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FOREWORD


The origins of this book lie in my St Andrews PhD thesis on the Lordship of Galloway c.1000-c.1250. Completed in a rush in a bedsit in Birmingham, where I was working as an insurance underwriter, the thesis text was deeply flawed in parts, especially in its analysis of Fergus and Alan. As a consequence, there was no question of publication as a whole, but selected sections were instead reproduced as essays in the Innes Review, Pictish Art Society Journal, Scottish Historical Review, Transactions of the Dumfriesshire and Galloway Natural History and Antiquarian Society and Scandinavian Settlement in Northern Britain, the volume of essays edited by Barbara Crawford and presented to Bill Nicolaisen. The scale of the flaws was revealed to me with devastating clarity in 1993 by Keith Stringer’s outstanding essay, ‘Periphery and core in thirteenth-century Scotland: Alan son of Roland, Lord of Galloway and Constable of Scotland’, that set a new benchmark not only in the study of medieval Galloway but also in the broader analysis of the relationship between the political and cultural epicentres of the kingdom and the zone of predominantly Gaelic culture that had been presented traditionally as marginalised and increasingly irrelevant in the development of the kingdom. While I do not agree with all of Dr Stringer’s analysis and interpretation, the scale of my debt to that piece of work, and to his subsequent work on the acta of the lords of Galloway, is very evident in Chapter 4.


Since the completion of my thesis research in 1987–88, a great mass of new work both on Galloway and on the regions that had the greatest bearing on the development and demise of the lordship has appeared in print. Together with my own changing ideas and interpretations, this ensured that a radical re-working of the thesis was necessary. Even Chapters 5 and 7, that first appeared in part as my essays ‘A family business?’ and ‘Dervorgilla, the Balliols and Buittle’, have been significantly developed and re-structured to accommodate both much of this new work and my own current research. The consequence of this has been that this present book bears only a superficial resemblance to the thesis from which it grew. Indeed, the volume of my own new research and the stimulating work of scholars such as Keith Stringer, Seán Duffy, Daphne Brooke, Peter Hill and Benjamin Hudson, has produced a significant shift of balance and emphasis within the text. As a result of the major expansion in particular of the discussion of the origins of the lordship – and diocese – Scoto-Galwegian relations in the twelfth century, and of the careers of Fergus and Alan, the decision was taken with great reluctance to drop certain other sections of the original thesis’ coverage. The main casualties here have been the studies of the development of the parochial system, and of the monasteries and their estates, that formed the first section of Chapter 6.1 and the whole of 6.2 of the thesis, while large sections of Chapter 7 discussing the ethnic make-up of medieval Galloway, the issue of the mythical Galloway Picts, and the development of burghs and town-based trade in the twelfth and thirteenth centuries, have been omitted here. I hope that at least some of this work will appear subsequently in print.


The study of the monastic church in Galloway in the twelfth and thirteenth centuries has been the subject of two major pieces of fresh research. The first is R. Andrew McDonald’s ‘Scoto-Norse kings and the reformed religious orders: patterns of monastic patronage in twelfth-century Galloway and Argyll’, Albion, xxvii (1995), that highlighted the scale of the religious patronage exercised by these Gaelic potentates and compared them with the Canmore kings’ own patronage of the new orders. The second is Keith Stringer’s magisterial study of ‘Reform monasticism and Celtic Scotland: Galloway, c.1140–c.1240’ in E. J. Cowan and R. A. McDonald (eds), Alba (East Linton, 2000). This is essential reading, not only for students of the church in medieval Galloway, but for anyone exploring the interactions of native and newcomer in both secular and spiritual society in twelfth- and thirteenth-century Scotland. Through its examination of the religious attitudes of the lords of Galloway, their use of patronage, and the pattern of relationships forged with the monastic clergy, it has thrown into high relief a hitherto unconsidered dimension of their social life and beliefs, and forces us all to reconsider our use of such phrases as ‘conventionally pious’ when describing the devotional behaviour of the medieval secular elite.


It is to be hoped that this current explosion of interest in medieval Galloway will continue. Only two decades ago, this was one of the most neglected areas of Scottish historical research and the presentation of the history of the region consisted of the usual suspects presented in the traditional format based on the narrative account of Roger of Howden. Regional studies were unpopular subjects for academic research, other than in terms of exploration of ‘border society’ or ‘frontier theory’. All this has changed, largely through increasing awareness of the need to reconsider many of the basic assumptions upon which our traditional national histories have been based. There has been a move away from compartmentalisation, from the old style of blinkered narrative that considered only the history of the zone that fell within rigidly delineated bounds, towards a freer approach that, while it may have its focus on a particular region, people or person, ranges widely and moves at ease over the national boundaries that have come to mean so much to us today but that either did not exist or mattered little to the medieval mind. It is a lesson that I have learned and from which I have benefited greatly.





INTRODUCTION


The re-organisation of Scottish local government in the mid-1970s had few supporters among the public at large, who were, and remained to be, fiercely loyal to the pattern of shires that had been established in the sixteenth century. It lasted barely twenty years before a further round of re-organisation dismantled many of the administrative entities that had been created in the 1970s. One notable survivor from the first re-organisation was Dumfries and Galloway Region, which had been formed from an amalgamation of the old counties of Dumfries, Kirkcudbright and Wigtown. The creation of this unit had caused little comment at the time, but its second element – Galloway – represented the revival for the first time in 515 years of a political expression for a term that had possessed no reality on the ground since James II annexed the forfeited estates of the Black Douglas family to the Scottish crown. The disappearance of Galloway, other than as a vague geographical notion that meant somewhat loosely the south-western corner of Scotland, was a momentous development in its day. In a single act of royal policy, a political unit that had dominated the region for over 300 years was committed to oblivion.


Since the early twelfth century, Galloway’s rulers had enjoyed exceptional independence and power, projecting the might that the wealth and military resources of their domain gave them around the wider world of the Irish Sea and Hebrides, or using its resources to maintain a dominant position within Scotland. Yet its passing has produced no copious literature bewailing the loss of sovereignty or the demise of a culture such as sprang from the forfeiture of the Mhic Domhnaill lordship of the Isles in 1493 – and that was a comparatively recent and short-lived creation. Part of the reason for this may lie in the extent to which Galloway had become integrated into the kingdom by the fifteenth century; although the end of the independent lordship came abruptly in 1234, it marked just one stage in a process of integration that had been moving at an accelerating rate through the twelfth and early thirteenth centuries and was to continue for a further 200 years. It did not entail a sharp break with the past, for there was continuity in the form of the families descended from Alan’s daughters, who preserved a direct personal link to the recent and glorious past, and in the institutions of the diocesan church and legal systems that survived with little change. It was not until the traumas of the Bruce-Balliol conflicts of the early fourteenth century that a clearer break with the past occurred, when Galloway’s long-standing links with the Church of York were all but severed and when the last of the successor families was eliminated from the pattern of political power and landholding in the region. By the time that David II’s protégé, Archibald Douglas, re-united the two portions of Galloway under his rule in 1372, little more than the distinctive native law code that had survived the demise of the political autonomy of the region in the thirteenth century remained to differentiate the lordship from other provinces of medieval Scotland.


Despite the processes of integration, there remained a deep sense of difference and detachment about Galloway. ‘Out of Scotland and into Galloway’ remained a saying in common currency, and highlighted a sense of separation that may have been born in the geographical remoteness and physical division of the region from the rest of Scotland, but that also reflected a perception of foreignness. And in many ways that perception was justified, for in comparison to the culture and society of much of the rest of Scotland south of the Forth–Clyde line, there was much about Galloway – and Carrick – that was alien. Together with the law codes, the Gaelic structure of society and the survival of a Gaelic-speaking population outwith the burghs, mainly in the upland districts, emphasised the differences between Galloway and the political heartland of the Scottish kingdom to its north. Even as that lingering Gaelic culture withered and died – although it was only in the late seventeenth century that the last pockets of native language disappeared – the perception of separateness survived, fuelled by a growing view of Galloway as a ‘problem’ zone of political and religious non-comformity. As a centre of covenanting radicalism in the seventeenth century, it was governed by the Edinburghbased regime as a rebellious subject territory rather than a stable province of the kingdom. With Dumfriesshire and Ayrshire, it became part of the rather vaguely defined disaffected ‘Western Districts’.


This long-lived tradition of lack of definition is one of the first problems to be addressed in any study of Galloway. What is the extent of the territory covered by that name? From medieval texts it is clear that the term could be used when dealing with a wider zone of the south-western Scottish mainland, embracing the whole region south and west of Clydesdale and Teviotdale. It was also applied to a much more precise unit that corresponded to either the twelfth- and thirteenth-century lordship of Galloway, which comprised most of the former counties of Wigtownshire and Kirkcudbrightshire, or again with the still smaller bishopric, which was restricted to those areas of the lordship west of the River Urr. The broadest definition of Galloway has a vague geographical character that may have arisen from the general settlement within this zone of Gaelic-speaking Islesmen in the tenth and eleventh centuries. It is used with a certain imprecision to describe an extensive region composed of a number of smaller political units, but with no real political unity or identity in its own right. The narrower definitions relating to the lordship and diocese apply to clearly delineated units, the former representing an enlargement from an original political entity co-terminous with the latter.


The application of the name ‘Galloway’ in its widest context is generally an early twelfth-century phenomenon in the surviving documentation, but remained in diminishing currency into the later thirteenth century. In the 1130s, David I issued charters in favour of the monks of Dunfermline from ‘Strathyrewen in Galwegia’,1 apparently the Irvine valley in Cunninghame. The lands of ‘Keresban’ (Carsphairn), which were incorporated into the later county of Kirkcudbrightshire, but which, as part of Thomas de Colville’s lordship of Dalmellington on the Kyle-Carrick border, lay outwith the medieval lordship, were in 1223 described as lying in Galloway.2 In the composition known as the Brevis Descriptio Regni Scotie of c.1296, Annandale, too, is described as part of Galloway. In the same account, however, Ayr is described as ‘near Galloway’,3 presumably in reflection of the manner in which the sphere of royal authority had expanded into Carrick, Kyle, Cunninghame and Strathgryffe in the twelfth and thirteenth centuries.


In describing this wider Galloway, the territorial units named in grants of David I and Máel Coluim IV to the Church of Glasgow and the monks of Selkirk and Kelso are highly significant. The earliest of these grants formed part of David I’s original endowment of Selkirk Abbey. This included the teind of the royal cain of cheese and half of that of hides from ‘Galloway’.4 This was amplified c.1159 by Máel Coluim IV in his great charter of confirmation to Selkirk’s successor house, Kelso Abbey. The expanded grant bestowed the right to the teind of crown’s annual cain of cattle, pigs and cheese, ‘from the four kadrez of that (part of) Galloway’ which had been held by his grandfather, David, in the lifetime of Alasdair I mac Máel Coluim.5 No indication of where or what these kadrez were is given in the charter, but in a grant of David I to Glasgow, four territorial divisions that may equate with these are named.6 These are Strathgryffe, Cunninghame, Kyle and Carrick, which emerge by the later twelfth century as distinct political and ecclesiastical entities, held as lordships from the crown by families such as the Stewarts and Morvilles, or forming rural deaneries of the see of Glasgow. There is, however, no conclusive internal proof that these are the four kadrez of the Kelso grant, or that they were the ‘part’ of Galloway that formed a portion of David’s lordship during the reign of his elder brother. An early thirteenth-century Glasgow document, however, refers to officers of the Earl of Carrick called kethres.7 These men may have had some role in the collection of cain, and the name of their office may reflect a transference of the name used for the fiscal unit on which the render was assessed to the men responsible for its collection.


Contemporary with these references to a wider Galloway are a number of incidental allusions to a more geographically distinct region, the later lordship. In the mid-1130s, Fergus ‘of Galloway’, made his first surviving attestations of Scottish royal charters,8 and by the later part of the century his family had come to be associated closely with a region that encompassed the later counties of Wigtown and Kirkcudbrightshire. It is possible that Carrick may swiftly have been subsumed into this territory, but its inclusion within the Glasgow diocese implies that it had come under the political overlordship of David I and that it had later been transferred into the hands of either Gillebrigte mac Fergusa or Donnchad mac Gillebrigta. By the 1190s, Carrick had been assigned to Donnchad as his inheritance following a long, bitter and bloody conflict between Fergus’ sons and their families, and any political association with Galloway was severed. To the east, Nithsdale formed another freestanding entity under its dynasty of Gaelic lords, and its territories appear to have embraced the whole of the district known as Desnes Ioan that lay between the rivers Nith and Urr, as well as the valley of the Nith. The lordship of Galloway was, therefore, confined originally to the country west of the River Urr, until the acquisition of Desnes Ioan. It is on this enlarged, but clearly defined political unit, that the chief focus of this present study falls.
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1
ORIGINS


When the lordship of Galloway appears in historical record for the first time in the twelfth century, it is as a monolithic political unit. This unitary lordship has exercised a powerful hold over the historiography of Galloway, with the notion of a single political entity spanning the whole region from the Rhinns to the Nith having been projected backwards from the reality of the twelfth into the mythos of earlier centuries. Although the descent of the recorded lords is unknown, it has often been assumed that they represented the continuity of a long-established authority in the Scottish south-west, a kingdom of Galloway and the Gall-Gaidhel which originated in the ninth or tenth centuries with the infiltration of Scandinavian and hybrid Norse-Gaelic colonists into the mainland, where their leaders usurped the political power of the former Northumbrian masters of Galloway. This is, however, at best a simplistic interpretation of the evolution of the political entity which dominated the northern Irish Sea for over a century down to 1234, where the complex interplay of mainland British, Irish and Isles-based powers provided the circumstances for the development of a fiercely independent power which looked to the maritime world of the west rather than to its Scottish hinterland.


SCANDINAVIANS, IRISH AND ISLESMEN


THE SCANDINAVIAN DIASPORA


The chain of events which led to the formation of the lordship of Galloway can be traced back over 200 years to the reverberations felt round the Irish Sea of the expulsion in AD 902 of the Norse from their settlement at Dublin.1 Although the colony was re-settled around 917 by a Viking warband from Britanny and secured in 919 by a decisive victory over the Irish in which Niall Glúndub, King of Ailech and Tara, was killed,2 the preceding decade saw the plantation of colonies elsewhere around the northern Irish Sea basin. Irish tradition, for example, records the movements of Ingimundr, a Dublin Norse warlord, who after an abortive attempt to establish a new base in north Wales, occupied the Wirral and attempted to seize Chester.3 A similar process may be recorded in Amounderness, where Norse and Norse-Gaelic names occur in some density.4 It was on the southern limits of this area of Norse settlement that the Cuerdale hoard, deposited c.903, was discovered. Alfred Smyth has linked the deposition of the hoard with political instability at York after the death of King Guthfrith, but the high percentage of Hiberno-Norse material in it points towards an Irish origin, probably Dublin.5 Amounderness, controlling the western end of the trans-Pennine Ribble-Aire gap, leading through to York, was an important area to be controlled by dynasts aspiring to rule in both York and Dublin. This strategic significance was underscored by its purchase in 934 from the Scandinavians by King Athelstan and its grant to the Church of York.6 Further evidence for the shockwaves emanating from the expulsion of the Norse from Dublin were felt all the way up the coast from Morecambe Bay to the Solway. The origins of Norse and Norse-Gaelic settlement in Cumbria, where the indigenous Anglian élite fled in the face of Scandinavian incursion, can likewise be dated to the period c.902-c.914.7 It is as part of this general dispersal of Norsemen around the Irish Sea that the early colonisation of Galloway should probably be seen.


Settlement in Galloway was limited in numbers and extent. The chief body of Dublin Norse, under the leadership of Ragnall, grandson of Imar (Ívarr), headed further north and east and was active over a wide area from central Scotland south to York. Their first major raids penetrated Strathclyde and struck into the heart of the Picto-Scottish kingdom in Strathearn and Strathtay. The invaders plundered Dunkeld in 903 before suffering a defeat in Strathearn in 904 in which Ragnall’s brother or cousin, Imar, was slain.8 A Norse army remained active, however, in south central Scotland, especially within Strathclyde, after that date.9 There is no firm evidence for Ragnall’s movements from c.904 until 910, when, seizing the opportunity presented by Edward the Elder of Wessex’s defeat and slaughter of the Danes of York at Tettenhall in 910, Ragnall turned south and occupied the city soon after. As King of York, Ragnall began to settle the Norse army on land seized from the church. This new pressure on the northern rump of Northumbria forced its ruler, Ealdred of Bamburgh, into alliance with the Scots. In c.918, in a hard-fought contest on the Tyne at Corbridge, Ragnall defeated a confederate army of Scots and Northumbrians in a battle that evidently confirmed his mastery over the territory from the Humber to at least the Tyne.


In the aftermath of this victory, Ragnall turned west and re-entered the Irish Sea world. From the rapidity with which he assembled a fleet, won a major naval engagement off Mann, and imposed his rule on the Norse colony at Waterford,10 he must have found ships available to him west of the Pennines, presumably among the Norse colonists in those areas. Control of the trans-Pennine routes, possibly via the Aire Gap but more probably along the Stainmore route from Teesdale into the Eden Valley, enabled Ragnall and, after his death in 920, his kinsman Sigtryggr (who had re-established the base at Dublin) to exercise rule over a kingdom which spanned the Irish Sea. The Dublin-York axis was maintained down to the middle of the tenth century, foundering in 952 with Óláfr Cuarán’s second expulsion from the kingship of York.11 While that event ended the direct political link between the Ostman cities of Ireland and the kingdom of York, the lines of communication were certainly not severed. Indeed, it was while heading for the Norse colonies in the west along the Stainmore route that Óláfr’s successor at York, Eiríkr Bloodaxe, was attacked and killed in 954.12


By the middle of the tenth century, the Norse colonies in Cumbria were well established. The existence of a semi-independent Scandinavian lordship in the upper Eden valley in north Westmorland, centred on Penrith, has been postulated in the second half of the 900s, and has highlighted the presence of zones of intensive Norse settlement and lordship down the Solway coastlands.13 While the origins of this colonisation may have lain in the post-902 diaspora, it has been pointed out that the unsettled military situation down to c.920 would hardly have produced favourable conditions for large-scale settlement. The twenty-five years before the invasion of Cumbria by Edmund of Wessex in 945,14 however, was a time of comparative stability, marked by what has been interpreted as an episode of rapprochement between Cumbrian kings and Norse settlers.15 It is possibly in similar circumstances, facilitated by Dublin-Norse control of the Northumbrian political and spiritual heartland at York and domination of the Cuthbertine community at Chester-le-Street, that two zones of Scandinavian settlement in Galloway, centred on Whithorn and Kirkcudbright, were established and consolidated.


NORSE GALLOWAY


In the absence of documentary materials from which to construct a coherent narrative history for the Scandinavian colonisation of parts of Galloway, great weight has been placed on the place-name evidence for this process.16 While traditional historical records can be used to form the most basic of outline discussions of the Scandinavians’ roles in the political development of the lordship, they cannot be used to show that they had any lasting impact on the region. Archaeology and place-names, however, emphasise that they cannot be dismissed as an irrelevance and that they settled along the northern shore of the Irish Sea in sufficient numbers to make a significant impression on the place-name record. Indeed, place-names constitute the principal body of evidence for Scandinavian settlement throughout Galloway.


The main distribution of Scandinavian settlement names in Galloway forms two main blocks, one centred on the southern Machars, the other concentrated in the lower Dee valley around Kirkcudbright. The Machars group has attracted particular attention as a consequence of the recent programme of research focused on Whithorn. Their distribution has been considered significant, the names describing an arc round the northern and western, i.e. landward, limits of what was probably the Whithorn estate. This has been taken as indicative of the arrival of the settlers by invitation, as the Norse farms appear to have been slotted into an existing settlement pattern without any disruption,17 but could equally represent the aggressive takeover of the monastic properties by a Norse warlord. The possibility of a Norse-Gaelic jarl holding court at Whithorn in the early eleventh century suggests that the latter cannot be discounted entirely (see pp. 13–14). The Dee Valley group, however, shows an equally suggestive cluster, with Kirkcudbright lying at the heart of a ring of Norse names. While no modern archaeological work has been undertaken at Kirkcudbright which could confirm or refute the possibility that here, as at Whithorn, a Scandinavian or Norse-Gaelic commercial community was established in the later ninth or tenth centuries, the discovery in the nineteenth century of the burial with grave goods of a Norse warrior in St Cuthbert’s Kirkyard in the town, and the finding of a Norse glass linen-smoother, points to at least a passing presence.18 Furthermore, the strong trading and settlement connections between Dublin and Kirkcudbright in the early thirteenth century may preserve a record of earlier contacts. This clustering of Norse material around two of the most significant foci of political, commercial and religious power in early medieval Galloway is strongly suggestive of a Scandinavian takeover of these power centres.


Overall, the names preserve an essentially coastal distribution, with very few Scandinavian place-names other than for topographical features being found in the interior. This distribution supports the probability that the Norse colonisation of the region was seaborne, probably from areas of primary settlement in Ireland, Mann and the Hebrides, rather than arriving overland from the districts of northern England settled by Danes in the later ninth century. The scattering of Scandinavian naming elements at the eastern extremity of Galloway and in lower Annandale does, however, represent a north-western extension of Danish colonisation. Although Fellows-Jensen has suggested that these belong to the later ninth century, it is likely that they belong to either the eleventh-century expansion of Anglo-Scandinavian York under Earl Siward, or to the early twelfth-century colonisation of the region by settlers from eastern England as part of the English crown’s efforts to stabilise southern Cumbria.19


The majority of Scandinavian place-names in Galloway are topographical,20 those containing habitative elements being scarce and confined primarily to the two main zones indicated above. The existing names show no trace of the settlement hierarchy represented by staðir, sætr or bolstaðr farms, as occur in the primary settlement areas in the Scandinavian north and west of Scotland, and their distribution is markedly thinner than that in the Danish-settled zone of south-eastern Dumfriesshire. The principal settlement generic found, mapped by the suffix -bie or -by, is býr or boer (farm). Its distribution is restricted, with the exception of one probably Danish example on the west side of the Nith estuary, to the district between the southern Machars and the eastern side of the Dee estuary. Only seven names in this generic survive, but this need not be indicative of the scale of the colonising process, although it is strongly suggestive of a limited movement. It could point alternatively to the already diminishing use of Norse language among a progressively more hybridised Gaelic-Scandinavian population. It is highly significant in this context that no recognisable Scandinavian habitative generics occur in the Rhinns, the one area of Galloway in which Norse-Gaelic rulers are recorded in the later tenth and eleventh centuries (see p. 17).


The origins of the býrl/boer settlements in Galloway are still subject to debate. Unlike the Dumfriesshire and Cumbrian examples, the specific element used in name forming in -by in Galloway was never a personal name. Personal-name specifics have been interpreted as indicative of land grants to, or seizures of property by, specific individuals and were coined when larger estates were dismembered.21 The use of appellatival specifics, that is where the specific is not a personal name, interpreted as indicating the complete takeover of the Scandinavian unit, is the norm in Galloway. The implication is that settlers were moving into an already well-ordered settlement pattern and taking over intact the pre-Scandinavian units. The scarcity of personal name forms may be a further indication of the limited scale of the land-take, with insufficient Norse-speakers moving in to encourage the break-up of the original estate.22 Alternatively, it may be a sign of the decay of Scandinavian cultural norms amongst a population that had already absorbed a significant level of Gaelic mores.


Some additional support for a more widespread Norse, or Norse-Gaelic, settlement can be drawn from the generic kirkja (church), especially in its inversion compound form where paired with the name of the dedicatory saint. This occurs when the Scandinavian generic is paired with a non-Scandinavian specific in non-Scandinavian word order, i.e. Kirk-X as opposed to X-Kirk. These so-called ‘kirk-compound’ place-names have long attracted scholarly debate, with current opinion doubting a direct Scandinavian role in the name-forming process and questioning the chronology of their formation. John MacQueen, for example, proposed a tenth-century context for these names, which would fit the chronology for the dispersal of the Dublin Norse around the Irish Sea after 902.23 Bill Nicolaisen has suggested an earlier Anglian origin for some of the names but preferred a development in an area of mixed Norse and Gaelic cultures.24 Daphne Brooke’s research into kirk-compounds at first suggested a considerably later date for their formation, but her more recent work has moved towards a tenth- or eleventh-century context for their formation.25


A recurring theme within the Scandinavian settlement revealed through place-name studies in Galloway is the clear evidence for the strong influence upon it of Gaelic culture and society. Indeed, it is evident that there is a high degree of hybridity in the place-name record, a situation paralleled in the archaeology, where strong Irish or Isles influences have been identified.26 The term ‘Hiberno-Norse’ has been favoured, particularly by archaeologists, to describe this cultural hybridity. However, when viewed from a historical context, this mingled Norse and Gaelic culture points strongly in the direction of one of the most controversial peoples of early medieval north-western Britain, the Gall-Gaidhel.


GALL-GAIDHEL AND GALLOWAY


For many years it was the norm to identify a ninth- or tenth-century Gaelic-speaking element as arriving in Galloway in conjunction with the influx of Norse settlers. This group has been identified as the Gall-Gaidhel, generally though inaccurately represented in modern interpretations as a hybrid race of Norse-Gaelic ancestry who earned a reputation for unbridled ferocity and violent opposition to Christianity.27 The belief in their settlement in Galloway depended on the linked assumption that the Norse had colonised the Solway region in large numbers in the later ninth century. The Gall-Gaidhel, it was argued, followed in the wake of this movement from areas of primary Norse settlement in Ireland or the Hebrides, or that some were members of the indigenous Gaelic-speaking population of the Rhinns who embraced Norse culture.28 Later Irish tradition labelled them as apostates, Gaels who had abandoned their native culture and religion in favour of the alien traditions of the Norse. The only description of them is from the probably twelfth-century ‘Three Fragments’, which survive in a seventeenth-century copy:




They were a people who had renounced their baptism and they were usually called Northmen, for they had the customs of the Northmen, and had been fostered by them, and though the original Northmen were bad to churches these were worse, in whatever part of Ireland they were.29





John MacQueen, unaware of the probable twelfth-century context of the Fragmentary Annals, focused upon this anti-clericalism and compared it with descriptions of twelfth-century Galwegians in the northern English campaigns of David I. The parallels between the ninth- and tenth-century Gall-Gaidhel and the twelfth-century Galwegians persuaded him that they were one and the same people. The twelfth-century date for the Fragmentary Annals’ description of the Gall-Gaidhel, placed alongside the contemporary northern English accounts of Galwegian behaviour, and the fact that the term was used of Galloway in this period, point to the identification in the minds of Irish observers of Gall-Gaidhel with Galloway. The description, moreover, must be considered in a twelfth-rather than a tenth-century context and should probably be seen as a thinly-veiled criticism of the religious policies of the contemporary ruler of Galloway, Fergus, possibly part of the wider attack on him by Cistercian commentators.30


In view of the categoric statements made in support of a south-west Scottish locus for the lands of the Gall-Gaidhel, it is surprising to find that there is very little concrete evidence to illustrate their origins and activities. Indeed, this lack of evidence persuaded Daphne Brooke originally to question the basis of the arguments that sought to locate them in Galloway.31 Early Irish sources give them no clear geographical location, but the supposed sphere of activity of their mid-ninth-century leader, Ketil Flatnefr, points to a Hebridean base.32 It is generally assumed that they were ‘wandering bands of mixed Irish and Norse renegades’,33 or ‘half Irish half Norse marauders’,34 who preyed on Irish monasteries, and this modern construct of their hybrid nature remains unchallenged. Their ‘homeland’, however, is less secure. As Ireland was a major target for their attentions, unless they were associated from an early date with the longphort settlements of the Norse there, it is unlikely to have been their place of origin. A suggested earlier Norse settlement of the Hebrides from c.800 – for which there is currently no concrete evidence – and the survival there of a substantial Gaelic and Gaelicised population, however, has been considered to offer the most obvious breeding ground for such hybridity.35


The Western Isles, however, need not preserve a monopoly over the Gall-Gaidhel, for similar conditions could be found elsewhere in north-western maritime Britain and at later periods for the generation of similar crossbreeds. North-western England, indeed, has produced evidence for a substantial influx of Hebridean or Irish Sea Norse in the early tenth century. Alfred Smyth has highlighted the Gall-Gaidhel character of Cumberland society. It was ‘half-pagan, half-Christian in religion; and ethnically ... half-Norse, half-Celtic’.36 The most striking monuments of this hybrid culture are the Cumberland high crosses, such as that at Gosforth, with its oddly juxtaposed pagan and Christian motifs. Nick Higham developed Smyth’s hypothesis and highlighted the strong Gaelic component in the settlement of the region.37 Similar areas of mixed culture can be identified on the northern side of the Solway in Galloway.


It is only in modern eyes that the equation of Galloway with the land of the Gall-Gaidhel has appeared suspect. The documentary evidence to support that identification is, admittedly, circumstantial and generally late in date, but it establishes that by the twelfth century it was a recognised fact that Galloway was the homeland of these ‘Foreign-Gael’. In Irish sources, notably the Annals of Ulster, the heads of the Galwegian ruling house in the twelfth and thirteenth centuries are accorded the title rí Gall-Gaidhel.38 Less certainty attaches to the same set of annals’ use of that style for an early eleventh-century individual, Suibne mac Cinaedh, whose death is recorded in 1034,39 for there are no other references to him through which to establish a firm provenance. If any weight can be placed on the historically suspect traditions of Ketil Flatnefr and his associates in the Hebrides, it is possible that Suibne may have been a Hebridean chieftain, but there is no inherent improbability in his being a Galwegian ruler. Independently of the Irish annal tradition, the early thirteenth-century Orkneyinga Saga describes Galloway as Gaddgedlar, the Old Norse form of Gall-Gaidhel.40 The unanswerable question is when did the name become narrowly defined as referring to the south-west of the Scottish mainland?


While chronology remains problematical, the processes of cultural interbreeding which produced the hybrid society of the Gall-Gaidhel can be seen at work in Galloway. Although purely Scandinavian place-names, as discussed above, are comparatively rare, one element of Gaelic origin, long recognised as commonplace in regions of Norse or mixed Norse-Gaelic settlement, occurs with great frequency. This is the generic airigh (a shieling), which represents the adoption of a native Hebridean Gaelic term by the incoming settlers. It occurs widely throughout Mann, Galloway and modern Cumbria, where the common link is the spread of settlement through the Irish Sea, possibly originating in the Isles. In Galloway, its principal distribution is in the south Machars and the Moors districts of Wigtownshire, with one significant territorial occurence in the west Rhinns, and in the central Dee Valley and in the Bengairn Hills to the east of Kirkcudbright, a spread which matches the chief foci of Scandinavian settlement generics. This provides circumstantial evidence for their import as part of the movement of Scandinavian colonists into the region, as is clearly the case in Cumbria where there was no indigenous Gaelic-speaking population, but the earlier presence of Gaelic-speakers in Galloway and Mann raises the possibility of its use in those areas in the pre-Norse period.


The evolution of transhumance pastoralism has been studied in depth, particularly in Mann and Cumbria.41 The Gaelic origins of the Manx eary are well established, and here Eleanor Megaw proposed a pre-Norse origin for the majority of sites that evolved into permanent settlements. The absence of -sætr names (the Norse equivalent term) has been taken as indicating that the settlers found a fully developed summer-grazing system in situ and adopted the established Gaelic terminology. Both sætr and airigh occur in Cumbria, which could indicate that the latter had not entirely replaced its Scandinavian counterpart in the vocabulary of colonists who arrived there from Ireland, Mann or the Isles. The absence of sætr from Galloway parallels the Manx situation and may indicate a pre-Norse origin for the shieling system there, but it may also be evidence for a comparatively late settlement of Galloway, by which time the Norse generic had been supplanted by the Gaelic.42 This is also the case in Iceland, where in the form ergi, Gaelic airigh largely displaced Norse sætr in the settlement vocabulary.


On balance, the above evidence points to a continued influx of colonists to Galloway after the initial settlement period in the late ninth and early tenth centuries. The tenth-century colonisation shows clear signs of having originated in regions where the Scandinavian population had been exposed to considerable Gaelic influences, evident in both their settlement vocabulary and in the saints’ cults that they imported to their new homelands. The chief zone of origin may have been the Hebrides, posited as the early tramping-ground of the Gall-Gaidhel, but the spread of Dublin and Waterford influence throughout the Irish Sea in the tenth and eleventh centuries provides a clearer context for the transplanting of Norse-Gaelic culture through Mann into Cumbria and Galloway.


IRELAND, MANN AND THE ISLES c.950-c.1000


This period centres on the climax of the remarkable career of Óláfr Cuarán, King of the Gall. He has been studied mainly in respect of his role as king of both Dublin and York, his intermittent rule of the former spanning four decades from 941 to 980.43 His long reign provided the circumstances for the consolidation of the Norse colonies around the Irish Sea, however, it also saw the revival of significant native Irish activity in the maritime affairs of the region of Scandinavian settlement for the first time in about a century and closed with the appearance of new Norse and Danish powers in the same zone. Óláfr’s departure for York in 940 to provide military assistance to his cousin, Óláfr Gothfrithsson, in his campaign against Bernicia, coincided with a re-opening of Isles-based raids on the Irish mainland. The Annals of Ulster for 941 record a raid on Downpatrick by what were evidently Isles-based Vikings, noting that God avenged this wrong by bringing other ‘Foreigners’ (? Orcadians) who seized their islands and drove out their king who was subsequently killed in Ireland.44 It may have been this raid, or the arrival of these aggressive newcomers, which provoked the major naval expedition by Muircertach mac Néill, King of Ailech, from his base in Tír Conaill against the Norse colonies in the Hebrides in the same year.45


The 941 raids signalled the beginning of a new trend: the intrusion of naval powers based in the Hebrides and Northern Isles into the Irish Sea basin. It is possible that Eiríkr Bloodaxe, perhaps before his first seizure of the York throne in c.947 but certainly in the period 948–52 after his expulsion by Óláfr Cuarán, had used his control of the earldom of Orkney to establish his dominance of the Hebridean colonies.46 He was, however, unable to use this position to win control of the Ostmen communities of Ireland. After Eiríkr’s death in 954, his widow and sons withdrew to Orkney and again used this northern base to project their power briefly into the Hebrides and Ireland.47


After the Eiríkssons’ departure from Orkney, there is little clear evidence for the political structure of the Western, as opposed to the Northern, Isles until the 980s. There are indications, however, that the late 960s and early 970s had seen the emergence of a powerful kingship in the Hebrides that may have been flexing its muscles further to the south. This may have been one of the factors behind the assembly of a fleet at Chester in 973 by the English king, Edgar.48 According to the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle account of this event, six (un-named) kings came there and submitted to him, and swore ‘to be his fellow workers by sea and land’. In later Worcester tradition, one of the kings, named ‘Maccus’, was lord of ‘very many islands’, a description that is strongly suggestive of a Hebridean base. Who this ‘Maccus’ was is unknown, but his name may be a garbled form of a Norse name. In this context, the M[agnus?] Haraldsson who raided the monastery of Inishcathy (Scattery Island in the Shannon) in 974, accompanied by ‘the Lawmen of the Islands’,49 evidently as part of a wider conflict with the Ostmen of Limerick whose king had taken refuge there, presents himself as a candidate.


Haraldsson appears to have extended his influence south from the Hebrides into the northern Irish Sea basin in the 960s. In 969 and 970, he – named as Macht or Mact – and his younger brother and successor in the kingship, Godred Haraldsson, invaded Anglesey,50 perhaps establishing lordship over the small but economically important Scandinavian colony established there. The Haraldssons’ power was presumably based on control of the increasingly important trade routes that ran north through the Irish Sea and Hebrides from Dublin and Biscay. To secure these routes, they had probably established lordship over the Scandinavian colonies of western Galloway, there being no record of conflict on the Ulster coast that might otherwise have indicated an effort to dominate the western flank of the North Channel bottleneck. There is, likewise, no evidence for conflict with Óláfr Cuarán’s Dublin, for whom the security of trade along the western British sealanes may have been more important. Indeed, the fact that Óláfr chose, following his crushing defeat at Tara in 980 by Máel Sechnaill mac Domnaill, to retire to Iona,51 the re-emergent spiritual heart of the Hebrides, is an indication of his affiliation with the Isles.


The renaissance of Iona’s influence along the western seaways is one indication of the spread of Hebridean Norse power in the later tenth century. Although heavily influenced by local Scandinavian culture, as the fine tenth- and early eleventh-century sculptures from the monastic site indicate,52 this was still an Irish-style community, cultivating Gaelic saints and participating in the wider religious life of Gaelic Scotland and Ireland through its place within the Columban familia. The establishment of churches dedicated to Columban saints, particularly to individuals active after the mid-seventh-century decline in the fortunes and prestige of Iona, gives some indication of the revival under Scandinavian patronage. In Galloway, where the strong Northumbrian ties of the local church were hardly conducive to the establishment of the cult of later Columban saints before the tenth century, dedications to Ionan saints may signal a political re-orientation, at least on the part of the Scandinavian colonists.


Dedications to Columban saints, such as Colman at Buittle, Urr and Colmonell in Carrick,53 Aed mac Bricc at Kirkmabreck, Bride at Blaiket, Cormac at Kirkcormack and Cumméne at Kirkcolm, display a striking correlation in distribution to the main zones of Scandinavian settlement noted above, particularly to the zone around Kirkcudbright. The Cumméne dedication alone lies remote from the surviving concentrations of Norse settlement names, being located on the eastern side of the Rhinns. Significantly, however, the western side of the medieval parish of Kirkcolm, which straddles the peninsula, bears the name of The Airies (Summer Pastures) which, as discussed above, may indicate settlement by Hebridean Gall-Gaedhil, and the whole of the peninsula was integrated in the eleventh century into the Isles-based domain of King Echmarcach.


Six years after the death of Óláfr Cuarán at Iona, the monastery was plundered and the abbot and fifteen senior monks slain.54 The Annals of Ulster linked the attack with an account of a raid by ‘Danes’ on the shores of Dál Riada, an event that heralded a new phase in the struggle for domination of the Hebridean and Irish Sea zone. In 987, Godred Haraldsson was attacked in Mann by ‘Danes’ and drove them off with heavy casualties while, in what appears to have been a separate action, the ‘Danes’ who had attacked Iona the previous Christmas were slaughtered.55 Continuing disturbances in the Isles culminated in 989 with Godred’s death at the hands of the men of Argyll.56 Barbara Crawford has pointed out the link between the 987 attack on Mann and the account in Njal’s Saga of Kari Solmundarsson’s fight with King Godred and the taking of plunder from the island, and has argued that the term ‘Dane’ has been used simply to denote ‘pirates’.57 The aggressors in these actions appear to have been Orcadians under the leadership of Sigurd the Stout, Earl of Orkney, who, according to saga tradition, had established his domination of the Hebrides in the 980s, ruling through a vassal earl, Gilli.58 Until his forced conversion in 995 by Óláfr Tryggvason, King of Norway, Sigurd was aggressively pagan, hence his readiness to target – and shed blood at – the monastery which had become the spiritual focus of the Christianised Hebridean Norse.


Orkney influence, according to saga tradition, extended to Mann. Here, Godred had been succeeded by his son, Ragnall, who was to reign to 1005.59 Orcadian domination of the western seaways may initially have been less attractive to the Dublin Norse under their new king, Sigtryggr Silkiskegg, younger son of Oláfr Cuarán. By the early 990s, the Ostmen cities were showing signs of favouring the new high-status interlopers from Norway and Denmark, Óláfr Tryggvason and Sveinn Haraldsson, both of whom made raids on Mann c.995.60 The late tradition of Orkneyinga Saga narrates how Óláfr had married a sister of Óláfr Cuarán of Dublin,61 an account dismissed by Anderson as romantic and unhistorical62 but perhaps preserving a memory of an early bid by the king of Dublin to gain control of Mann and extend by proxy his influence over the Irish Sea trade routes. Óláfr also, however, may have been preparing the ground for himself, for it was in the western colonies that he raised the army and fleet with which he sailed for Norway to reclaim his father’s throne, stopping off in Orkney to receive Sigurd’s submission.63 Óláfr’s success in securing support within the Isles and the Scandinavian colonies around the Irish Sea was evidently a cause for concern in England, which had been on the receiving end of the Norwegian’s attentions since 991. Óláfr Trygvasson withdrew to Norway, where he was killed in 1000. In the same year, Æthelred II staged a major offensive against Cumbria, presumably to neutralise the Scandinavian colonies around the Solway, while his fleet, which had been originally intended to act in concert with his army, operating out of Chester, raided Mann.64 In the event, the western colonies were to play no significant part in Sveinn Haraldsson’s plans for the conquest of England, but were to become caught up instead in a protracted struggle for control of the commercial wealth of the Irish Sea routes and the military wealth it generated.


IRISH RENAISSANCE


So far, the emphasis has been on the Scandinavian element in the Irish Sea zone and its influence upon the development of Galloway. By the 980s and 990s, however, native Irish potentates were to seek to project their authority into the same region. The growing influence in the late tenth and early eleventh centuries of Brian Bóruma, King of Munster, cannot but have been felt across the North Channel in Galloway and in Mann and the Isles. His triumphal visit to Armagh in 1005, ‘accompanied by the princes of Ireland’, set the seal on his control of the high kingship won from the former Uí Néill high king, Máel Sechnaill mac Domnaill, in 1002.65 An indication of his perception of his own power at that time can be seen in the Book of Armagh, where he was described in unique terms as Imperator Scotorum, ‘emperor of the Gaels’, on the occasion of his gift of twenty-two ounces of gold at the chief altar of the church there, a gift redolent of the symbolic powers of the overlord over his under kings.66 There is a danger of reading too much into the title, but, bearing in mind the pretentious designations used by the Wessex dynasty to project their claims to the overlordship of mainland Britain, the possibility that Brian was articulating a claim to the political leadership of all Gaidhel, in Scotland as well as Ireland, should not be discounted. We should not doubt Brian’s ability to project his power far beyond his territorial base in south-western Ireland by sea as well as land, for he effectively controlled the Ostmen cities of Limerick and Waterford and, intermittently from 981 and more or less permanently from 999 to 1013, Dublin. Access to fleets had greatly enhanced Brian’s military capacity, as was presumably demonstrated in 1005 when he led a hosting round the coastlands of the north of Ireland through Connaught, Tír Conaill and the lands of the Cenél nEógain before descending on Ulaid, where he made another symbolic demonstration of his overlordship in the church of Downpatrick.67 From 1002 until the revolt of Dublin and Leinster in 1013, Brian made regular expeditions into the north-east of Ireland, asserting his authority over both the Uí Néill and the lesser kings of Ulaid and Dál nAraide, and, it would seem, exerting his influence beyond Ireland.


Such pressure from Munster was assuredly a contributory factor in the support offered to Sigtryggr Silkiskegg in 1014 from the rulers of the Isles and, if the Annals of Loch Cé are to be accepted at face value, from Galloway also.68 Presented in Irish tradition as the climax of the centuries-long struggle between Gaidhel and Gall for the mastery of Ireland, the struggle that culminated with the slaughter at Clontarf was fought equally on the grounds of economic as political ambitions. Certainly, Sigurd the Stout’s commitment to the cause of Sigtryggr of Dublin was probably aimed more at re-establishment of the supremacy over the commercial traffic along the western seaways that Orkney had held in the 990s than the extension of his overlordship over the Irish kingdoms. The sphere of Sigurd’s influence through the Isles is quite clearly indicated by the contingents of warriors that he brought to Ireland in spring 1014.


It is in the context of the war of 1014 that some indication comes of a Norse, or Norse-influenced colony in Galloway. According to the late thirteenth-century Njal’s Saga, in the winter of 1014, following the Battle of Clontarf, the Icelander Kari Solmundarson and his men over-wintered at the court of a certain jarl called Melkólfr, the Scandinavianised form of the Gaelic Máel Coluim.69 Melkólfr and his court were located at a place called Hvitsborg or Hvitiburg in the saga, sited somewhat vaguely ‘in Scotland’. The identification of Hvitsborg, meaning the fort of someone called Hvítr (the White) with Whithorn, which is the literal Anglian form of the Latin Candida Casa, the White House (Hwit Aerne), has been hotly contested but, despite recent proposals that the site in question is represented by the lost Whitburgh in Berwickshire, the issue remains unsettled.70 Bearing in mind the processes of metamorphosis and linguistic assimilation by which place-names in one language were accommodated into and interpreted in another – as in the case of the name York71 – the objections against the identification of Hvitsborg with Whithorn further diminish. This may be no more than an attempt to rationalise the Anglian name into a recognisable Scandinavian form.


Attempts to fix its location based on the itinerary of Kari are fundamentally flawed, not least because of the vagueness of the details offered by the saga-writer but particularly because it is clear that his geographical knowledge is based upon the political and economic situation of the thirteenth century, not the early eleventh. The saga narrates how, after Clontarf, Kari and his crew sailed first to Orkney to bring news of the death of Sigurd to the earldom. Thereafter they sailed south to ‘Bretland’, surely in this context Wales rather than Strathclyde, before sailing back north to their winter-quarters at Hvitsborg. This seems a simple enough route, with a voyage from Wales to Galloway probably being a common occurrence along the Irish Sea trade routes of the time. The complication, however, is the news that they ‘sailed up to Beruvik’, where they laid up their vessel for the winter, before travelling on to Melkólfr’s court ‘in Scotland’.


In the past, scholars have debated hard the location of ‘Beruvik’, with sites from Portyerrock on the Machars coast north of the Isle of Whithorn to unidentified anchorages in Argyll proposed. It is most likely, however, that ‘Beruvik’ is Berwick-upon-Tweed, hence the effort to find an alternative east coast location for Melkólfr’s residence rather than envisage Kari and his crew laying up their vessel then traversing the breadth of the Southern Uplands to Galloway. The probability is, however, that the insertion of Berwick into Kari’s itinerary is a red herring, a clear demonstration of the late thirteenth-century gloss on the saga text. Quite simply, Berwick has been added as a demonstration of the saga-writer’s knowledge of the contemporary commercial geography of Scotland. Where else would any self-respecting Icelandic trader make landfall in Scotland than at its premier trading port?


If Berwick is discounted as a late interpolation, the objections to Kari and his men finding a friendly berth in Galloway weaken considerably. Still bearing in mind the uncertainty over the identification of Hvitsborg, if Whithorn is intended then there are serious implications for both our understanding of the political structure of Galloway at this time and for the current interpretation of the archaeological evidence from the programme of excavation at the site. The saga hints at the presence in the Machars district of Wigtownshire of a secular power based at what is otherwise regarded as the principal ecclesiastical centre of Galloway.


The origins of such a power lie in the tenth-century Norse colonisation of central and western Galloway. The place-name evidence, discussed above, points to intensive settlement in the southern Machars, while the archaeology points to increasing cultural links with eastern Ireland.72 The archaeological remains, furthermore, signal an intensification of Hiberno-Norse influences at Whithorn from c.1000 onwards,73 a development that correlates closely with the spreading power of Norse-Gaelic potentates around the Irish Sea littoral at this time. Peter Hill’s excavations at Whithorn revealed what has been interpreted as a planned shift in the non-religious focus of the site in the later tenth century away from the original nucleus at the centre and north-eastern extremity of the ridge occupied by the later medieval cathedral-priory to a new locus considerably to the south-west, centred on a putative market area or other, not necessarily ecclesiastical, core.74 This he interpreted as the formative period of what he subsequently describes as a ‘monastic town’. He identified, too, the further development of this layout in the eleventh century, with the construction of an outer zone of regularly set-out houses of Hiberno-Norse type, their alignment following that of what had become an inner zone of his hypothetical monastic town.75 This outer settlement zone was strongly industrial and commercial in its character, increasingly so through the eleventh and into the twelfth century. Hill proposed that this had originated as a monastic community supplementing its income through manufacture but which, by the later twelfth century, had become ‘an industrious trading centre with specialised craft quarters grouped around a central market place’.76


While there is no debating the ecclesiastical continuity of the Whithorn site through the tenth and eleventh centuries, charted most convincingly by the distribution of the so-called Whithorn School sculptures,77 the evidence for the monastic nature of the re-planned later tenth and eleventh century settlement is unconvincing. Indeed, it is possible that the redevelopment of the site was a purely secular phenomenon, with the ecclesiastical community remaining focused on its earlier Anglian core to the north-east. Perhaps here we have glimpsed the remains of the settlement upon which the power of Jarl Melkólfr might have been founded. How extensive was the reach of that power is and must remain unknown, as must the nature of any relationship with the Ostman dynasties that were intruding their power into Mann and the Rhinns in the early eleventh century. However he is interpreted, in Melkólfr we have some indication of the fragmented nature of secular power in Galloway towards the end of the Viking Age.


The death of Brian Bóruma in 1014 created an opening for influence over Dublin and the Irish Sea zone which other powers were quick to exploit. One such figure was Knútr, King of Denmark and England, whose leadership of the Scandinavian world gave unique influence over the western colonies and whose control of their commercial arteries gave an economic edge to political domination (see pp. 30–1). His death in 1035 was followed by a series of upheavals in the Irish Sea region, not all of which were coincidental on the demise of the dominant figure in British politics. The removal of his strong hand unleashed a domino effect of consequential events, several of which had significant impact on the region of south-western Scotland which became Galloway. One immediate consequence of the contraction of Anglo-Danish influence was a re-assertion of Dublin independence, signalled in 1035 by Sigtryggr Silkiskegg’s revival of conflict with the Ostman kings of Waterford, a dynasty which may itself have been a branch of the Uí Ímair of Dublin, descended from Óláfr Cuarán. Rivalry between these Ostmen cities had climaxed in 982, when Sigtryggr’s elder brother and predecessor as king of Dublin, Glúniarainn, in alliance with his half-brother and brother-in-law the Uí Néill high king, Máel Sechnaill mac Domnaill, had defeated Ímar of Waterford and his ally or overlord, Domnall Cloen, king of Leinster, killing Ímar’s son, Gilla-Pátraic.78 In 993, the hostility had been renewed by Sigtryggr and Imar’s son, Ragnall, and apparently ended with Sigtryggr’s temporary expulsion from Dublin and the killing of Ragnall by the Leinstermen.79 Forty-two years later, Sigtryggr killed Ragnall mac Ragnaill, king of Waterford, in Dublin and triggered the final crisis of his long and turbulent reign.80 The following year, it ended in deposition and exile.
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