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Introduction

The Mackie Symposia, supported by the funds of the late Dr J R M Mackie of Glenmillan, are intended to explore the links which Scotland has had with the rest of the world, in many ways, to many places and over many centuries. The papers published in this volume were delivered, with one exception, as contributions to the Third Mackie Symposium on ‘Scotland and the Low Countries’, held at the University of Aberdeen in September 1992. (The one additional item is Professor Philippe Contamine’s study of ‘Froissart and Scotland’, which he originally read at a conference in France and which he has generously agreed to present here, in a slightly revised version, in English.)

The distance between Scotland and the Low Countries, by sea journey, is not vast. From Edinburgh, for example, the coasts of Norway and of the Netherlands are almost equidistant and, as Dr Alexander Stevenson pointed out some years ago, the sailing distance from Leith to Sluis, the dependent port of Bruges, at 385 miles, is shorter than that from Leith to London, at 415 miles. Of course, geographical proximity does not necessarily spawn close relationships. Even so, contacts between Scotland and the Low Countries go back, in documented history, at least as far as the twelfth century. In the middle ages, all of this took a variety of forms. Scotland’s trade with Flanders, based upon the former’s wool exports and the latter’s cloth manufacturing industries, was the central element of the Scottish kingdom’s interaction with the European economy. Commercial bonds encouraged closer political relations and, in the train of these developments, Netherlandish religious, cultural, and (especially after the foundation of the university of Louvain in 1425) intellectual developments began to influence Scotland. Throughout the medieval centuries links were further underpinned by Netherlandish emigration to Scotland in the twelfth and thirteenth centuries and by Scottish emigration to the Low Countries in the later medieval period. The magnitude and diversity of these disparate activities might, indeed, suggest that the Low Countries, rather than France, deserve accreditation as Scotland’s ‘auld ally’ of the middle ages. In the early modern period the vitality of this bond was maintained, and arguably strengthened by the Protestant inclinations of Scotland and the northern Low Countries, but in many ways it waned following the Anglo-Scottish Unions of 1603 and 1707. With foreign policy increasingly determined in London, Scotland was downgraded diplomatically, losing much of its diplomatic utility to continental powers as an irritant with which to keep England in check and, at the same time, no longer itself in need of continental alliances to provide security against English incursions. Economically, meanwhile, Union made for easier Scottish access not only to English but also to the increasingly profitable colonial markets at the expense of traditional European trade routes. The growing commercial importance of Glasgow and the west coast was symbolic of Scotland turning its back on the older North Sea world, while the increasing significance of the Empire to British, Dutch and Belgian psyches encouraged political and economic rivalry between, rather than co-operation with, European powers. Cultural and intellectual connections between Scotland and the Low Countries were, of course, maintained, but it is perhaps a sign of the diminishing significance of direct contacts that contributions to this volume for the modern period have to include comparative in addition to relational studies.

Although general works on Scottish history quite frequently mention Netherlandish associations of earlier centuries, there is no single published work which covers the topic adequately. J Arnold Fleming’s Flemish Influence in Britain (2 vols, Glasgow, 1930) contains some matters of interest, but tends to be prolix and uncritical. Particular aspects of the relationships between the two areas have, however, received rather more attention. James Ferguson’s The Scots Brigade in Holland, 1572–1782 (3 vols, Scottish History Society, 1899–1901) provides a substantial documentary collection related to military and mercenary affairs; and at much the same time as these volumes were published there was a flurry of interest in the trading contacts too. Cosmo Innes edited the Ledger of Andrew Halyburton, 1492–1503 (Edinburgh, 1867), the ledger belonging to the Scottish conservator in the Low Countries. The Scottish Staple at Veere by the late John Davidson and Alexander Gray, published in 1909, has wider coverage than the title would suggest, and this was followed in 1910 by The Scottish Staple in the Netherlands by M P Rooseboom, a volume which included transcripts of a number of important documents relating to commercial and diplomatic matters. Most importantly of all, H J Smit carefully edited considerable quantities of source material on trade in Bronnen tot de Geschiedenis van den Handel met Engeland, Schotland en Ierland (4 vols, The Hague, 1928–48). With the notable exception of Dr Alexander Stevenson in his doctoral thesis ‘Trade between Scotland and the Low Countries in the Later Middle Ages’ (University of Aberdeen, unpublished Ph D thesis, 1982), Scottish historians have made rather less use of this work than they might have done and even fewer have explored the other extensive publications of the Rijks Geschiedkundige Publicatiën, many of which also contain a good sprinkling of Scottish references.

In general, political, intellectual and cultural links have received very patchy attention from historians though, that said, certain episodes and topics have been investigated in some depth. Count Florence V’s claim to the Scottish kingship in the late thirteenth century, for example, has been the subject of a number of articles in both English and Dutch, though language barriers perhaps explain the reluctance of Scottish scholars to take full cognizance of Netherlandish scholarship. Intellectual and legal interactions have been explored by, among others, Professor Roderick Lyall for the medieval period (‘Scottish students and masters at the universities of Cologne and Louvain in the fifteenth century’, Innes Review, xxxvi (1985)) and Professor Robert Feenstra for the early modern period (‘Scottish-Dutch legal relations in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries’, in T C Smout, ed, Scotland and Europe, 1200–1850 (Edinburgh, 1986)), while Dr John Morrison (notably in a forthcoming volume entitled Union Street and Beyond, edited by Terry Brotherstone and D J Withrington) has undertaken extensive research on the subject of Netherlandish influences on nineteenth-century Scottish painting.

It is clear that other elements of the story, especially in the modern period, still await investigation. Three examples may be mentioned. Contacts through, and comparisons of, each country’s colonial experience would undoubtedly repay closer study: it was, for example, an Aberdonian, Robert Williams, who at the end of the nineteenth century obtained concessions to develop mineral resources in Leopold II’s Congo Free State. In the present century the experience of Belgian refugees in the Glasgow area during World War I have not been fully analysed in print although sources for such a topic do exist. And, more recently still, the sociology of the Dutch community settled in north-east Scotland since the start of the oil industry in the 1960s could reveal much about the economy and society of both Scotland and the Netherlands.

This monograph, however, does not aim at comprehensive investigation and given the increasingly narrow specialisms of professional historians it seems unlikely that such a volume will, or even could, be written in the foreseeable future. Instead, the aim of the present publication is to illuminate particular linkages or comparisons. Some of the contributors have chosen to revisit some reasonably familiar topics with fresh ideas, while others have opted to pursue areas which are either understudied or relatively unknown. The topics investigated deliberately cover a broad range of themes drawn from a rich and varied tale.

In organizing the original Symposium, and in the processes of editing, my colleague Dr David Ditchburn has given invaluable assistance. I am also very grateful to my friend Dr Sonja Cameron for her contributions in copy-editing, typesetting and indexing. Dr Eric Robertson’s conscientious work provided the translation of Professor Contamine’s paper.

 

Aberdeen, 1995        Grant G Simpson


1

TWELFTH-CENTURY FLEMISH SETTLEMENTS IN SCOTLAND

Lauran Toorians

Flemings in twelfth-century Scotland: no-one doubts their existence, and yet no-one has ever been able fully to tell their story. I do not pretend that I can fill this gap in our historical knowledge, for that could only be done with a great deal of fantasy. What I propose to do in this paper is to show how terse and fragmentary our sources are, and try to sketch something about the background against which these Flemings moved about.

First it is useful to establish some definitions. What, for instance, is a Fleming? Two definitions seem possible here, and I will use them loosely and in combination. The one: ‘A Fleming is a person from the county of Flanders, or dependent on the count of Flanders’; the other: ‘A Fleming is a person speaking Flemish’. Both definitions give rise to problems.

Outside the Low Countries the name Flanders in the Middle Ages was as loosely used as ‘Holland’ is today, and so in the British Isles the term ‘Fleming’ may well cover people from Artois, Cambrai, Hainault, Brabant, Zeeland and Holland as well. Language is a problematic criterion also, as in medieval times the county of Flanders was already bilingual. Furthermore, neither Flemish (or Dutch) nor French are exclusively used in Flanders, and so language can never be a criterion in itself. To complicate the linguistic matter even more, the division between Flemish and French was in medieval Flanders much more a division between social classes than between different geographical areas. The linguistic border probably ran more or less along the present south-western border of the French département du Nord (south-west of Lille to Dunkirk), enclosing the area known today as French Flanders.

In south-western Wales, where Flemings also settled in the twelfth century, available sources mention Flemish as one of the languages spoken there. And in the area around Haverfordwest, Pembrokeshire, a Flemish speech-community must have existed and perhaps even survived into the sixteenth century.1 About Scotland no such information is available, and although Scots contains a considerable number of Dutch loan-words, none of them can be assigned to a period as early as the twelfth century.2 Sometimes, personal names may betray a Flemish, or at least a ‘continental Germanic’, origin, as, for example, with Willelmus Finemund, who was lord of Cambusnethan in Lanarkshire in the 1150s.3 If ‘Finemund’ means that William was a man of refined speech he would in English have been nicknamed ‘finemouth’, without the -n- before the final dental consonant.

Dutch borrowings in Scottish Gaelic have never been looked for, but a colleague has pointed out to me a possible example, which might be of interest here4 The Gaelic word blàr has exactly the same meaning as in Dutch: ‘having a white forehead, especially of cows and horses’. Celticists have tried to link this word in Gaelic to Old Irish blár and Middle Welsh blawr, both meaning ‘grey’, which is semantically not very convincing.5 But, even if this example holds, it is only an isolated case, though it might neatly illustrate the early sixteenth-century Scots poem about ‘How the first Helandman of God was maid, of ane hors turd in Argylle, as is said’, in which the first thing the Highlandman wants to do is to go ‘doun in the Lawland (…) and thair steill a kow’.6

With or without a clear definition, Flemings occur in most books on the history of Scotland In J D Mackie’s History of Scotland ‘Flemings’ occur with four references in the index, of which only one is to a passage where Flemings in Scotland are more than just mentioned. The subject is the wool trade, as an indication of the fact that a burgh was economically not a fully self-supporting entity. ‘The presence of Flemings in the early burghs’, Mackie writes, ‘may be indicative of a trade in wool, which rose to considerable proportions in the southern lands, … and Berwick became the great exporting centre. There the Flemings had their own house, the Red Hall, under whose burning timbers they all died during the brutal sack of the city by Edward I in 1296.’7

This burning of Flemish traders in their Red Hall in Berwick must have made an enormous impression on later historians, for the incident can be found in nearly every general history of Scotland. Mackie’s namesake R L Mackie, for instance, recalls the incident in a rather more colourful way. After describing how Edward could enter the town without meeting any resistance, except from the Red Hall and from the castle, he writes: ‘The castle surrendered before nightfall; the thirty gallant Flemings, however, defended their hall even after it had been set on fire, and to a man perished in the flames’.8 And even John Prebble, in his popular The Lion in the North, recalls this heroic moment in similar words.9

Referring to the Chronicle of Walter of Guisborough, Professor Duncan tells us that these Flemish traders held the Red Hall ‘on condition of defending it at all times against the English king’, but styles this information ‘monastic gossip’ and ‘a most unlikely tale’.10 More important is his remark that the Red Hall most probably had its origin in the first half of the thirteenth century. But this still does not take us back into the twelfth.

That wool from Scotland, and even more important, from England, was essential for the cloth industry in Flanders from about 1100 is common historical knowledge. Twelfth-century sources, however, are scarce and not very informative when it comes to personal doings of the people involved in this wool-trade.11 Furthermore, though it is generally accepted that many of the burgesses populating the burghs set up by Kings David I and Malcolm IV were Flemings, hardly any of them are named as such in the surviving documents. Still, Berwick’s Red Hall shows us that we might expect Flemish traders in these burghs. Indicative of their presence are remarks like that by Malcolm IV, when confirming to the canons of St Andrews the obligations and rents due to the church of the Holy Trinity. The king specified that these rents were due ‘as well from Scots as from French, as well from Flemings as from English, living within or without the burgh’.12

When it comes to persons, our problem may be demonstrated by two examples. One is a man called Mainard, King David’s own burgess in Berwick and later given by the king to Bishop Robert of St Andrews to be reeve there. Ritchie says of this Mainard that he has a French name, but that Bishop Robert described him as a Fleming.13 The name may, however, be Germanic if it means something like ‘the strong one’, as in Old English mæegnen-heard, a poetic word meaning ‘strong’. Duncan, who mentions this same man also, obviously considers him not a Fleming.14 Duncan contrasts this Mainard with another burgess, whom he does consider a Fleming, namely Baldwin ‘the lorimer’, living about 1160 in Perth.15 In this case Ritchie also mentions this same Baldwin ‘the lorimer’, but without calling him a Fleming.16 I have not found any reference to a statement from the sources in which this Baldwin ‘the lorimer’ is actually said to be from Flanders – he merely seems to have a Christian name favoured among Flemings. Other explicitly named Flemings are Michael Fleming, who was sheriff of Edinburgh in 1190,17 and a Jordan the Fleming who gained fame in Alnwick in 1174, and who seems to have possessed land in Crail, Fife, but of whom nothing more is known.18

But my theme here is ‘Flemish settlement’, which implies more than individual traders or craftsmen working in Scotland. In two instances the term ‘settlement’ seems to be applicable to groups of people who apparently originated from Flanders. The cases are already quite well known and have been described by Ritchie, Barrow and Duncan. The areas involved are Upper Clydesdale and Moray. The explicit evidence for Flemings is, again, scarce. In many instances Flemishness is supposed only, on the basis of the names of the people involved and because of the close relations binding them together.

The Flemings named as such in Upper Clydesdale are Baldwin, lord of Biggar and sheriff of Lanark (I am not even sure about this one); Lambin, whose brother is named as ‘Robert, brother of Lambein Fleeming’; and Theobald the Fleming, who was granted land in Douglasdale in the 1150s. In Moray all we have is one name: Berowald the Fleming, to whom Malcolm IV gave Innes and Nether Urquhart in the sheriffdom of Elgin.

The general context of both these settlements has been given by Ritchie, Barrow and Duncan. In short there is the fact that in both areas the traditional rulers had been ousted by King David, who replaced them with newcomers who had no local ties and could be trusted as faithful followers of the crown. In Moray, the Flemish character of this settlement is hard to define. Only Berowald is stated to be a Fleming. The other settler of importance has always been taken as such, mainly on the grounds of his Flemish-sounding name: Freskin.

Berowald had earlier held land in West Lothian, where he left his name in Bo’ness (Berowalds-toun-ness).19 He was granted a toft in the burgh of Elgin and became known among historians as the first landowner in Scotland whose feudal service was explicitly defined as including castle-ward20 His grandson appears in a charter from 1226 as ‘Waltero filio Johannis filii Berowaldi Flandrensis’,21 and it has been suggested that Berowald himself was one of the many Flemings who fled from England in 1155.22 This makes it impossible to know how much ‘Flemishness’ was left in Berowald.

Freskin is never called a Fleming in the sources. He was granted Duffus, where he built a motte, and other lands near Elgin, by King David I. Like Berowald, he held lands in West Lothian as well, in Uphall and Broxburn, south-east of Bo’ness. All we know about him is that his son William was confirmed by Malcolm IV in the lands which were given to Freskin by David I.23 His family became very powerful in Moray, and his sons adopted the name de Moravia, Murray. His son Hugh was given, or perhaps only confirmed in, the territory of Sutherland by the king,24 and his grandson, known as ‘Willelmus de Moravia, miles’ and ‘dominus de Suthyrlandia’, became, by about 1230, the first earl of Sutherland.25 Gilbert, son of Freskin’s younger son William, was archdeacon of Moray from 1203 until 1222, and bishop of Caithness from 1223 till 1245.26

It is impossible to be sure if any of the other settlers in Moray were Flemish and so we should be rather careful about using the term ‘Flemish settlement’ in this case. Important for the position of the Murrays, and their role as settlers, is the statement by Barrow that ‘they were never simultaneously major vassals of the king of Scots and of a foreign king …, and their lands in Scotland were held for knight-service, binding them in strict loyalty to the crown’.27

In Lanarkshire, we seem to be on firmer ground. The most important man there was Baldwin the Fleming, who was lord of Biggar and was the first known sheriff in Lanark, first recorded in 1162.28 If he is the same man as the ‘Baldwinus flam.’ who witnessed a charter of c. 1150 by Bishop Robert of St Andrews, he may have had some relationship with Freskin of Moray, as ‘Hugo fil. Fresechin’ and ‘Jordane Heyrum’ appear as other witnesses to the same charter.29 Whether this Jordan is the same as the Jordan the Fleming whom we noted earlier cannot be shown, but other relations between the settlers in Lanarkshire and those in Moray will be seen in what follows.

In Lanarkshire, Baldwin had a stepson John, who left his name in the village of Crawfordjohn at the southern limit of this settlement.30 Baldwin’s son and heir Waltheof was taken prisoner at Alnwick in 1174.31 In addition to holding land from the king, Baldwin also held land from fitz Alan, but had granted this fief in turn to Hugh de Pettinain, who got his surname from a village just west of Biggar and left his Christian name in the Houston in Renfrewshire which he held from Baldwin as well.32 Botherickfield, in the same parish of Houston in Renfrewshire, is named after Hugh’s son Bodric.33 Elsewhere, Hugh was a royal tenant himself, and he also held a Stewart fief of which he granted part to his brother.34 Furthermore, this same Hugh de Pettinain, and his son Reginald, held land in Romanno from the unnamed father of Philippe de Vermelles, whose name betrays an origin in Flanders.35

If we pursue this side-track for a while, it is interesting to note that Philippe de Vermelles, or perhaps his father, had been introduced into Scotland by Robert de Quincy, who was the first of this important family in Scotland and appears in the king’s service before the end of the reign of Malcolm IV.36 The origin of this family lies in Cuinchy, to the east of Béthune in French Flanders, and they may first have come to England as followers of Gunfrid of Chocques, who came with, or in the wake of, William the Conqueror.37 This Gunfrid originated from Chocques, which is only about two miles west of Béthune. Robert’s earliest lands in Scotland were around Tranent in East Lothian, where other Flemings held land, and he may have been the king’s justice in Fife.38 After his arrival, Robert de Quincy brought several other Flemings to Scotland, and it is interesting to list those. Apart from Philippe de Vermelles, I have also found the following: Alan de Courrières, Hugh de Lens, Robert de Béthune, Robert de Carvin and Roger de Orchies.39 All these names refer to places in a fairly small area between Lille and Lens in what was then the county of Flanders.

Returning to Baldwin and his successors in Clydesdale, we find Waltheofs son Robert as lord of a Richard Bard (Baard, or Baird), who, like his father Richard Bard, senior, held land of the fitz Baldwins in Strathaven. Again, this family of Bard is of uncertain, but assumed Flemish origin, and our Richard Bara, junior, appears in the sources in association with a Richard of Ghent who diea m Cleveland in 1139 40 Cleveland is known for its large proportion of Flemings among the Anglo-Norman landowners. It is apparently from there that many Flemings came to Scotland.

Another man from Cleveland, and of possible Flemish origin, was Roger Wyrfalc, and he in turn was associated with Hugh ‘of Bygris’, the son of Robert son of Waltheof son of Baldwin. This Roger Wyrfalc held land in Laurencekirk in the Mearns, which had formerly been held by Hugh fitz Baldwin, and he held this with the consent of Robert son of Werenbald who held Kilmaurs in Cunningham from a Morville41 This Robert, or his father Werenbald, was the ancestor of the Cunninghams and again a man of supposed Flemish origin. The charter in which this gift is confirmed is witnessed by a Hugh de Beumes (‘de Beaumys’),42 a name which probably refers to a modern Beaumetz, of which there are three in the modern département Pas de Calais (between Thérouanne and Hesdin, south of Arras, and near Cambrai) and one in the département Somme (near Doullens). If this Hugh was from one of these three places in Pas de Calais he might be considered a Fleming as well.

Returning from supposed to named Flemings we now turn to Robert, who left his name in Roberton in Upper Clydesdale and who appears as ‘brother of Lambein Fleeming’.43 It is after this Lambin that nearby Lamington is named. This Lambin appears in the sources also as Lambin Asa, generally taken to mean ‘Lambin son of Asa’. The estate Lambin had in Lamington was a fief held from the crown direct, like most of the other ‘Flemish’ estates in the area. Apart from this estate, he also held Draffan and ‘Dardarach’, in Lesmahagow parish, in feuferme from Kelso Abbey.44 In the same period, the 1150s, the abbot of Kelso gave another estate, in Poneil on the Douglas water, to another explicitly named Fleming, Theobald, and his heirs. Lambin the Fleming’s son James held Loudoun as an under-fief of Richard de Moreville.45

There were still more men in Upper Clydesdale of supposed Flemish origin, like Wice or Wizo, and Simon Loccard. Wice left his name in Wiston and gave, during the reign of Malcolm IV, the church of his estate and its two dependent chapels to Kelso Abbey. These chapels were those of neighbouring Roberton and Crawfordjohn, two estates we have already noted46 Simon Loccard gave his name to Symington on the Clyde and also held land in The Lee, north-west of Lanark, in an area where names like Lokhartbank and Lockart Mill show up on the map.47 Like other landowners in Upper Clydesdale, he also held land further west, where he left his name in yet another Symington, in Ayrshire, which he held of the Stewarts.48 Just like Lambin, Simon Loccard had a brother who stayed in his neighbourhood, Stephen Loccard left his name in Stevenston, in Cunningham, which he held of a Morville.49 The Loccards also held land further south, in Annandale, and probably either Simon or Stephen can be seen as the founding father of Lockerbie, Dumfriesshire.50 It was Simon Loccard who witnessed William I’s charter (1165x72) of Annandale to Robert de Brus at Lochmaben.51 Malcolm, son of Simon Loccard, also appears as witness in an Annandale charter.52

Interesting, but again without proof, is the possible relation between Flanders and the family of the famous Bruces. That there were more relations between ‘Flemish’ Upper Clydesdale and Annandale, the power base of the Bruce family, may be gathered from the fact that a further unknown Agnes de Bruce owned a knight’s fee in Thankerton about 1185. Her name survives on the map in Annieston, between Thankerton and Symington in Clydesdale.53 Another indication of Flemish influence in Annandale itself may be seen in the names Kirkpatrick-Fleming, just east of Annan, and Wyseby which might derive its name from another Flemish Wice or Wizo.54

Back to the Clyde: Thancard, also supposed to be Flemish, held an estate at Thankerton by Bothwell of an Olifard, and across the South Calder near Motherwell and in Upper Clydesdale near Lanark, of the crown direct.55 To finish this list there was William, the first of the Douglases, for whom there are strong suggestions, but again no proof, of Flemish origin.56 He held an estate of the crown along the Douglas Water and was a brother (or perhaps a brother-in-law) of Freskin of ‘Kerdal’ of whom it has been suggested that he was related to the Freskin we met in Moray.57 This Freskin of ‘Kerdal’ was an uncle of the Brice (‘Bricius’) of Douglas who became prior of the Tironensian priory of Lesmahagow and, in 1203, bishop of Moray. In this function he introduced many of his own brothers into his diocese, where he provided them with lands.58 Here, in Moray, they gained the riches which they later brought back to their base along the Douglas Water.

After this repetitive list of mainly possible, but unproven, Flemings, at least one thing becomes clear. The group of settlers in Upper Clydesdale formed a closely knit community consisting of people who both had numerous relationships of all sorts with one another, and who were actively involved in other areas with important settlements, as in Moray, Cunningham and Annandale. The one thing for which the sources do not even give us a single indication is who the people were whom these new landowners were ruling. Do we have here an actual settlement planted into former wasteland, or did a sitting population get new lords?

Looking at the map, I tend to opt for the former interpretation. Most of the names on the Ordnance Survey map of the area seem to stem from this period of twelfth-century settlement or later, and Celtic names are remarkably rare.59 Even most of the burns running into the Clyde between Lanark and Crawfordjohn have names in Scots.

Furthermore, the name Coulter appears for a hamlet just south of Biggar, surrounded by names like Coulter Mains, Coulterhaugh, Culter House, and the like. Especially in Flanders, and not in other parts of the Dutch-speaking area, the word kouter is not only used for the iron knife-blade of the plough, but since the twelfth century also for the field system of the agrarian community. In the bordering French-speaking areas the term was coultre, coulture60 If this interpretation is correct, the relatively level Coulter in Upper Clydesdale would probably be the site of the old field system belonging to Biggar, while the hill to the north-west of the town, which is named Biggar Common, might have been the common grazing. Similarly, at the bottom of Clydesdale between Wiston and Symington we find a Feufield, and, nearer to Symington, a Broadfield.

An exercise like this on a modern map may be very fascinating, but it is also rather dangerous when we have no other sources informing us about the changes in the landscape and the use made of the land during the past seven or eight hundred years. Since I do not even know what the landscape looks like in reality today, I will not pursue this exercise here.

If this part of Clydesdale was not cleared – or flocked with sheep – before the twelfth century, then our ‘Flemish’ settlers must have brought with them a considerable workforce of new fermers. In Pembrokeshire, where the situation was slightly different, as the Flemish settlers there played a defensive role against the Welsh as well, it is obvious that a whole group of Flemings came into the area to replace the Welsh population. In Lanarkshire there is no possible way of knowing if or how this happened, but since most of the Flemings holding estates in Upper Clydesdale came from England, and often also held lands in Lothian, it is more likely that if they brought in a new population this consisted of farmers from these areas.

At this point it may be illuminating to take a look at the Low Countries and the processes at work there. Not so much because this will tell us anything about the Lanarkshire Flemings, for of these incoming families of novi homines it remains true, as the seventeenth-century historian Hume of Godscroft wrote: ‘We do not know them in the fountain, but in the stream; not in the root, but in the stem; for we know not who was the first mean man that did raise himself above the vulgar.’61 But if we still believe we are talking about Flemings in some real sense, the situation in Flanders (and the Low Countries in general) at the time these people left it, might help us to understand why they left their old homes and why they were welcomed in their new ones.

One of the general trends which made people move about in Europe was a booming population growth in the eleventh and twelfth centuries. Especially in Flanders this must have been enormous, and towns rose up in a number and density previously unsurpassed north of the Alps. This urbanisation began in the south of the county, with towns like Ypres (Ieper), Arras (Atrecht), St-Omair (St Omaars), Douai (Dowaai), Lille (Rijsel) and Tournai (Doornik). The economic base for these cities was the production of, and trade in, cloth of a high quality. A growing population, however, also required more food, and so more land under cultivation.

This need coincided, probably more or less accidentally, with the first collective enterprises to defend the low-lying coastal areas against flooding. These works were mainly undertaken under the guidance of Benedictine and Cistercian abbeys.

In the tenth century the north-western coastal area of Flanders consisted of flat saltings. In charters we find these areas often as mariscos, the size of which is defined by the number of sheep which can be fed on them (sometimes specific numbers are stated for summer and winter grazing).62 Early in the eleventh century a start must have been made on building dykes to guard these saltings against flooding. The first references to this activity are circumstantial only, and our knowledge is partly based on the occurrence of place-names containing the word ‘dyke’ like Tubendic (1025 and 1038) and Isendycke (1046).63

The part which the count of Flanders played in this activity is brought to the fore in the years between 1055 and 1067, when the archbishop of Reims praised Count Baldwin V (1035–67) for his inventiveness and zeal in cultivating lands which seemed altogether useless for agriculture.64 It is important that these new lands are stated to have yielded harvests which were even better than those of the fertile old lands.65 This remark may be of more importance than has so far been thought, for we should perhaps conclude from this that the coastal saltings were rapidly changed from grazing areas for sheep into arable lands.

If this was the case, then the need to feed a growing population must have clashed with the need to produce enough wool to supply the equally growing cloth-industry in the cities with enough raw material. Hence, the cultivation of new land in Flanders may have been a direct cause for the overseas wool-trade in which England and Scotland became all-important. Significantly, this trade started about 1100.

The first real polders, reclaiming land from the sea, were created in this same area at about the same time. They must have been the first of their kind in Western Europe. Shortly after 1100 we first find the name Cadesand (Cadzand), indicating a set of quays (cade-) or dykes, and in a charter dated between 1138 and 1153 the word polder (polre) occurs for the first time. The reference is to a Sudh-polra near present-day Nieuwpoort (West-Flanders).66

That these newly-claimed and cultivated lands were populated rapidly can be inferred from the frequency with which new parishes were created67 Probably most colonists came from the directly adjoining coastal area, but others may have been attracted from further away. For those the term hospites occurs in the sources.68 The general impression is that the newly cultivated lands were populated with serfs, dependent on the abbey or the secular ruler supervising the cultivation. There must have been a great need for land, for it seems even to have been fairly common for freeborn men, and, significantly, women, to give themselves into serfdom to an abbey in exchange for land.69

Whether in the already densely populated Flanders hospites were actually invited from abroad is not very clear. Wherever in Europe hospites were received, however, they were given attractive rights, or were treated as free people.70

In other parts of the Low Countries, land reclamation and cultivation started at about the same period. Here we can see how, for example, in the large bogs in Holland and Utrecht the count would ‘sell’ a certain piece of land to an individual or a group of co-operating ‘buyers’. ‘Buying’ and ‘selling’ are the terms used in the charters in which such acts were recorded, and the whole seems to have functioned mainly as the creation of a concession with its own jurisdiction. The leader of the group of buyers was often given the position of bailiff, and the buyers were free to hand out parcels of the newly created jurisdiction for cultivation to whomever they liked. Rights and duties were fixed on favourable terms to make the new area attractive for settlers.71

Sometimes the buyers were themselves the first cultivators, but even then the charter often left them the freedom to sub-let part of their concession to others for whom we might perhaps use the term hospites. More frequently, it seems that the buyers consisted of a small group of entrepreneurs (or, more rarely, a single individual) acting as middlemen for the cultivators or colonists. In such instances it seems even to have been quite normal to ‘buy’ a concession first, and only to start looking for hospites (cultivators/colonists) afterwards.72

A term sometimes used in charters to designate the entrepreneur is locator, which might perhaps be understood as ‘allocator’ of the different plots in the new jurisdiction to the various colonists. Probably, in places where the cultivation was led by religious houses, as along the coasts of Flanders and the Northern Netherlands, these houses themselves acted as locatores, while the secular lords made use of middlemen to organise the practical realisation of extending their jurisdiction into the wilderness.

Unfortunately, none of the sources concerning all this give us any information about the hospites: who they were, where they came from, or how exactly they were brought together. Flemings, but in fact people from the Low Countries in general, were acting as colonists not only in the British Isles, but also in northern Germany and in northern and north-eastern France. Considerable numbers of low-born Flemings may also have been found in the wake of their nobility in the kingdom of Jerusalem, which existed from 1100 until 1118 under the two successive kings Godfrey of Bouillon and Baldwin I, who was also count of Flanders.73 Overpopulation was the chief reason for this readiness to leave Flanders and search for new opportunities elsewhere.

If we now look at the Flemings in Scotland and south-western Wales, they seem to fit into this general picture very well, though there are some marked differences also. In Pembrokeshire they seem to have been deliberately planted to form a buffer between the Anglo-Norman invaders and the native Welsh; in Moray and Lanarkshire as new settlers without traditional ties to the region, to break the old alliances of the native population or earlier rulers and so bring the area more securely within the power of the Scottish kings. Furthermore, they seem, both in Wales and in Scotland, to have come not so much as cultivators, but more as sheep-breeders and wool-merchants, directly in the interests of the cloth-industries in Flanders.

As traders and as people with an urban experience they were of use in the new burghs as well. In Wales there are indications suggesting a real Flemish population in at least the area around Haverfordwest. In Scotland evidence for such a massive plantation is not available, but the possibility cannot be ruled out. That Flemings in expatriation kept in touch with their homeland is not at all unlikely. In 1170 Slavic invaders could plunder a Frisian settlement near Lübeck without meeting much resistance. A number of the men had left the settlement temporarily to settle matters of inheritance ‘at home’ in Frisia74

What remains is the strong impression that both in Wales and in Scotland Flemish locatores were acting as organisers of these settlements. This of course raises the question of how these locatores knew there was work for them in Scotland and Wales, or how the Anglo-Norman barons and Scottish kings knew where to find the right locatores. In other words: how organised was this ‘emigration business’? Unfortunately, this question will remain unanswered, unless new sources come to light.
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FLORENCE V, COUNT OF HOLLAND, CLAIMANT TO THE SCOTTISH THRONE IN 1291–2: HIS PERSONAL AND POLITICAL BACKGROUND

Johanna A Kossmann-Putto

It would be carrying owls to Athens to dwell at any length on the details of Florence’s involvement in the Great Cause itself. They have been the subject of thorough research by Scottish historians and all relevant documents are available in Stones and Simpson’s well-known source edition. I only mention here a few fects: after the death of King Alexander III and of his heir, the Maid of Norway, a number of claimants to the throne presented themselves. Among the most tenacious was Florence, count of Holland His great-great-grandfather had married Ada, granddaughter of King David I and sister of King Malcolm IV and King William the Lion. Florence V claimed his right to the throne in the first place as a descendant from King David, and at a later stage on the allegation that Ada’s third brother, Earl David, had for himself and his descendants waived his title to the succession to the Scottish throne. This meant, Florence declared, that he had a better right to the throne than his distant cousins, Balliol, Bruce and Hastings, his most important rivals who all descended from Earl David. Although he could not, at first, show the necessary documents to prove his case, he assured the court convened in 1291 to weigh the various claims, that he would be able to provide them. King Edward I of England, as judge, allowed him ample time to produce them. And then, just before the matter was to be finalized, Florence withdrew his claim. Not because no document could be shown: two Scottish prelates had, in fact, supplied inspeximuses of what was said to be the authentic relevant charter. Complicated intrigues preceded his withdrawal from the competition and led to a pact with Bruce – studied by Grant G Simpson in a short but important article of 1957. But it is difficult to explain Florence’s behaviour. How seriously did he aspire to the Scottish crown?

To Dutch historians, Florence’s Scottish enterprise is as puzzling as it is to their Scottish colleagues. There is, to start with, a regrettable lack of documents on the Dutch side: a register in the General State Archive, composed after the death of Florence’s successor in 1299, contains copies of the two inspeximuses which I have just mentioned, actually forgeries (or inspeximuses of forgeries), apparently brought back from Scotland to The Hague after the withdrawal of the claim. The story of Florence’s pretensions is also mentioned in a chronicle, written by a contemporary who was well-informed on the count’s activities and must have had close connections with the inner circle of his court. It is called ‘Melis Stoke’s rhymed chronicle’.1 It contains a long passage on Florence’s Scottish policy and suggests that at his court this policy was followed with sympathetic interest. The author was thoroughly disappointed when at the critical moment Florence gave up his claims. Treason lay behind it, he thinks, but also says that the count sold his rights. What, we must ask, motivated the count of Holland?

In recent years, Florence’s endeavours have sometimes been explained as an expression of dynastic pride. On this view, the count owed it to himself and to the honour of his dynasty to aspire to the Scottish throne, and truly believed in his right to rule Scotland. We should not reject this idea out of hand Florence had reason to be proud of his ancestry. The House of Holland was ancient, although not powerful. It had its roots in the ninth century. Its origins are vague, but as far as we can retrace them, its members belonged to the nobility of the Empire. All sought their brides inside the German Empire, usually in nearby Nether-Lorraine and the Nether-Rhineland. There is, however, one exception to the rule and this was to involve Florence V in the Great Cause: in 1162 Florence III married Ada, granddaughter of King David of Scotland. The marriage does not fit at all into the normal pattern of the dynasty of Holland. Dutch historians, as far as I know, have never given a second thought to this anomaly, but anomaly it is. There were, in the twelfth century, no special ties between Scotland and Holland that could possibly explain it. Florence III’s foreign policy was concerned with the traditional relations and conflicts of his House with neighbouring Utrecht and Flanders, but much of his time went into the service of the emperor. Florence III was very much Frederick Barbarossa’s man. Even before he had succeeded his father as count of Holland, he appeared as a witness in Barbarossa’s charters; he followed the emperor on his Italian campaign in 1158 and again in the 1170s. At that time he figures prominently among the witnesses in several charters, being mentioned first in line after the ecclesiastical witnesses in most of them. In later years we find him at Barbarossa’s court in the Rhineland and eventually he followed his lord on the Third Crusade. He died in the Holy Land and was buried in Antioch next to the emperor. It seems reasonable to suppose that the Scottish marriage of 1162 was arranged by the entourage of the emperor and served some interest of the German Empire rather than one of Holland. It was also, perhaps, slightly above Florence’s station as a modest count: not until some years afterwards was he raised to the rank of prince of the realm, Reichsfürst, on a personal title. However that may be, in 1162 Florence sent the abbot of Egmond – the Benedictine monastery closely connected with his House – to Scotland and the prelate brought the bride to Holland with a large fleet (cum magno navium apparatu, ornatu et milicia advectam, says an Egmond Abbey chronicle). The marriage took place at Loosduinen, one of the count’s manors not far from The Hague.2

The next counts of Holland once more sought their brides in the Empire. Dirk VII was fully occupied with wars with his neighbours and, like his father, in imperial politics he kept on the side of the Staufen. The fact that his main opponent, the duke of Brabant, most of the time took the side of the other party, the Welfs, must have strengthened his determination to persevere in this traditional policy. Some years after his death his brother William managed to dispossess Dirk’s daughter of her rights and to get himself recognized as ruler of the county. His niece had married the count of Looz, south of Maastricht, another ally of the Staufen. It is not surprising to find uncle William on the side of Brabant and the Welf party, which included King John of England. When in the course of the struggle for Holland the niece fell into William’s hands, he sent her in safe custody to the English king, who held her a captive until a treaty with her husband had been concluded. But when in 1214 the Welf alliance was badly defeated at the battle of Bouvines, William – like the duke of Brabant – hastily went over to the other party. He did not, however, withdraw into the small-scale politics of the Low Countries. He had accompanied his father, Florence III, on his crusade in 1190 and seems to have kept a taste for large international enterprises. He joined the expedition that was meant to dethrone King John, his former ally, in 1216 and shortly afterwards went on a new crusade to Egypt. His second wife was a widow, the daughter of the duke of Brabant who just before the fatal battle of Bouvines had married the head of the Welf party, the unlucky Emperor Otto IV. The duke of Brabant was probably glad to be able now to remarry her off to his faithful follower, the count of Holland, but doubtless the alliance enhanced the prestige of the House of Holland.

Like father, like son. The fourth Count Florence joined a crusade in his turn, and he married Machteld of Brabant, a full sister of his father’s second wife, also a widow. He died in a tournament in France in 1234, slain – according to tradition – by a rival in a love-affair. During the first half of the thirteenth century the duchy of Brabant was predominant in the Nether-Rhine region and the counts of Holland profited from the alliance. It was thanks to the duke of Brabant (Henry II, brother-in-law of both William I and of Florence IV), that the House of Holland reached its height. When in 1247 the Emperor Frederick II Hohenstaufen had fallen in disgrace with the pope, and the papal party in the Empire no longer recognized his authority but wanted to elect somebody else in his place, the crown was offered to the duke of Brabant. But Henry II was far too prudent to accept such an unstable position and proposed his young nephew, William of Holland, as a candidate. The papal party agreed and as a result the count of Holland rose to the dignity of king of the Romans. He married the daughter of a powerful German prince, the count of Brunswick, a marriage more in agreement with his rank in the Empire than with his personal status or with that of his territory. After the death of Emperor Frederick and, some years later, of his son Conrad IV, William’s position was more or less assured. But when, in 1256, he went on a campaign to suppress a rebellion in the north of his own territory, he was killed. His son and successor, Florence V, was then one and a half years old.
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