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ForDavid,thesetdementoftheMorayquestionrepresentedoneofthekey
achievernents ofhisreign, despite the residual problena which it presented
to his successors into the thirteenth century. As a seat of challenge to his
hneage's possession ofthe throne ofScots, it was a threat which had to be
faced and overcome, buc the stmggie for mastery in the north was neither as
quick nor as easy as our traditional accounts have imph'ed.The threat from
Moray should not be underestimated, for David was subjected to sustained
chaHenge down into the middle ofthe rijos,a decade intohisreign,and for
part ofthat rime may have been confined to a core territory south ofthe
Tay, and possibly even south ofthe Forth.Victory in ii3O, although pre-
sented as a glorious triumph followed by a quick and easy conquest ofthe
northern territories, appears instead to have been followed by a hard-fought
war ofattrition which was only won through David's possession ofsuperior
resources in his southern redoubt and through his abihty to caU on the loy-
alty ofthe Gaehc magnates ofthe core ofhis ancestral kingdom.While the
great Gaelic lords may have been deeply suspicious ofthe man who would
be king, whom they barely knew and who may have regarded diem with
deep su5picion,David represented continuity ofa hne which had come to
almost nionopolise power, which had established most ofthese native lines
in their positions, and which offered security of possession of what they
already held and the prospect offurther gain.While David may have found
it difficult to idenrify with the culture ajid society ofhis Gaelic lords, he was
pragnutic enough to recogmse that they, rather than his Anglo-Norman
friends, represented the key to power in ScotJand. David's aLiance with his
native magnates gave him victory in the north, which in turn provided him
with the security to about face and consider a pohcy ofaggressive expan-
sion into northern England, free &oni threat in the traditional heardand of
his kingdora. From being the confiict which ahnost overthrew his kingship
at the outset, the conquest of Moray and the domination of the north
proved to be David's first steps on the road to the making ofthe medievaI
kingdom ofScotland.

CHAPTER SEVEN

Lord of the West

While the northern part of the fcingdom presented a grave chaI-
lenge to David's power between ii24 and ii34. the west had

posed simibr problems to him frorn. his first acquisirion of power in the
Southern Upknds in iuj. The 'west' faUs into two distinct blocks: the
south-west, an iU-defined zone west of the vaUcys of the rivers Nith and
Clyde; and the west Highland zone, extending &om Lennox and ArgyU in
the south northwards to Argyll of Moray and ArgyU of Ross in the north.
Beyond them lay a further zone ofchaUenge and threat in the kingdom of
Maim and the Isles, a territory over whith the Norwegian crown had exer-
cised an acrive and interventiomst overlordship as recently as iro3-' The
difficulties he encountered and the successes achieved in all ofthese areas
were closely inrerlinked.

The south-western district appears under the nebulous label of
'GaUoway' in the early tweUlh century.The name had a more precise pohd-
caI and termorial focus in the kingdom or lordship of GaIloway which
extended along the northern shore of the Solway Firth from roughly the
estuaryofthe Urrto the North Channel,-and whichlayourwith the orbit
ofeither the kings ofStrathclyde or their Scottish successors. In geographi-
cal terms, the country along the northern flank ofthe Solway is physicaUy
isolated from the rest of the Southern Uplands by the hUl barrier which
extends from Nithsdale westwards to the coast betweenWigtownshire and
Carrick. As a consequence, it looks naruraIly to the south and west, to
northern England, Man, and to lreland, and it was with those regions that it



had forged its chiefculturaI, spiritual and politicaI bonds by the beginning
of the twelfth century. Lying, moreover, st the pinch point of the North
Channel which separates the Irish Sea from the outer Firth ofClyde and
the Sea ofthe Hebrides, it had a strategic importance to rulers in mamland
Britain, che Isles and IreIand who wished to control the sea lanes of the
maritime west. Relations with the rulers ofchis highly strategic land wouId
be ofcritical importance for David in his drive to fix his gnp on both his
Cumbrian principaKty and,after ii24.on his throne in Scotland,

Galloway was notjust ofimportance to David and David was not Henry
Is only protege in thenorth.Some time around ii2o,the English kinggave
another ofhis brood ofbastard daughters to a rising star in the Gaeh'c world
ofthe inaritime west, Fergus,'King' ofGaUoway.>The date ofthis marriage
and the Unk_s which it forged are both highly significant, for in the late iiios
and early ii2os,Henry wasseekingto extendhis sphere ofinfluence within
the Irish Sea zone and into Ireland itself. It is widely recogmsed that Henry
used his numerous iUegitimate thildren to strengthen his influence, either
establishinginpositions ofpowerhis sons.suchas Robert,to whomhe gave
the earlctom ofGloucester in ii22, and Reginald,created Earl ofCornwaH
bythe Bmpressin ii4i,ormarryinghis daughters to important membersof
the Anglo-Norman aristocracy whose loyalty he wished to bind to the royal
house.Although fhe growing influence ofcanon law in inheritance pracrice
was placing a great stigma on bastardy in the early twelfth century any such
stigina was more than outweighed by their royal blood. Henry's daughters
were married primarily to members ofthe Norman and French aristocracy,
with ties being forged with the ducal house ofBrittany, the counts ofPerche,
and the londs ot Beaumont, BreteuJ, Montmirail and Montmorenci, aU
men ofstrategic importance on the exposed southern and westeni flaiJcs of
the duchy ofNormandy.There can be no doubt that Henry had a sunilar
purpose in mind with the marriage of SibyUa to King Alexander I, and far
from being a slur on Alexander's worth in the eyes ofthe tnglish klng it is,
in fact, a sign ofhis importance to Henry in that he was deemed worthy of
cuItivation in this manner.Tbe marriage ofanother daughter to Fergus of
Galloway is a further example ofthis policy and, for Henry, ofequal impor-
tance.Through it, Henry forged an alliancc with a ruler whose territories
occupied a strategic position on the north-western flank of England, and
whose naval and military strength made him a key figure in the highly
unstable world ofthe lrish Sea and the Norse-Gaelic west. It was to be the
basis ot an aUiance between the Galwegian and the Norman and Angevin
dynasties which ctidured for over a century/

LORD Of THE WEST

it is unknown how David viewed Fergus, but Fergus certainly at first saw
hrnise^"as the equaI ifnot superior ofthe 'Prince ofthe Cumbrian Region'.
Fergus, in Gaelic tradition, styled himserfas ri (a king) and clearly consid-
ered himselfto befree from any subjection to the KingofScots.Men from
GaUoway had served in Mael Coluim niac Donnchada's arimes ui the bite
eleventh century but on what basis is unknown. Given Fergus's own aggres-
sive expansion ofhis kingdom at the expense ofhis neighbours to east and
we5t, it is unKkely that any overlordship exercised by Davids father over
GaUoway had survived the upheavals ofthe decade after iog3- For David,
therefore,'King' Fergus was an unknown quantity who needed to be either
won over or neutraHsed. This uncertainty with regard to Fergus tnay have
been one ofseveral factors which prompted David to strengthen his posi-
tion around the head of the Solway in the early ii2os. While the
establishment of Roben de Brute in Annandale is generaUy assigned to
F124 on the basis of the charter in which David, as King of Scots, infefted
him with the lordship ofthat strategic valley,'it is now recognised that the
original award to Robert may have occurred very soon after Ranulf le
iMeschin had yiclded up Carlisle and Cumberland to Henry l.The grant of
Aimandale has been presented as part of a wider scheme of co-operarion
between David and Henry which saw die estabUshment ofAnglo-Norman
barorB in the three major vaUeys feeding into the Solway on the 'Scottish'
side of the border - Annandale. Eskdale and Liddesdale - possibly before
ii2o,*but aU that can be said widi certainty is that Robert de Bruce was
probably estabhshed between n2O and ii24. While his infeftmeni in
Annandale may have been a response to the removal ofRanutfle Meschin
from Carlisle, it is equaDy possible that it represented either part ofa rnore
general building up ofDavid's power in the region at the time ofthe briet
Anglo-Scottish crisis of ii22, or a response to the growing power ofFergus
in Galloway.

Fergus, however, quickly proved to be the least ofDavid's worries in the
west. His longer term plans for the development ofhis own power as prince
in Cumbria were overtaken rapidly by events in ii24 when his brother died
and he succeeded to the throne.As akeady discussed,David's succession was
not universaily welcomed by his Scottish subjects and from the outset he
had an uphiU batde to win acceptance froni the Gaehc magnates upon
whom the Scottish kings depended for control ofthe heartland ofthe king-
dom beyond the Forth. His illegitimate nephew, Mael Coluim mac
Alasdair, was able ro tap into the suspicions ofsome ofthe Gaelic lords and
mount a serious chaEenge to David in ii24-25-There is no evidence chat
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^ergus exploited this situarion to his own advantage, possibly because his
attennons were akeady focussed ebewhere but ako probably because ofthe
influence exerted over him by Henry 1, Othet Gaelic powers iii the west,
however, were not so hesitant and saw in MaeI Coluim a heaven-sent
opportumty to extend their own personal empires at the expense of the
King ofScots. Chiefamong these nien was GiUebrigte, or his son, Somaitle
mac GiUebrigta, ri ofArgyll, who emerged soon after 1124 as the principal
supporter ofMael Coluim's bid for the throne.

Gillebrigte or his son, Sorruirle, was a formidabte aUy for Miel Coluim
mac Alasdair and it is unfortunate chat we have oo indication of the
circumstances which brought them together or exattly when they forged
their aUiance. Davids presence at lrvine twice, once certainly in the period
ii24-28, couH indicate that it was a connection made very early in che
course of Mael Coluim's rising. The aUiance between A^yU and Mael
Coluim was founded on the pretenders marriage to a sister ofSomairle, the
date ofwhich isako unknown.Given,however,thatMael Coluimhadat1eait
two sons by this marriagebefore hiscapture in nj4,who were tojoin their
uncle iii an attack on Malcolm IV irnmediately after David's death in 1153/
then the marriage had occurred most probably by iijO at the latest, and the
king"s presence at Irvine no later than na8 points to a date before then.

For the ruler ofArgyU,Davids extemion ofhis power into the northern
and western parts of his Cumbtian principality may have been decidedly
unwelcome. Although he was probably regarded as an under-king by the
King of Scots (and Edgar's iop8 treaty with Magnus Bareleg of Norway
demonstrated the even in the late eleventh ccntury east-coast based kings
were still considered to be overlord of their ancestral honieknd in ArgyU),
Soinairle was very much a setf-made power who had constructed a personal
empire at the expense of MaiK, Norwegian and Scottish power in the
region.To the Scots, the King ofArgyll was a vassa] lord who, as we shaU see,
owed tribute to them, but Somairle certainly regarded hinuelflater in his
career as effectively a sovereign power free from 'foreign' overlordship.
Some historians have presented the conflicts between ArgyU and thc kmgs
ofScotsrtomthe naostothe ii6osintermsofGaeUctradirionahsts'hosril-
ity to the innovarive'feudalising' tendencies ofthe Scottish crown,*but that
view entirely misses the poinl that Sornairle or his father were active against
David from the nud-ii2Os, long before his 'feudaUsing' poUcies had made
any sigmficant impact on Gaehc Scotiand. Somairle's ptobabk hostihty
towards David was driven by no high-minded principles but sprang exclu-
sively from naked ambition and was a collision oftwo expansiomst powers

rather than a conflict of cultures. It must be remembered that in the
Lennox, David had a territory that marched with Gilkbrigte's and
Somairle's powerbase in ArgyU, while the Clyde estuary represented a zone
over which the ruler ofArgyU saw himse^"as the naturaUy dominant power.
The sudden emergence ofa new authority on the eastern shores ofthe tirth
was something which any ruler ofArgyU must have viewed with increasing
concern as he estabIished his own lotdship m the ii2Os. Furthermore,
David, Fergus of GaUoway, and 6lafV of Man were aU firmly within the
orbit ofHenry 1 ofEngland,and Somairle may have regardedthis extension
ofEnglish power into regions which he considered his own sphere ofinflu-
ence something which had to be resisted at aE costs. On a number ofplanes,
therefore, the King ofArgyU and Mael Coluim were narural aUies.

No detail survives at all of the fighting which led eventually to the
betrayal and surrender ofMael Coluim to his uncle.We can only conjecture
from the few briefstatements made byAilred ofRievaulx several decades
later that it was protracted and heavy, and involved naval and land expedi-
tions against the centres of powet in mainland ArgyU and the adjacent
isUnds. It was not, however, a war of conquest. Uavid apparendy did not
dispossess the King ofArgyU once he had secured his objective - the defeat
and capture of Mael Coluim - nor did he attempt to intrude his own
dependents into ArgyU itseLf. Such colonial expaniion in the west was prob-
ably far beyond his resources at that point in any case. His aim was
submission and acceptance of his overlordship and authority as King of
Scots by the ruler ofArgyU, and it is clear that he had achieved that design
by the middle ofdie ii30S. Somairle may have remained i reluctanc vassal
for the remainder of David's reign, but he recognised that David had
achieved real lordship in the west.

David's operations against Mael Coluim mac Alasdair and his western
alliesintheperiod ii24-34'nevitablyledtoanextensionandtighteningof
royal authority in the northern part ofgreater GaUoway.The inquest which
he had instructed to be carried out into the knds associated with the old
Cumbrian church ofGlasgow in around n2O-3i, while ahnost certainly
not offering anything like a complete picture, reveals an absence ofproper-
ties in the region later occupied by Ayrshae and Renfrewshire.^ In the
north, this exclusion ofGlasgow influence presumably reflects the sphere of
influence of the church of Govan, which may have been an older
Cunibrian episcopal, or at least monastic. centre. Further sooth, the position
is even hazier, but saint dedications in Carrick, for example, pouit to reh-
gious connecdons with the !sles rather than with mainland Scottish
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centres,"and a simOar picture appears to be the case in Cunninghame,The
possible rehgious aflDiations ofthese western districts do not appear to have
reflected the politicaI structures of the later eleventh and earher twelfth
centuries, for clearly the Cumbna bequeathed to David would otherwise
not have embraced the whole of what kter became the bishopric of
GlasgowThat David exercised at least a nomina] authonty over the lands
extending down the esstern shore ofthe otiter Clyde estuary is emphasised
by his grant to SeBtirk Abbey, recorded in his great foundation charcer to
the monks of around iI20-24, of the teind of his cain of cheese &om
'GaUoway'." In his grandson's ii59 charter ofconfirmation io the monks of
Kelso, to whcre David had moved the Selkirk community in 1128, the detail
of the award and its subject: niatter was gready expanded to the teind of
cain of cattle, pigs and cheese 'from the four kadrez of that ^art of)
GaUoway' which had been held by David during the reign ofAlexander 1."
The ii59 charter gives no fbrther information as to where or what these
fed<irejwere,butinan earliercharterofaround ii36in whichDavidgranted
the church ofGlasgow the teind ofhis cAin ofcatde and pigs'excepting the
years when I come there and consume my cain, four districts - Strathgryfe,
Cunninghanie, Kyle and Carrick - are named"Evi<ience that these units
represented the four kadrez ofthe n>y charter is purely circumstamiaJ, but
the fact that they were included within die Sec ofGksgow as it emerged in
the mid-twelfth century offers stroi^ corroboration."The imphcation is
that David considered those districts to have formed a portion of his
Cunibrian inheritance, or that they, hke lo%ver Tweeddale, formed an addi-
tional territory over which he succeeded in ckiming authority.

David's charter to the church of Glasgow reveals diat he considered it
possible that he would visit his western territories and, as a result, would
require his rights to resources there to sustain his hou&ehold.There is, how-
ever, evidence to suggest that David only ever entercd the country west of
Clydesdale on two occasions in his reign, bodi probably in uSe crisis years
between ii24 and rij4 when he was fighting to extend his authority out
from his poLhical powerbase in tlie south-eafit ofthe country.The first occa-
sion is dated 112^-28, when David issued a command to the vassals of the
monks of Dunferndine to perforrn the services which they owed to the
tnonastery and to assist in die building work there which had probably
started soon after ii24- The king's brieve was issued at 'Strathirewin in
GaIwegia', i.e. Irvine in Cunningham,"which would be deveIoped as a
burgh kter in the tweUth cenmry under its Morville lords. The second
occasion is recorded in a charter, also in favour ofDunfermline but after its

elevation to the status ofabbey in ii28 and before about ii36, when Earl
Gille Michel of Fife, one of the witnesses, died. It, too, was issued at
'Strathyrewen in GaKvegia'."'The issuing oftwo royal acts on two quite
separate occasions from the sanie place is not in itseU"unusual, but given that
these two documents are the only ones to survive that were issued by David
anywhere west ofCadzow and Glasgow implies that lrvine was, at least in
the period before ii36,ofparticukrsignificance to htni.

In the early i22Os, when David's great-grandson Alexander II was under-
taking a series of naval and mihtary campaigns in the outer Clyde estuary
and southern ArgyE region. Irvtne apparendy served as the key base from
which sea-bome operations were launched.'" It seems highly likely, given
the support for Mael Coluim mac Alasdair ofTered by Somairle mac Gille
Bngta,ruler ofArgyll,againstwhose descendants the i22i-22 campaigns of
Alexander iI were launched, that lrvine served in the ii2Os and early ii3<K
as the springboard for David's ofFensivc against his nephew'? aiHes in the
west. Such activities Gt neacly into die speech attributed by Ailred of
Rievaubc to Robert de Bruce ofAnnandale on the eve ofthe Battle ofthe
Standard in ii38,inwhich referenceis made to navaI opeiations from west-
coast bases against Mael Coluim and his associates.'* Further support for the
possibihty that David was based at Irvine in connection with mih'tary
actions lies in the subject marter ofhis second act in favour ofDunfermline,
which freed in perpetuiry the abbey's vassals from petformance of the
labour service owed to the crown ofbuilding fortresses, bridges and other
royal works.'^In the military crises ofthis early phasc ofhis reign,David
nuy have been torced to ignore exemprioiis from such service dues which
he and his predecessors had granted to the Church, and the need for labour
to build castles returns us neatly to Robert de Bruce's speech, where he
rcfers to the defences constructcd in the course oftheir operations against
Mael Coluim.

An Argyll alliance with Mael Coluim required Uavid to consokdate his
hold on the western portion ofhis Cumbrian principahty and extend his
direct power all the way to the Clyde estuary proper.AIdiough we have no
surviving charter evidence to support this possibility, it is Hkely to have been
as a consequente of the threat posed by Somairle's sea-power that David
began to introduce some of his most dependable vassak into this western
dJstrict.The most sigiuficant awards were to Hugh de Morvil1e,who gained
all ofCunningham with its caput at Irvine, David's western base for the
campaigns against ArgyU, and Walter fitz Aian. who received the three dis-
tricts ofRenfrew, Mearns and Strathgryfe and possibly ako northern Kyle
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by around ii36."It is often forgotteti that the Clyde estuary formed one of
the most contested internal frontiers ofthe kingdom in the later twelfth and

thineenthcenturies,butDavid'sarrangementsforthesecurityofitseastcrn
shores shows acute awareness ofthe dangerous exposure ofthis long coast-
hne to sea-borne assauk by Mael Coluim's allies in ArgyU and the Isles.
Ahhough thac direct threat had been neutralised by Mael Colnim's capture
and imprisonment in ii34> David remained deeply aware ofthe threat from
the west and chose to extend his authority into that zone whenever the
opportumty presented itsetf.

The events of ii34 probably marked the end for the time being of
Somairle's involvenient in the challenge ofthe meic Alasdair for the throne.
Certainly,ifwe can phce any faith in the long tist ofprovinces which con-
tributed men to die njS canipaign in Englaiid provided by Ailred of
Rievaulx, warriors fiora Lorn and rhe Hebrides were present at the Batde
ofthe Standard,fighring alongside the men ofLothian, Ganoway,Cumbria,
Teviotdale, Scotia proper, and Moray." This list of regiona) contingenK
akme provides striking evidence for the extended reach ofDavid's author-
ity by the latet ii3Os. It is possible that David's imposition oflordship over
Somairle and his Argyll domain, evident by the ii4-Os in his award ofcom-
ponents of the royal cain from ArgyU and Kintyre to the support of the
canons ofHolyroodAbbey,"resuked in David's encouragcment ofSomairle
to expand his own sphere ofauthority into the isbnd doinain ofKing 6lafr
of Man. Certainly, Olafr appears around the period ii3S"+o to have
attempted to ring-fence his own position with a series ofmarriage alliances
between his own famdy and neighbouring powers, among which was a
match ofone ofhis iUegitimate daughters with Somairle.The precise date
ofthis union ii unknown,butislikely tohaveoccurrcd before about H4O,
given the fact that the eldest son ofthe couple was deemed old enough to
exercise kingship by about ii56-57-" It would seem, therefore, that a con-
certed efibrt was being made to draw the king of Man into a network of
alh'ances that came togecher ultimately in David.

Until ii35, Olafr had, Hke David, been a protege of Henry and had
enjoyed his protection since soon after noo. 6lifr, however, abo enjoyed
strong ties with Stephen, whose !ordship ofLancaster made him a near
neighbour in the eastern sector ofthe lrish Sea,^and it is possible that he
may have aligned with him from the first days ofthe struggle with Matilda.
For David, a weakening ofthe position ofthe Manx king may have been a
necessary accompaniment to the projection ofhis own authority into the
northern Irish Sea zone. The tying of Olafr into the Scotrish orbit was
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achieved largely through his marriage, probably shortly before ti4O, to
Affrica, daughter of Fergus of GaUoway." While this match could be pre-
sented as an independent action by Fergus designed to strengthen his own
influence in the kingdom of Man and the Isles, its probablc date suggests
strongly that David's hand lay behind it. Certainly, as David consolidated his
grip on the north-west ofEngland and,inthe summer ofii4i extendedhis
power south through Copeland, Furness and the Honour ofLancaster, he
replaced Stephen as the dominant force in the northern Irish Sea zone.That
fact and any pressure that was being brought to bear on him by Somairle
would have brought Olafr into David's orbit.

The eSectiveness and extent ofDavid's enhanced authority in the west
became evident in ii36-The dedicarion ceremony ofthe new cadiedral at
Gksgow occurred in the summer of that year and charters issued around
that time indicate the gathering of a significant number of Gaelic and
Anglo-Norman magnates in Davids company. At Gksgow, Davld was
sttended by Fergus of GaEoway and his younger son, Uhtred, who was
Henry I's grandson, Raddf, son of Dunegal, lord of lower Nithsdale, his
brocher DomnaU, lord of upper Nithsdale, and a number of other mtive
lords from the Lennox and what is now eastern Srirh'ngshire."A second
charter,issuedatthe royal estate ofCadzow in Clydesda!e a short rime after
the Gksgow gathering, shows diat other lords with west^:oast interests had
been present.These included Hugh de MorvUle and Walter fitz Alan, both
ofwho probably already held their lands on the Clyde coast by this time."
Here, then, we seem to have an assembly ofDavid's key aUies and vassals in
the south-west, men who would shortly provide him with significant mili-
tary aid in his invasion ofnorthern England.By iij6, therefore, David had
achieved an unprecedented mastery of mainknd Scodand. Direct royal
authority had been imposed over the whoIe of the Southern Uplands
except for Fergus' domain in Galloway, while north of the Forth royal
power was entrenched firmly from the Moray firthknds to Argyll, Fife to
Buchan. Outwith that expanded core, the stiU notionaUy independent
rulers ofGaUoway, Orkney, Caithness and the Isles had been brought into
his orbit, and Davids influence extended from Man to the Northern Isles.
The reah'ty of that power would be revealed soon afterwards when David
shifted from consolidarion witi^in his own kingdom to a policy ofaggres-
sive expansion.


