V. Chapter 4

r

The final phasei_of James‘V's.reign saw the
re-~affirmation of the Auld Alliance th:;ugh the king's tw&‘
French marriage alliances, a pervagive and successful policy
of enriching the crown further by 'persecuting anyone
'connected with the Dougiaées, ana: iinaily, the
deterioration of Anglo-Scottish relations.

From the beginning of his personal rule Ehe king was
set upon, pursuing a French macriage alliance. By the end of
1534 proposals for marriage between James and Mary of
Bdurbon, daﬂghter of the duke de Vendome were put forth not,

L ; _
however, without certain conditions. In addition to the

100,000 crowns offered by Francis I, JamLs asked for an
| annual pension gf 20,000 /fvres:, the coilar of.St. Michael,
the surrender of Panaf-(Which was stilli in French hands
under the duke'of Albéhf)} and the privileges enjoyed by
Scots mérchants at Dieppg'to be extendedto all the
necessary ports in ?rance. B Franéis\confirﬁed the
marriage_séttlement in March 1536, seht Jamés the order of
St. Michael in April‘ana,.désbite;a short-1lived proposal
T Ny R
‘%ét Jameg.marry Margaref Er§kiﬁe joné of his'mistréssgg and
mother of the future regent Mofay), recelived the Scofzash'
kiﬁg in France‘in'Séptember.“’i.
| ~James did‘ﬁét, hbwever; ﬁafry.Ma;y Lf Bourbon but
.

Francis's oft-refused daughter Madeleine) After years of
f \ . :

Madeleine was too young, too ill

- . wn n e - o . -

1e¢letters of James V , p. 304. :
*47Ibid, p. 314-15, 318, 320, St. P. V (iv), 290.

A ‘ 89 *
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or too frail to marry, Francis gave her away on MJanuary Iy

1537 to the Sqote king. The last clause of the treaty of |

Rouen was fénally fulfilled albeit twentyeyears later. The

king retgrneq home to‘ScPtland in May with his bride and |

reports of her frailty were ne{ unfounded; she survived for’
N . ‘

two months in ScoFland,’d}ing on ngy 7, 1637,

. James was determieed to have yet anot@er French bride
and by Jaamuary 1538 was(betrothed to Mary of Lorraine,
daughter"of Claude, duke de Gu1se and widow of Louis
a’ Orleans duke de Longuevllle ' They were married by proxy
May 18, 1538 and at St Andrews after her arr;val in June
Threugho;t both of his marriage negotiations it became clear
that Jemes was, for the most part, more interested in
dowries ehan in brides.?*** Even'ﬁhough Mary of Lorraine was
not of 'a royal family, the death of her first husband left
her a considerably wel%eendowed widow. This, of course, was
a desirable asset. | - . | .

‘Afte: his return from France in 1537 James mgintained
his policy.of keeping a watchful eye err the ;ealm. He
continued to eravel widely and during‘the summer of f540 he
\Journeyed to the Isles. —Accompanxed by Cardinal Dav1d
Beaton, "the ea:ls of Huntly and Arran and\a fleet of

~~“we}ffarmed shxgs, the king sa1led from Leith in May,

r

continued up the east coast to ﬂaxthness and the Orkneys,-

——m—erm e, —— . ———

14% James V did rather well fxnanc1ally by his marr1ages.
% ..Madeleine's dowry was- 100,000 gold crow of thé sun in
" Frepch currency .and also recexved 100700 ] ivres on his
-wedding day. Mary of Lorraine's dowry contrlbuted 150,000
livres to the rqyal coffers, LettePs of dames vV, p. 325
‘340 ' '
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and thence dcwn”fhe west cocst through the Outer Hebridcs,
Skye, "the mainland of Glenelg, Moida;t, nnd ﬁrdnamugchan}
finalLy‘ending the voyage at Dumbarton, éfter visiping or
passing Mull; Coll, Tiree, the coast of Argyll} Anfén and
Bute."?*’ Several island chiefs were 'compelled; to -
obedience and remained in royal custody as hoétaées for the
good and lawful behaviour of tHeir dependents. o
Such concerns of law and-order were ;ﬁtiys %nninportant
aspect of Jamés V's governmentf,Yet his near-obsessive ' ;
concern with money overshadowed much of his. domestxc polxcfﬂ
There is no‘doubt that the king was‘successful in hxs
financial endea&ours althouéh'éome cf the methods he uséd
must have caused some resentment /Many of the lands whxch |

were annexe%’to the crown in 1540 and 1541 came into royal

arfd sometimes cut short the life of, amyone who was

’J\

becoming too powerful in influence or lahds or who had been

/ g .
unfortunate enough to have been 'associated with.Angus during

|

his hegemony.
In 1536 John, master of Forbes, was accused of high
treason by George, earl of Huntly. He was dmpriéoned in

Edlnburgh Castle, was tried before the Court of Justxcxary
?+°MacKenzie, Highlands and Isles of SCOtland p- 124. A
contemporary account of this journey descrxblng various i
physical and geographlcal details of the locationé visited®
by the king is found in "The Navigation of King James V
round Scotland, The Orkney Isles and the Hebrides, or
Western Isles; under the:.-conduct of that excellent Pilot-
Alexander Lindsay." Methodized by Nicholas d' Arv1lle,,1n
Miscel lanea Scotica Vol. III, (Glasgow 1820).

\
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oh July 14, 15?{ was found guilty on all counts and died
o
upon the scaffold three days later. Trad1t10nal enmxty ‘

between the Forbeses and the Gordons dndoubtedly served as

A

the motlvatlon for Huntly s accusatlon and _ the fact that
-t
Forbes was married to a sister of Angus, ensured that the

f A

king's ears would remain deaf, to. any entreaties or pleas of.

1nnocence James was sald to have repented of 'this execution

and received Forbes s brother into court app&xntxng him one

of the gentlemen of his bedchamber in 15392 ’
Other/felations of Angus were just as uefqrtunaﬁeﬂ;
‘Janet Douglas, lady Giemis,*a eister,of Angus, wis |
persecuted from 1528 until she was finally executed in Julf
1537. In 1528. she was accused of ‘aiding and ebettieg“the
earl and,.as.a resh;t,“her property “was escheated in 1535.
Sheawas boend to appear on a charge of poisoning her first
husbaed, John, 1erd‘Glamis, one year lager but the jury -
refused to appear at the proceediegs for what was seen as a
shamefulvcharge. In 1537 she; her second husband, Archibald
vCampbell of Sklpnxsh "and her son were accused of a design
to poison the king and for commun1catxng with Angus. “The
informatioijwas supplied by a William Lyon who is variously
referred te es a previous,suiéor for her hana or as a
relative of the‘family.”“ - . |  -’ R

. / g

‘ _—_-_._-._-—____-___

23°Scots Peerage_l/ol v, p. 54 - = o
21 Ibid, p. 54, Pittairn, p.. 183. ]
. ¥%3"The Life and Death oﬁ King James: the Flfth of :

: Scotland... ‘in Miscel lanea Scot'ica Vol. IV, (Glasgow;
- 1820), 'p. 135 Dictlonar'y of Nationél Biognaphy vol. Vv,
:(London, 1968) p. 1240. -

o ‘ . ) ....
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; Lady Glamis was found guilty and vas condemned to be
lburned on the Castlehlll of Edinburgh, where"the sentence y
was carried out on the same day.nHer husband, Canpbell; died
while trying to escape from Edinburgh Castle and her son
remained in prison until after James V's death. She has
oenerally_been regarded as anfinnocent victim who died -
because of her name~and its implicat}ons. (See Introduction)

~

Sir‘Jamés1Douglas of Drumlanrig was also under' the
o

‘suspicion of the king,\probably due to his pame, and was

warded for two years in Edinburgh Castle. In 1541 he was

0 ! ” . \ . . ) AN R ‘
convicted of lese-majesty, put to the hdrn and his goods 7

escheated. He remained in hiding and fled to England until
after the king's death. ‘
The final political execution which took _place- dufling

the reign was that of James Hamllton of Fxnnart He was a

- £

natural son og>James, flrst earl of Arran, and from 1526

!

recerived very frequent grants of land and acqulred by ,‘ .

favour or purchase, very extens;ve estates Flnnart held

P SN

several offices such as pr1nc1pal sewar to the klng, captaxn
‘of Dumbarton Castle prxnc1pal master of works to the king,
crowner of the lower lands 1n Lanark and pr1nc1pa1 steward
to the k1ng He remained in very hxgh favour thh the king
until 1540 when he };; accused of treason ‘by a\relatlve
d'another James Hamllton the brother of Patrxck Ham11ton ‘a

f protestant martyr who had been burned for heresy 1n ;52$

"+ The accusatlon was supposedly in revenge for Finnart s

'comp11c1ty 1n Patrxck S. death althougﬁ no traces appear in

»



\>‘ the criminal records}of Finnart's trial. His downfall.wask 3,

rapid® and he was convicted on a visibly trumped-up c?:rge,of'

plotting with the Douglases against the l‘:ng{s life. .en’hy

Wormald's observation that Finnart had become enriched by

royal favour 7farﬂbeyond the point of safetyf“’ is a valid

. one. After a summary trial Finnart was sentenced and

forfeited on Auguét j6, 1540. He was executed on the same

day.

Once again vihdictivéness and revengé by an outside

B

party was ut1lxzed against personal enemies who, by reason

of thexr unfortunate kxnshlp to the -Douglas famlly or an
[N "«"

unprecedented accumulatxon of wealth and status, served to

bring about#their.deaths. That these three victims were

N

innocent of any crime' is probable. The king' s wrath against
. ‘ ¢ ~
the family which had dared to imprison him, threaten his

life and rule in his name was a pervasive element in his

personality which was inescapable for anyone who fell under

* Al
' N . N . N
. AT

it., ‘
. : “‘

Jaﬂes s suspicions were addressed towards other

s

1nd1vrduals although the1r fates were not quite, a§ traglc.
,'"{A

In September 1538 Adam Otterburn the klng S advocate, and

James’ Colville of East Wemyss, comptroller were deprived of

. -

offlce. ‘Obterburn was warded 1n Dumbartbﬁ’Castle”‘ for. four °
" months and was llberated in February 1539 after Nicol
Caxrncross found caut1on for h1m of £1000 Scots. 33 James

: /z:::: ............. : A . i

./ 3%3yormald, p. 127 T : ' R o
. *%Djurnal, 'p. 23. : T :
‘zlle7 'p.‘ 479@
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\Colville, due to the fact that he had held office during

Angus s rule, drd not fare s well. He was accused of
treason and” abuse of his office whereupon he fled to
- England. .

In July 1539 he returned to -Scotland to submit to the

king's will and. paid £1000 to secure a remission. By August™

1540 he was ordered to ward himselfs+in Blackness Castle,
which H%‘refused, and fled, once more, to England_where he
died before the end of the year. The treason chatges'here
revived; his goods were seized and a sentence of forfeiture
was pronodnced against him and‘his heirs @n‘parliament,
March 1541.*** The barony of East Wemyss and other‘lands
were annexed to the crown in this session. .

James Douglas, third earl of Morton&Aagain probably due

to hls name and the fact that he had no ale i55ue, was

: i

pursued by the king who ut111zed varlous methods, ‘such as ;
wardlng durlng the wlnter season, to make thé ®arl surrender
his estates. The kiné was oltimately suceesstI in his |
endeavours although there is ;ittle doubt that he aroused(a
'bittet animgsity from Motton.,Waltet‘Scottvof Buccleheh,
even‘though hewhad attempted~to¢deliver thevking‘fromqf
Angus's custody in 1526, 'fell nnder.his sovereign's e
susp1c1on and rema1ned in and. out of ward‘?or the rest of
the king's llfetlme.

As a result of these actlons James v has been accused

of a rapac1ous greed for money and’ lands wh1ch he acqulred

;”‘APS, Ii,.p. 370. B e
**'Scots Peerage Vol. II, p. 229.

~'
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by exploiting not only the papacy but his own magnates as !

well. By the t1me ‘of hls ‘death he held a vast amount of land

i

as well as a substantlally large personal fortune

. y

Although hls.methods ma.y have. been unpopular w1th‘those whom |
they were used agalnst James was only ut1llzlng,uto thexr
utmost powers already avallable to the crown. It cannot be -
'denxed that he was, mean and vlndlctxve espec1ally towards
anyone remotely connected with Angus and thevDouglas kin, or
that he utillzed this hatred as‘convenient_ekcuse to rid. |
,himself-of 'over—mighty' subjects. Yet;:his motiuation was M
to increase the power of the crown both flnancxalIy and .

'personally, and in this respect he was. undoubtedly

successful. ‘ )

Nevertheless and somewhat contradECtorily Jamesrhas
also been characterized as a monarch’who‘relied;too heavily
upon 'his clerics for\council and advice, the most .~ . 3
influential of whom was David Beatont Beaton, nhose.

influence has been eXaggerated by some authors had a more

l

fru1tful and posxt1ve relatlonshlp Wwith the king-than had ,w

his uncle James (See Chapter 3 fn, 205),

o l

- From. 1529 after his app01ntment as keeper of the pr1vy

“,seal”’ until. the king's death Ain 1542 Dav;d Beaton was one '

. | -
“of James V' supr;nclpal:adv1sor§ and on numerousfbtcasions he

"%S a cdmmisSioner'and‘ambassador at the'courtvof France. He °

—-_-———-—-—_—--———.

;;'It was sa1d to have been 300 000 Ilvnes R $ S Vol III
3. . .
“"R S. S Vol II 4019 -
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[

sent'enced to banishment. Another court of41nqu1sxt1on was

eff{gy; although.there-is_go-evidence ofnany fufther

. (s
3 Lo ' T .

was 1nvolved in both of the klng S maruxages as a

commissioner and marrled the kxng to Mary of Lorra1ne at, St”

Andrews in‘1538.‘In December 1538 Beaton was created . : %

Cardinal of‘St.‘Stephen in Monte Celio?*° as well as - Y

Cardlnal of Scotland but, despite James V's numerous

Y
entreatxes,," Paul 111 refused to endow Beaton wx&h?the

authority of"legate a latePe. }n 1539, aftér the death of 4

A

‘James Beaton, David succeededﬂhim d@s archbishop of St.

-

/
' Desplte hxs dut1es as the king's ambassador, Beaton .

- A
-

exerted a concentrated ffort agalnst heretxcs 1n‘Scotland;

Persecutlons, however, were neven extreme 1nﬁpumber.‘Patb1ck
‘ i \
Hamxlton t1tu1ar abbot of Ferne, was burned at St.-Andnews

“in 1528 and 1t was not. untxl six years later that two more

rd
men. were hanged and burnt. *? The pollcy.of persecut1on

1ncreased 1n 1539 when 1nquxsitions, under Beaton's.
\ o . ’

guidance, were held at Ed1nburgh Four ecclesiastics‘and oneh

‘layman were condemned to death,,and several- others were

\ [

123

set"up at St. Andrews in 1540 where Sir John Borthwick was

sentenced in. his absence fo ‘peretical opinions and burnt in

executions; . ;
Dav1d Beaton, the pr1nc1pal 1nst1gator of these
"\
persecut1ons, "has been glven undue 1mportance as an adv1sor

s
¢ .~
- . - o ——

2‘°Let1:er~s of James V p - 360. o L EET
- 2erIbid, p. 349 377, 384 386 395 405. T

262 Diurnal §-19 o P
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to JamESQV‘and as a‘Churchman His most ardent supporter,

AR ' I

John Herkless,‘described him as the guardlan and protector

‘of Scotland's 11berty "214> It was Beaton, accord1ng to

' Herkless, who kept he Reformatxon out of Scotland because

he was. the head of the natlonal party whlch opposed Henry

\VIII and h1s intrigues against Scott}sh independence.*‘* In

)

'Herkless's opinion the king of Scot land ha-d‘virtually no-

wxll of his. own and was gulded solely by the: clergy, headed 14

‘offxces Herkless contends that‘

of .course,; by Beaton When rumours were c1rculat1ng in 1540

that James 1ntended to expel -all the clergy from state

.
P

l
1f James ever had such an 1ntent10n it was the
‘1ntent10n of a man with the wish but without the

poweér, to act, - with the desire to exercise &n’ .
“authority wh1ch 1n9tead was exertxsed over h1m e,
\ °

This '1nfluence is cla1med to have prevented the k1ng from

desporITng the monasterxes, and from meetlng Henry VIII at

York, thus pushxng h1m into a quarrel w1th England WhlgP

. inevitably led to the rout. of Solway Moss and his own death.

‘The 11m1tatzons oktthxs argument are obvious. The

consistency of James's actions ' in the various spheres of

government"legislative or otherwise, suggest'that“he was by

‘no means a ‘weak- wllled king" who could be shaped and moulded

'to serve the 1nterests of~ those who had an ascendency ‘over -

‘ hlm. Rather his: dec131ons were, and rema1ned hlS own

Q

ﬂdesplte counsel to the contrary James s vendetta aga1nst

L o = _-—--——_-

~*¢3J0hn Herkless and R.K. Hannay. The Archblshops of St. o
Andrews. 4 Vols. (Edinburgh, 1910) VoI. IV, p. 2. ‘ '

2¢4John" Herkless.- Car'dinal Beaton. Pmest and Politiclan

(Edinburgh, ,1891), . - C o

2¢31bid, .pm_sj 76. .

2
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the, Douglases was'a pnrely personal one, hut it remained a

consistent element of his kxngshlp throughout hxs ma30r1ty

The lands he acqu1red through the, forfelture of varxous

1nd1V1duals as a result of thelr Douglas connectxon
served to augment royal revenue and the kxng continued to‘

employ thxs )ustlfxcatxon for the persecutxon of anyone who

’ -

aroused hlS susp1c1ons ‘There is lxttle doubt thatfthls”
pollcy orxgmnated from' the klng—hlmself
D James 8 success 1n amassxng more and more wealth to the -
" crown was due not onlx to the profxts obtained from fhe
'Douglas‘foffe;tures but also to a successful polxcy of
exploiting the church. I1n this area not even Davxd Beaton.
was exempt. In April 1541 upon‘the 1nstance of the king's

advocate, the cardlnal was to have his lands and goods
/

distrained as part of his share of the great tax which he

/

had "so far, faxled to submlt. ¢ AS/a result .it seems
h] ! . .
unlxkely that Beaton ‘in any sense .ruled' the council oT
\ /
"\James v, nor d1d he seem; to have an ascendency over the .mind
/

of the k1ng 147 Like any other s1xteenth century k1ng James

'V used clerlcs‘as some of his /advisors, but the extent of

'theirninfluenCe over his‘pol oy‘is~highly.questionable, -

Exmllarly, the k1ng ‘as not led down an 1nev1table path

e e

tp Solw:g Moss. Indeed ‘s1nce the peace of 1534

o Anglo Scottlsh relat1'

s had rema1ned am1cable. Towards the

McArthur in the DI

ionar'y of Nat fonal Blognaphy Vol.
R ¥ (London, 1908), R

. 180 \
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‘\end of James s rexgn however, the cordlalxty (outwardly at
‘least) between the two klngs began tq break down Henry
'-VIII s Scottlsh polxcy, as*always, contxnued to stresS‘a
reconc111atxon Wlth Angus“' and from 1534 proposals for a
‘ meetlng bet#een the two—soverexgns was advocated e

Although acceptlng Henry' s dffer of the order of St.‘George,

’

the Garter xn July 1535 270 James remalned adamant agalnst
Angus and cool towards a meetlng Henry contlnued to press.
James into follow1ng his rellgxous polxcy and launched a
concerted effort to dlscredxt Dpvid Beaton ’l‘who he sawlas‘

England‘s greatest enemy .

| Problems upon the borders began to—escalate after 1537
and both klngs sought redress for varlous grlevaeces. Henry

'VVIII was’ faced w1th his own domest1c problems throughout

Y

1536 37, in the form of the Pllgr1mage of Grace, and rumours

that James .was 901ng to: 1nvade England on the rebels S

<~

‘lbehalf~were cxrculatlng in May '1537.27% Henry contlnued to-
‘ .

.A

‘pﬁrsue ‘a meetlng w1th James a.d sent h1m gifts of geld1ngs

v
and bows ‘and arrows in DecemberJ1540 wh1le request1ng ‘that

James ‘send backFeer%ain ;rebels','those religious refugees

that had fled to Scotland after the rebellxons of ‘the
""St P; vV (iv), 266, - ‘
AeStL PV (iv), 271, Hamllton Papers: Letters and Papens
‘_Illustratlng the Political Relations of Scotland in the -
+ Sixteenth Century.Vol. 1532-1543. Edited by’ Joseph Bain,
“(Edinburgh, 1890). Hereafter cited as H.P. All citations
‘refer to document number unless otherw se noted. 23 B
1198t. P. V (iv), 283, Letters of James V, p. 297. TR
© A Gtate Paper‘s and Letters of Sir Ralph Sadler-, 2 Vols. . .
'.Bdited by Ar thur lefford (Ed1nburgh 1809), Vol IL..p. -
5-7,7H.P..22;°26.. : - o ;
Wf,”‘St P,V (iv) 358
“,~"’St P V (iv) 2}9, e e, P ;

"‘g .
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St
north 274 James s refusal led to 1ncrea51ng Suspxcxons in '

England so nhat Norfolk was despatched to the frontxers thh

artlllery and munltxons 7? These fears were enhanced when
Jm‘ ' ' : .
~rumours zere belng spread that James on . the 1nsxstance of
' ‘ b A .
France, wa's 901ng to 1nvade England

Henry, however was determxned to meet.with.
“ .

k1ng ‘and set out at the end of Juhe 15}$\when‘ e finally.
‘ arrlved at’ York on: September "18. He remalned there\for n;ne

days only to find, that hlS nephew had neglected to show,up \
It ls h1ghly doubtful that James was as eager as ‘his uncle. h
v

‘for thlS me;txng, as the contemporary source, Robert Llndsa

) *

of thscottle sugg‘gts, or that Henry came to York to make
James duke of York, governo"of England and guardlan of the

king's young son Edward 277 Far from be1ng prevented by

3
-~

"wickit bxschopls to "brelk hf% promlse to hlS onklll“"‘
James hardly needed the adv1ce of his councxl to dxssuade
~him from a meetlng on Engllsh so1l

LIt is dlfflcnlt to‘determlne if there were anyvother
motires; aside fromﬂpersonal'safety; for'James‘s réqual'to“
meet_Henry\YIIIrfThat‘therevnas no‘outnardlpreparation:onf o
.James's part'is‘EVident from afletter-of September 2,»%541
4 wr1tten by Sir Qhomas Wha:ton to the Engl1sh pr1vy counc1l
where hlS esplall' observed that "there was no: llklyhede of "
htJames V] conmyng ‘into Ingland nor preparlng therefore that |
20418, XVI, 361, 612 "St"" P. v‘(fv), _383*.,"‘» Lt
15 &P, XVI, 449 -496, 497, 612, © e s B
2"L&P ‘XVI, 650, 651, St. P. V (iv? 372f74;d

”’Pltscott;e, p.ﬂ385
LT Ibid p 383 384
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cuth be perceyved."’’’ James's concern with his personal
security is more than underétapdable considering that only
five months previously both of his sons**°® had died.,?*!
Without~ an heir to the throne it is unlikely that he would ,

-

have risked crossing the border. Henry's motives were far

from innocent when in December a further meeting was .
proposeé and his privy council had to persuade him not to
attempt to Fidnap‘the Scott{sh king.? ’

The Scots were well~aware.of Henfy's ‘displeasure’ but
they did not_seek war. Jamés's failure to meet Henry at
York, however, unleashed the English king's wrath; |
instructions were sent to Norfolk to expel any Scots
remaining in Northumberland.®**® James attempted to redress
the breach by advocating peace throughout 1541-42, but his
efforts were diminished when in August 1542 an English
raiding party,'under Sir Robert Bowes, crossed the border
and was ambushed ét Hadden Rig (about f{ve miles north-east
of Kelso) by a Scottish force under ;ﬁe earl of Huntly.
James still, however, ‘sought peace and sent ambassadors to

York?** while Henry ordered further preparations for war.

The duke of Norfolk made forays into Scotland and burned

‘Roxburgh, Kelso and other border towns during the remaining

autumn months.
__________________ . )

*"*H.P. 8S.

**°James, born at St. Andrews in May 1540 and Arthur, born
at- Falkland in April 154t. Arthur died, ¢on the same day as
his brother, eight days after his b1rth -

NSt PV (v), 390.

a\’L&P XVI, 1202 1205, 1207.
“‘H P 174 ,175, 181, ‘ -

e/
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That the English king adyocated war was clear in the
terms of negotiation offered to the Scots in September 1542
which were by no means meant to further their amicability.
The Scottish-commiesioners were to "capitulate and agree in

writing"*** that the peace was to be perpetual without the

-

comprehension of France, James was to meet Henry in London
before Christmas, all English prisoners were to be freed,

frontier garrisons were to be dissolved, apd all rebels;
—_ :
even churchmen, were to be rgturned to England.?** James's

ambassadors yielded on almost every point**’ even to the

meeting between Henry and James but Henry was determined to

fight the Scots.
Comprehending‘this state of affairs, James asseheled an-
army and in late October marched towards the'border When
they reached Fala Muir*'* the English force had already
withdrawn **’. and, although James "was very desyrouse to be
in Englond ... the Lordes wold not agree therunto, and upon
lhis thei returned."?’° He became angry over his nobles'

refusal to cross the border and blamed Huntly for their lack

A

of enthusiasm.?'' Moray was made lieutenant in his stead

while the king returned northward in an attempt to regroup.

— e A —— i —

18 H P., 189.

AL &P, XVII 823.

% ’The Scots would not agree to release the English
prisoners until ‘after Henry dissolved his army, whxch he
refused to do.

**4°A plain to the west of Soutra Hill at the western end of
the Lammermoors; approximately twenty m11es from the English.
border. ’ o .

e°H.P., 226. . L
AveSt."P. V (iv), 397. . o - .
v &P, XVII, 1100. : - } ’ o ¢

e
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Henry l§s£ little time in justifying his hostilities
towards Scotland by publisﬁing, on November 5, a pamphlet
enfitled "A declaration c;hteynyng fhe just causeé and
‘consydegatioﬁs of this‘pfesent warre with the Scottis,
wherin alsoo appereth the trewe and right title that'fhe?
kinges‘most‘royail majesgy hath to the Soverayntie of
Scbtlaﬁd."""it laid out variods‘étievaﬁces, albeit from an
qulish viéwpoint.'Henry, it stated, PaS'forced into war by
James V who, having refused to deliver rebels or meet the
English king at York, had broken his promise and had invaded

Englahd ‘(although, in fact, as indicated above, the Scottish
army had never done so). While Henry had just claim of
suzeraignty over Scotland recognized by previous kings of

Scotland, this war had not proceeded from any demand of

—

superxorxty

On November 9, James appealed to Paul ITI ask&ng hzm to
+ use his influence with the ghrlstxan princes to send aid.
The reasons for Henry's waging war were given:'James V would
not desert the Holy See nor join Hen;y in a w;r against
France.?’* His pleas were, however, all t6 no avail.
By November\Zl the Scots had reassembled under the

'guxdance of Moray, Lord Maxwell and Oliver Slnclalr”‘ and
T ip1d, XvII, 1033. | |
*¥Ibid, 1033.

“"Letter‘s of James V p. 444.
*'*As France was at war with both England and Spain at this

ﬂt1me; the" pope was undoubtedly far more concerned with
»rema1n1ng in the emperor's 'good graces' rather than
supporting. an ally of France. .
10 ancla1r,,son of Sir Oliver Sinclair of Roslin, was a
favour1te of James V's and was a ﬂémber of the king's
'household He accompanled James on the king's trxp to the

>



105

" advanced to the frontier. The king remained with a force at

Lochmaben"’ while the remainder, under, Sinclair marched
téwards Carlisle ;;}L:IE:Q;)met by an .English force at
Solway Mo;sh under\iiS/T omas Wharton, where the Scots were
routed on November 24 prisoners wefe takeﬁ““ and .
the fate of those retreatxng was just as dxsastrous the
inhabitants~of ledesdale slaughtered many of their fellow
cqunﬁrymen‘as'they attempted to escape_from the English.’;°
The king, disappointed bY‘thé‘outcome, proceeded by way of
Peebles to Edinburgh wheré he ;at in council. On‘Decembef 4,

he brought Lord Maxwell's son and the. lalrds of Johnston and

Buccleuch out of ward to make them captains of' certain

- garrisons in the East and Middle Marches.®°®! The king fell

i1l, however, around December 6; a daughter, Mary, was born

- the next day, and on December 14, at the age of.;hirty}

.James V died at Falkland.

Thus ended the reigh of one of the most capable and

.energetic kings of Scotland. Throughout the remaining years

- N - .o ’
of his personal rule James V exhibited a consistency of

policy in both governmental and political affairs. Animosity-—

towards the Douglas family, and those unfortunate enough-to
2*¢(cont™d) Isles in 1540 and had been made captain of '
Tantallon earlier that year in February.(R.S.S. Vol II.,
3512, 3410.) .He received various gifts of land (R.S.S. Vol.
II, 3585, 3830, 4266.) and in April 1541 was given the lands
and lordship of Orkney and Shetland.(R.S.S. Vol. II, 3989.)
He, with the aforevmentloned lords, served‘ps one of the
king's m111tar7 advisors.

2 H P, 247, 1 ‘

230H P, 240, | L

200 [&P, XVII, 1142, St. P. 'V (iv), 409. .

ooH.pl, 28] ?

sery.P., 246, 251, 252.
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‘have been associated .with them, enabled the king to pursue

his unrelenting search for ways to enri¢h the crown. This

hatred of Angus and his kin served as a convenient .excuse to

financially persecute, and, in some instances, execute

. anyone who aroused ghe king's suspicions.
)

~ Royal revenue Qgs also increased by the king's two
Ffénch.marriagé allianceénwhich, in turn,ipe;petuated
\Scotiénd“s t;adi;idnal ties with France. James V's foreign
policy réﬁaihéd consistently,érofFreﬁch throughout his
reign. His relations with Ehgland, howéver, were less.

successful , ‘ , : : X .

\
,

Although attempting to maintain peace with England,‘the

later years of his reign saw a gradual degeneration of

N

amicability between the two kingdoms. Henry VIII's continual

harrassment and hbstility-towards Scotland ultimately pushed

' -~

»James V to war. The battle of Solway Moss was a military

disaster for Scotland and one which left it unablé to
recuperate due to the death of the king and the beginning of
iét another minority. | . |

-
]



. ' . VI. Conclusion .
4

Despite his. somewhat tragiceend, James V's S .

- relationships with his parliament and council render it - ,
o ‘ co ' \ o
difficult to accept the long-standing interpretation of his

reign. The "pervasive conclusion-that he alienated his

/ ‘ .
" magnates is even more difficult to accépt when. the nature-of .

Scottish"kingship is. examined. As previously discussed (See
Chapter  2) barons, lords, earls and greater landed men were

the monarch's representatiVes in the localities and

v

- therefore not only provided a link between court and country

but were also responsible for maintaining royal authority
within the realm. This symbiotic relatienship depended upon

cooperat10n between king and nobles; confrontation was in_ - ,
'
no-one's best interests. The rise of one family to

unprecedented power was nexther welcome nor acceptable. This' .-

was vxsxble durlng James V stxnorxty when An@us S

usurpatxon of royal authority was challenged by two » , o

’ A
Vo Y

rebelllons.

' 'y
a

The“klng and his.nobles had a mutual obl1gatlon to
°uphold the laws -of the klngdom and, as such, were expected

to enforce them regularly A lazy klngg suCh’ as 3ames III .
o my
__became unpopular and, as a result, parllament entreated h1m b’

!
“to r1de about the country on Justxce ayres and put hlS
k-]

klngdom.ln order. Rebelllon when it did- surface, was the S
“exception, not the.rule, _ | - S IR

ﬂ*James V's 'unpopularlty' is difficult tofassume if the .

. above premiss is'accepted. The recdrds of parliament and

o o7 0 N
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council reveal that he was an energetic and hard-working
\ o ) 5
king. His numerous judicial and military expeditions T

throughout the ¢ountry, ‘and especially in.the.more remote
' P

areas‘of the Highlands and Islands, indicate that James was

vxslbly and personally concerned with 1ust1ce The methods

~ he used were severe but they produced effective results,

Scotland, after 1534, remaxned peaceful untxl.the'last years

of his personal rule. o | |
~Yet the standard 1nterpretat10n concludes that this

«

severxty, couple? with a naturally 5usp1c1ous d1sposxtxon,
‘led to his unpopularlty and ultimate fallure {ames,‘ ‘/'
‘ however‘ utlllzed the method$ available to the‘crown‘to
,thelr utmost exteht. Border ‘lords and h1ghland chiefs were
placed in ward as a means of ensurlng cooperat1on ahd
obed1ence from thelr dependents. It was ne1ther an alxen nor
_an oppre551ve measure. The forfeiture of the earldoms of
.Angus and Bothwell was squorted by and passed in
:parllament The k1ng did not arb1trar11y depr1ve his
| magnates of thelr status or power but often gave them some
form of compensatxon. Thus, Archlbald earl‘of Argyll d1d
not receive the heredltary sher1ffsh1p of the Isles but he-

»

was app01nted Justlce-General of . ‘the entlre k1ngdom,

_11eutenant of . the north and of the border marches, and he

'accompanxed the kxng to France in 1536 and to the Isles 1n

[ « -

1540, Huntly was l1kewyse malntazned as the k1ng s

frepresentatxve in the north



— . " 1109

lsolated indlviduals' rather than large groups, were
slngled out, often“by a thxrd party, and were sub]ected to-
the king's ruthless sense of‘justlce.‘JameS‘Colyllle, Lady
Glamis, the Master of Forbes, James Douglas of Drumlanrlgu

and the earl of Morton had the mlsfortune of bexng
' "

.connected exther by blood on;through offlce, with Angus and

o

the king's revenge agalnst the Douglas family was = f
fn

1mplacable, James Hamxlton of F1nnart had no such connectxon

although he too was a victim: of revenge. Resentment fear = .

and 1ndxgnatxon must have arxsen but ‘these sentiments

remalned particular to those who had‘been involved. There™®

was no 'indication of "devisioun, debaitis and discordis...
ymang our soverane lordis liegis barons and’utheris” as

- »

A,there had been in the reign of James III. Nor was there any

appeal in parliament that the nobility: suld gang 1n un1te

-and concord."?*°?

Jameg y S, 1nterest in ama551ng more and more wealth to

" the crown has been cited as a further motive for the ‘ \

discontent he.supposedly brewed in the nobility. 'That the

klng was concerned-wlth rebu1ld1ng royal f1nances cannot be -
A\ .

.denled that 1t became a near” obse551on is posszble. Thus

“

.parl1ament s empha51s upon the strlct enforcement of Just1ce

was not only necessafy to ensure and ma1nta1n peace w1th1n

' the:klngdom but was also 1mportant for it's flscal rewards.

Theh

"

\
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b4

! unyénuihe‘ The monetary profits of ]ustice were Just as ﬂ

Vg

1mportant as its pac1£1c rewards

. from 'the new'property the crown acquired and parliament

d - . \\

‘James,cqqtinued to employ-procedures that were .

;zailable and legitimate. Revocationbwas a gustomary

procedure 1n 'Scots law which the k1ng pressed to the letter,

the consequences of which enriched the .crown substantially

It_was not-entirely selquerv1ng as many lords benefitted

-

A

.acknowledged the crown's efforts to enrich itself by passing

'

an act of annéxation in 1540.

Much of early crown revenue came from James's

‘profoundly sugcessful explgitation-oﬁmsootland's religious

situation. It is difficult to assess whether or not James

V s concern with the state of the ¢hurch in Scotland was one -

. of personal inclination or policy ~While he remained a
© .
Catholic ‘and refused to follow his uncle's advice and break -

"Kﬁ“hith the pope, his Catholicism appeared, iTsome ways, to be

v
)

whole-hearted onlylas"long as heﬂcould.continue to extract

\

favours from the Roman Church. Hi's exploitation of a

somewhat unique situation is a point that requiges'ligtle
debate. ' ' o . C - .

When Sir Ralph Sadler, on an embassy to the Stottish
court in 1540 outlined the advantages gained by dissolv1ng{.
the monasterles, James v s attitude was 5ummed up sugcinctly

1n hlS reply

'What need I to take ‘them to increase’ my 11ve11hood
- when I may. have anyth1ng~that I can requ1re of .
- them?... I am sure there. is not af abbey in Scotland
» at thlS hour, but 1f we mister any th1ng, wedmay



-k
—
—
-—

.have of them whatsoever we will desxre that they
have;' and S0 what needs us to spo1l them?’°’

H

He would hardly nge up a 'system where he ?ould extract as’

' L]

much extraord1nary revenue from the church ds his uncle, all-

\
I

without jeopardxzxng hxs own status as a Catholxc soverelgn.

L e

‘James ‘however, was not unaware of the abuses within

the church and of certain churchmen. When Sadler protested

£

the evllness of the clergy he noted the Scots klng 5 reply
—~
‘ Oh God forbid that if a few be not’ good for them
all the rest should be destroyed. Though some be
not, quoth he, there be a great many ¢ood; and the
“good may be suffered, and the evil must be.reformed;
as ye’ shall hear that I shall help to see it
redressed in Scotland by God's grace,. if I brook,
- life.?°* : \ . ‘

~

Although it may have been merely 11p service to -ordain,

in an.act of parllament every kirk man in his awin degre

‘

to‘reforme thare selfis tha;r obedienciaris and kirkmen
under thame'f‘°s it was,'nonetheless, an act which was
approved by a parliament made up of fifteen of the most
1nfluent1al clerlcs of the Cathollc Church 1n Scotland

Threatened w1th censures from a k1ng who was. already :

i .

-successﬁul in exp101t1ng them and who had the power as well

[}

as the precedent to destroy them nece551tated a degree of

cooperatlon whlch m1ght not have. .been so easxly procured had

ph1t not been for thelr sovere1gn s un1que p051t10n. Thus,n

James V was not only blackmallxng the papacy but hxs own‘ | q\'

K3

pnelates as well, The openxng statutes of the 1541

- - e an = o= - - -

”’State Paper-s and Letters of Sir' Ralph Sadler Vol L., p
30. : :

CeMbidy pe 31 e
2004pS, " i1, p. 370. et L e

. : | ] .
B - . D e
s . M .



‘ parllahent (§ee Chapter 3) were a compensat1on to Rome for
prxvxleges recelved and yet to ‘be glven, as well as an

attempt or, more reallstlcally, a threat to strxve for some

,hindﬁof internal clerical reform. h f‘t‘. . ﬂ
T Yet.another clted reason for the a11enatxon oﬁ the‘
magnates was the- kxng s over- rellancé upon hlS clerrcs for
counsel This pervadxng character1zatlon of James v as'a €.
‘ essentially”weak—wllled k;ng who was unable.to make”a '{ﬁqﬂ
‘decision without first cohsulting David Beaton and theh
| \prelates lacks conviction. Parl&amentary records and even~‘
‘-more.suhstantially,‘royal letters to the councrl (see ‘f
Chapter 3): indicate that ‘James had very deflnlte and
consxstent 1deas about what hxs forelgn and domestlc pollcyp
was to be concerned w1th L1ke most other European klngs of
hxs age he undoubtedly re11ed upon churchmen and nobles'_‘
alike for counc1llors but it remains extremely unllkely that
a- klng of his, determ1nat10n and strength woqu allow hlmseL;h
to be utterly gu1ded by an exclus1ve group of hlS subjects.
The prelates, of course, ‘'were sa1d to have forced
~ Scotland into a war thh Henry VIIE much agaxnst the adv1ce'
- of. tie\nob111ty The latter s revenge agalnsv‘a king whom
they hated was a refusal to fxght Fala Mu1r was a fa1lure,p7’
‘ however, because of a 'Flodden complex among the major1ty |
‘i(’-of the nobles rather than a hatred of the k1ng That ¥
| prev1ous battle 1n wh1ch not only“the k1ng but the
archblshop of St. Andrews, two other blshops, three abets,

\

one dean, fourteen earls, about fourteen lords——three
: ' BT e Y

oy
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“‘

h1gh1and chxefs and a great number of larrds, had d1ed

: ‘deterred James V s nobles from any desxre to cross the
. N v

| border and rxsk another p0551ble slaughter As the Englrsh
forces“had already w;thdrawn the Scots no doubt saw lxttle‘

sense “in 1nvad1ng and pursu1ng a retreatxng army The fact

that they had, gathered at all xndxcates a’ majorxty of

~

support for the k1ng s campalgn If, as’ almost every account‘ -

'assumes the magnates were so. utterly dxscontented wath the

klng 1t begs thd . questxon as to why they did not rebel ‘ - <:/
agalnst hlS authorlty whzle they had - the opportunxty,\ the
means, and the precedent The assumptxon themefore is

weak.

When. the king regrouped another grmy‘threepweeks later

‘itfwaS'agxin a fear of Floddén which ept a:substantial

\,\‘

majority~eﬁuthe,nobles neutral thth 1200 prisonérs uhich

were taken after the battle of Solway 055'on1ybtwovearis’

|
home. The . battle 1tself was lost due td a lack of

\

‘and’ five barons vere. captured ‘the majority had emained at. -

'

organ1zat10n and confus1on. Buchanan 'S assert1on that the_
1ords refused to flght and gave themselves up w1111ngly is
questlonable. Contemporary ev1dence of the battte*zndxcates :

that the Scots appeared uncqualn what to do and, see1ng

thelr cause was lost panlcked and began to retreat °7 The“h.‘

14/' nobles dlscontent over the appo1ntment of Ol1ver Slnclazr

- as commander is not apparent in any account of the .

. "\ n,‘ SR

"‘°‘James IIT. was defeated and assass1nated by a coalxtxon of
"nobles at the. battle of Sauchleburn in 1488 SR
”’H P,_,_ 240, S AL Lo o
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battle,’°‘ and 1f the k1ng had been personally present at.

‘the. scene' the resul lts mlght have been cons‘derably E o

. dxfferent Yet 1t was prec1sely that klnd of actxom’on the

kang s part wh1ch the major1ty of the magnates wished to-

avo;d Flodden was Stlll too close at heart.

——

. The»loss of the battle and 1ts cxrcumstanqes

”undoubtedly d1sturbed and dlsapp01nted James V but 1t

remalns h1ghly quest1onable whether or hot 1t "broke hlS

v heart " Eleven days after Solway Moss the klng was sxttlng

! g

in counc1l at denburgh and proved to be )ust‘Fs capable as:

\before of maklng decxsxons.cHe fell 111 however .on .

7result of

. F

December 6 and never recovered The 1llness was probably the‘

I

‘the h15tor1cal accounts, James exh1b1ted ev1dent physxcal

Y

' strength an

'crown revenue at 1ts h1ghes€ and a kxngdom relatlvely

. ’.“_*;a_-___.;'-'.'.‘ -_-'._-

symptoms of exce551ve vom1t1ng and what ‘was descrlbed as a

great "laxe as well as a greatly swollen body after hxs

_ death 200 prlef over . the loss qf battle 1s understandable

t <

aLse of. death mucﬁ less llkely, espec1ally when

applled to a man who,*from an early age, exh1b1ted great

——

| endurance of both m1nd and body.

f‘h Throug out hlS personal rule James:V exh1b1ted a»L

[N

consxstent pollcy in’ the domestlc and forelgn affalrs of

Scotland The d1saster of Solway Moss was, perhaps,‘an

v

unf1tt1ng end for a soverelgn who, upon hzs death left

1
. Y (¢
» K

virus coupled wrth physzcal exhaustlon Desplte |

“*ipor example, neithet the State Papers of Henr'y VIIF nor |

_the. Hamilton Papers make/any reference to th1s.
ac’H P,' 267—’v"v e SE T,
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