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INTRODUCTION

This thesis is an attempt to discover the administrative pro-
cedures employed in Scotland's premier, largest, and wealthiest see under
seven blshops holding office between 1202 and 1328. The period under
consideration opens with the climax of the great innovative period of
the twelfth century, which saw the transformation of the Scottish church
from a decentralised Celtic institution, maintaining tenuous or inter-
mittent links with England and the continent, to a national and "western"
church sharing common institutions, attitudes, personnel and language
with the rest of western Christendom. William Malvoisin (1202-1238)
stands at the end of a line of reformist bishops beginning with th?
episcopate of "Scotland's Lanfranc'", Bishop Robert (1127-—1153). The
Frenchman Malvoisin was succeeded by the first native-born bishop of St.
Andrews since the last of the Celtic line of bishops, Fothad (d. 1093).
In many ways the episcopate of Bishop David Bernham is the most inter-
esting of the seven which are the subject of this study, for in this
man's career it is possible to see the channelling into Scotland of many
of the reforms initiated by the third and fourth Lateran councils and
the Council of London in 1237. 3Bernham may fairly be described as
Scotland's Grosseteste.,

In a sense Bernham's episcopate marks a climax in the history of
the diocese. The rest of the century evidences an increasing political
enphasis in the careers of the bishops and the affairs of the diocese.
This is partially the outgrowth of the careers of the men who succeeded
Bernham as bishop, obtaining the office largely through royal and family
patronage and political self-seeking. The height of this trend is
reached in the career of William Wishart (1270—1279) sy but before this

bishop there had been two pontificates which came about due to the
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political machinations surrounding the young king Alexander III. In
a sense, this use of the premier see in the Kingdom as a partisan or
political sinecure was an outgrowth of the close relationship between
royal authority and the church which had been a part of the fabric of
life in Scotland since the mission of Columba. The extent of crown
influence over the church and the episcopate in Scotland might have
shocked Gregorian reformers (if they ever heard of it) y but it was an
important and accepted part of the exercise of kingship in Scotland.
By the twelfth and thirteenth centuries it was too ancient to allow
serious modification. The Comyns in providing their candidates,

Abel (1254) and Gamelin (1255-1271), to the see were thus following in

a long-established tradition.

The last two bishops to be studied, William Fraser (1279-1297)
and William Lamberton (1297-1328) represent a new '"nationalist' phase
in the Scottish episcopate. Both men, from minor baronial and
knightly families, were caught up in one of the first "nationalist"
wars in BEuropean history, the Scottish war of independence. It 1is
perhaps superficially ironic that they, as members of an intermnational
church, should be consistent supporters of Scottish claims to independ-
ence. This dichotomy is more apparent than real, for the national
self-consciousness of the Scottish church was itself a product of the
twelfth-century integration of the Scottish church with western Chris-
tendom: a consciousness forced upon the leaders of the church by the
failure of David I to obtain metropolitan status for St. Andrews and
the repeated attempts of i:he English church to claim superiority over
the Ecclesia Sgoticana. Fraser and Lamberton were inheritors of this
tradition. The military and political struggle against England
represented for them the consummation of a long struggle against the

claims of both English archbishoprics to have jurisdiction in Scotland.
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It can be seen from this brief outline of the careers of the
seven bishops that the general trend of the history of the diocese,
with the possible exception of the outbreak of the wars with Ekngland,
differs little from what was probably the common experience of other
dioceses in the same period. Why then study St. Andrews? There axe
two major answers to this question. First St. Andrews is important
because it was Scotland's premier see, enjoying a national prestige
roughly analogous to Canterbury in England. Its bishops had anciently
borne the title Ardescop Alban (High Bishop of Alba) and continued to
bear the title of Episcopus Scottorum as an alternative to the more
usual title of St. Andrews until the late thirteenth century. The
bishiop of St. Andrews was in many respects the ecclesiastical counter-
part of the king of Scots: he was the chief pontiff of the shrine of
the national saint and therefore had the right to join the earls of
Fife in the enthronement ceremony of the kings of Scots. King and
bishop represented two aspects of a common ancient national jdentity.
The second reason for studying St. Andrews diocese is that it was the
largest and wealthiest in medieval Scotland. Its borders coincided
with the area of most complete and effective royal control. It was
also geographically most open to southern influences. Thus to gain
some idea of the administration of this see would provide a key to the
study of other contemporary Scottish dioceses.

It might seem that with its openness to southern influences the
diocese of St. Andrews would have presented a northern mirror to
southern practices. In some respects this was the case. For example
the introduction of territorial archdeaconries into the northern and
southern halves of the diocese was an innovation which was clearly
modelled on Durham prototypes, but the areas which the two archdeacons

served were the two major traditional subdivisions within the diocese:
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ocotia and Lothian. Thus in this change as in so many others there

remained a traditional background to innovation and these innovations,
which were alien in origin in many cases, remained alien in their new
Scottish context. The twelfth-century definition of the parish was in
many lnstances, especially north of the Forth, fitted into an ancient
and traditional geographical system. Thus in this area the parish
often corresponded with thanages. Deaneries north of the Forth take
their name, and apparently their boundaries as well, from the number

L There can be no other

of the eponymous regions of southern Pictland.
explanation for the fact that the churches of Edzell and Dunlappie and
the chapel of Dalbog, although geographically contiguous with the
deanery of the Mearns, continued to be listed as part of the deanery of
Angus, or indeed that a distinction should be made between the two
arcas when the deaneries were never held except by the same 1:«=;-J:'sonq..2

Such geographical traditionalism is the most obvious of the
survivals which must have shaped the administration which was created
and exercised by the medieval bishops of St. Andrews. DNow it is only
possible to suggest that the role of traditional forms and practices
was far greater than the surviving evidence may indicate. The most
obvious barrier to obtaining a fuller understanding of the influence of
such survivals is language. Along with a common set of institutions
the Scottish church of the twelfth century also received a common
language, Latin, employing common formulas to describe a wide variety
of situations. Obviously these generalised formulae are impressive

evidence of the integration of the Scottish church into the commonty of

the medieval church, but at the same time they form a barrier between

l. See Map I and Chron. Picts-Scots, 135-7.
2. Watt, Fasti, 317-19, and Map IV.
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the student and the actual event. In Scotland this difficulty 1s per-
haps greater than it would be, for example, in France, for the alien
language is describing traditional Scottish social and political forms,
which owed nothing to the administrative landscape left by the Roman
empire. Occasionally the documents allow glimpses of the underlying
facts, for example in the taking over and Latinising of the traditional
Celtic renders of cain (food payments to the lord) and conveth (hospi-
tality to the lord). More often, however, it is only possible to
attempt a kind of imperfect extrapolation from the generalised picture
presented by charters and other written accounts of a particular under-
lying reality.

The major difficulty in the study of the diocese of St. Andrews
in the medieval period is the relative lack of evidence. Not only is
this scarcitystriking by comparison with the rich survivals of recoxrds
of the medieval dioceses of England, but it is also apparent with regard
to several of St. Andrews' Scottish neighbours, notably Glasgow, Brechin,
Aberdeen and Moray for which diocesan registers or other collections of
medieval material survive. The Great Register of St. Andrews survived
until the late seventeenth century'l but is now known only by a list of
its contents which, among other places, is printed in the introduction
to the Bannatyne Club edition of the priory register. Many of the
entries in the lost Great Register survive as original charters or can
be partially reconstructed on the basis of other survivals, but the
loss of the entries on history or the account of the dedication of the
cathedral in 1318 can never be fully made good. There is no direct
evidence that the thirteenth-century bishops kept any sort of record-

book or register, but it would have been extraordinary if they had not.

1. Pinkerton, Fngquiry i, 451 n. 1.



Evidence has recently come to light that the dean of Christianity in
Fife and Forthriff kept such a book by the late thirteenth century.l
Thore is, moreover, abundant evidence of a highly developed and elabor-
ate episcopal household and chancery which would have been responsible
for and dependent on some kind of efficientdiocesan archive.

VWhat sort of materials are available for the study of St. Andrews
diocesa during this decisive period? Above all, there is the surviving
priory register, printed by the Bannatyne Club in 1841.2 Then there
are the diocesan records and monastic cartularies printed by the
Scottish publishing clubs of the nineteenth century and by the Scottish
History Society. So far as is known the only unprinted monastic
cartulary is the Arbroath Register in the British Museum.3 By far the
largest collection of original MSS used in the preparation of this
thesis are the Coldingham Charters in the Prior's Kitchen, Durhanm.
Smaller collections are to be found in Edinburgh in the Register House
collection of charters and various collections in the National Library
of Scotland, notably the Sir James Balfour of Denmilne collection.

Still, by English standards this collection of material is scant,
es the entries in Appendices II-IV make clear. Paradoxically, this
situation made for some of the excitement of the research for this
thesls, for every new discovery seemed proportionally greatly to
increase the amount of information available. A case in point was the
notice of the charter printed in the NRA (Scotland) Report 153, which
mentioned forinsec service owed to the king and the bishop: the first

explicit roference I found to military service being owed by episcopal

l. NLS Acc. 3958-

2. The original is SRO GD 45/27/8.
3. BM MS 33245.
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tenants. This charter led me to the Makgill of Makgill charters in the
Scottish Record Office 1 and provided me with about a quarter of all the
information I have been able to find about the nature of secular feudal- |
ism on eplscopal demesne.

Besides the survival of documentary material, there are other
sources avallable for study, most notably the shape of Scotland itself.
It becomes obvious to anyone looking at a physical map of the country
that geography must be a force in shaping the growth of the Scottish
nation. The diocese of 5t. Andrews is subdivided by the two great
firths of the Tay and the Forth. The northern extent of the diocese
was determined by the barrier of the Mounth; to the south the political
and geographical border with England also defined the diocesan boundary.
Within these limits and two subdivisions, however, were the eponymous
tribal regions of the southern Picts, and the smaller enclaves such as
thanages and the precincts of monasteries and cult sites, such as the
Boar's Railk and St. Andrews itself. These pre-existing subdivisions
determined in large measure the twelfth-century reorganization of the
land into secular fiefs, parishes and deaneries. Geography becomes,
therefore, a determining feature of the ecclesiastical landscape,
shaping it and naming it and in the end outliving it. Many of the
geographical anomglies of the medieval church were taken over into the
secular subdivisions of the medieval Scottish state and survived
virtually intact until the late nineteenth-century boundary reforms.

Despite these striking evidences of geographical continuity there
has been little or no attempt to discover the territorial origins of
the diocese. This lack is all the more surprising when it is con-

sidered against the background of the relative wealth of writing on the

1. SRO GD 82, nos. 1-4.
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background of rural settlement, parish origins and the feudal settlement
of the diocesan area.l Even more remarkable is the long silence about
the early history of St. Andrews itself, the origins of the cult of St.
Andrew and the subsequent history of royal patronage and encouragement
of the cult of the spostle. Since W.F. Skene's article on the early
history of St. Andrews in the Proceecdings of the Society of Antiquaries
of Scotland in 1863 no new assessment of the history of Celtic St. Andrews
has been attempted: but this century of silence is son to be broken by
Mrs. Marjorie .Anc';ie:r:'ssc:'n«.»2

The lack of work on the early history of St. Andrews is indicative
of the kind of problems awaiting the student of medieval Scottish
history. It has recently been remarked that the study of the medieval
history of Scotland is entering its Pollock and Maitland period. This
is an exciting background against which to work, but it can also be a
frustrating and time-consuming one. On the one hand the ''underdeveloped"
state of Scottish medieval studies engenders a kind of pioneer spirit
amongst its practitioners,; which has been one of the personal delights
of the research for this thesis. The mutual help and encouragemnent
among Scottish medievalists was one of the unexpected dividends of my
work. On the other hand there have been constant and time-consuming
delays. Unt'il the publication of the second draft of D.E.R. Watt's
Fagti Ecclesiae Scoticanae Medii Aevi it was necessary to work on the

basis of a crude card-index of witnesses to charters, cathedral and

diocesan officials and benefice-holders which had, nevertheless, taken

l. See G.W.S. Barrow, "Northern English Society in the Twelfth and

Thirteenth Centuries," Northern History iv, and "Rural Settlement
in Central and Eastern Scotland: the Medieval Evidence," SS vi

(1962); Cowan, "Parishes,"; Morgan, '"Organization'.

2. In an essay on'St. Andrews before the Normans," in a volume in
honour of R.G. Cant (forthcoming).



xiii

several months to compile. Another serious lack is that of even a
hand-list of the acts of King Robert I: doubtless my understanding of
Bishop Lamberton's national and political role would have been greater
if I had at least known where to look for the acts of his royal friend
and ally.

In the course of my work it has become clear that there are a
number of specialist studies which must shortly be undertaken before
anything like a comprehensive understanding of the history of the medi-
eval church in Scotland can be obtained. It is obvious that Scottish-
papal relations in the twelfth and thirteenth centuries are of crucial
importance, for it was the papacy which provided the Scottish church
with its curious acephalous national government, and made that church
its special daughter, and then, too late, created not one but two
archbishoprics in Scotland. No systematic study has been made of the
relations of Saotland with the papacy in the twelfth and thirteenth
centuries. This means that such questions as the history of papal
judges delegate, papal taxation, and reforms have had to be dealt with
in a scanty and rather uncritical fashion.

The material for a history of papal taxation in Scotland is avail-
able, but it was beyond the scope of this thesis to attempt, for
example, to relate the different assessments contained in various
monastic cartularies and determine to what period of collection they
belong. Instead I have had to deal with them as a kind of revealed
truth: by and large I have based my discussion on the figures con-
tained in the St. Andrews liber and the rolls of the collector, "Bagi-
mond", active in Scotland in the 1270s and 1280s.

Another lack is the study of the origins of the legislation of the
Scottish church. In the course of this thesis I have referred, again

uncritically, to the statutes printed in Robertson's Concilig and in



xiv

translation in Patrick!s Statutes. The debt of the Scottish church to
English church legislation and English example is obvious, but as yet
not fully understood. Even the dates of this legislation are uncer-
tain. I have tried to put the thirteenth-century statutes contained
in these collections into some kind of chronological framework: the
first time this has been attempted so far as I am aware since loxd
Hailes's attempt in the late eighteenth century. My chronology is
intended as a kind of interim framework, not a definitive statement.

A more systematic analysls will have to be done, following the lead of

C.R. Cheney and others in tracing the sources of the legislation of the
English church.

Given these and other lacks it may seem, therefore, that an
attempt to uwderstand the administration of the diocese of St. Andrews
is an act of historical presumption which only a rash foreigner would
attempt to carry out. Here is a diocese with only one surviving
register and a scattering of other documentary remains. Furthemoxfe,
what survivals there are are almost entirely those dealing with the
upper reaches of the diocesan hierarchy. Evidences of life at the

literal parish pump are virtually non-existent.

Yet in the end the enterprise is justified. Enough survives and
enough is known of conditions elsewhere to reconstruct, if only in
broad outline and in primary colours, a picture of administrative
procedures. The reconstruction instead of being an act of presump-
tion is more an act of faitht a start must be made somewhere in assess-
ing and understanding one of the most obscure aspects of Scotland's
very obscure ''golden age" of the thirteenth century and the 'age of
lead" which followed it. It has been suggested that the thirteenth
century is called ""golden" precisely because nothing is known about it.

In some senses this is so. It is also true that in comparison with



gsome Of the innovations of the twelfth century and the violence of the
centuries which followed, it was a period of peace, assimilation and
consolidation. If this generality is true of the secular history of
the century, it was also true of the church. This thesis is a study

of how Scotland's premier see used this time of repose to build a system
of diocesan government which would be tested in the most trying con-

ditions of invasion, disruption, and civil war; and which would

prevail.
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CHAPTER I

WILLIAM MALVOISIN, 1202-1238

The epliscopate of Bishop William Malvoisin at St. Andrews
coincided with one of the major innovative periods of the medieval
ohurch.l Malvoisin was a contemporary of the greatest of medieval
popes, Innocent III, and his important successors, Honorius IIl and
Gregory IX. He attended the fourth Lateran council, and made one
other journey to the papal court during his long pontificate. There
was regular contact between the bishop and the papal court, for ques-
tions were referred to the Curia for advice and the papacy delegated
specific questions to the bishop and his associates to be dealt with
at local level.

The early thirteenth century was 3136 é time of religious and-
aesthetic innovation and unrest. Scotland, with England, was spared
the problem of widespread heresy which was so marked a feature of
religious and social 1life on the continent, although Malvoisin's
French relations were involved in Simon de Montfort'a Albigensian
crusade. Instead Scotland reaped some of the benefits which resulted
from innovations which were initially intended to deal with these

problems. During Malvoisin's episcopate both the major mendicant

orders were introduced into Scotland, as well as the austere

l. The "modern" form of the bishop's surname is used throughout this
theslis, since it is the form most widely known and used. In con-
temporary or near contemporary documents, when the surname is used
at all, it usually appeared as Mauvaisin (for example in lawrie,
Annals, 319; St. A. Lib., 339) or Malvaisin (Lawrie, Annalsg, 322;,
Malveigin (Melr. Lib., i, nos. 42, 69, 93; Glas. Reg., i, no. 97

or Mi.legicinus see Lawrie, Annals, 314, 319, 343; Melr. Iib., i,
no. l121).
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Valiscaulian order.l The bishop himself was probably responsible for
the completion of the cholr of his cathedral church, which had been

begun by Bishop Armold. It may be that it was his personal taste
which detemined the transitional Gothic of the triforium and clere-

gtory as well as the shafted choir piers.2

The bishop and his diocese were to play a part not only in the
political history of Scotland but in that of England and France as
well. In the end, however, Malvoisin's greatest influence was to be
as a diocesan and premier bishop of the Scottish province: this 1s

reflected in his brief biography written by the seventeenth-century
St. Andrews historian, George Martine:

William Malvoisin recovered the rents of this gee being
alienated by his predecessors, advanced the fabrick of the
cathedrall, and suffered none to usurp upon the church and

its possegsions. He was chancellor of the kingdome, and

crowned / sic _7 King Alexander the second; and christened him
also, sayes some. He brought home out of France some Dominicans,
Franciscang, Jacobines [g;g_ _7, and of the monks called Vallis
Umbrosae f sic _7, not known here before, who by their craft

end pretensions to ane austere life, supplanted the credit of
the priests, and were upheld by the Pope, whose designs they
advanced. This bishop founded the hospitall of Lochlevin,
called Scotland Well, dedicated to God and the blessed virgine,
for the maintenance of poor people resorting thereto, cum terris,
decimis, obventionibus, oblationibus et omnibus aliis ad eandem
ecclesiam Urch-hitihumenesin (the kirk of Moonzie ) pertinentibus

(salvis nobis et successoribus nostris synodalibus) sayes the
foundation, which was about the year 1230. 3

Malvoisin was a Frenchman. He probably came from the lower
Seine valley between Paris and Rouen where a family of that name had

held the castellanship of Mantes in the twelfth cen‘lsu.ry«.'dr A layman

1. Martine, Reliquiae, 225-6; Easson, Religious Houses, 98-102, 105,
108, 70-l. ©See below, p. 25.

2. Cruden, "Cathedral," 11.
3e Ma.rtine, Re}.iguiae, 225—6-

4. Barrow,; thesis, 238 and n. Alternatively, it has been suggested
that Malvoisin came from the leicestershire branch of the family.

1 am indebted to D.E.R. Watt for this suggestion. For family back-
ground see Appendix VI.
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of the name witnessed several charters of Henry I, ¢.ll75-8, in com-
pany with Saer de Quincy, brother of Robert de Quincy, a justiciar in
Scotland between 1171 and 1178.1 It was probably through the de
Quincy connection that Malvoisin, and at least one other member of his
family, came to Sootland.2 He was a member of the royal chancery by
the latter part of the 1180s.

Malvoisin may have been trained at a cathedral school or univer-
gsity, possibly at the school of Rl';eims which had a strong family
connection. In an age which was becoming increasingly exact in the
use of the title magister to indicate a university-trained pexrson,
Malvoisin is only once so designated, in a Durham charter.3 The post-
hunous statement by John le Romeyn that Malvoisin was learned in the
law may indicate some formal training in the subject, but after three
decades and more in the episcopate it would have been remarkable if a
man of Malvoisin's propensities had not gained a thorough working
practical legal knowledge.4 Whatever his early training, there can be
no doubt of his ability and conscientiousness in asserting and protect-
ing his jurisdictional rights. The 1201 letter to him from John de
Belesme, former archbishop of Lyons, offered the kind of practical
advice needed by a newly-consecrated bishop who, although without
formal training in the law, was certainly aware of the legal and juris-

dictional problems he was likely to have to face.5

Malvoisin's rise in royal service was commensurate with his

1. G.G. Simpson, An Anglo-Scottish Baron of the Thirteenth Century,
unpublished Edinburgh University Ph.D. thesis (196559 10.

2. A Ralph Malvoisin was a canon of Glasgoﬁ in 1215. Vet. Mon.,
no. 29.

3. Durham D. and C. MC 764 (cop:l.ed in Cart. Vet. £. 112 v(vii) and
printed ND, no. 116).

4. HMC XIV, Appendix 3, 184.
5. Patrick, Statutes, 288-92.
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abllities and his family and persocnal connections. By 1189-94 he had
become archdeacon of Lothia.n,l and in September 1199 he was created
chancellor of the realm.2 He remgined archdeacon until he was provi-
ded to the see of Glasgow in October 1199 and retained the chancellor-
ship until his translation to St. Andrews.3 Hig provision to Glasgow
followed the death on 10 July 1199 of his fellow St. Andrews archdeacon
and chancery ascociate, M. Hugh of Roxburgh, bish0p-elect.4

Malvoisin owed his elevation to the episcopate to royal favour,
and at this and several other points his career may seem to parallel
that of the man he succeeded at St. Andrews, Roger (of Leicester).
There 13, however, an almost indefinable difference between the two
men. If there is one word to characterise Malvoisin's episcopal
carcer it must be "conscientious". His episcopate forms a bridge
between the pioneering period of the twelfth-century reformed Scottish
church and the consolidative period of the thirteenth. The impression
which emerges of the man and his career is that of & well-trained and
thorough man of ability, motivated not so much by religious feeling
a3 by & desire for order and the restoration and maintenance of his
position and rights.

The slightly less than two years during which he was bishop of
Glasgow form a prologue to his later carcer. He must have reached
Scotland from his consecration at Lyons on 23 September 12005 some
time in the spring of 1201, to be faced with a long-standing dispute

between the dean and chapter of Glasgow and the vicars choral. The

l. Watt, Fasti, 309.

2. HBC, 173.

3. ZIbid.

4. Ibid., 292; Watt, Fasti, 145.
5. Lawrie, Annals, 322.
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latter had emerged as a distinct group under Bishop Joscelin (1174-99)
and were now claiming a share in cathedral business.l_ The other
influence on Malvoisin during his Glasgow period was the 1e§ation of
the reformist Cardinal John of St. Stephen ;21/ the Gaelian(ﬁgfzcnﬂ. Mal-
volsin attended the legatine council at Perth in December 1201 which
determined the controversy between himself, the bishop of St. Andrews
and the abbey of Kelso,> in addition to enacting the "observance of
many'constitutiona".3 The agreement between the bishop and Kelso
Abbey, as well as the legate's other activities in Scotland, show the
influence of the canons of the third lateran council, especially those
providing for the service and visitation of parish churches.

Thus several of the themes which were to dominate the history of
Malvoisin's long eplscopate were apparent within two years of his
elevation to the episcopal office. They included the definition of
respective jurisdictions: temporal and religious, capitular and monas-
tic. Coupled with this was the bishop's pastoral concern for the
proper serving of parish churches, the maintenance of parish priests,
and the avoidance of long vacancies.

'Malvo:l.sin‘s provision to St. Andrews was again by royal appoint-
ment, perhaps validated by capitular election.or'consent.4 His
translation was probably carried out by Cardinal John, on his return
from Ireland to Scotland.5 Soon the new bishop set about reasserting

his jurisdiction over possessiongand rights which had been alienated or

had lapsed during previous pontificates:

l. Glas. Reg. i, no. 97.
2. Ibid., no. 93; Kel. Lib. ii, no. 427.

3. Chron. Pluscarden i, 41-2.
4. JYor a fuller discussion of this point see below, p. 238.
5« Dowdens Bishops, 12-13.



The Rents alienated by his predecessors, or lost by their
negligencey, he recovered to his See ... and furthered no man
«os to usurp upon the Church or possessions of it. 1

The first major act of his pontificate was the negotiation of a
new agreement with Durham and Coldingham priories over their churches
and rights in Lothian. In this his aims were in marked contrast to
those of his predecessor. On 8 August 1204 a‘settlement was reached
with Durham which was almost entirely in Malvoisin's favour and which
revarsed the trend of the last decades of the twelfth century during
which Durham had succeeded in heightening its influence in its Lothian
franchise.

Thege Lothian lands were the result of Scottish royal and noble
devotion to the cult of St. Cuthbert. As early as 1095 King Edgar had
granted the manor of Coldingham and its appurtenances to Durham, and
this donation was supplemented throughout the following century by
subsequent endowments of lands and churches. Its central focus became
the Benedictine priory at Coldingham, in existence at some time before
1139, on the site of the Nbrthumbrian“monasteny;3

By the late twelfth century, therefore, the Lothian franchise
fell into two fairly distinct categories: the cell of Coldingham with
its lands, churches and chapels, and the churches and lands which had
been gifted directly to Durham. Towards the end of the twelfth cent-
ury there was a trend on the part of Durham to gain greater control
over those of their churches in Lothian which had hitherto been subject

to the nomal diocesan administration of the bishop of St. Andrews,

with a view to creating a separate franchise in the area-4 The two

l. Spottiswoode, History, 41l.
2. Barlow, Peculiars, 130ff.

3. Easgson, Religious Houses, 49.
4. Barlow, Peculiars, 122ff.
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egreements made by Bishop Roger did little to reverse this trend.

The first agreement, reached in the court of King William on 2

February 1193/ 4, was an almost complete victory for the strong prior
and chapter at Durham.l The second agreement, which was drawn up
after Roger had been consecrated, followed the lines of the first
agreement and its provisions were largely in favour of Durham.2 By
1204, however, the situation had changed. Durham was involved not
only in domestic but in national squabbles. St. Andrews was now under

the rule of a legalistic prelate, strongly influenced by the provisions

of the third Lateran council for the proper serving and maintenance of

parish churches.

The Durham agreement of 1204 was recognised by its framers to be
something out of the ordinary, and this is reflected in the final copy

of the agreement with its strong papal influence upon calligraphy,
3

syntax and fom. But the difference between this agreement and those

of the 1190s goes beyond diplomatic conventions. The preamﬁles of
Bishop Roger's agreements speak only generally of the questions at issue
between St. Andrews and Durham. Malvoisin's introductory clause sets
an explicit framework for the provisions of the agreement by stating
that the subjects at issue between himself, Durham gnd Coldingham wexre

cain and conveth, procurations, hospitality, custodies, institution and

visitation to franchisal churches. The agreement of 1193/4 and the

1199 agreement were between the bishop and Durham only. The 1204

1. Durham D. and C. MC 1309 (printed ND, no. 462).
2. Durham D. and C. MC 1341 (printed ND, no. 467).

3. Durham D. and C. MC 1308 (printed ND, no. 473). The hand of this
document is also found in several charters of the last years of
Roger's episcopate. It is characterised by its extremely high
ascenders in the first line of the charter. In MC 1308 ferial
dating is used and the seals of the bishop and chapter are affixed

on woven silk tags which are crossed over through four slits in
the folded foot of the document. See frontispiece.
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agreement raises Coldingham to the status of a separate party to the
agreement, which was reached in the considerably less neutral atmosphere
of the cathedral city of St. Andrews. In the spring of the following

year the royal assent was obtained, while the king was staying in the

episcopal barony of Weda.le.l

Malvoisin clearly had as his model the agreement which had been
made with Kelso at the legatine council of 1201, but the Durham agree-
ment went beyond this. By granting Coldingham Priory a separate status
he was probably attempting to create an independent position for the

cell. In ecclesiastical affairs divide and conquer can be a useful
rule of thumb. This agreement, therefofe, was the first successful

gtep in a long episcopal campaign to assert control over the priory.
Both Durham and Coldingham were treated as equals as far as their re-

sponsibilities to the bishop were concerned:

Lt quando commune auxilium per totum Episcopatum sancti Andr'

ponl contigerit? prefati monachi Dunelmen' : de predictis

0.c. Icclesiis suls parrochislibus nobis et succeshribus nostris sl
respondebunt . sicut aliquis Abbas vel Prior qui liberius tenet

in Episcopatu sancti Andr' faciet de suis. Et cum Ecclesias inp

Episcopatu sancti Andr' ad prefatos monachos Dunelmen' pertinen-

tes . que a bone memorie Rogero predecessore nostro . sibi ad

Christi pauperum et hospitum sustentatiofien in usus proprios sunt

connesse vacare contigerit? eas sua propria autoritate ¢ sine

aliqua contradictione et difficultate? libere ingrediantur .

easque in usus proprios pro voluntate sua convertant . et in
manu sua pacifice possideant . 2

The agreement went on to provide for the serving of these churches
by sultable persons, a question not dealt with explicitly in the 1193/4

agreement. Further, the bishop stipulated that when his officials

1. Durham D. and C. MC 586 (printed ND, no. 53, and RRS ii, no. 460).
The agreement was also copied into Durham Cart. Vet. f. 103v (xx).
It was issued on the same day as MC 590 (ND, no. 54; RRS ii; no.

61). All are in the hand of Gilbert of Stirling, royal scribe Df
RRS ii, 90).

2. Durham D. and C. MC 1308 (printed in ND, no. 473). The churches
granted by Bishop Roger were Coldingham, Berwick, Edrom, Lamberton,

Fishwécl;, Oldcambus, Earlston. Durham D. and C. MC 951 (printed ND,
no. 469). T
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went on visitation they were to be recelved in parish churches at least
once a year with an entourage of three to five horses. This arrange-
ment applied to all but three churches; Oldcambus, lLamberton and
Fishwick were to be immune from procurations during the bishop's life-
time. The obvious intention was to protect the small and poor parishes
from the often ruinous necessity of receiving episcopal representatives
on vigsitation, in accordance with the provisions of the third Lateran
council.

The bishop was to be able to visit Coldingham Priory and its
churches without receiving procurations. This came to be a jealously
guarded exemption and a number of subsequent bishops issued letters to
this effect when staying at the monastery. The first such surviving
letter was issued by Bishop David Bernham on 18 October 1240...2 By the
time of Bishop William Fraser this arrangement had obtained for over

eighty years, and the letters which he issued upon his reception at

Coldingham said he had been received:

non ratione procuracionis vel alicuius visitationis Episcopalis
unde ne Compositioni . Jnter antecessores nostros Episcopos
Sancti Andr' et nos et ipsos habite in aliquo preiudicetur 3

The 1204 agreement reasserted the control of the bishop of St.

Andrews over an ecclesiastical enclave situated in a part of the diocese

where episcopal influence had always been weak, and clearly established
the principle "that churches were subject to the ordinary jurisdiction

of the diocesan and burdened with its e}cpens.aes"'«..‘jr In 1193/4 Durham

l. At the time of the drawing up of the parochisl evaluations
contained in the St. Andrews priory register these three churches
were still significantly below the average assessment of fifty-
three merks for churches pertaining to Durhanm. St. A. Lib., 31l.

2. Durham D. and C. MC 1320 (printed ND, no. 479). See Plate I.

3. Durham D. and C. MC 740 (printed ND, no. 486).
4. Barlow, Peculisgrs, 137.
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had only conceded the chapel of Nenthorn which pertained to their
church of Edrom, and in 1204 another of its chapels, Newton, was
granted to St. Andrews. As Frank Barlow has remarked, they were given

"in return for freedom from episcopal procurations, [Eu_t] after the

concordats the only real franchise left to the parish churches was
freeciom frcm cana and conveth".l

As befitted such an important agreement the bishop's chancery
made elaborate arrangements to ensure that its provisions became widely
known throughout the diocese and the Scottish province. A letter was
drawn up to the two archdeacons, the abbots of Dunfermline, Lindores
and Arbroath, and the prior and chapter c;f St. Andrews, asking them
to seal the document to which they had been witnesses.2 The concordat
had also been witnessed by the birshops of Dunkeld, Aberdeen and Moray,

who also witnessed and sealed secondary copies belonging to Durham

along with recipients of MC 1333,....3 A separate capitular confirmation
4

was 1issued. It seems likely that the bishop may have followed the

practice of Bishop Roger and sent letters to his archdeacons ordering

them to see that local clergy were notified of the agree.mentm5

The Durham agreement of 1204 was a decisive achievement. Not
only did it regularise relations between the bishop and the monasteries
of Durham and Coldingham and their churches for the rest of the century,
but it provided a model for a series of similar agreements with other
religious houses within the diocese. The greatest religious house in

the diocese, in terms of its possessions and wealth, was the royal

1. Barlow, Peculiars, 137-8.

2. Durham D. and C. MC 1333 (printed ND, no. 474).
3. Durham D. and C. MC 1301 and 1317 (printed ND, nos. 276-7).
Durham D. and C. MC 1304 (printed ND, no. 475).
Durham D. and C. MC 1344 (printed ND, no. 471).

W
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monastery of Arbroath which within the lifetime of its founder, William
the Lion; was endowed by him and other benefactors with twenty-four
churches. Most of these were situated close to the monastery itself
and formed a compact group in or close to the ''shire of Arbroath'.

Such a geographical situation presented serious problems to the bishops

of St. Andrews.

As with Durham there was a prior agreement to the one negotia-

ted by Malvoisin some time previous to 1203. Bishop Roger's agreement,
reached between 15 December 1189 and mid-March of the following year,

freed Arbroath's churches from episcopal cain and conveth, except for

the church lands of Abirlot and Nigg.ll The abbey granted the church
of Benholm to the bishops, perhaps in exchange for the church of St.
Vigee.ns..}2 Then the bishop issued a general confirmation of churches
which specifically exempted the archdeacons and officials of the diocese

from any Jjurisdiction over Arbroath's rights of presentation to their
3

churches.

Unlike the Durham agreement, the settlement of the status and
obligations of Arbroath Abbey's churches was necessitated by the newness
of the monastery's foundation. Arbroath was established at a time
when St. Andrews had been embroiled in the disputed election of Bishop
Hugh, who only issued a general confirmation to the abbey.4 The lack
of a strong central authority in the diocese in the thirty or so years
since the abbey's foundation allowed many anomalies to arise which a
consclentious prelate could not overlook. Even so, the status of

Arbroath and its churches was never completely settled, and throughout

1. Arb. Lib. i, no. 148.
2. Ibid., nos. 148, 146.
3. J1bid., no. 147.
4. Ibid., no. 145.
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his episcopate Malvoisin repeatedly had to attempt to settle particular

problems.

The first agreement with Arbroath (1202x1209) concerned presenta-
tion to vicarages and the payment of procurations.l The monks agreed
to present perpetual vicars to all their churches in the diocese.

These vicars were to be responsible to the bishop for the cure of souls

and the payment of episcopal dues:

. 8cilicet . de sinodalibus . et auxiliis et procuracionibus .
secundun quod continetur in lateranensi concilio .2

Again the agreement stipulated that certain poorer parishes could Jjoin
together to pay these fees. Marther detailed arrangements were made
for the bishop to stsy at the abbey when on visitation of nearby
churches, and if he were able to visit the two neighbouring churches
of Inverkeillor and Inverlunan on the same day he was to receive only
one procuration payment. St. Vigeans was exempt from episcopal Jjuris-

diction and confirmed separately.3

Despite the detail of this agreement it did not lead to lasting

peace. Unlike Durham, Arbroath was a resident landlord, governing
its possessions from a centralised and strong position. This fact
may explain the extraordinary series of individual confimations of

churches which Malvoisin made to the monastery between 1214 and 1222x5.

4

About 1225x1231 further minor readjustments were made in the traditional

renders of cain and conveth due to the bishop from certain abbey lands,

and the church of Ethie was returned to abbey jurisdiction.6 It was

l. Arb. Iib. 1, no. 167.
2. Ibid.

. Ibid., no. 150.
Ibid., nos. 153-164.
Ibid., no. 169.
Ibid., no. 151.
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after this last readjustment that the chapter of St. Andrews issued its
ratifications of the bishop's first general confimation of churches,l

the 1202x1209 agreement,2 and the donation of the churches of St.

Vigeans and Ethie .3

Thus within a few years of becoming bishop Malvoisin had achieved
working relationships with two of the largest appropriators in his
diocese. These essentially practical concordats were given added
force by the bishop obtaining a papal bull in 1206 which took the church
under papal protection and confirmed the bishop's right to recover lost
or alienated possessions and goods pertaining to the church of ot.
Andrews.4 During his visit to the papal court in 1207 Innocent I11
granted the bishop, after a personal interview, a further indulge&ee to
make unilateral presentations to benefices wilfully left va.ca.nt.5

These pastoral concerns sprang not only from whatever conception
the bishop may have had of his role as a shepherd to his flock, but
even more from a well-developed sense of his jurisdictional prerogatives

which were not solely concerned with respective rights in parish
churches. With regard to his own cathedral chapter Malvoisin became
involved in a series of controversies which called into question the

whole nature of their relationship with one another. The bishop's

6

jurisdictional superiority had been confirmed in the bull of 1206.
The episcopate of Malvoisin and his immediate predecessors witnessed a
gradual divorce of interest between the bishops and the Augustinian

chapter. The latter were experiencing a period of relative weakness

l1. Arb. Lib. i, no. 166.

2. Ibid., no. 168.

3. Ibid., no. l1l52.

4. Migne, PL, 215, nas. 1264-6,col. 175 (calendared CPL, i, 30).
5. Migne, PL, 215, no. 1248,cnd. 150.

6. Ibid., no. 1265,col. 175.
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and were internally divided between the canons and a reformist prior,
Thomas.

In general the controversy was over respective jurisdictional
rights within the cathedral and the diocese, but it centred on, among
other things, Malvoisin's efforts to secure a patrimony for the arch-
deacon of St. Andrews and a recognised position for the reformed
"Culdees".2 Bishop Roger was probably responsible for making the
initial moves towards transfoming this ancient Celtic body into what
became the earliest collegiate church in Sc:c:otla.nd.3 He had had as his
model similar changes which had been attempted at Canterbury and at

Dublin, where the attempt was ultimately successful.
The Celtic Celide of St. Andrews in the second half of the twelfth

century had been gradually losing their ecclesiastical position and

rights. In 1198-9 the chapter of St. Andrews confirmed to the Culdees

the rights to their lands south of the city except for the parochial
revenues due from 't'.he.n'L.4 In fact the Culdees, in accordance with the
wishes of Bishop Roger, thereby obtained title to a consolidated bloc

of territory, an event which marked "the beginning of the process by

which the 0ld culdean community became a secular collegiate chuzl:'ch"'....5

By some time prior to his departure for England and Rome in 1215
Bishop Malvoisin had absolved the Culdees of a sentence of excommunica-

tion which had been passed upon them by papal judges delegate, at the

Instigation of the chapter.6 The split between the bishop and his

l. See below, pp. 221-2, for a fuller discussion.

2. For the creation of the archdeacon's patrimony, see below,
pp. 269 ff.

3. Barrow, "Culdees," 36-T7.
4. St. A. Iib., 318-19.

5. Barrow, "Culdees," 33.
6. Vet. Mon., no. 6.
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chapter which iIs indicated by the details of this incident. led to a
series of charges being raised against the bishop at the papal court
in 1216 by Bustace, canon of St. Andrews.l As part of the charges
the chapter accused the bishop, the Culdees and several seculars of a
nunber of injuries to churches, possessions, rents and other rights.2
The case was delegated by the pope to his legate in Scotland in 1220,
but it is not knawn whether the case was ever brought to ,judgement.3
What is more certain is that the middle decades of the thirteenth cent-
ury may be called the golden age of the reformed Culdees, when they
successfully asserted their right to take part in several episcopal
elections, and had themselves and their possessions put under papal
protection. Their numbers included several extremely distinguished
- churchmen, including one bishop of St. Andrews.4

In his first four or five years as bishop Malvoisin set about
reasserting and defining his rights over not only a number of ecclesi-
astical corporations within the diocese, but over his own temporsal
demesne. The best-documented example of this process was the inquest
at Perth by a diocesan synod into the bishop's rights in the kirktoun
of Arbuthnott.5 This first period of intense activity was ended for
a time by Malvoisin's first visit to Rome in 1207. It seems possible
that Malvoisin had been in England in the summer of 1205 to settle a

6

dispute over the selzure of some Scottish ships by the English. This

l. Vet. Mon-, no. 6.

2. For a fuller discussion of the charges raised by Eustace, see
b910W, pp. 22ff.

3. Vet. Mon-’ IO« 37-

4. Barrow, "Culdees," 26-9. See below, p. 43 and Chapter V.

D. OSpalding Misc. v, 209~13. For a full discussion of this case
see below, pp. 216-17.

6. ES ii, 365-6 and n. 2.
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incident was a part of the deepening crisis between the two countries,
and between England and the papacys which formed the background to the
bishop's visit to the papal court. The disputed election to Canter-
bury was a Buropean affair in which the English king and the pope made
their separate provisions to the see. After two quashed elections,
the pope reserved the provision to himself, and appointed the English
cardinal, Stephen Langton, late in 1206. He was consecrated on 17
June 1207. Malvoisin was almost certainly in Rome during this period
when he would have met the new primate.

The immediate reason for Malvoisin's visit, however, was to
obtain advice and help for the resettlement of the diocese. As a
result of a number of questions raised by the bishop the papal chancery
jgsued a series of letters which clarified and strengthened his
position.l In the long run, however, it was probably as a result of
Malvoisin's visit that the strong Scottish allegiance to the papacy 1in
the Langton controversy was forged. This was a natural outgrowth of
the growing political enmity between the kings of Scotland and England.
Thus it was that when King John moved against langton and his family
the primate's father, Henry langton, found refuge in St. Andrews Priory,
"ubi ob amorem ac reverentiam domini Cantuariensis satis honorifice est
2

For nearly a decade after this visit to Rome Malvoisin's career
must be considered within the context of the growing conflict in
England between the crown, the church, and the baronage. Following
the bishop's return to Scotland, the threat of a joint rebellion in

Ireland and Scotland led King John to demand a meeting with King

l. Migne, PL, 215, cols. 1138-9, no. 46 and col. 1248, no. 150.

2. Historical Works of Gervase of Canterbury ii, ed. W. Stubbs (Rolls
veries, 18805, Ixii-iii.
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William in April 1209.1 Following this meeting a royal council was
held at Stirling on 17 May 1209 to consider further steps. As a
result, the bishops of St. Andrews and Glasgow, the justiciar of
Scotia, and the royal chamberlain were sent on an abortive embassy to
the English king.2 John marched north and the two kings met at Norham
on T August 1209.

Thus Malvolsin was one of the framers of the unsatisfactory
peace agreement reached at Norham. The king of Scots handed over his
daughters to the English king on the undertaking that they would be
married to John's sons, and agreed to pay 15,000 merks over two years
in order to have John's good *aurilli..3

In 1210 two of the exiled English bishops, Salisbury and Roch-
ester, sought refuge in Sct:ﬂ;la.nd....4 In the next year the leaders of
the revolt in Ireland against King John were given a brief sanctuary
in Scotland before they were captured by Duncan of Carrick and handed
over to the Iitrigl:l.sh....5 But these isolated acts show the essentially
weak and equivocal position of Scotland vis-a-vis Engla.nd....6 The
serious revolt of Guthred MacWilliam in 1211 led to a further meeting
between the kings at Durham early in 1212 at which the Scottish king

reconfirmed the 1209 agreement and apparently gained English help

against the rebels.7 The bishop was a witness to this new agreement.8

l. Lawrie, Annals, 361-2.
2- Ibidl, 363-

3. ES ii, 375-6. For the background to this period see G.W.S. Barrow,
"The Reign of William the Lion, King of Scotland,'" Historical
Studies vii, ed. J.C. Becket (Ilondon, 19ﬁ9), 38ff. S,

4. ES 11, 377 and n. 2.
5. Ibid., 384~5.
6
T

See Barrow, "Reign of William the Lion," 38.
. Ibid., 40.

8. Lawrie, Annals, 379-81.
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In June the two kings had their final meeting on a cross-country

journey from Carlisle to Durham, during which Malvoisin acted as regent

with Queen Ermengarde. 1

By the second half of 1212 the king had returned to Scotland and
Malvoisin was able to go to France to visit his family, perhaps Robert
Malvoisin, the crusader, who had fallen seriously i1l in the summer.
It may be that during this visit the bishop had a second encounter with
Stephen Langton, for the primate was in France during this period and
had been appointed legate a latere to preach a crusade.3 Certainly
upon his return to Scotland Malvoisin, probably acting as legate with

Bishop Walter of Glasgow,; convoked a council at Perth for the preaching
4

of a crusads. This council included laymen as well as clergy and the

two bishops conferred the cross on a large number of persons.5

As a consequence of the calling of a crusade Scotland became
subject, perhaps for the first time, to systematic papal collection.
There may have been little collecting done until after the fourth
Lateran councily, although tho bishops of St. Andrews and Glasgow had
been appointed collectors in 1213.6 A collection was certainly made
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