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MR. G. Andrews Moriarty has observed that "when
 the chivalry of Normandy broke the `shield wall' of

the Houscarls on the ever memorable day of St Calixtus"
(14 October 1066), thus changing the entire future course
of English history, the immediate effect upon the Border
counties and the adjacent kingdom of Scotland "was not
great" . 1 Actually, to the native inhabitants of Cumber-
land, Westmorland, Northumberland, and Durham,
where Norman influence existed at its weakest and even
the Conqueror's Domesday commissioners did not pene-
trate, the king of Scots must have seemed a far more
congenial overlord — not only was he traditionally
"earl" of the entire Borderland, but through St Margaret
the rightful heir in blood of England's pre-Conquest
sovereigns — than could any new foreign usurper with
his French-speaking court in London.

Indeed, there is an odd parallel here to the 18th-century
loyalty of the Border counties to Bonnie Prince Charlie,
rather than to the German-speaking George H; for one
of the immortal Seven Men of Moidart, in the Forty-five,
was a Strickland of Sizergh! Nor can it be pure coincid-
ence that makes Robin Hood, in the old legends, "rightful
Earl of Huntingdon" (Maurice Keen, The Outlaws of
Medieval England (1961) 177-18o) : there too, despite the
contrasting feudal conditions and geographical differ-
ences, the posterity of King David were lineal successors

1 See New England Hist. Gen. Register, io6, 283-284, where Mr Moriarty
in an account of the house of Balliol has given a masterly synthesis of the
relations between northern England and Scotland in the 12th and 13th
centuries. In this present paper I have also been particularly indebted to
Mr C. Roy Hudleston, for much appreciated help especially as regards post-
Conquest Cumberland, and to Mr W. Percy Hedley, whose knowledge of
medieval Northumberland is unsurpassed.
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to the pre-Conquest owner — Waltheof (son of Siward
of Northumberland), the only Englishman executed by
King William, and whom his countrymen mourned as a
martyr and worshipped as a saint.

Although Professor Freeman speaks of Waltheof's
death as "a mystery, an isolated deed of blood unlike
anything else in William's life", it is surely sufficient to
learn that he had been " the one Englishman [after ío66]
who still held the highest rank in England" — in fact,
far more than the half-mythical Hereward deserving the
picturesque title of "Last of the English" . And his
dramatic end, as Professor Freeman emphasizes, "called
forth a new burst of English feeling. Waltheof was deemed
the martyr of his people; he received the same popular
canonization as more than one English patriot.

"Signs and wonders were wrought at his tomb at Crow-
land [one of Hereward's traditional haunts] , till displays
of miraculous power which were so inconsistent with
loyalty and good order were straitly forbidden" (E. A.
Freeman, William the Conqueror (1888) 169). Verily, the
Scottish kings of the 12th and 13th centuries were not
without influence in Waltheof's historic earldom if, as
earls themselves, they now stood in the shoes of such a
man!

It is often forgotten that it was not William the Con-
queror, but Henry VIII, who was the sovereign that first
succeeded in bringing the Border counties into line with
the rest of the kingdom, after the Pilgrimage of Grace
(see G. T. Lapsley, "The Problem of the North",
American Historical Review, y 440-466; and R. R. Reid,
The King's Council in the North (1921)). The absence of
the counties of Cumberland, (North) Westmorland, Dur-
ham, and Northumberland from the Conqueror's Domes-
day Survey — a survey which, in theory at least, was
intended to embrace the whole territory of England —
has never been satisfactorily explained : but it may be
presumed that north-western England (the future counties
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of Cumberland and Westmorland) had ever since the year
945 been owned, under one title or another, by the king
of Scots (Stubbs, Constitutional History, I 595). Thus,
in 1086 the English king had still no revenues from this
area, as all was held by native earls. Of course, the
familiar explanation is that at the date of Domesday the
North had not then sufficiently recovered from King
William's recent devastations to make it worth while
sending commissioners there; yet, as the late Dr G. T.
Lapsley (the well known authority on Durham) remarked,
"The county of Durham is understood to have been more
effectively ravaged than any other part of the North.
But if the theory be accepted that in six years this county
had not sufficiently recuperated to make it worth the
king's while to send his commissioners there, how is this
to be reconciled with the fact that in another six years
(1093) the bishop of Durham was able to build the greater
part of what today remains the most splendid ecclesiastical
fabric in England? " (American Hist. Review, V 442-
443) . It is most important, too, to realise that the Con-
queror never divided up Northumberland into baronies
held of the crown in knight's fee, and despite the famous
old stories not a single barony in that county really dates
from his reign. As Mr W. Percy Hedley has kindly
pointed out to me, "William T could not have divided
Northumberland into baronies, as long as it was held
by native, Scottish, or even Norman earls. It is likely
that Robert de Montebrai had his own barons in North-
umberland, and perhaps the Scottish kings also. Charters
of Earl David are witnessed by Robert de Umfraville,
Gualter de Bolebec, and Reginald de Muschamp, as early
as 1120, and these families all held baronies in North-
umberland later in the century. The barony of Bywell

^2.  (Balliol) was probably created after Montebrai's rebellion
in 1095, but it is merely the fiction of a 14th century
chronicler of Alnwick Abbey that made William Tison a
baron. The earliest baron of Alnwick that is known is
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No de Vesci, whose name first appears I146-53." More-
over, the charter of 1076 in Dodworth's MSS., by which
King William allegedly granted the Northumbrian lord-
ship of Redesdale, "lately held by Mildred son of
Ackman", to Robert de Umfraville, called cum barba,
was rightly denounced as spurious by Horace Round
(Peerage and Pedigree (1910) I 297; cf. Dugdale's
Baronage, I 504). Nonetheless, this charter may embody
some genuine elements; for Robert "with the beard" is
cited as the Umfravilles' ancestor during a trial in the
court of the king's bench in 1207, 2 and the fictitious
"Mildred son of Ackman" sounds not altogether unlike
the Scottish King Duncan's brother, Maldred (or Meldred)
son of Crinan, whose son Earl Gospatric in Io68 held the
Northumbrian earldom, as well as "Westmarieland"
(North Westmorland, alias Appleby) and the Cumbrian
lordships of Carlisle and Allerdale.

Earl Gospatric's descendants, the Earls of Dunbar —
all of whom with one exception bore the strange Christian
name "Gospatric",  later shortened into "Patric" — were
par excellence the great family of the Borderland during
the 12th and 13th centuries, they and their cadets holding
simultaneously in each of the Border counties North-
umberland, Westmorland, Cumberland, and Durham.
During the Scottish wars of Edward I's day Patric "with
the blak herd", Earl of Dunbar is described by Sir
Thomas Grey (whose Scalachronica was composed in

2 See Northumberland Pleas (Newcastle Rec. Soc.), no. 103. Richard de
Umfraville in 1207 claimed as his great-grandfather Robert cum barba,
who had come to the conquest of England. The dates suggest that this
was the Robert of circa 1120 (ex inf. Mr W. Percy Hedley). The spurious
Umfraville charter of "1076" was apparently, from its form, a Tudor forgery:
this is shown by the use of the plural style and of a dating clause with
its regnal year ("William, by the Grace of God, King of England and
Duke of Normandy : To all the people, as well French, English as
Normans. Greeting, know ye that we have granted to our beloved kinsman
Robert Umfreville, Knight, Lord of Tours and Vian, otherwise called
Robert with the beard, the lordship, vale, and forest of Redesdale ... by
the service of defending the same from enemies and wolves for ever with
the sword which we have by Our side when we entered Northumberland .. .
Witnesses: Matilda, Our Consort, William and Henry Our sons, this loth
of July in the tenth year of Our reign." Cp. the English translation given
in Essex Archaeological Transactions, N.s., x 329-330; this is also quoted
by Round, loc. cit.).
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1355 -57 , in the course of a captivity in Scotland
occasioned by this same Earl Patric in his old age) as
"the onlie one of al the nobles of Scotland (that then)
remained in obediance of King , Edwarde" . However,
hardly had the Earl "complainid (to the English) that
the Scottes had taken his castle of Dunebar by treyne",
than "upon hearing this King Edwarde sent from Berwik
Counte Waren and th' Erle of Warwik with gret pour
by se and land to Dunebar" to reclaim it from the forces
of Sir William Wallace — only to find out that Dunbar
castle was really being manned by Earl Patric's wife in
the Scottish interest, by which wily manoeuvre Earl Patric
had evidently hoped to placate both God and Mammon !
Such a stratagem certainly proved not without its merits;
since he retained virtually all of his English and Scottish
lands intact until 1335, the only exception being in
Westmorland where a 1369 inquest shows that Earl Patric
had forfeited the manor of Milburn (in the barony of
Appleby) to Edward I on account of temporary adher-
ence in 1315 to the king's enemy, Robert Bruce (CW2
xxii 329 et seq.). Indeed, only in 1335 did Earl Patric
gracefully renounce his fealty to Edward III (being now
heir, through his Randolph wife, to the Scottish earldom
of Moray) ; whereupon the rest of his English estates
(including the serjeanty of Beanley, Northumb., with its
unique pre-Conquest tenure of acting as "in-surety" and
"out-surety" for all persons passing back and forth
across the Scottish march) went to swell the revenues of
the rising house of Percy.'

It is an interesting circumstance that the family of
Ketel son of Eldred, whose descendants held the barony
of Kendal (the southern half of Westmorland, which was
included in the Domesday Survey under Yorkshire), as
well as broad lands in Cumberland and the lordship of
Culwen (now Colvend) in Galloway, were also connected

3 There is a good synopsis of the Earls of Dunbar's English holdings,
under "the barony of Beanlev", in I. F. Sanders, English Baronies (196o) ,

To6.
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by tenure with Earl Gospatric's house (see my paper,
"Strickland and Neville", in CW2 lxi 75-76) . The Con-
queror's successor, William Rufus, temporarily gave the
superiority of the lands of Kendal to his da pi f er. No
Taillebois, a Norman; but forty years afterwards William
de Lancaster (alias fitz Gilbert), who speaks of Ketel son
of Eldred as his avunculus, had been placed in Ivo's
shoes — although he first of all held Kendal as tenant
under Roger de Mowbray — and was the progenitor of
all the subsequent owners of the Kendal barony. It is
curious, however, once the baronies of Kendal and
Appleby (which together constituted the present county
of Westmorland) emerged into the full light of feudal
history, to note what a low quota of knights they both
owed to the crown. Kendal, as held by William de Lan-
caster and his heirs, was assessed at only two fees; and
Appleby, granted to Robert de Vipont by King John in
1203-4 and including the hereditary shrievalty of the
county, was assessed at only four (Book of Fees, 552;
N. & B. i 267). But this appears to have been the
general practise with remotely-situated districts; for the
de Burghs owed only three fees for their great lordship
of Ulster (Cal. Ormonde Deeds, II 334).

By the end of the 11th century, a few isolated Normans
had thus penetrated into the Border regions — men (says
Mr Moriarty) 4 like Count Roger of Poitou, Ranulf and
William de Briquessart, No Taillebois, and Earl Robert
de Montebrai (Mowbray), each with his little entourage
of Norman knights; and in Northumberland the earliest
feudal baronies, e.g. Balliol of Bywell, were slowly com-
ing into being. In addition to his fee of Kendal, No
Taillebois may likewise have obtained from Rufus the
upper Eden valley — ` `Westmarieland" . For the abbey
of St Mary's at York received from No the church of
Kirkby Stephen, with land and tithes there and at Winton
(Farrer, Early Yorkshire Charters, I 274) ; and in South

4 New English Hist Gen. Register, op. cit.

 
 
tcwaas_002_1962_vol62_0011



THE BORDER HERITAGE, I066-1292^107

Westmorland Ivo's gifts to St Mary's included the
churches of Kirkby Kendal, Heversham, Kirkby Lons-
dale, and the village of Hutton Roof. But by 1098 No
was dead, leaving no male heir (Davis, Regesta Regum
Anglo-Normannorum, xxiv 103) ; Kendal was re-granted
by Henry I to his friend, Nigel de Albini (Roger de
Mowbray's father), and North Westmorland and Cumber-
land fell into the hands of the Norman lord who is cer-
tainly the most important figure in the early feudal history
of north-west England — Ranulf de Briquessart (called
"le Meschin"), husband of Ivo's widow Lucy, and cousin
and ultimately heir of Hugh, the first Norman Earl of
Chester. For more than twenty years, from the end of
the reign of Rufus or the beginning of that of Henry I,
Ranulf was in command of both Cumberland and the
county between Stainmore and the Eamont ("Westmarie-
land") ; 5 his younger brother, William Meschin, had also
a share in the spoils as grantee of the remote Cumbrian
honor of Coupland, where he founded the priory of St
Bees. Ranulf himself established the priory of Wetheral;
and the castle of Appleby, of which he may be assumed
to have been the builder, is first mentioned in one of his
charters to that house (Prescott, Register of Wetherhal,
10-12). In 1120, when he succeeded as Earl of Chester,
Ranulf resigned his Cumbrian lordship to King Henry
(his great honor, which he described as the potestas of
Carlisle, must have closely resembled the castlery of
Richmond, which it superseded as the outpost of English
power towards Scotland). Ten years later, the king's re-
ceipts from Cumberland and Westmorland are set out
in the pipe roll of 1130, "with which [says Sir Frank
Stenton] the continuous history of this part of England
may be considered to begin" (see Stenton, Pre-Conquest
Westmorland, in RCHM Westmorland (1936) xlviii-lv).

Ritchie, t he Normans in Scotland, 149-x to, describes Ranulf as King
David's friend and as lord of "English Cumbria" — Cumberland and North
Westmorland — "an all but inaccessible district, where the mountains, the
highest in England, were impassable with forest and swamp, wild beasts
and wild folk."
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This pipe roll gives a statement of account for the lands
of Roger de Mowbray (then a minor in the king's
guardianship), but no details are vouchsafed relating to
Kendal. Three years afterwards the bishopric of Carlisle
was created, of which the three deaneries of Carlisle,
Allerdale, and Westmorland seem to correspond precisely
to those districts seized by Rufus from Dolfin, son of
Earl Gospatric, and his family in 1092 (Stenton, loc. cit.).

Meanwhile, it seems significant that the majority of
the landed families in the Border counties were of native,
not Norman, origin; for we encounter, just as in southern
Scotland, numerous Old English thegns and drengs,
yellow-haired and blue-eyed, still surviving undisturbed
upon their ancestral acres. An astonishing example of
such a survival, if survival it be, is to be found in the
occurrence of the proud name of "Edgar Adeling" in
the Northumbrian pipe rolls for 1158 and 1167. His
identity has remained among the minor mysteries of
history : for, as Professor Freeman remarked in The
Norman Conquest (III 766-767), ` this entry gives us a
choice of three difficulties, any one of which is somewhat
alarming. Either the person so called is Eadgar [Atheling]
himself, in which case ... he must have lived to the
age of 110 at least. Or it is a son of Eadgar; but we hear
nothing of any wife, mistress, or children of his . . .
Failing these two unlikely alternatives, we have one
equally unlikely, that some person not of royal descent
was spoken of as `Adeling' ." Mr R. L. G. Ritchie, in his
detailed and most readable work, The Normans in Scot-
land ( 1954) 47 n. 2, has propounded an ingenious inter-
pretation : this entry is, in effect, an anachronism, having
reference to some transaction of Edgar Atheling's fifty
years before and, due to matters not having been settled,
it had come to be re-entered on the pipe roll.' Certainly

G "In the Pipe Roll (r, p. s5) of Henry II, in the fifth year of his reign,
under the Northumberland account, `Edgar Aed'eling' renders an account
of so marks which he paid to the Treasury. The entry, kept inadvertantly
on the books, may be a belated sign of former possession of land in
Northumberland" (Ritchie, loc. cit.).
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this may have been so. But let me say that there are
further entries in these Northumbrian pipe rolls in 1174
which refer not to "Edgar Adeling" but to "Edgar
Unniding", i.e. Edgar of Dunbar, second son of Earl
Gospatric II and great-grandfather of the young heiress
of Sizergh, Elizabeth d'Eyncourt, who in 1239 married
Sir William de Strickland (CW2 xliv 37 , 52 ). Mr W.
Percy Hedley tells  me that "I suspect that `Edgar
Addling' in the Pipe Roll for 1158 and 1167 was really
`Edgar Unniding', but the scribe was unfamiliar with the
Saxon term `unniding' but had heard of an `atheling' . "
That is surely the more reasonable explanation.

Incidentally, besides his possessions in Northumber-
land leased of St Albans monastery (and forfeited in
1174), this same Edgar of Dunbar acquired through his
wife, Alice de Greystoke, a large accession of landed
property in Westmorland, Cumberland, Northumberland,
and Yorkshire (Newminster Chartulary, Surtees Soc.,
lxvi 117). The lords of Greystoke, co. Cumberland, had
apparently a close personal relationship with the English
sovereigns of the 12th century, not unlike that of the
house of Villiers in the days of the Stuarts. For Edith,
King Henry I's English mistress, was the daughter of
Forne, lord of Greystoke (and aunt to Alice de Greystoke,
wife of Edgar) : and, according to an interesting citation
of Dugdale's, which was drawn to my attention by the
late Sir Edmund Craster, Alice's nephew, Ranulf son of
Walter, lord of Greystoke, was married off by King Henry
II in 1157-62 to that monarch's own discarded mistress,
Amabel, daughter (it is stated) of Guy de Balliol's house.'

7 It is related that King Henry II "habuit unam amicam de genere
Guydonis de Baylol seu antecessorum suorum, quam maritagio conjunxit
cuidam antecessori Willielmi baronis de Greystoke, et cum eadem amica
sua villam de Conesclive [Coniscliffe, co. Durham] donavit eidem" (Dug-
dale, Monasticon, III 313; taken from a narrative in a 13th-century manu-
script that once formed part of the library of Tynemouth priory). Internal
evidence proves the period to be 1157-62 and the member of the Greystoke
family concerned to be Ranulf, who succeeded in 1162 to his father Walter,
for whom see CW2 xliv 43-44. In a letter to me from Oxford dated io July
1949 Sir Edmund Craster queried whether there might not be some confusion
here with Henry I's earlier mistress, Edith of Greystoke, adding, however,
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After Ranulf's death circa 1190 the fair Amabel found a
second husband in Roger fitz Hugh, by whom she seems
to have become the grandmother of Joan or Julian de
Whitchester, the second wife of the first Sir Walter de
Washington and grandmother in turn of the Robert de
Washington (a quo George Washington's family) who
married a Strickland in 1292.

Thanks to the fact that in 1215 the Scottish kings were
not as yet deprived of their southern earldom, i.e. the
honor of Huntingdon, the name of King Alexander II
of Scotland (William the Lion's successor) duly appears
as an English baron among the sureties of Magna Carta.
Barely four months after the Great Charter was signed
in June, the dissatisfied magnates of the North placed
themselves under King Alexander's protection at Felton,
on the river Coquet above Rothbury (22 October) and
clearly these staunch northern barons had been the real
instigators of the whole Magna Carta movement because
of the vexed question of the "Border service" , and indeed
it is no vast exaggeration to attribute the signing of the
Great Charter at Runnymede itself to certain technical
difficulties of Border land-tenure!' Long before the reign
of King John Lackland, the cession of the earldoms of
Northumberland and Huntingdon to the rulers of Scotland
had involved the English crown in permitting to them
exceptional tenurial rights : and as early as 1124-35
Henry I gave to King David a charter of privileges for
the earldom of Huntingdon (renewed by Richard I to
Earl David, King David's youngest grandson, in 1190),
which, in the extent and variety of its palatine rights and
jurisdiction, no other English lay grantee ever received
before or since (Farrer, Honors and Knights' Fees, II
that "I do not think that to be likely". Moreover, Amabel's origin is con-
firmed by the Northumberland pipe roll of 3 Henry III (1219), which
sneaks of her as "Amabilla de Bailleol" : and further entries show that she
died in 1224-25 as widow of Roger fitz Hugh (fl. 120o), brother of John fitz
Hugh, of Cowpen and Bebside, Northumb.

8 Among the "rebels" of 1215 were William III de Lancaster and Henry
de Redman, the one the son and the other the steward of Gilbert fitz
Renfrid, lord of Kendal (see J. C. Holt, The Northerners (1961), 61).
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296, 300). This argues a similar privileged status for the
Scottish kings' tenure of the northern earldom of North-
umberland, especially judging by the unusual tenurial
conditions that apparently prevailed there : and if that
be so, we may well have here a clue to the singular prob-
lem of various Northumbrian tenants-in-chief by knight
service owing merely "fractional services" to the English
crown (although it is evident that they must generally
have owed larger and more appropriate services to the
Scottish kings elsewhere), whose occurrence in the Liber
Niger of 1166 was first pointed out by Horace Round.'

Lastly, it must be stressed that Scotland's patriotic
adoption of Robert Bruce as her national hero, and also
of course the interminable hostilities between England
and Scotland from 1292 right down to the battle of
Culloden in 1746, have succeeded in erasing all memory
of those happy and prosperous years of peace that mainly
characterized (in spite of occasional outbreaks of Border
violence) the two centuries between the Norman Conquest
and King Edward's accession. Yet it is surely highly
romantic that "modern Lowland Scots" still echoes the
Anglo-Danish idiom spoken in the Border counties when
the earldom of Northumberland was a Scottish fief ; ór,
to put it another way, the "unco' Scots" dialect so dear
to our modern music-halls represents a survival of the
everyday speech common to Scottish Lowlanders and
English Borderers alike during the golden era prior to
the final rupture between the two kingdoms. And the
long-debated question as to whether England or Scotland
should hold the northern counties was itself most basic :
since whichever one retained them was certain, backed
by such an added advantage, to become the dominant
power politically in the island of Britain. Thus, King
David at the time of his death (1153) had been in
possession of the present counties of Cumberland, West-

9 See the valuable article on "Reliefs" in Round, Family Origins ed.
William Page (193o), 217-236.
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morland, Durham, Northumberland, Lancashire, and
part of Yorkshire, not to mention his rich honor of Hunt-
ingdon stretching into eight different shires farther south.
Had not King David's son and heir, Earl Henry (the
father of William the Lion), predeceased him in 1152,
the whole north might well have been lost to the English
crown and permanently annexed to Scotland! But Scot-
land's own temporary weakness, on account of the
minority of Malcolm IV (the Maiden) when he succeeded
his grandfather King David, ruined such a brilliant
prospect of Scottish rule. With England's recovery of the
northern counties (which Henry II wrested from Malcolm
the Maiden in 1157 and again from William the Lion in
1174), the balance swung over in England's favour : and,
despite the creation at this date of Scotland's alliance with
France (that historic "Auld Alliance" that was to endure
until the days of Bonnie Prince Charlie), the Scottish
kings never more regained their ancient sway over the
English Border. Only gradually, however, in the century
and a half following David's death did Scotland's political
influence recede : and not until the earldom of Hunting-
don was safely again in English hands could it be said
that the king in London, rather than his rival at Edin-
burgh, was assured of playing the major rôle in Britain's
story.
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