at Konigsberg in 1391. After the crushing defeat of

the Teutonic Knights at Tannenberg (which was witnessed by a

9. Chapter 3, pp. 196-204
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mysterious personage described as le bastard d!rscoce, qui se

appelloit comte de Hembe -~ a possible addition to the

-seemingly-interminable list of the illegitimate progeny of
King® Hobert II), all ‘trace ot Scottish knights fighting in the
Baltic disappears.60

The mediterranean had not lost all its attraction for
Scots in the late fourteenth and fifteenth centuries. The
administrators of the Hospitallers!' properties in Scotland in
the later middle ages were, with a very few exceptions, Scots
who had served at nhodes, and®there are examples of members
of the household of a Scottish preceptor making careers for:
themselves in the service of the knights of Rhodes, such as
"Duguetus le Scot", whose name probably represents ‘the
Aberdeenshire surname Duguid; he was rewarded with a pension
from the responsions due to the grand master from the Scottish
properties of the order. The brothers David and Alexander:
Lindsay joined the "Order of the rassion" founded by Philip
de mezieres in 1395 as the nucleus of a new crusading army.
A.gfoup of Scottish knights was fighting the Turks around’
Gonstantinople in the eafly'1450's, "who became so impoverished
that they could not return to their own land without the alms
of the faithful" and had to be repatriated by a papally-sponsored
‘appeal. One Scot was serving under King Ferdinand at the finai

assault on Granada in 1492. Even in the early sixteenth century

60. Chapter 3, pp. 206-14



some Scots were found in the east on belligerent missions:
John Chalmers and Walter Lindsay both fought heroically with
the Hospitallers at the siege of Rhodes (1520), and both later
joined the ﬁrder; while Thomas Doughty, claiming to have
been a captain against the Turks, founded the hermitage chapel
of Loretto at Musselburgh and greatly impressed King James Ve
Sceptics of reformist sympathies were less jmpressed, and
described his miracles and relics as fraudulent.61a

It appears'that as belligerent pilgramage declined in
the late middle ages, an interest in peaceful pilgramage
increased., There are plenty of examples of peaceful Scottish
pilgrims to the Holy Land in the fifteenth and early

sixteenth centuries, many of whom have been.catalogued by

Mgr MacRoberts. None is more interesting than Anselm Adornes,
who came from Bruges, befriended King James III, and ended up
settling in Scotland and being murdered by the king's enemies.
He appears to have been commissioned by James to make an
extended pilgrimage to North Africa and the Holy Land in 1470,
acting as the king's ambassador, and dedicated his ltinerary
to his friend and benefactor.. James had previously read
Mandeville's Travels, and perhaps thereby acquired an interest
in distant lands; it 1s worth noting in passing that

Mandeville was a book much admired by Columbus, who hoped

. that his circumnavigation of the globe would aid the recovery

61. Chapter 4, pp. 221-5, 266-7



of Jerusalem, and whose commission from Ferdinand of Aragon

folloved almost immediately after the final crusade against
62

Granada.

James III's son and successor, James IV, chose not to
devote his energies towards expansion in the New World, but
towards a much more conservative scheme for the uniting of
Christian princes in a new crusade against the Turks, under
his own leadership. So much has been written about the
tortuous diplom;cy'uhich led up to James's defeat and
death at Flodden (1513), that one despairs of finding

anything new to say about it; except that James IV's interest

in the crusading movement, which has puzzled many narrowly
nationalist Scottish historians, can only be understood
within a tradition of interest in the crusadingxmovement“
in Scotland, and that James, albeit conservative for his
time, is not an isolated figure in terms of his own past.63
The above arguments are contained im the first four,
narrative, chapters of the present &tudy. They are followed
by two shorter sections, totalling three chapters in all,
which explore different influences of the crusading movement.

The first of these analyses the develoﬁﬂent of some

institutions with origins in the crusading movement.,

exploring the extent to which they remained true to the

m

62. Chapter 4, pp. 228-47
63. Chapter 4, pp. 253-65
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ideals of those who founded them and endowed them in Scotland.
The last short chapter examines attitudes to the crusades

as displayed by Scottish historical writers from the twelfth
to the sixteenth century.

It is perhaps curious, in view of the level of Scottish
involvement in the Baltic Crusade of the fourteenth century,
that the Teutonic Knights seem to have had no landed presence

"at all in Scotland. How they went about recruiting Scotis
for the northern crusade is consequently difficult to say.
Other orders with Holy Land and crusading connections did
have shadowy associations with Scotland: there were lands
belonging to the Hospital of St. Thomas of Acre in Kyle in
the late thirteenth century, and presumably had been since
much vrea.rlier;é"’+ and in the twelfth century the brethern of
St. Lazarus of Jerusalem held the church of St. Giles,

Edinburgh, which they'subsequently'lost.65

There is much evidence of generosity towards the

military orders in Scotland in the twelfth and thirteenth
centuries. The chief beneficiaries of this were certainly

the Templars, who enjoyed royal favour from the time of their
first visit to Scotland in 1128 until the arrest of the

Templars in Scotland ordered by Edward II in 1309. By the

64. W. J. Dillon,"Three Ayrshire Charters", Ayrshire

Archsological and Natural History Society Collections,
- 2nd ser. VII (1961-66), 28-38

65.. RRS II, 116~7
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latter date they had acquired the lands of Balantrodoch

(now Temple, Midlothian);, Kirkliston and Maryculter, and

a large number of smaller lands, such as a tenement ln
Falkirk by gift of the thane of Callendar and another on

the North Inch of Perth by gift of Earl David (d.1219);

they also held the churches of Temple,” Inchinnan, Aboyne,
and other churches in Mar, Some of these were royal gifts,
others were from nobles like Walter Bisset, to whom the
Templars owed their possessions on Deeside. By comparison,
the Hospitallers may have held only the lands of Torphichen,
granted them by David I, and Galtway, by gift of Fergus
lord of Galloway, as estates of any real size; Malcolm IV
(1153-1165) granted them a toft in all royal burghs, which
may represent the beginnings of the very large number of
small tenements (later known as "temple-lands") which they
owned by the later middle ages. Their chapel at Torphichen
achieved parochial status; in the 1190s they had the
patronage of Glenmuick (Braemar), and in the 1280s they vere
given the church of Ochiltree, Ayrshire, both of which they
subsequently lost to other religious orders. Both of the

military orders were recipients of charters of privileges
and immunities from successive Scottish kings.

Despite the generosity shown to them by crown and nobility,
. there is evidence to suggest that the Templars in particular
aroused ill-feeling among their neighbours in Scotland.

Their Scottish preceptories at Balantrodoch and Maryculter
wvere staffed by English brothers and administered as appendages
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of the priory of England; as such they contrast with such
orders as the Cistercians and Augustinians, who developed
a Scottish flavour within a generation or so of their
establishment in Scotland. When the Templars in Scotland
were arrested in 1309 thelr neighbours queued up to tell
stories of their selfish aggrandizement and refusal of
hospitality, though they had little of substance to say
about accusations of heresy, sorcery and sodomy apart from
sinister hints and hearsay. Half a century later Scottish
lawcourts were still being treated toﬁaccounts of the
cruelty and treachery of the Templars towards their own

tenants; it is not surprising that not a word was spoken
in their defence in Scotland.66

Their consistent loyalt&*toEduard I, which probably
did little to endear them to their neighbours, was shared
by the Hospitallers. There is not the same wealth of

evidence, in the shape of lurid accusations, to suggest that
the Hospitallers were disliked by their neighbours, though

it is hinted by the fact that in 1305 they applied to Edward I

for permission to take refuge in the garrison stronghold of
Linlithgow in time of crisis. Like the Templars, they seen
to have used English brothers to administer their Scottish

preceptory in the twelfth and thirteenth centuries, but in

. the fourteenth century the pattern changes. Accepting the

A

66. Chapter 5, pp. 271-284
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realities of the situation, the Hospitallers came into King

Robert I's peace late in 1314 and thereafter seem to have been
able to gain control over the lands of the Templars; before
King Robert's death (1329) a brother of the Hospital with

a Scottish-sounding name (brother Ralph de Lindsay) was

~ disposing of former Templar property in Scotland in favour

of men whose families had fought on Bruce's side since early
in the war. In the 1340's appears one brother Alexander de
Seton, whose name is definitely Scottish, and who is probably
to be identified with the leading supporter of Robert I of
that name. From this time until the severence of the-
Hospitallers' influence in Scotland in 1564, all the brothers
(and lay commendators in the period when there was no active
brother) in Scotland who were in effective control of the
Scottish preceptory were themselves Scots. ‘During the Great
Schism there is some evidence which suggests attempts to
impose an English "anti-preceptor".on Scotland, probably with
13ttle success; while on the other hand attempts by Scottish
brothers to get Scotland erected into’'a priory. in its own
right, independent of England,were also unsuccessful. Tsnsion
between English and Scottish brothers was seldom very serious;
for instance, brother Patrick Scougal was unsuccessful .in his
application for the vacant preceptory of Torphichen, and
subsequently applied for vacancles in England, to be met with
opposition from English brothers on the grounds that he was

Scottish and not English; brother George Dundas was prevented

by King James IV from getting possession of his preceptory on
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the grounds that he had obtained promotion with English

help at Rhodes and was therefore untrustworthy; after years

of litigation he was able to return to Scotland to take over
his preceptory, to be greeted with a bill demanding payment
for all the responsions due for the years when he was being
excluded from office. Such exceptional examples serve to
confirm the general picture of smooth and harmonious operation
in the Hospitaller machine. Their highly developed
administrative machinery, modelled on the papal chancery,
allowed their central organs to exercise much closer supervision
of the localities, and prevented their local preceptories
from becoming decadent, as happened with so many other

religious orders in the sixteenth century.67

The Bethlehemites provide a useful contrast to the
military orders. Their hospital at St Germains (Tranent,
East Lothian), was probably founded by Robert de Quincy some
years before his departure on the third crusade, perhaps
c.1170; it retained its links with the bishopric of Bethlehem
even after the bishops abandoned their 1links with the Holy
Land and settled at their hospital of Clamecy (dép. Niévre)
in Central France. Indeed, into the 1430s St Germains
remained subject to the bishops of Bethlehem, but contact

seems to have been lost with the death of Bishop Dominic

T 1436; thereafter the hospital became secularised, and in

67- Chapter 5, Pe 285ff-



the 1470s lurid stories were told about the decadence into
vhich it had fallen as a result of the corruption of the
Piot family, who had appropriated it to their own secular
uses. Iﬁ the 1490s it was finally wound up and its revenues
appropriated to the foundation of William Elphinstone's new
university at Aberdeen, while the last master and his many
pensioners were compensated with benefices in the gift of
the bishop of Aberdeen. In the sixteenth century, with the
restoration of ;n exiernal controlling influence, there is
evidence of a return to hospitality for the elderly and
divine service being maintained at St Germains, which had
disappeared after the blishops of Bethlehem lost their influence

there.

The Trinitarians, who devoted a portion of their revenues
to the redemption of captives held by.the infidel, came to
Scotland in the early thirteenth century. It is uncertain
vhat to make of traditions that many of their early brothers
active in North Africa came from the British Isles, including
some Scots; without any better evidence than that which is
available, it must remain an open question. But there were
quite a few Scottish houses of Trinitarian friars, and some
of them were founded by families with connections with the

crusades. Some Trinitarian houses in Scotland seem to have

-- become decadent in the early sixteenth century, while others

68. Chapter 6, PPe 336-356



retained their vitality. But no order so much as the
Hospitallers, with their highly developed organisation, high
prestige, and close links with Rhodes and later with Malta,
remained loyal to the spirit of their founders, and retained
the ideals which caused-them to be respected among 1aymen.69
The final aspect of the impact of the crusading
movement in Scotland that is examined in the present study
'is that of reports and comments on the crusades in Scottish
chronicles and histories. For the most part, these are
enthusiastic and often remﬁrkably accurate. Both the Melrose
and Holyrood Chronicles have accounts of affairs in the Holy
Land which-are found in no other source, “‘and which would

therefore seem to indicate information reaching Scotland
from independent sources, especially in the mid- to late-
thirteenth century. The Melrose Chronicle in particular
abounds with information about the crusades; although an
anti-English bias is often apparent in this border chronicle,

the writer is full of praise for Richard I and condemnation

for Philip II of France during the third crusade; and despite
an apparent pro-Montfortian bias, the writer is also full

of praise for Lord Edward for his exploits in the Holy Land.
Particularly interesting are the chronicler's observations

about Islam when describing Louls IX's siege of Tunis:

.. "The people worship one God, but not three persons; and

69. Chapter 6, ppe. 357-370
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because they worshipped one God and did not observe the
Jewish law, they begged the king to spare them". This 1s
unusual among Scottish accounts of Islam 'in the middle ages,
wvhere Moslems are usually portrayed (wvith gross inaccuracy)
as idolaters and polytheists. The Holyrood Chronicle, which
by the late thirteenth century shows signs of having been

in part at least a Coupar Angus document, contains an
account of Holy Land affairs of the 12060s which seems to come
from a HOSpitalier source.

The chronicles of the later middle ages tend to look
back on the early crusades as a golden age of unified
Christian endeavour: "0 quantum distant moderni principes
ab illis qui tunc fuerunt!" writes Walter Bower of the first
crusade. But his Scotichronicon does nothing to promote
Christian unity, and always tends to minimise the role of the
English in the crusades and to glorify the French —---a-
natural prejudice for a nationalistic Scot of the second
quarter of the fifteenth century. This anti-English prejudice
is even more marked in another continuation of John of Fordun's
Chronica, the Liber Pluscardensis; in this, Richard I has
become a falthless villain, betraying the trust of the noble
King Philip of France: "by which unfaithfulness is shown and
manifest the natural and innate quality of the English from
the earliest time"., If the writer of the Liber Pluscardensis
(a veteran of the Hundred Years War) were to be believed,
every disaster that fell on the crusaders could somehow be

explained by the wickedness and treachery of the English.



Nowvhere in the Scottish chronicles is there a suggestion of
disillusion with the crusading ideal, unless it is the
Scottorum Historia of Hector Boece, the friend of Erasmus
and of the pacifist Bishop Elphinstone. It is of interest
to remember that Erasmus sent him a copy of his essay
criticising the ideal of warfare against the Turks,
accompanied by a friendly dedicatory letter, when one
considers that his annals récord that Scottish crusaders
"were all slain through heat and pest" so regularly that
one is convinced that he really has very little sympathy
for the subject. ' 0

In addition to discussion of all the above material,

there are two appendices: the first contains editions of
little-known or hitherto unpublished documents illustrative
of aspects of the text; the second contains a calendar of
material relating to Scotland contained in the archives of
the Knights of St John now held in the National Library

of Malta .71

It remains only to ask what has been shown by the
present study. It has cast light on the activities of
Scots overseas in the middle ages, and on their pious
(or not-so-pious) motivations; it has demonstrated the

extent to which they were influenced by the most important

70. Chapter 7, p. 372ff.

71. Appendices I & II, pp. LO9ff.
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single religio-military movement of unified Christendom;
and it has explored the development of institutions within
Scotland which owed their origins to that movement, and
the degree to which they remained loyal to its ideals.
Finally it reflects aspects of soclial and intellectual
change over four and a half centuries, and as such has

implications which go beyond its own narrow confines.
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Chagter 1 °
The First Cent of the Crusades, ‘1095 - 1198

- Although historians have looked for precursors of the

Crusadeé,l'the Crusading movement is generally acknowledged

to have had its origin on 27 November 1095, when Pope Urbgn 11
exhorted the chivalry of Western Kurope to go to the aid of |
the Holy Places of Christendom.2 The Council of Clermont,

to which this appeal was addressed, consisted mainly of clergy
from France and Italy; from the British Isles, only one
participant is known to have been present, a disciple of

St. Anselm called Boso, who reported to the Archbishop what

had passed at the Council? Possibly Urban's intentions were
in fact éuite limited in scope, and he had not expected the
tremendous outburst of enthusiasm which followed his appeal.
But an outburst there certain1y uas, and it was not
confined to those who first heard the call of Clermont or
for whose ears it seems to have been intended. The twelfth-
century'chroﬁicle¥‘Sigebert of Gembibuxwﬁrote::'

Occidentales ﬁépuli, dolentes loca sancta”Hierésélimis

a gentilibus profanari et Turcos etiam terminos
christianorum iam multa ex parte invasisse, lnnumerabiles
una aspiratione moti, et multis signis sibi ostensis,
alii ab aliis animati, duces, comites, potentes, nobiles

et ignobiles, divites et pauperes, liberi et servi,

l. cf. S. Runciman, A History of the Crusades (Cambridge,
1954), I, 87-92, 98-100

2 D. C. Munro, "The Speech of Pope Urban at Clermont",
American Historical Review, XI (1906) 231-41

3. R. Somerville, "The Council of Clermont and Latin Christian

Society", Archivum Historiae Pontificiae, XII (1974),
55-90’ BSP- ;I-z
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episcopi, clerici, monachi, senes el juvenes, etiam
pueri et puellae, omnes uno animo, nullum ullo
angiarante, undique concurrant, ab Hispania, a Provintia,
ab Aquitania, a Britannia, a Scotia, ab Anglia, a
Normannia, a Francia, a Lotharingia, a Burgundia,

a Germania, a Langobardia, ab Apulia, et ab allis
régnis; et virtute et sanctae crucis signati, et armati,

ultum ire parant.injurias Dei in hostes christiani
nominatis.4

A more closely contemporary chronicler, Ekkehard of Aura,
had written ¢.1115 a similar account of the reaction in the
West to Urban's appeal:

Qua sponsione arrectis animis omnium, designata sunt

ad praesentem in Domini militiam circiter centum milia
virorum ex Aquitania scilicet atque Normannia, Anglia,
Scotia et Hibernia, Britannia, Galicia, Wasconia, Gallia,

Flandria, Lotharingia, caeterisque gentibus christianis,
y

quarum nunc minime occurrunt vocabula.
The reader may be tempted to doubt whether such a list is
to be taken seriously as evidence of thq_nations which

Fkkehard knew to have been stirred by the pope's message.
But Ekkehard insists that the news penetrated to the islands

of the western ocean:

Insuper, quod dicta mirabile est, ipsum oceani limitenm
velocitate consueta supervolans, insulanorum etiam
classibus maria ipsa in caelestis regis militiam
redundare fecit. Nam, ut verissime comperimus, tam

jgnotos effudit Oceanus populos, quorum non dicam mores
et habitus, sed ne loquelam quisquam hujus littoris

L. Monumenta Germaniae Historica: Scriptores (MGH Script),
VI, 367

5. Recueill des Historiens des Croisades: Historiens
Occidentaux (RHC Occ), V, 16: MGH Script, VI, 213




habitator, vel de ipsis marinariis, agnosceret,
rursumque alios, quibus nihil praeter panem et aquam
in usu victus esset, itemque quosdam quibus argentunm

pro ferro in omnibus suis utensilibus esset.6

The lists of nationalities provided by these two historians

are the basis of accounts in later German chronicles such

as the Annalista Saxo,7 the Chronica de drigine Ducum

Brabantiae,8 and Otto of Freising, who in the mid-twelfth

century added at the end of Ekkehard's list

... caeterosque populos non solum terram sed et insulas
9

maris ac ultimum oceanum inhabitantes.
Clearly even if we had no evidence from the British Isles

themselves, we would still have to take these chroniclers

serlously. To them must be added the account of another
contemporary and eyewitness of most of what he recorded,
Guibert de Nogent. Gulbert adopts a high, moralistic tone
in his account of the first crusade, rebuking the Franks

for believing that God had summoned them-quasi specialiter

before other nations, and encouraging them to cast their eyes

about at those around them:

Videres Scottorum, apud se ferocium, alias imbellium,
cuneos, crure intecto, hispida chlamide, ex humeris
dependente sitarcia, de finibus uliginosis allabi; et
quibus ridicula, quantum ad nos, forent arma copiosa,
suae fidei ac devotionis nobis auxilia praesentare.

Testor Del me audisse nescio cujus barbarae gentis

6. Recueil des Historiens des Croisades: Historiens
Occidentaux (RHC Ocec), V, 16: MGH Script, VI, 213

7. MGH Script, VI, 729
8. MGH Script, XXV, 408

9. MGH Scrig‘b, H, 249
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homines ad nostrl portum maris appulsos, quorum sermo

adeo habebatur incognitus, ut lingua vacante, digitorum
super digitos transversione trucis signa praetenderent;
hisque indiciis, quod nequibant vocibus, se fidei causa

proficisci monstrarent.lo

rrofessor A, A, M. Duncan has pointed out that elsewhere

Guibert uses the word Scoti to indicate Scots rather than

Irish.,11 even though it is true that the term had not yet

come to have its later exclusive meaning of Scots.

distinguishes Scotia and Hibernia, and so we cannot doubt the

participation of members of both nations oA the first crusade.

This conclusion is confirmed by an examination of

contemporary chroniclers from the British Isles. The Anglo-

Saxon Chronicle states in its annal for 1096:

10.

11.

12.

13.

At Easter there was a very great stir throughout all
this nation, and in other nations too, because of Urban
who was called Pope.... A countless number of people
with their wives and children set out wishing to fight
against the heathen.lBﬂ -

RHC Oce, IV, 125. The reference to "a purse (sitarcia)

hanging from the shoulders"is interesting: this was not
an early sporran, as Professor Duncan thought, but a
leather pouch for holding holy books or relics, such as
can be seen in Irish crosses or in the figures of
evangelists in the Book of Deer, and so familiar in
tenth century Scotland.

cf, K. Hughes, Celtic Britain in the Early Middle Ages,
(Bury St. Edmunds, 1980), 28-32 & plates I, II, & IV.

A. A. M, Duncan, "The Dress of the Scots", Scottish

Historical Review (SHR), XXIX (1950), 210-12

M. Dolley, Anglo-Norman Ireland (Dublin, 1972), 1,
denies that there were any Irish at the capture of

Jerusalem: A. 0. Anderson, Early Sources of Scottish
History 500-1286 (Edinburgh, 1922), 1, 98n., says the
Scoti were probably Irish.

Anglo-Saxon Chronicle, ed. G. N. Garmonsway (Everyman,
1953), 232.

23

But Ekkehard



Writing some twenty-five years after the events, Willlam of
Malmesbury gives a chauvinistic description of the reaction
among England's neighbours to the summons of Clermont and
the pursuits which they abandoned to go to Jerusalem:

Tunc Walensis venationem saltuum, tunc Scottus
familiaritatem pulicum, tunc Vanus continuationem potuum,

tunc Noricus cruditatem reliquit piscium.14
He goesron to describe how the fields were abandoned by
farmers, and houses deserted by their inhabitants, while the
populations of whole cities marched away to the East. The
detalls are a little picturesque, but accord well enough with
the account of other historians of the period. The first
crusade was an international movement, which involved not

only France and Italy (from which lands the principal leaders

vere drawn), but also remote parts of northern Europe and
scandinavia, and including Scopiand.

It 1s questionable whether this should come as a
surprise. Before the Viking invasions of the ninth century
the Scots had been great travellers; Adamnan's ve locis Sanctis
betrays an interest in the Holy Places of Christendom as far
back 33.9-700-3-0-15 After the Viking period people from
the British Isles frequently visited the Mediterranean. The

Irish Annals record frequent pilgrimages to Rome,léandmacbeth,

14. William of ralmesbury, Gesta Regum, ed. W. Stubbs
(RS, 1887-89), II, 399

15. Adamnan, ve lLocis Sanctis, in Migne, PL LXXXVIII, 779-81.4

16. Annals of Innisfallen, ed. . Mac airt (Dublin, 1951)
subannis 1026, 1028, 1036, 1042, 1064
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King of Scotland, himself was in Home in 1050 spending money

1ike seed.17 English travellers in the eleventh century sometimes

went further afield. Swein Godwineson, brother of the later

ning Harold, went on pilgramage to Jerusalem in 1052, and

died at Constantinople.ls In 1058 he was followed, "with

greater ceremony than any before him", by Archbishop Ealdred

of York, who presented a splendid gift to the HolySepulchre.19

Harold Hardrada, king of Norway (who died at Stamford Bridge
in 1066), had taken military service at the Imperial court

in Constantinople, visited the Holy Land, and seen action

against the Saracens in Sicily.zo* After the Norman uvonquest,

the Varangian Guard at Constinople came increasingly to

include £nglish as well as Scandinavians;21 the seal of a

Bygantine recruiting officer of ¢.1080 has been unearthed

2
at Winchester. : It would be surprising in view of this not

to find some Scottish involvement in the Mediterranean in the

late eleventh century.

17. Anderson, Early Sources,I, 558

18. ASC ed. Garmonsway, 182
19, 4ibid., 189

20. King Harald's Saga,ed. M. Magnusson and H. Palsson
(Penguin, 1966), 47ff.

21. K. N, Cigaar, "L'Emigration Anglaise & Byzance apres

1066", Revue des Etudes Byzantines, XXXII (1974), 301-42
M. de Waha, "La Lettre d'Alexis I Comnene & Robert le

Frison", Byzantion, XLVII (1977), 113-25

22, V. Laurent, "Byzance et Angleterre au lendemain de la
Conquéte Normande", Numismatic Circular, LXXI (1963),

93-96



What is less easy,'houevér, is to discover what part the
Scots did play in the first crusade. We want to know who they
were, when they set out and by what route, under what
commander thej served, whether they reached Jerusalem, and
whether they returned home. To most of these questions there
is at least a partial answer. First, we knouffhe name of
one great Hiberno-Scottish ruler who joined the first crusade;
he was Lagmann, King of Man and the Western Isles, who,
struck with remorse after blinding and mutilating his rebellious
brother,

sponte regnum dimisit, et signo crucis dominicae
insignatus, iter Jerosolimitanum arripuit, quo et

mortuus est. <3
Clearly the King of the Isles was n;t one of Ekkehard's
"bread and water" crusaders, though he may have been an
outlandish barbarian to Guibert de Nogent. The chronology
of the Manx Chronicle at this point is very confused; the event
is put some twenty-three years after Goé;ed's invasion of Man
(sub anno 1056), ailowing for a reign of sixteen years for
Godred and seven yeafs for Lagmann himself. But the mention
of Lagmann's departure for Jerusalem is immediately followed
by the record of the death of Malcolm III of Scotland (sub
anno 1073, but which in fact happened in 1093). News of
Lagmann's death is said iﬂithe Chronicle to have reached the

proceres insularum in 1075, during ‘the reign of "Murecardus
Obrien rex Ybernie": but this must be Muirchertach Ua Briain,

23. Chronica Regum Manniae et Insularum: the Chronicle of
Man and the Sudreys, ed. P. A. Munch (Manx Society, 1874),
I, 54
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King of Munster, who died in 1119, " and who was not a

prominent figure in Irish politics (if politics is the right
word) before the late 10805.25 Thus it is clear that the
Manx Chronicle is muddled in its dating at this point, and
the death of Lagmann must be put in the 1090s. He is said
to have taken the cross, an action which was an innovation

of the Council of Clermont. As we have seen, the Anglo-Saxon
Chronicle states that the news of Urban's summons created a
stir $nEngland *at Easter (13 April) 1096. Lagmann and those
vho went with him probably crossed the channel in the summer
of 1096 and joined the assembling forces of Robert Duke of

Normandy, whose army was the last to set out and which included
most of the people of northern Europe who took part:

Jam vero mense Septembri [709é7 , Robertus Normannorum
comes, frater Willelmi regis... iter il1lud adoriri

gestlens, habuit socios Robertum Flandrensem, Stephanum
Blesensem sororis maritum.... Parebant cum eis Angli

et Normanni et Occidentales Franci, _et Flandritae et
omnium populorum cunei qui ab Oceano Britannico usque
ad Alpes Mediterraneo tractu jacent.26

It is of interest to note that William of Malmesbury here
uses the same word cuneus as Guibert de Nogent. This has the

classical meaning of a wedge or phalanx of soldiers; but in

Medieval Latin it can also mean a horde or rabble.

Rs. Annals of Innisfallen 278

25, ibid., 232-278 passim
26, William of Malmesbury, R, II, 402
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This gives us a partial answer to the questions, who they

were and under whom did they serve. How far did they get?

They might not have been expected to survive the rigours of

an unfamiliar climate, and Guibert comments that they were
unwarlike outside their own country and carried a ridiculous
abundance of arms - he felt that their faith and devotion

vere all the aid they offered.27 Perhaps we should be surprised
that they got to Constantinople, and set out again with the
army in 1097 to cross Asia Minor; but Fulcher of Chartres,
travelling with Stephen of Blois, noted them on the road
between Nicaea and-Antioch in the summer of 1097:

sed quis unquam audivit tot tribus linguae in uno
exercitu, quum ibi adessent Franci, Flandri, Frisi, Galli,

Allobroges, Lotharingi, Alemanni, Baioarii, Normanni,
Angli, Scothi, Aquitani, Itali, Daci, Apuli, Iberi,
Britones, Graeci, Armeni? Quod si vellet me aliquis
Britannus vel Teutonicus interrogare, neutro respondere

sapere possem.

Fulcher of Chartres was travelling in the company of Germans
and Bretons; this would have enabled him to be familiar

with the composition of the northern army. Certainly in 1097
the Bretons were still in company with Robert of Normandy and
his companions,zg though after the siege of Antioch the army
tended to realign itself. Not all the Apulians remained in

the north with Bohemond; some, 1ike the author of the -

27. A, A. M. Duncan, art. cit.

28. RHC Oce, III, 366

29. Orderic Vitalis, Ecclesiastical History, ed. M. Chibnall
(Oxford, 1969-in progress), V, 58



Gesta Francorum, continued south towards Jerusalem.BO Our
Scots are lost sight of at Antioch, and no further glimpses

can be caught of their southward progress. Only imagination

can follow them to the siege of Jerusalem itself.

There is evidence which suggests, however, that some
of these Scots returned home, unlike Lagmann, King of the
Isles. It must be stressed that there was a strong conmnection
between the Kingdom of Man and the kings of Munster at this
time. When.Laémannﬁs death became known in the isles, the
"proceres insularum" sent to Mulrcherdach Ua Briain asking
him to send a regent until the boy-king Olaf, son of Godred,
should be fully grown.31 The man sent by him was "Dompnaldus
filius Tade", probably a grandson of Brian Boroma and a
leading member of the O'Brien kin-group. There was a close
relationship between the 0'Briens and the kings of Scotland
at this time. In the annal for the year 1105 the Annals of

Innisfallen have the following bizarre entry:

In the above year a camel (in camall), an animal of
remarkable size, was brought from the king of Alba
to Muirchertach Ua Briain.>2

Where could this animal mirae magnitudinis have come from?

How had King Edgar (assuming he is the rig Alban referred to)

acquired it? It is more than possible that the arrival of

this creature is to be connected in some way with the

30. Gesta Francorum, ed. R. Hill (London, 1962), introduction
31. Chron. Man, I, 54

32. Annals of Innisfallen, 262
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return of the crusaders from Jerusalem; otherwise its presence

in Scotland in 1105 is difficult to explain.
Another Scot seems to have brought back from the first

crusade a rather less ambitious souvenir. "In 1823 the
interesting discovery was made in the churchyard [Ef Monymus_lg7
;f a Moorish gold coin... identif}ed as belonging to the
Murabetin dynasty of Morocco andlg;ars the Arabic date 491
(A.D, 1097). 1It...is in beautiful condition, having clearly
been in brief circulation before the moment of burial.™ 33
Here is another pointer to contact between Scotland and the
Arab Mediterranean world at the end of the eleventh century,
though it could perhaps be argued that the coin originated

in North Africa rather than Syria and could have come to

Scotland by a more indirect route. On the other hand, the

fact that it is virtually uncirculated seems to be evidence

that it was buried within a few years of its being minted in
1097, and that must point to the first crusade.

The enormous success of the first crusade and the
establishment of the Latin principalities on the Palestinian
mainland led others to follow in the footsteps of the
crusaders. Noteworthy among them was Edgar Atheling,
brother-in-law of Malcolm III and a close associate of King

Edgar. It was he who carried out the "Norman Conquest" of

“. Scotland when he invaded the country "after Michaelmas" 1097

and put Edgar on-the throne in place of Donald Ban,

33. W. Douglas Simpson, "The Augustinian Priory
gnd Parish Church of Monymusk, Aberdeenshire",

Proceedings of the Society of Antiquaries of Scotland
(PSAS), LIX (1924-5), 3L-71, at 65
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Malcolm III's bro’c.her...3 4 Among those who came with the
Atheling was Robert son of Godwine, .to whom King Edgar granted
lands in Lothian on which he began to build a cas'c,leq....'35
Robert's building work was interrup’bed by Ranulf Flambard
Bishop of Durham, who caused him to be imprisoned.36 He

was released in 1099, and subsequently went with Edgar
Atheling to the Holy Land. O;deric Vitalis places Edgar's
appearance in the East in the spring of 1098,,3 ! but this
seems too soon after his trip to Scotland right - at the end

of 1097, and certainly is impossible for his companion Robert
son of Godwine. According to Orderic, Edgar (presumably
acting as a Varangian captn«ain)38 was in charge of the
Emperor's fleet off Antioch in March 1098, and sailed on to
the capture of Lattakieh soon after. William of Malmesbury's
account ls substantially different. He states that Edgar
Atheling and Robert son of Godwine arrived together at the
siege of Ramleh in May 1102, that Robert was captured by
Saracens and carried of to Cairo (Babylon), where he was
martyred by being pierced with arrows when he would not
renounce the name of Chri.st....3 ? This chronology is altogether

more likely, despite Orderic Vitalis' positive assertion.

34. ASC ed.Garmonsway, 234

35. John de Fordun, Chronica Gentis Scottorum, ed. W. F. Skene
(Edinburgh, Historians of Scotland, 1871-72), I, 224-5

- 36. Re. L. G, Ritchie, The Normans in Scotland (Edinburgh, 1954)
95-97

37. Orderic Vitalis, V, 276

38 K. N, Cigaar, art. cit., 339
39. William of Malmesbury, GR, II, 310, 3.9
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Edgar seems to have returned to England via the Imperial
court at Constantinople and Germany, and was back in Normandy

fighting on Duke Robert's side at the Battle of Tinchebrai

(28 September 1106), where he was captured and released
L0

by Henry I without ransom.
Robert son of Godwine may have been a fairly isolated

figure. Professor Duncan writes that there "is no indication

that a wave of English refugees or colonists came to Scotland

in the time of 'King Edgar. We may be more positive that

there was no AngloAFrench.séttlement".él It has been

suggested that Thor Longus, an Anglian landowner in Ednam
(Merse) had a brother who was captured on the first-crusade,42
but the evidence of a single ambiguous charter reference

to his redemptio is hardly substantial enough to bear any
weight. In the reign of Alexander I, however, there is

evidence of contact with the Eastern Mediterranean; on a
visit to the Cathedral of St. Andrews (probably what is now .
St. Regulus' Church) Alexander caused to be brought to the
altar his comely Arab steed with costly saddle and bridle,.
covered with a fair mantle of fine velvet, together with his
armour from Turkey, of a kind then commonly used by princes

and finely wrought for their pleasure.43 Perhaps, like his

40. Dictionary of National Biography, sub "Edgar Atheling".

4l. A. A. M, Duncan, Scotland: the Making of the Kingdom
(Edinburgh, 1975), 127

A2, ﬁé CésLaurie, Early Scottish Charters (Glasgow 1905),
y 209,

43. Andrew de Wyntoun, al Cronykil of Scotland,
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