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ABSTRACf

Insufticient attention has been paid to the early seventeentb-œntury Scottish
nobility, despite the crucial leadership role which they played in the political happenings
leadiog up to the National Covenant of 1638, events wbich in tum led to a crisis which
embroüed all three British kingdoms. Since the Scottish opposition to King Charles's
govemment in 1637-1638 is now thought to possibly have bad its inception much earlier,
the reign ofbis father, James VI, needs to he more clearly examined.

This study looks broadly at the composition ofthe Scottish peerage in James vrs
reign, and specifically at a subset of the Scottish aristocracy who bore the titles of
viscount or better between the years 1587 and 1625. Eighty-tive subjects are identitied,
and classified according to the age of their titles, their reügious leanings and the
geographical regions from which their titles and powers were drawn, to rorm a number of
distinct groups - the estabHshed nobility, new peers, Protestants, Catholles (bath overt
and conforming), peers from the highlands and isles, peers from central Scotland, and
peers nom the Anglo-Scottish border region.

A social analysis of the total body of these peers and its sub-groupings is
undertaken, and facuses on patterns associated with their birth, descent, education,
succession, maniage, fertility and death. Where appropriate, the results are compared
with data available from studies ofthe contemporary English aristocracy.

Some of the more interesting tindings of this study are that these peers remanied
more frequently than their fathen, and had fewer children. As weil, over the course of
the period 1587-1625, bath the age composition ofthe peerage and the age at death ofthe
peers themselves rose steadily. The study demonstrates that there were both similarities
and differences to be found between these Scottish peers and the English aristocracy, and
that there were significant differences amongst the Vlrious sub.groupings in many areas
ofthe analysis.

It is hoped that this thesis bas contributed ta a greater understanding of the upper
ranks ofthe Scottish peerage during King James VI's adult reip. Moreover, it is hoped
that this work will provide a foundation on which more extensive and longer-term studies
ofthe whole Scottish nobility may be built.
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RÉsUMÉ

La noblesse écossaise du début du XVlle siècle n'a pas été suffisamment étudiée't
malgré le rôle crucial qu'elle a joué au cours des événements politiques ayant mené au
National Cavenant de 1638, événements qui ont abouti à une crise dans laquelle ont été mêlés
les trois royaumes britanniques. Puisque l'on croit maintenant que l'opposition au
Gouvernement du Roi Charles en 1637-38 a peut-être été amorcée beaucoup plus tôt. le règne
de son père Jacques VI doit être examiné plus soigneusement.

Cette étude s'intéresse de façon générale à la composition de la pairie écossaise durant
le règne de Jacques VI et plus spécifiquement à un sous-groupe d'aristocrates qui portaient le
titre de Vicomte ou mieux entre 1587 et 1625. Quatre-vingt-cinq sujets ont été identifiés et
classés selon l'ancienneté de leurs titres, leurs tendances religieuses et les régions
géographiques desquelles ils tirent leurs titres et leurs pouvoirs, afin de former un certain
nombre de groupes distincts: la noblesse établie, les nouveaux noble~ les protestant~ les
catholiques (déclarés et seaets)'t les nobles des highlands et des ne~ les nobles du centre de
l'Écosse et les nobles de la région frontalière angl~ossaise.

Ce corps de nobles compris dans son ensemble et les sous-groupes constitués selon les
critères mentionnés ci-baut font l'objet d'une analyse qui s'attarde particulièrement aux
modèles associés à leur naissance't leur descendance, leur éducation, leur succession, leur
mariage, leur fertilité et leur mort. Lorsque cela est approprié, nos résultats sont rapprochés
de données tirées d'études sur l'aristocratie anglaise contemporaine. Parmi les plus
intéressantes découvertes réalisées grâce à notre étude, nous notons que ces nobles se
remarient plus fréquemment et ont eu moins d'enfants que leurs pères. En outre, la
composition d'Ige de la noblesse et l'âge du décès des nobles eux-mêmes ont augmenté de
façon constante tout au long de la période 1587 à 1625. L'étude démontre qu'il y a des
similitudes et des différences entre ces nobles écossais et l'aristocratie anglaise et qu'il y a, à
plusieurs égards, des différences significatives entre les divers sous-groupes.

Nous espérons que cette thèse a contnbué à une plus grande compréhension des rangs
supérieurs de la noblesse écossaise au cours du règne adulte du Roi Jacques VI. Nous
espérons également que ce travail fournira les fondations pour des études de la noblesse
écossaise, à la fois plus approfondies et couvrant une plus large période.
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1: INTRODUCTION

The Scottish National Covenant of 1638 bas received considerable attention ftam

bistorians over the course of the last decade. 1 Reœntly, it bas been referred to in two

separate instances as the 'Nobleman's Covenant' and the 'Nobility's Covenant,.2 Ifthis is

assumed correctIy to Mean that the Scottish Covenanters were led largely by noblemen, it

raises the question, who were the aristocratic leaders behind the 1637-1638 episode?

Keith Brown bas stated in the course of bis study of their finances that the Scots nobility

were expected ta provide political leadership for the society against unpopular erown

policies, and that an analysis of the Scottish nobility could have considerable implications

for our understanding of the Scottish outbreak in 1637.3 A study of the Scottish nobility

is caIled for, there remains ooly ta decide upon the time period that such a study should

encompass.

There bas been sorne debate as ta whether the opposition which arose in Scodand

in 1637-1638 wu whoRy in response ta the govemment of Charles 1 ftom 1625, or if it

bad deeper roots in the reign of bis father, lames VI.ol Julian Goodare, in bis recent

analysis of the Scottish Parliament of 1621, contends tbat "By 1621, many of the battle

lines ofthe Scottish Revolution bad already been drawn.·5 His study reveals a higb degree

of correlation between votes for or against crown proposais in lames's 1621 parliament,

and aIIegiance ta crown or covenant in 1638, for those nobles who were active at bath

junetures. Whether tbis finding ultimately withstands the scruûny of other bistorians or

DOt, it is an indication ofa startiDg point for a study ofthe Scottish nobility.



The Scottish reign ofKing James VI spanned the yeus 1567 to 1625. A complete

study of the nobility of his reign would involve approximately !WO hundred men, and be

beyond the SCOPe ofthe present work. In order to limit tbis work in accordance with the

size strietures ofthe M.A thesis, the analysis bas been clrcumscnbed in bath numbers and

time. A smaIIer subject group, the upper raDks of the peerage, bas been extracted ftom

the total Scottish nobility, under the assumption that they formed the traditionalleadership

of their clus and of Scottish society generally.6 This study defines the upper ranks as

dukes, marquesses, earls and viscounts, excluding the lords ofparliament. The reasons for

the unusual inclusion of the viscounts with the superior levels ofthe peerage are that they

are few in number, and close to half of them. were elevated to earldoms within James's

lifetime. The period under study bas aIso been qualified specifically to James VI's adult

reign, 1587 to 1625, thus decreasing the number of peers to be examined. This decision

disposes of James's uneasy minority, Iaden with aristocratie coups and a civil war

(resulting in changes in peerage fortunes and tides), wbile including the later years leading

to the reign of Charles I. Accordingly, this analysis will comprise ail of the Scottish

peerage with tides of viscount or better, excluding princes of the royal blood, who held

such bODOurs between the years 1587 and 1625. Thus the aggregate of two hundred

nobles is reduced to the more easily manageable size of eigbty-five. [See Appendà A].

Raving established a subject group, and having stated the potential implications ofa study

of the Scottish nobility of the Jate sixteenth and carly scventeenth centuries, let it be

understood tbat the more immediate aim of tbis particular analysis is to gain a better

understanding of the upper ranks of the Scottish peerage duriDg the adult reign of King

James VI. This qualified goal wu set with a view to making an itùtial contnbution to the
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body ofwork wbich wiIllikely prove necessary to enrich our knowledge ofthe raie ofthe

aristocracy in the events of 1637.

The greater part of the existing body of work on Scotland in this period uses the

same historical figures to excess in illustrating points and arguments. This dilemma bas

been tùrther compounded by a short supply of recent biographical research.7 It is possible

that the entire nobiIity bas been generalized or characterized, Iikely even distorted, by this

emphasis on the deeds of a few choice members of the upper peerage. Theories of

Scottish life and society have been developed by eamer generations of historians and

continue to be produced today, based on what could prove ta have been unusual examples

oftheir order.

Two frequently occurring examples in the secondary literature are the earls of

Moray and Huntly, who have been heavily used to emphasize a great religious tension

amoDgst the nobility, and thus, in the society.' James Stewart, second earl of Moray,

known as "the honnie earllt and Itthe brave Protestant earllt was slain by "the cruel Catholic

potentate of the north,"g George Gordon, sixth earl and first marquess of Huntly in

February of 1592 - not over religion, but in the course of a feud. Huntly received the

royal pardon, but ultimately proved obstinate to outward confonnity to the reformed

religion, and went ioto exile in France at the kings request in order to avoid religious

harassment by the Scottish Iàrk. The incident provoleed a great Protestant outcry, which

is said to bave forced the king to grant the Scottish kirk the favourable parliamentary

Iegislation Imown as the Golden Act.10

Other recurrent figures bave been used to generate a vision of unruIy martes

beyond the kings COntrol. 11 These include lohn Ruthv~ tbird earl of Gowrie, who,

3



according ta the official accounts, attempted regicide and was killed by the king's

entourage at Gowrie House in 1600; Patrick Stew~ second earl ofOrkney, round guilty

of tyranny and oppression against bis people and rebeUion against bis king, and executed

in 1615; and Francis Stew~ fifth earl ofBothweD, "the Lord's sanetified plague"12 on the

king, who wu at tint outlawed, tben attainted by &Ct ofparliament, and eventually forced

ta Oee the country in 1595, dying in poverty at Naples in 1612 or 1614.

The common employment of two more examples, George Home, tint earl of

Dunbar and Alexander Seton, tirst earI ofDunfermline, have helped promote the idea ofa

rising aristocracy of service during the reign of James VI. 13 These two prominent royal

servants held numerous offices, including master of the wardrobe, lord chancellor of the

exchequer, lord treasurer, royal adviser on Scottish atrairs at court, and lord president of

the court of session, chief of the 'Octavian' comnûssion, and lord high chancellor of

Scotland, respectively, and were rewarded with elevation to the peerage. This idea bas

been expanded to the level of a bistorical debate regarding the cbanging character of

James's nobility. With littIe more evidence than the faet tbat lames VI had more

aristocrats involved in bis government than his predecessors,14 numerous bistorians have

argued for and against intra-elass antagonism and a widening gap between the old and the

new nobility.15

When the upper ranks of the peerage are considered as a whole, these seven

ftequently ciled figures sean rather extreme examples. For instance, the only one of these

peers to die peacefùlIy at an advanced age in bis own bed in Scodand wu Cbancellor

Dunfermline. Three died violently, two died in exile, and Dunbar died suddenly in

4



London. It should therefare be uked and determined ifthese peers were representative of

the upper peerage as a wbole.

Given that very Iittle bas been written about the peers of this period, either as

individuals or as a composite, there is need for an examination of the Scottish aristocracy

similar to that undertaken by Lawrence Stone for the Englisb aristocracy some thirty years

ago, in so far as the sources will alloW. 16 The merbod of exploration used here will also

take the form of a social analysis, but on a more modest scale tban Stone's monumental

work. It will identify the many individual members of the peerage, and examine the

composition of this group, particu1arly in terms of its vital statistics, succession, marriage

and reproduction patterns. The major sources used to tind the information and detail

neœssary for such an undertaking are multi-volume biographical studies, namely, The

Scols Peerage, The Complete Peerage, The Dictionary of National Biography, The

Scottish Nation, and A BiographicaJ Dictionary of Eminent Scotsmen. 17 ln addition to

official publications, the publications ofnumerou5 historical clubs and societies, including

the Scottish History Society, the Maidand Club, the Bannantyne Club, the Abbotsford

Club, the Spalding Club, the New Spalding Club, the Scottish Record Society, the

Scottish Burgh Record Society, the Historical Manuscripts Commission, the Royal

Historical Society and the Wodrow Society, bave been used. The nindeenth century

family books compiled by Sir William Fraser have also proved invaIuable.

The contnbutions to the secondary Iiterature of one scholar, Keith Brown, bave

provided SODle foundation for tbis analysis. The only noteworthy descriptions available of

the Scottish nobility wbere the)' are dealt with on bath an individual buis and u an

amaIgam are delivered in the course of bis reports ofbis research dO Jarser tapies. For
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instance, while studying the bloodfeud in Scotland during the reign of James VI, he

detennined tbat in 1587

...the average age of the bigher nobility - the duke of Lennox, Lord
Hamilton, and twenty-two earls - was around twenty-seven. Seven of
these were cbildren, two were e1derly men in their late fifties, tbree might
be descnDed as middle-aged, and the remaining twelve [sic1were in their
twenties and early thirties, and it was these men - Glencaim, Marischal,
Sutherlan~ Crawfor~ and the younger Atholl, Bothwell, Caitbness, Errol,
Huntly, Mar and Moray - who were to be at the centre of 50 much of the
violence ofthe next few years. II

Brown bas alsa written a general essay on the subject of the nobles ofJames's entire reign,

in which he provides a narrative portrait spiced at times with some statistical detail. For

example:

Death came for MOst Scottish noblemen between the ages of Corty­
five and fifty-five, and there were few who outlived their sixti~ the 1st
Lord Melville's ninety-four years being a rare exception....only twelve met
violent deaths; tive on the scatrold, six in feud~ and one in an English raid.
What the majority ofthe remainder died ofone does not really DOW, nor is
there much information about their health. However, Angus died of
consumption, the 7th Lord Borthwiek of'the Frenche decease', the 5th Earl
of Cusillis died after a horse feU on mm, and the 5th Earl of Huntly
coUapsed in a fatal fit during a game offootball. 19

ln addition, this historian bas investigated, among other tapies, the finances and

indebtedness of the Scottish nobility between the Reformation of 1560 and the 1637

outbreak, English economie clientage in Scotland before 1603, the union ofthe Clowns of

Scotland and England in the seventeenth century, the (non-) Anglicization of Scottish

courtiers in England prior to 1638, and the limitations ofScottish elite integration ioto the

British aristocracy before the treaty of union. More recently, he bas completed a case

study offeuds in the regaIity ofCarrick under John Kennedy, fifth earl ofCusiIlis.20
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AlI ofthese publications will he drawn upon in the course ofthis work. It is hoped

ta expand upen Brown's contnbution by providing a snapsbot of Scotland's greater

nobility, as shown above for the year 1587, at 1587 and four other points in the reign.

This series of portraits will be more focused, in that eigbty-five ratber than two hundred

nobles will he analyzed, but it will a1so aspire to be more comprehensive. This study will

not simply examine age or manner ofdea~ but over the course ofthe next three chapters

will anaIyze the peerage's families and background type~ their marriage and reproduction

patterns, and the length oftime they actively beld their tides. The results ofthese analyses

will be used to determine ifthere were meaningtùl changes in the composition ofthe upper

peer8ge over the course of James's reign, and if there existed significant similarities and

differences among distinct groups of the peerage, according to their known religious

leanings, their geographic distn"butio~ and plrticularly between the estabüshed and the

newly-elevated nobility.
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2: THE SCOTTISH PEERAGE: NUMBERS 1 COMPOSITION

The origins of the Scottish peerage are somewbat obscure before the twelfth

century, ftom which time bistorians have been able ta trace the modem peerage system

back to territorial dignities which were granted in order to meet military requirements. By

the late sixteenth century, tbis order bad changed, evolving into a parliamentary peerage

with individual titles held as personal and honorific dignities. Title creations were kept

distinct ftom the erection of lands into lordships, which were still granted to ensure tbat

the peer could maintain a status suited to the bonour. 1 These titles were heritable, but at

this time the descent ofa peerage wu not always limited to the heirs male of the body of

the grantee.2 Many could pass to the heir male general, and in some special cases,

including Buchan, Moray, and Sutherland, the tide could even descend to a female, whose

husband could bear this title and sit in the king's council.3

ln 1587, the Scottish peerage was composed of the four poSSIble tiers or

gradations tbat had existed in Scotland for several centuries, namely, in descending order,

dukes, marquesses, earls, and lords of parliament." A fifth tier, the rank of viscount, wu

introduced to Scotland ftom England by the king in 1606, and interposed between the

earls and the lords. As stated in the tint chapter, the lords of parliament bave been

excluded trom this study, which focuses upon the superior four tiers ofthe peerage.

A number of other individuals, bath with and without legitimate claims to titles

within the four superior gradations of the peerage bave aIso been excluded. Captain

lames Stewart, sometime earl ofArran and cbaDcellor ofScotland in 1584-1585, bas been
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purposely omitted. He Iived until December 1595, but wu stripped of the tide by

parliament in 1586, for he bad usurped it from the insane James Hamilton, the legitimate

earl, during a downtum in the Hamilton family fortunes and influence. Two viscounts,

Hemy Cary tirst viscount Falkland, and Henry Constable fint viscoUDt Dunbar, bave been

exclud~ on the grounds tbat they were Englisbmen, not Scots, granted Scottish titles by

King James in 1620, and appear oeither to bave owned property in, nor visited Scodand in

their lifetimes.5 James Hamilton, tbird marquess and first duke of Hamilton bas a1so not

been included, for he had ooly come ioto bis marquessate at this study's terminal date, the

death ofJames VI, bis father having predeceased the king by a mere twenty-one daYS.6

Severa! individuals have been purposely included in this study, due to their family's

ultimate success at substantiating their claim to a dignity. In the period covered by this

study, there were two families with claims to the title ofearl ofMorton, a situation wmch

resulted trom the political turmoil of King James VI's youth. The bonour traditionally

belonged to the Douglas family, and was held in this period successively by Archibald,

who was a1so eighth earI of Angus, ms heir of tailzie' (to the Morton tide) Sir Wtlliam

Douglas ofLochleven, and the latter's grandson Wtlliam Douglas.' ln addition, this study

includes the rival claimants, the Maxwell earls of Morton: John eighth lord Maxwell and

bis eldest son John ninth lord Maxwell.9 The eighth lord Maxwell was granted the tide of

Morton and a sbare ofthe Douglas estates &fter sitting 00 the assizelO which forfeited and

coodemned the llegent ofScotland, James Douglas, fourth earl ofMorton in 1581 on the

grounds of bis complicity in Darnley's murder. The grant of the territorial earldom and

regaIity wu reseinded by the crown and restored to the late regent's heir of line and

tailzie, Archibald eigbth ad of~ aloog with the title in early 15&6, but Maxwell
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never seems to bave been deprived of bis tide. The eighth lord Maxwell used the tide in

many instances and was referred to in a number of official charten and commissions as

such until 1S93. 11 His eldest son the ninth lord Maxwell seems Dever to have been

officially recognized or addressed as earl, but used bis de jure claim to annoy the Douglas

earls and foster bis feud with them. A number of yean after the latter's forfeiture and

execution, the eigbth lord Maxwell's second son, Robert tenth lord Maxwell cultivated

and used influence in court circles to revive sucœssfully the Maxwell claim to the tide of

earl of Monon. In a patent of 1620, James acknowledged Robert's fatber's use of this

tide, and confirmed the right ofRobert and bis heirs-male to succeed to the eighth Lord

Maxwell's dignities. To resolve the conflict between the two famiIi~ the king changed

the style ofthe tide held by the Maxwells to earI ofNrthsdale, wbich was in any case more

appropriate given the location of their estates and land holdings. The change wu made

more palatable in 1621 when the Privy Council decided to grant the earl ofNithsdale the

precedency ofthe 1S81 creation rather tban that ofthe 1620 patent, thereby ensuring tbat

he would not bave to pay the fees due to the heralds ftom an Lords ofParliament created

afterthe king's accession to the English throne in 1603.12

Once ail of tbese exclusions and inclusions are ascertained, a total of eighty-live

peer! who held tides (Dot ail concurrently) at some point during King James VI's majority

remaÎD. 13 [See Appendir Al These eigbty-tive peer! cao be descnbed, analyzed and

groupecl in a variety ofways. The tirst manner ofdOÏDI so is by examining each tier ofthe

peerage, in total, and over tinte in specified years.14 (See table 2-1 below).
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TABLE 2-1: NUMBER OF UPPER PEERS (15I7-162!) BY RANK,
IN TOTAL AND IN SELECl'ED YEARS

RANK Ig7 1597 1607 1617 162! TOTAL
Ig'·1625

DIIkes 1 1 1 1 1 3
ManpK•• 0 0 2 2 2 3
E..... 23 23 31 29 36 76
ViIcouDts 0 0 2 3 3 3
Other I- l- 0 0 0 "TOTAL 2S 15 36 3S 42 as

*lndicates Lord John Hamilton, acting head ofthe Hamilton family.

Earls were the most predominant class of the peerage in the subject group~ composing

89.4% of the sample. The remainder of the tides wu equally divided amongst duk~

marquesses and viscounts. Thus there were three duk~ three marquesses, seventy-six

earls and three viscounts in the Scottish peerage over the course of the yean 1587 to

1625. The total of eigbty-five peers wu not divided equally over this period, but grew

lacger as the period advanced: ftam 25 peen in 1587, to 42 peers by the end ofthe reign.

In 1587, the upper ranks of the peerage were composed almost exclusively of

earls. Twenty-three15 ofthe 25 peers were earls, the two exceptions being Ludovic~ the

young duke ofLennox, and Lord John Hamilton, the acting head ofthe Hamilton family in

Iight of bis brother James, third earl of Arran~s mental incapacity. These numbers

remained unaltered in 1597: 1 duke~ 23 earl~ and Lord John Hamilton. This coustency

would not continue. In 1607~ the upper peerage bad increased in size by 44%: the total

body was DOW 36 rather than 25. It wu stiD composed mainly of earls, 31 in number,

with the remainder consisting of the duke of Lennox, the two recendy-elevated

marquesses, and two DOvel creations, the Scottish viscounts Fentoun and Haddinston. In

1617, there were 35 pecrs. including one duke, two marquesses, twenty-niDe earls, and

13



three viSCOunts. 16 At the end ofthe reign in March 1625, the group &ad grown once again

to fonn a total of42 peer5, including one duke, two marquesses, thïrty-sïx earIs, and three

Scottish VÎSCOunts. As can be seen tram these Dumerical breakdowns witbin each decade,

the upper peerage of Scotland remained largely a body ofearls. In 1587, the earls made

up 92% of the upper peerage. In 1625, they still formed 85.70A» ofthis DOW larger body,

their number having been augmented by 56.5%.

This evidenœ of an increase in the size of the upper peerage as a whole is

deserving of closer attention. The &rst growth in their Dumber in the period under study

occurred in 1588, on the death of Archibald, eighth earl of Angus. His two earldoms of

Angus and Morton were inherited by separate persons, thus increasing the size of the

peerage by one. In 1599, King James VI created two marquesses, Hamilton and Huntly,

but as these were elevations within the upper peerage,11 the total wu Dot atrected. In

1600, two newearls, Alexander, tint earl ofLinlitbsow, and Robert, 6rst earl ofWmton,

were created, but in the sbort tenn no net gain in the total size of the body resulted, as

John, third earl ofGowrie was kiUed and declared forfeit in August 1600, and James, fifth

earl ofBuchan died in the summer of 1601, leaving a posthumous daugbter as bis hm.

The greatest growth in the upper peerage in the period of James VI's adult reign

occurred in the yean 1605 and 1606, when the erection of many of the former monastic

lands into temporallordships wu undertaken and the negotiations for the proposcd union

of the kingdoms ofEngiand and Scotland were underway. In 1605, four earIs, Dunbar,

Dunfermline, Home, and Perth, were created. In 1606, the king createcl five earIs,

Abercom, Kinghome, Lothian, TuDtbardine, and Wigto~ and two viscounts, Fentoun and

Haddington. W'tthin a two-year period, the body rose in number ftom 25 to 36 peas.
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This bigh point wu maintained for about three years before the Dumber ofpeers began to

cantraet sHgbtly, beginning in 1609 with the forfeiture of John, second Maxwell earl of

MonoD, and the death ofJames, third earl ofAnan, whose title resided in the marquess of

Hamilton from this lime. The total continued to decÜDe in 1611 on the sudden death of

George, tint earl of Dunbar, whose honours became dormant when bis eider brother and

beir forebore to assume the dignity. 18 The rise ofthe early part of the century was tùrtber

diminished in 1615, when Patrick, second earl of Orkney, was declared forCeit and

executed. These losses without immediate replacements seem to have been a dehberate

measure 00 the king's part, for on refusing the earl ofMar's request to advance Ogilvie of

Findlater to the Scottish peerage in 1612, James wrote that a growth in the number of

Scottish noblemen does

...more hume then goode to that state [ScotJand], and that they exceede
and surpasse the number of the noblemen heere [England] (which bath
given greate occasion of discontentment to tbis people, thereby alienating
there barts more and more ftom the Union), wee bave proposed with oure
seur to forbeare for a tyme the making or creating any more noblemen
there, and ta wait ail oportunity how they may be reduced ta a feware
number. 19

The total number ofmembers ofthe upper peerage was tbirty-two at the end of 1615.

After 161S, the size of the upper peerage grew continuously, thoup never &pin,

at leut on an annual buis, as rapidly as it had in 1605 and 1606. New creations and

tùrther elevations were made in most of the years during the remainder of the reign: the

earl of Roxburghe and viscount Lauderdale in 1616; the earls of Buccleucb, KeUie (a

tùrther elevation ofthe tint viscount Fentoun), and Melrose in 1619; the earl ofWltbsdale

in 162cro; viscount Stormont in 1621; the viscounts ofAir and Annan in 1622; the earls of

GaIloway and Seafonb in 1623; and the earIs of Lauclerdale and AnnandaIe (tùrther
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elevations for the former viscounts Lauderdale and Annan, respectively) in 1624. Tbus

the upper peerage had increased in size to fonn a body of42 peers by the end ofthe reign,

1 growth of68% over the 1587 total, the single largest increase baving occurred in 1606,

wben it grew by 24.1%.

These figures indicate that there wu 1 substantial growth in the upper peerage

between 1587 and 1625. Some bistorians have emphasized this inerease in numbers,

particularly those after 1604, and neglected to show that sorne of this growth was

tempered by lasses. They bave developed a theme of a sudden inflation or flood of

bonours and a decline in the quality ofcandidates, resulting in a dilution of the peerage,21

to add as another facet in the portrait ofa period in court history where corruption wu a

matter ofrapid-growing concem.22 James VI bas been accused ofa similar unsavoury let

in Englisb bistory in bis raie as James 1, where he added sixty-tive creations to the English

peerage, which wu a body offifty-five on the day Elizabeth 1died. From the end of 1615

ta the end of 1628 the English peerage as a whole grew by 56%, and the number ofearls

within this group by 141%.13 Yet the king bas been partially excused in Iight of bis

predecessor Elizabeth's renowned parsimony in regard to honoon. Smce the queen wu

tightfisted, many of James's elevations and creations in England are viewed as just and

long overdue.24

A similar situation in Scodand at the tum of the seventeenth century bas been

largely overlooked by historians, poSSlbly because it lacu a consequential 10Dg-reigning

figure to embody tbis idea ofput stinginess creating a need for a growth in bonoon.2S As

Gordon Donalclson stated in 1965, in Scotland:
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Very few new peerages bad been created since the reign of James
IV, and hardly any for persons not connected with the royal house. The
only dukedoms were those of Mary's third husband, Bothwell, and James
VI's co. Esmé Stewart. Some royal bastards became earI~ but the
only new earldom created for a man Dot of royal blood wu that of
Gowrie, in 1581.26

Perbaps, as wu the case in England, the tinte for expansion and renewal in Scotland's

upper peerage bad arrived.

James VI may bave been excessively criticized for bis actions in Scotland, possibly

because bis dual role as king ofbath England and Scodand bas led to confusion amoDgst

historians regarding his legacy.27 The bistory of this period in Scotland bas until recendy

been somewhat clouded by the perspective, structure and traditions of English bistory.28

As was stated earlier, much ado bas been made ofJames's elevation of lairds and younger

sons ofnobles and lairds to the Scottish peerage, but unlike the idea ofan elite body with

tigbt1y controUed admission which prevailed ta the south, the Scottish concept of nobility

wu much more loosely-interpreted until the 15905. Many of the greater lairds had the

status oflesser nobility, without the title ofcourse, but tbis wu Dot neœssarily an obstacle

to promotion.. It wu quite possible for some ofthe greater lairds or younger sons to cross

wbat Maureen Meilde bas called "the vinually invisible divide" between the lairdly class

and the nobility in sixteenth-century Scotland.29 This greater social mobility at the bigbest

level alIowed James to advance some members ofa theoretically subordinate class in order

to aid him in the soveming ofhis tint kingdom ftom afar. But when tbese advancements

were viewed tbrough the eyes of historians accustomed to a more guarded system of

social mobility, with fewer peers pel" capita,30 the)' became a point ofcontention..
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James VI's elevation of lesser nobility and younger sons to the Scottish peerage

bas also been criticized bistoriographically, as it became 8Ssociated with another measure

ofbis reign which was heavily denounced by a number ofEnglish royalist historians ofthe

16S0~31 namely, the open sale ofEnglish, Irish and Scottish baronetages and other titles

within the English and Irish peerages. Tbese creations numbered above two hundred and

fifty,32 and undermined the prestige of the monarchy, the aristocracy and the system of

titles generally throughout the British Isles, for many of these peerages were sold directly

by the crown for cash, or involved the bnbery of court patrons, including the duke of

Buckingham and bis relations, by aspiring but not necessarily worthy purchasers who

would go ta some lengths in order ta be nominated to a dignity. Corrupt praetices were

further encouraged by the practice of granting blank: patents to courtiers to make new

peers. These were a cheap form of largess given out by a sovereign whose financial

cotTers were too empty to provide other bounty.33 The Scottish sales were ümited to the

lower ranks ofthe peerag~ especially the arder ofbaronets, and ooly commenced in 1625

during the reign of King Charles 1 in order to support Sir Walliam Alexander's

colonization of Nova Scotia.34 lames'! creations within the upper ranks of the Scottish

peerage may have been tainted by this associated, but non-related event.

Yet no matter the possible contemporary reasons for the intlation of honours or

the criticism this action bas received since tbat tim~ it is still unfitting to judge the overall

significanee of the growth of the upper peerage in tbis period using solely a cursory

examination of the total numbers and net growth of the group in question. Indieaton

other tban those of rank and overall size could pmve more revealing with regard to

cbanges in the composition of the upper peerage over the course of the period under
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study. Therefore 1 will in succession examine the collective members of lbis group

according to the age of creation of their titles (the old versus the new nobility), their

known religious affiliations, and the geographic regions from which their titles and

strength originated.

OldydND'i

To begin, 1must stipulate my definitioDS ofthe old and the new nobility, for 1 have

not been able ta tind suitable, weU-defined guidelines as established by previous historians

wbich could be foUowed. For my purposes, a member of the old nobility is one whose

title was bestowed upon him or one of bis predecessors before 1587. A member of the

new nobility is one whose title wu 8I'8Ilted to him or one ofbis predecessors by the adult

King James VI in or after 1587. (See table 2-2 below).

TABLE 2-2: NUMBER OF UPPER PEERS (IY7-162S) BY AGE OF TITLE.
IN TOTAL AND IN SELECTED YEARS

(values shown as percentages ofthe total no. ofpeers forthat year -ie.line 4)

AGE or 1S17 1597 1607 1617 1625 TOTAL
TITLE 1517-1625
OldPeen 25 (100) 25 (100) 23 (63.9) 21 (60) 21 (50) 51 (60)
NewPeen 0 0 13 (36.1) 14 (40) 21 (50) 34 (40)
TOTAL 25 25 36 35 42 15

Using this system ofreckoning, overall between 1587 and 1625 there were SI peen who

cm he classified as old nobility, and 34 peen who cao be determined to he new nobility,

representins 6QOAt and 4()OAt of the total number of peers, respectively. [See Appendir B]

In 1587, ail of the peer! were of the old nobility. This did Dot change over the course of

the next decade, for in 1597 there bad as yet been no new e1evations to the upper peerage.

Dy 1607 there wu a substantial change due to the large number pfcreations beginning in

1599 and accelerating rapiclly in 1605 and 1606. Twemy-tbree ofthe old peers remained,
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but now they were joined by 13 new peers. In 1617, twenty-one old peers endured, while

the number of new peers bad increased to fourteen. The proportion of old to new peers

now equaled sixty to forty percent. By 1625, a further increase in the number of new

peers by seven balanced the two groups at totals of 21 each. Over this period, the old

nobility wu diminished by a total of four, a contraction of 16%, wbi1e the new nobility

was increased overall by twenty-one, creating an even balance between the two groups as

they stood in 1625.

Rer ·11101;

The eighty-five peers who held ritles at some point during James VI's adult reign

can also be divided into sma1ler categories uSÎDg their known religious affiliations. This is

not accomplished as easily as the division of the old and the new, for it is much more

difticult to detennine the religious observances of somewhat obscure figures using the

historical sources availabie. The evidence witbin such sources is not entirely trustworthy,

and for this period one is often forced ta rely on the judgments ofthe compilers oflists of

pro-Catholic, pro-Spanish, pro-Protestant or pro-English nobles. CircwnsPeCtion is

required when uùg any ofthese lists. For exampl~ the 'Catholic' lists were compiled by

visiting Jesuits, who are known ta bave been over credulous in their belief as ta who

among the nobility were potential Catholics and supporters of the international Catholie

movement.35 John Graham, third earl of Montrose, a Protestant whose conformity wu

questioned by the kirk due ta bis political aUiances with Imown Catholics before, during

and after the Brig of Cee affiir in 1589 and bis support for a re-establishment of

episcopacy, wu on such a Catholic Iist in 1589, ancllisted as a pro-Spanish Scottish noble

in another Iist thougbt to date ftom 1587.36 The uucertainty reprding bis relisious
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convictions is slso retlected in a number oflists compiled by the English in which bis name

appeared: as a Catholic and malcontent in 1585, 1586, 1588, 1589, 1591 and 1592; as a

Protestant in 1593, 1594, 1599 and 1602; and as neutra1 in 1586.31

For the purposes ofthis study, 1 bave divided the members of the upper peerage

into tbree categories and used the terms Protestant, Catholie and unknown to descn"be

them. These terms are used loosely in a religious, not a political sense, in order to indicate

those of the reformed faith (Protestants), those who kept the mass (Catholies), and those

for whom the researcher was not able to tind sufticient evidence to determine their form of

worship (unknown). More specifie denominations were not sought as this process would

bave increased the likelihood oferrors and the size of the unknown category. The group

detined as Catholic includes those who are known to have practiced the Catholie religion

privately, but out ofnecessity or choice confonned to the reformed religion publicly.

TABLE 2-3: NUMBER OF UPPER PURS (1!87-162S) BY REUGIOUS
LEANINGS. IN TOTAL AND IN SELECI'ED YEARS

(values shown as percentages ofthe total no. ofpeers for that year -ie. line 5)

RELIGION t!ll?

Uabawa

TOTAL

1597 1601 1'17 1'15

This said, over the entire period under study, 50 ofthe 85 peen were Protestants,

32 were Catholics and tbree were of an undetermined faith.31 (See table 2-3 above and

Appendà C). This ratio seems to bave leveUed out after an initial decline and become

relatively constant tbroughout the remaiDder of the reign, at leut as far u cm be

determined given a steadily increasing number of peers of unknown faitb. In 1587, 72%
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of the peers were Protestants. Little change had occurred by 1597, when 68% of this

group were still Protestant. In 1607, the ratio ofProtestant peers ren to 58.3% when the

nomber of Cathoücs almost doubled, trom eight to fifteen peers. Sîmilar ratios for

Protestants were found for 1617 and 1625, 57.1% and 59.S% respective1y, but tbere was a

rise trom zero to three in the number of unknown figures. These calcu1ations are not

absolute, but sufficient to allow us ta say that approximately one-tbird or more of the

Scottish upper peerage were Catholics at any given time in the reign, possibly s1ighdy

bigher around 1607 and 1617. This finding for the upper peerage coneurs with the

statement of John Eider that one-third of ail nobles in Scotland were Catbolic.39 It is

interesting ta note that a similar tinding was reacbed by Lawrence Stone in bis study for

sixty-six English peers in 1580, twenty of whom were Catholic..w One can also see ftom

this discussion that while the proportion ofCathoücs among the peerage did not cise as the

body grew, their relative number did, doubling tram seven in 1587 to fourteen in 1625.

This is due to James's practice of elevating representatives of Catholic familles alongside

Protestants. His actions suggest that he favoured loyalty and ability above religious

belle&, and would rather reward ail parties than aUow or encourage division and faction

within the society.

Il is interesting to note that in several familles, successive holders ofthe tide were

not of the same religious faith. This diftèrence bas been noticed amongst the Douglas

earls ofAngus and the Gordon earls ofSutherland. In the instance ofthe earls ofAn~

Archibald and William Douglas, the eigbth and ninth~ were Prot~ while the

niDth earl's second son and bis e1dest grandso~ the tenth and eleventh~ each al50

named William Douglas, were Catbolics. In the case of the earIs of Sutberland, the
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reverse process occurred. Alexander and John Gordon, the eleventh and twelfth earls of

Sutherland were Catholics, while their successor, John Gordon, thirteenth earl of

Sutherland was of the reformed faith. There appears ta be little similarity between these

two cases. The tenth earl of Angus was raised by bis family as a Protestan~ but is

reported to have whole-beartedly converted to Catholicism after baving been courted by

the doctors of the Sorbonne while in France in 1580, when he would have been

approximately twenty-six years ofage:u The tenth earl ofAngus remained true to bis new

faith despite family pressures, civil disabilities, excommunication, imprisonment, and

ultimately PeI'IIUlI1ent exile ftom Scotland, and was responsible for bis wife's adoption of

Catholicism and the raising of bis children, including the eleventh earI, in the Roman

Catholic faith.42 John Gordon, thirteenth earl of Sutherland, came trom an apparentIy

strong Catholic family: bis parents, the twelfth earl and Agnes (or Annas) EIpbinstone,

Lady Sutherland, were ftequently warded in towns and tined for their persistent papistry;43

and his grandmother, Lady Jane (or Jean) Gordon" wu an unyielding Catholic, one of the

most noted papists in Scotland;t5 wbo reportedly kept Jesuits in ber company,46 faced

endless persecution and fines ftom the kick,47 and wu the aunt ofthe Catholic figurebead,

George, sixth eut and first marquess of Huntly. But the thirteenth earl's father died in

September 161S whcn he wu but six years ofag~ and bis mother apparent1y moved to

her jointure bouse, bore a posthumous son, and died within two years.4I His grandmother

Lady Jane bad departed the family estates on the occasion ofber third marriage a decade

before bis birth.49 The young earl and bis estates were placed under the guardianship of

his uncle Sir Robert Gordon, Lady Jean's Courtil but now eldest surviving son, a

Prot~ who ensured tbat John wu given a reformed education, beginning in 1616 Il
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the Dornach School under the supervision ofMr. John Gray, Dean ofCaithness, followed

by the University ofEdinburgh in 1623, and St. Salvator CoUege at St. Andrew's in 1627,

where he became fiiends with the Protestant James Graham, fifth earl and future marquess

ofMontrose.5o The thirteenth earl of Sutherland from a young age seems to bave Iacked

the influences necessary to retain bis family line's traditional religious adherences. Unlike

the example of the earls of Angus, there was no deüberate conversion at an adult age

within the Sutherland succession, ooly a graduai change of faith. The direct responsibility

for a conversion within this line rests within the broader family, specifically with Sir

Robert Gordon.

TABLE 2-4: NUMBER OF UPPER PURS (1!l7-1(25) DY AGE OF TITLE
AND DY IŒLIGIOUS LEANINGS, IN TOTAL AND IN SELECTED YEARS

(values shawn as percentages ofthe total no. ofpeers in column 6)

AGE OF YEAR Protestuts Catholia Unknown TOTAL
TITLE
Old Peen Total 34 (".7) 17 (33.3) 0 51 1601-

1517 18 (72) 7 (28) 0 25
1597 17 (68) 8 (32) 0 25
1607 15 (65.2) 8 (34.8) 0 23
1617 13 (61.9) 8(38.1) 0 21
1625 14 (66.7) 7 (33.3) 0 21

NewPeen ToUl 16 (47) 15 (44.1) 3 ( 1.1) 34 (401-
1517 0 0 0 0
IS97 0 0 0 0
1607 6 (46.1) 7 (53.8) 0 13
1617 7(50) 6 (42.8) 1 ( 7.1) 14
1625 11 (52.4) 7 (33.3) 3 (14.3) 21

TOTAL !O(!U} 32 (37.6} 3 ( 3.5) 15 [100)-
·Indieates percentase ofthe total sample ofpeers (n=85).

It wu observed in tbis study tbat there WIS littIe or no change in the ratio between

those who adbered to the reformed religion and tbose who favoured Catholicism over the

course ofthe period. Wben the sroups orthose practiciDg the Protestant and the Catholic
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religions are examined in more detail against the divisions witbin the upper peerage

between the old and the new nobility, bath a similar finding and variations are found. (See

table 2-4 above). Overa1l, an examination ofthe religious affiliations of the old memben

ofthe peerage (created prior to 1587) revealed that two-thirds ofthem were Protestants,

while one-third were Catholies or Catholies who conformed to the state-sanetioned

religion publiely. Comparable findings were discovered in an examination of the religious

adherences of the oid nobility at tive ditTerent times over the course of the period, when

the percentage of Protestants ranged between 61.9'A. and 72%, and the percentage of

Catholics ranged between 28% and 38.1%. Somewhat different proportions were

revealed when the memben of the new nobility were subjected to similar scrutiny.

Overall, 470A. ofthese new peers were Protestants, while almost as many ofthem, 44.1%,

were Catholie. This elevation in the level of Catholies among the new peers may be a

ret1ection of the king's tendency to value higbly, and in these instances, reward, the

individuals and families who had been loyal to bis mother Mary, many of whom were

Catholics.51 These values were somewbat more volatile when they were examined at

specifie yeus witbin the rei~ the proponion of Protestants ranging between 46.1% and

52.4%, and the proportion ofCathoUes ranging between 33.3% and 53.8%. This greater

volatility is partially due to the smaIler size ofthis subject group in relation to that of the

old nobility, whieh wu fifty percent larger. There is al50 a greater degree ofuncertainty

in tbis smaIler group as the three peers with unknown religious aftiJiations are found

amongthem.



Rnjog'i

James VI's Scottish upper peerage CID also be descnbed in a regional fasbio~

through an examination of the locations from wbich theîr tides and powers originated.

The factor ofgeographic regions in Scodand is intriguing, given the varied geography of

the country, and the tradition ofseparating the histories and people ofScotland into those

of the borders, the lowlands, and the bighlands. In this study, Scodand bas been divided

ÎDto three regions, namely, the northwest and isles, central Scodand, and the borders.

These regions bear a resemblance to the traditional territories, but ditTer in that they do

not faithfully foRow the demarcation line between Gaelic and non-Gaelic Scotland. The

ÎDtent bebind this regional division is ta indicate the distance of the peer trom the centre,

Edinburgh, rather than establish a difference in the origins ofthe Scottish people. The tint

category, the northwest and isles, comprises ail of the land and islands northwest of and

including the sbires ofAberdeen, Perth and Dunbanon, trom the isle ofArran in the south,

to the isle of Lewis in the west, ta the isles of Orkney and Shetland in the north. The

border region includes the sbires ofBerwick, Selkirk, Roxburgh, Dumfries, Kirkcudbright,

and ta some extent, Peebles. Central Scotland comprises aU of the other sbires between

these two regions, from Wigtownsbire in the southwest, ta East Lothian in the southeast,

to Kincardineshire in the northeast, to Stirlingshire in the northwest. Severa! sbires, due to

the nature oftheir geography, accomodate more than one eatesory in tbis division. These

include Aberdeen, Penh and Dunbarton, wbich fit into both the northwest and central

Sco~ as well as Peeblesshire, wbich seems to be bath a part of central Scodand and

the border region.
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Once these three geograpbic regions were determined, the eighty-five peers were

sorted witbin th~ [See Appendix Dl using their titles, local offices and primary

landholdings to determine their proper placement, as the most important gauge of power

among the Jacobean nobility wu the extent and concentration oftheir lands, foUowing and

jurisdietions.'2 Regions in wbich a peer was landlord and magistrate, among other

possible authority figures, were the main weUspring of bis prerogative, intluence, strength

and wealth, the other potential source of such power heing the court. For some subjects,

like lo~ first earl of Annandale, this exercise in geographic categorization was

straightforward. [See Appendix El This peer belonged to the border region groupin&

given that most of bis holdings were situated in Dumfiiesshire, where he was earl and

steward of Annandale, keeper ofthe castle of Lochmaben, provost of Lincluden, held the

right to the tithes of thirty-two parishes in Annandale, and owned the baronies of

Loc~ Holywood and Errickstane, and lands at Caerlaveroc~ Cockpool and

Lincluden. He held another barony in the border region, at Dundrennan in Kirkcudbright,

as weil as lands outside this regio~ for example, at Falkland in Fifeshire (where he held

the office of forester), at Tynningbame in East Lothian, in Cumberland and Surrey in

England, and in county Donegal in Ireland.53 Yet bis strength and resources as a Scottish

peer at the regionallevel clearly devolved ftom bis ties ta the borders.

For other peers, this exercise Proved to he not nearly as clearcut. Two examples,

those of the earls of Rothes and the earl of Melrose, should sut1ice ta illustrate this

dilemma and the manner in wbich it bas been bandled. Andrew and John Leslie, the fifth

and sixth earls ofRothes, have been p1aced in two ofthe regional categories, those ofthe

northwest and isles, and central Scotlancl, as their territorial holdings and sources ofpower
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were bipolar and somewbat more widespread than those of the earl of Annandale. They

were the principal sheri1fs ofFif~ provosts ofthe burgh ofCupar in Fife, and commanded

numerous estates in Fifeshire, including the baronies of Leslie and Ballinbreich, where

Castle Leslie and Ballinbreich Castle were located., and lands at Kilmany, Lindores and

Newburgh. The earls ofRothes alsa bad many important holdings further no~ including

their earldom of Rothes in the sbire of Elgin, the barony and lands of Cushnie in

Banffshire, and the lands and baronies of Rothienorman, Parkhill and Cairney in

Aberdeenshire.54 In addition, the sixth earI wu appointed commissioner ofthe peace for

Elgin, Forres and Naim in 1616, and bad bis position renewed in 1623.

Thomas Hamilton, tirst earl ofMelrose, like the earls ofRothes, bas been placed in

two regional categories, specifically, central Scotland and the borders. His properties

were even more fragmented and dispersed than those of the earls of Rothes, as seems to

he the general case with most of lames Vl's new Dobility in compari5On with their

established counterpans.!5 His border holdings included the lordship of Metrose in

Roxburgh, Castlemilk and other lands in Dumfries, and Coldstream and other lands in

Berwick. From 1S94 he held the office ofassessor to the justice courts of the sheritFdom

ofDumfiies and the stewartries of Kirkcudbright and Annandale. In central Scotlan~ he

possessed the barony ofMonldand in Stirling, the barony ofInverkeithins in Fife, lands at

Auchengray in Lanark, and lands in Perth. He al50 had vat holdings in the Lothians: the

haronÎes ofDalmeny, Drem, Tynningham~ 56 Binning, Byra, and BaIIincreüf(where silver

and other meta1s were found)~ as weB as propenies at Priestfield in DuddingstoD, Lufthess,

and Humbie.51
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The entire Jacobean upper peerage were sorted into regional divisions in this

manner. Sïxty-seven peers were fitted into a single geographic category, while eighteen

peers were assigned to two such groupings concurrently.'8 (See table 2-5 below).

TABLE %-5: NUMBER OF UPPER PEERS (1587-16%5)
GROUPE» BY REGIONAL TIES

REGION No. or peen l!l7-162! PerceDta8e or total
Northwest and ules 29 34.1
Centnl Scotland 57 67.1
Borden 17 20.0
TOTAL 103· 121.2*

*These nos. exceed 85 " 100010 as 18 peers had ties to more than 1 region.

OveraU, by 1625, twenty-nine of tbese eigbty-five peers bad important links with the

nonhwest and isles region. Fifty-seven peers had important ties within central ScotJand,

and seventeen peers were closely connected with the border region. Thus, one-third of

these peers derived power ftom the northwest and isles, approximately two-thirds of them

from central ScotIand, and about one-tifth of them trom the borden,59 a region which

composed approximately one-ninth ofScotland's total area.

These tindings cao be examined and extrapolated in a manner simiIar to that

employed earlier to anaIyze the religious adherences of the old and new nobility, in order

to further descnbe the peers within their regions using the variables of age of peerage

elevation and religion. (See table 2-6 below). Of the peers connected to the northwest

and isles, 89.,." of the group oftwenty-nine were of the old nobility, as only two of the

tides, those ofSeaforth and Tullibardine, were created during the course ofJames's adult

reign. Twenty of these peers ftom the northwest and isles adhered to the Protestant

religion, wbile nine practiced the Catbolic fàitb.
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TABLE 2-6: TOTAL HUMBER OF UPPER PEERS (1517-1628) 8V AGE OF
TITLE OR RELIGIOUS LEANlNGS VS. REGIONAL TŒS

(values shown as percentages ofthe total no. ofpeers per region -ie.line 8)

AGEOFTITLE Northwest A illes Ceatnl Scotlud Borden
Old 26 (89.7) 32 (56.1) 5 (29.4)
New 3 (10.3) 25 (43.9) 12 (70.6)
RELIGION
Protatut 20 (69) 33 (57.9) Il (64.7)
CathoDe 9 (31) 21 (36.8) S (29.4)
UalmoWD 0 3 ( 5.3) 1 ( 5.9)
TOTAL 29 !7 17

[n central Scodand, 56.1% of the tifty-seven peers associated with this region came from

the established nobility, wbile 43.90;'0 were raised to the upper peerage in this period.

Thirty-three of the central peers were Protestants, twenty-one were Catholics, and three

held undetermined religious views. Of the seventeen peers placed in the border region

category, ooly 29.4% held titles created prior to 1587, while 70.6% held new titles.

Eleven border peers practiced the reformed faith, 6ve were Catholics, and one, Walliam,

viscount Air, wu ofan undetermined faith.

The finelings described over the course ofthe last nine pases are generalizations of

course, given that there is littIe doubt tbat tbere were variations within even the smallest

categories or groupings discussed. Yet they ue revealing nevenheless, in tbat they

demonstrate the rapid growth of a new sub-group within the nobility, the numerical

balance between the old and the new peers by 1625, a religious division among these peers

whicb remained fairly constant tbroupout the period, and the relative proportions oftbese

peers wbich were lSSOCiated with specifie regjoDS of the country. They show, by and

large, tbat an old peer wu more likely to be a Protestant and connected with the

northwest and isles, while bis newer social equa1, who wu aImost equally likely to be
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Protestant or Catholic (with the latter having a s1ight edge), had ties further south. While

such findings require care in their use, given the modest size of the sample and the

limitations of historical data conectio~ they are certainly more informative and provide a

greater sense ofthe composition ofthe upper peerage tban statements about the escaIating

size ofthe group. This study will continue providing such detailed analysis in subsequent

chapters in arder to enhance our understanding of other aspects of the upper ranks of

James vrs Scottish peerage.
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John. tint VÎICOUIIl LaudmIaIc (aftcnmds fint carl ofLaudadale).

11 Tecbnic:alJy, LonIJobn Hamilton-s cIcw1ioa as marquas ofRamiltoa shouId be COIIIicIered a new
aeation, • he did IlOt bolet the dipityofcarl in aad ofhi"'" It wasbis ÎIIIIIIC eiderbIoIber James
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who bclcl the family litle ofearl ofAnan until bis death in 1609~wben the dipity was retumed to the
second marquess. In Ibis study, [ bave includcd Lord John as an bonorary peer from the~ 50 tbc total
number ofpeas does DOt change with bis IS99 cœation.

18 Complete Peerace. vol. 4, S12.

19 King James VI to the carl ofMar~HampIon Court. 26 September 1612, Historic:al ManuscriplS
Commissioll, Rcpm on the Manppipg orthe Earl ofMar ,nd K!!lUe Preseryed pt AlIoa flouse. N.B.,
(Landoll, 19(4), vol. 137, p. 68.

:!O The earI ofNithsdale was CRated to acknowlcdgc the service and inOuenœ ofthe~ the
lelitiJnacy of their cJaim to the carldom ofMono, aad to seule tbeir dispute witb the Douglases. The
king aIso elevated two Englishmen to the ScoIs peerage in tbis year, panting them the tilles ofviSCOUDU
Duntm aDd FaUrJand

21 PosalinclMitehison. Lo'lkhipto PalmnAae: fetl'nd 1603·174S, (Londo~ 1983), 10-11; and Gordon
Donaldson. SœtIand: lames V 10 Jamçs VIL (Londoll, 1965), 221.

22 For a good disc:ussion ofcorruption in early Jacobean c:oun life and pollUes. sec Linda Levy Peck, tQYlt
PatnmalF and Corryplion in EarIy Stuan EnlIAl'd.. (Boston. 1990).

23 Lawrenœ Stone. The Crisis orthe Aristocracy ISS1-1641, (Oxford. (965)~ 99-104 and 775 (appendix
01).

24 Lawrenœ Stone. The Crisis ofthe Aristocracy ISS1-164!. (Oxford. 1965>,99-101; Linda Levy Pedt.
Court Pauopge and Corruption in Early StuItt Enl'and (Boston. (990),32-33; and Linda Levy Pedt,
Nonhampon: PatmnaF agd Policy al the COUd ofJames 1. (Loadoll, 1982), 24-15. For a discussion of
the need for James ta bring an end ta EIizaheUl's pusimony in the distn"bution ofpensions, lands and
ofti~ sec Barry Coward, Thç Stuart Ale: Ene". 1603-1714, 2ad ed., (New York, 1994), 131.

:zs An exception is Jennifer M. Brown (DOW Wormald), "Scottish PoUlies 1567-1615," in The Reilll of
James VI and l cd. A.GA Smi~ (London. 1973), 3S.

26 Gordon Donaldson. SrPI,pd· James V to J,pp VIl (LoDdo~ 1965), 217.

%7 Jenny Wormald, ~James VI and 1: Two Kings or Oue?" History,68(1983): 187-209. sec alto Jcnny
Wormald, "The Ftigh Road hm Sc:otIaDd: ODe Kin& Two Kiqdollll," in Unitinl the KiDpm? The
Mtlrinl ofBritilb Hi5!9Q', eds. A1exaDder Gnnt and Keith J. StriDgcr. (London & New York. 1995), 123·
132; aud -rbc Creation ofBritain: Multiple Kingdoms or Core aadColonies?," IBIfS, 6- 1er., ü(l992):
175-194.

211 J.G.A. Pocock. 1'be Adantiç An:bipe.Iqo and the War oftbe Tbree Kiqdoms,.. in Tbc British
P!pbIem ç.l~34-1707; StaIe Fmmarion in the Ad,. Arshjpd... eds. BreadIn BradIbaw and John
Morrill. (New York. 1996), 172. Sec a1Io J.GA Pocock. "The Limits aad Divisions ofBritish HisIory: ln
Scardl of the UDknownS~" Anpisp HiMorical Rcyiew, 87(1982): 313.

29 Maureen M. McikI~ "The Invisible Divide: The GreaIer Lairds and the NobilityofJaœbean Sœt'.nd,"
SrPûeh Rj-œical Rcyïew, 71(1992): 7O-741Dd 86. QuoIe taIœa from litIe and p. 72.

30 At the eadorthe sixlcenth œotuJy, CWIl bcfiR tbae elevalioal WCIC~ Enatish dipIomIts RlCOI'CIed
tbcirvicw tbat Scotlaad bad IDCXCCII in die paupurtioa ofits nobiIity ta ils pttIIUlatioa: "NtJMBERS
wbichbeina more tUn ID ...n•là""'" c:aa lat (\'iz.. IDOle Ihan iD en.... and the COUIdIy las. and
las fertile) must needlinedan:at iDconvc:Dicnc:y ta tbeir COIIIIIIOIlwea1th,••••" Sec unccrtaindate [carly
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ISSOs? or 1602?)~ author~ "The General Statc oftbe Commonwealth ofSœtland," in Public
Record Oftiœ (Cirat Britain)~The NeRrofState Psg;g R,latipl tG bl,nd '" ed. JD. Mackie.
(EdiDburgb. 1969), vol 13 (1597-1603), part~ docllment 906, pp. 1115-1120. Quotc taIœn from p.
1117.

31 sec the swemems ofCiervase HoUes, Sir Edward Walter and Sir William Cavendish, marquis (1ater
duke) ofNewc:astle. in: Lawrence Stone. The Crisis orthe Arï"'9T'9' 1558-1641. (Oxford, 1965), pp. 96,
120.

32 Lawrmce Stone, The Crisis orthe ArisIocracy 1558·1641, (Oxford, 1965).. 755 (apl'cndi:< 01).

D Lawrmce Stone. The Crisii orthe Aristoeraey 1558-1641, (Oxford. 1965), cbapter 3~ partic:ularly pp.
82-128.

34 King Charles aIso raised a number ofEnglish to the Scots lesser peerage. Sir Thomas Fairfax.. Sir
Walter Aston and Sir Edward Bam:t became Lord Fairfax ofCamcro~Lord Aston Baron ofForfar and
Lord BarretofN~ respectively, in 1627. l'be dukc ofBuddngbam's aunt was c:reated Baroaess of
Cramond in 1628. Fairfax is supposcd to bave IlÜd tl,SOO for bis tide. Keith M B~ "The Scottish
Arisloaaçy, Anglicization and tbc Court.. 1603-38," Historical Journal, 36(1993): S66-567.

35 Gordon DoaaJdIon. $mtland' J'IP§ V 10 J,., W. (London, 1965),220.

36Jobn R. Eider, Sganish Influeuœs in Scottish History. (Glasgow, (910), 143 note and 134 note.

37 Catholic repons includc: 1586, "'Earlsof~" in The Calcndgr ofState P;mers RelatiDg to
Smtl'nd.... ed. Walliam K. Boyd, (Glasgow, 1915), vol. 9 (1586-1588), Icttcr 218, p. 216; 13 Octobcr
1588.. William Asbeby to Sir Fnmcis Walsingbam.. letter 531, p. 624; and SMarch 1519, saane to saDIe.
letter 597 inc1osure, p. 703; AIso [1591], "'Papists aDcl Pmcestants in Scotland," in The CalegdarofStaJe
P;mcg l,l'ring Jo 5çqtland .t. ed. William K. Boyd aad Henry W. Meik1e. (EdiDburgb, 1936), voL 10
(1589-1593), leucr641, p. 611; and 1 July 1592, 11le Nobility in ScotIaDcL" lcaer 713, p. 714; Allo
Charles Rogers, 16An Estima1e of the Scottish Nobility During Ibc Minority ofJames VI and Subsequently~

W'rth Pn:liminary <bervatio~" Transactions orthe Royal HiSIQrical Society, old series.. 2(1873;
repriDtcd 1971): put 5, p. 260; put 12, p. 278; and put 13, pp. 281-282.
Protesaant repons ïncludc: 12 January 1593, 16CaIa1ope ofNoblcmen in SaM'ancJ." in The CaIcpdpr of
S_ Parn Rçlatinl ID 5r9'I,nd u. cd. Annie 1.~ (EdiDburgb. 1936)~ vol. Il {1593-159S}, letter
S, p. 18; and [l594]~ 06Cata1ope ofNobie-MeDt" letter 101~ p. 256; AIso c. March IS89~ 66Sir Robert Cedl
on the State ofScotlaDd.." in The CalpdprofState Ppg RCI.!. Jo SWlepd ... ed. JD. MacIàe,
(Edinburgb, 1969).. vol 13 (lS97-1603)~ put 1, lencr 347, p. 436; A1Io Charles Roaers, ~An Estimate of
the Scoaisb Nobility DuriDg tbe Minority ofJames VI aad SubIequently~Vith Preliminary a.nations,..
Tmnp;tigm arabe RqgI Higrigtl SocielY.. old series, 2(1813; repriDtcd 1971): (IUt 15~ p. 293. In bath
1605 aDd 1610 Montrole was dcaibcd as a bcretic fricndly to die eatboücs. Billom, 20 July 1605. Fatbcr
W'aUiam Cricbton to Fatber Claud Aquaviva <GcDera1 of lbc Society ofJesus) in NanaJiyes ofSçqgjé
Catbpliq , ....MarY SIpart ,pd Jamg: VI. cd. W'tlliam FOIbes-Lei~ (oew ed.;~1889)~ 281; and
1610~ William. Semple (a ScoItisb-bom soIdicroffortune and poIitical...), 'DeOa DObiIita 0 nobiIj de
Rcpo de ScoIia,' in Davidaad Antbony MaIbcw'O 66W'1Iliam SempIe's Repons on ScoIIaDd in 1588 and
1610~" En.li. HisIoricaI Rcvicw. 41(1926), 582.

The oeutra1 charadcrizatioD can be fouIId in: Charles ..... ~AaEstimate orthe ScouiIh Nobility
Duria& the MiDority ofJames VI andS~~ W'1th PreliminatyCbcnations." Tppp;timc orthe
Rgyal Hieprigl Society.. olel seDCSt 2(1873; repriated 1971): part, p.267.
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31 The sevenlh earl ofArgyU is believed ta bave been converted ta Catbolidsm in or before 1610. For me
purposes ofthis study. he is counled as a Catholie in any examinatioDS ofthe eDtire periodor ofspecifie
years aftcr 1610. In examinaûons ofspecifie years pmious tG 1610. he is <:ounICd as a ProtcsIaDt.

39 John R. EIder. Spaa;. Influences in Scoaisb HistoD'. (Glasgow. 1920). 143 DOte.

40 Lawrence Stone. The Crîsis ofthe Aristocracy 1558-1641. (Oxford, 1965), 741·742. Unfortunately the
autbor did IlOt œport any data betwccn the years IS80 and 1641 for this p81tiadar group ofpeers which
œuld be used bere as a fiuther comparison wilh the Sc:ottish upper peerage.

41 Herbert MaxweU. A HisJory orthe Bouse ofDou,'ac; From the Earlicst Times Down Jo the LeBislAtjye
Union ofEn&IW and ScotIand. (London, 19(2). vol. 2. 166.

42 Herbert Maxwell. A History ofthe Bouse ofPou,',,: From the Earl;. Times Down to the Iqi,'aJiye
Union ofEncJand and ScotIand. (London, 19(2), vol. 2. 166 and 187; William Fraser, The Pou,'" Book
(Edinburgb. 1885). vol. 2.310-381; and DNS.. vol. S, 1274.

oU SalIS PamI& vol. 8, 347; Scottish NiItion. voL 3, 544; David~ The Historv of the Kirk of
Ssjqtlpnd (Edinburgb. (845), vol. 6. 608; Complete PeeraIC. vol. 12, part 1, SS5; and Barbara I.W.
Lothian.. "A Strange Wooing-Lady Jane Gordon: A Six1cen1h Century Ponrait.tt AhmImt University
Review. 34(1951-1952): 231.

"'\.ady Jean Gordon was the youngest daugbter ofGeo~ fOUdh earl ofHundy. Sbe was married in 1566
tG James Hepbum. rourtb earl ofBothwell. and divorœd in the foUowing year. She married secondly
Alexander. eJcvenlh earI ofSutherland. in 1573; and thirdly, ber first love. AlcxanderOgiIvie ofBoyne,
c:iral1599. See Barbara I.W. I..otbian. "'A Strange Wooing-Lady Jane Gordon: ASixtccnlh CcnbUy
Ponrait.tt Ahçrdçp Uniyenity Reyiew, 34(1951-52): 225-232.

45 (15941. "Catalogue ofNoble-Men.tt in CalendarorSIiMe pam. Reliltina tG ScotIand.... ed. Annie I.
Cameron. (Edinburgb. 1936). vol. 11 (1593.1595). document DO. 201. pp. 256-2S7.

.e6 4 April 1593, extradS from kirIt session minutes. in The Records ofEiM 1234-1800, cd. Stephen ace.
<Aberdeen. 19(8). vol. 2. 29.

47 Barbara I. W. Lothian....A Strange WooÏDg-Lady Jane Gordon: A Sixleenth Cemury Ponrait...
Aberdl;çn Uniyersity Rcyiew. 34(1951-1952): 232.

41 Scots Peera& vol. 8t 347-348.

49 Bartma 1.W. Lothiant "A Strange WooiD&-1.ady Jane Gordon: A SixIecnIh Century Portrait."
Aberdeen Uniyersity Rcyicw. 34(1951-1952): 231-232; ScoIs Pp;ras. vol. 8, 344-345.

50 ScoIs reeraFt vol. 8. 348-349.

St Maurice Lee. Great Sritai", SalomoP: Ja. VI apd [ in His 11ln;eKin..,., <UrbaDa. 1990). 98.

52 Keith M. BIon. 1"he Nobility ofJaœbean Smflancll!67-162S." in bl,ns' Rcyisiœd, ed. Jeany
Wormalcl (Lcmdoo. 1991).65; and R,.lincl Mi1elùloD. Jggkhig to PatrpppF: hW 1603·1145.
(LoncIon, 1983). 7.

53 SœgPmgS vol 1: 227; 0lmD'mePeera& voL 1: 16S; IHL wL 13: 1277; smmlb Natiop, vol 1:
139; Mauriœ Leejr., JobpMd"'"ofDPidrl'rapd the Fœn*'iœorthe SImn Pnpqj'D' in
hlpl (PriacetoD. 19S9): 300-301; aad 1606 James VI c.72, 1609 James VI c.30, 1617 James VI c.53-
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54, 1621 lames VI c.74 in Thomas Thomson, ed., The AcIs orthe Parliamçnt ofb la""~
1816), vol. 4: 326, 444, 575, 664.

54 Scots Peera5 vol. 7: 292, 297; aDd Charles Rogers, "An Bsrimatc orthe Sa.1ttish Nobility During the
Minority ofJames VI and Sublcquently, with ~JjmjNry a.crvatiOIlS," IRIfS, old series, 2(1873,
reprinIed 1971): 232, 273, 282.

55 laD O. Whyte, baa"" Nore the Jmfp'f!rial Rcyolution; An Economie and SocialItiSQrv clOSO­
c175O, (London. 1995), 157; and Rosalind Mitc:bison. IgdIhip to Patmpase: SCOIland 1603·1745,
(London, 1983), Il.

~ purcbased tbis propcrty from the carl ofAnDandalc in 1628.

57 Scots Peerge. vol. 4: 312-313; George Hamilton. A HiltON orthe HOUle ofHAmilton, (Edinburgb,
(933): 420; Norman W. Moen, 1'be Govcmmentof~ 1603-1625," (unpublisbedPb.D. tbesis,
Uaivcnity ofMinnesota, 1958): 457; Wtlliam Fraser, Memoriais orthe EarIs off{attdin8lOJL (Edinburgb,
1889), vol. 1; 160-165; and 1606 James VI c.87-88, 1607 James VI c.29, 1609 Jama VI c.38, 1612 James
VI c.19, 1617 James VI c.45, 1621 James VI c.52-53 in Thomas Thomson, ed., The AcIs orthe
ParüameDt of$mtl,nd. (Edinburgb. 1816), vol. 4: 339,391,449,484, 563, 640~1.

~ were the dukes ofLennox; the earIs of AIboll,Mc~Menteith, Morton (Douglas), Rotbes and
Tulhlmdine; and the viscounts Air, Haddington and Slonnonl

~ote tbat the total of thcse thrce fradioDS cxc:eeds one on aa:ount ofthe peers and tides wbich fit into
mon: than one geograpbic region.
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3: FEATURES OF THE SCOnlSH PEERAGE 1

The sample ofeighty-tive taken from the UpPer ranks ofthe Scottish peerage will

he further dissected in the course of the next two chapters by looking at the significant

social hurdles in the lives ofthese peers, their demographic rites of passage. This chapter

will focus on their b~ education, and succession or elevation ta their titles. Dates

associated with some ofthese events cao be found in Appendix F.

(ili IIBm & FAMB,Y:

The eighty-tive peers under examination were barn between c.1528 (Andrew

Leslie, fifth earl ofRothes) and 1615 (Charles Seton, second earl ofDunfennline). A full

fifty percent of these peers were born by the year 1575, and a further thirty percent had

come into the world by 1587. One-half of this group was born between the years 1562

and 1586,. while two-thirds issued fonh between 1554 and 1592. Only seven were barn

in or after 1600.1 If the birth years2 of ail of these figures are taken and averaged, the

Mean is found to be the year 1573. Furthermore, a frequency distribution of these binh

dates exhibits a normal curve.J Thus,. it can be seen that the better part ofthis sroup were

sliahtly younger than, orofan age with the king. James VI, who was born in 1566.

By examining the status of the fathers (or in certain cases,. the mothen) ofthese

~ it CID he detennined that they came lugely ftom families ofa similar social rank.

Seventy-two of their number, representing 84.""'" of the group, were directly descended

tram peers ofthe realm. Fifty-tive ofthem were linear descendants ofmale members of

the upper peerage, fourteen were the sons oflords, the tiftb earls ofBothwell and Buchan

obtained tbeir titles by reason oftheir maternaI descent, and the tint carl ofOrkney wu
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the natural son of a king. Two of the 72 gained their tides through their maniages to

countesses, namely, the sixth eul of Buchan and the second earl of Moray." Oo1y

tbirteen ofthe eighty-tive peers, representing 15.3% ofthe group, were sons of men who

might have been considered inferior in status. This number MaY aetually he too large,

given the wider meaning ofthe term nobility in sixteenth-century Scotland (vs. England)

where sorne members of landed society, the most distinguished of the lairds, were

included among the lesser nobility.' Four of the thirteen peers were the eldest sons of

greater lairds, who were in practice recognized and treated like titled nobility, as their

power, wealth and folloWÎng in their respective Iocalities was sunilar to those of many

Scottish noblemen.6 Of the nine remaining peers, seven were the sons of lesser lairds,7

the tint earl of Lothian wu the eldest son ofa commendator,1 and viSCOUDt Air wu the

eldest son ofthe tifth son ofa lord. Thus, overaU, the Scottish peerage wu still mainly a

body ofthe well-born, with ooly a handtùl ofsocial parvenus, despite the emphasis which

bas been placed on the newness and non-noble backgrounds ofmany ofthis number.9

The peerage can further be described by examining the family background types

of its existing titled members al specifie junetures in time over the course of the period.

An investigation of this kind at intervals of approximately every ten yean revealed

fluctuations in the proponions of peers of noble birth and peers of non-noble binh. In

1587, ail twenty-tive members of the upper peerage were directly descended trom peers

of the realm. In 1597, ninety-six percent of the twenty-tive peers inherited their titles

ftom Scottish peers by right ofbirth. Ten years later, in 1607, there were tbirty-one peers

who were directly descended ftom peers of the realm, but due to a 44% increase in the

size orthe body, this constituted only 86.1% orthe totaL Tbere were DOW tive peers
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(13.9'10) with somewbat more humble family backgrounds, including one who wu the

son of a greater laird. In 1617, tbere were tbirty-two peers, representing 91.4% of the

upper peerage who were linear descendants ofpeeR, one peer (2.•10) who wu the son of

a greater laird, and two peers (5."10) who were the sons of lesser lairds. This ratio

changed significantly by the end of the reign. In 1625, there were tbirty-tbree peers,

representing 78.6% ofthe upper peerage, who were directly descended from peers of the

realm, and Dine peers (21.4%) with 'ignoble' family backgrounds, including two peers

who were sons ofgreater lairds. 10

Now that the peers have been placed within the ftamework of their family

background types, it is time to tùrther enlighten ourseIves as to where they fit within their

own families. Until now it bas been observed a number of times tbat a specifie earl wu

the eldest or second son ofsorne peer or laird. Ry examining the arder ofbirth ofeach of

the peers among the sons of the family (as they are recorded in the peerages), we might

gain some perspective as to who in the family was succeeding to the existing peerage

titIes or heing elevated to the new ones. They will be considered within the context ofthe

sons of the family, as it is not possible to sort tbem within their total body of siblings.

Most records do not indieate the arder of female births nor interconnect them with male

births, despite the raet that in sorne instances, inheritance through the female line and

even succession through a female were possible in Scotland. Fifty-seven, or

approximately two-thirds ofthe peers under study can be described as the eldest sons of

their parents' marrïase. Ofthese fifty-seven, tbirteen (15.3% orthe total) were only sons.

Nineteen peers (22.3%) were second SODS oCtbeir parents' maniage. Among this group,

tm (II.PA. of the total) were the eldest surviving sons, and one, the ninth earl of Erro~
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wu the eldest fit or mentally competent son. Three peers (3.5%), the sixth earls of

Eglinton and Rothes and the tirst marquess ofHamiltoD, were third sons, the last of these

a1so being the eldest fit son. Four peers (4.10/'0), the tifth earl ofRothes, the tirst earls of

Dunbar and Dunfermline and the thirteenth earl ofSutherland, were fourth sons, the latter

of whom was also the eldest surviving son, while the tirst earl ofAnnandale was a ninth

son, and the first earl ofOrkney was an illegitimate son. Thus, altogether seventy pee~

representing 82.3% of the total subject group, cm be described as the eldest possible

male heirs of their parents' unions, once male sibling deaths vitd patris and mental or

physical iocompetency are taken ioto account.

TABLE 3-1: NUMaER A PERCENTAGE OF UPPER PURS (1581-162S)
WHO WEB THE ELDEST SONS OF THEIR PARENTS' UNIONS,

IN TOTAL A BY VARIOUS GROUPINGS

PEER NO. OF NO. OF NO. or TOTAL PERCENT-
GROUPS ELDIST ELDEST ELDEST m AGE(%)

SONS SURVIVING SONS
SONS

TOTAL !7 11 2 10 82.3
OLDPEERS 35 6 2 43 84.3
NEW PURS 22 S 0 27 79.4
PROn:5T- 3S s 1 41 82.0
AND
! BUG. 2 0 0 2 66.7
LEANlNG
CATBOLICS 20 6 1 27 84.4
NORTB- 20 3 1 24 82.7
WEST A
JSLIS
CENTRAL 39 7 1 47 82.4
SCOTLAND
BORDa Il 2 0 13 76.S
REGION

The factor of birth order amang male siblings cao also be examined witbin the

sub-groupings of the upper peerage tbat were established in the previous cbapter.

Suprisingly, Iittle variation was round between the different sets ofpeers within such su&-
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groupings. For example, amons the old and the new nobility~ 84.3% and 79.4% of the

peers, respectively, were either eldest sons, eldest surviving sons or the eldest fit sons.

When birth order among sons ofthe family was examined against religious leanings, 82%

ofthe Protestants and 84.4% ofthe Catholics were found to he aetual eldest sons or eldest

sons by default. Even within the division into regional categories, where the most

variation in the birth order resuIts was foun~ these findings can not be deemed to be

highly significant, as the peer! of the nonhwest and isles, central Scotland, and the

borders region were found to he the eldest de facto males of their puents' maniages

82.701'0, 82.4%, and 76.5% of the tim~ respectively. It seems that the order ofbirth of

these upper peen wu largely independent of the age of tbeir titles, their religious

praetices and their regionallocation.

Tbese~ who we have seen were Iargely eldest sons in deed ifnot in fact, can

he tùrther depieted by examining their family configurations more closely, specitically

detennining ftom wbich of each of their parents' numerous maniages they originated. It

was found that the fathers of the peer! were wed between one and four times, with the

greater pan of them married once or twice (70.6% and 25.9'/0, respectively), and only a

minority manied three or four tirnes. The peers under examination were largely the

result oftheir fathers' ooly or tint unions (73, or 8S.90I'o), with only nine peas emerging

ftom their fathers' second marriages, two peas trom their fàtbers' third marriages, and

one peer ftom a liaison outside ofmaniage. The mothers ofthe peas were round ta have

wed between one and three times: 70.6% of them once, 16.5% of them twice, and a

significant amount of them, 12.901'0, three tîmes. Once again, the peers issued mainly

ftom tbeir mothers' tint or only unions (71~ or 83.S%~ leaving twelve peers emanating
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ftom their mothers' second marriages, one peer ftam bis mother's third maniage, and one

peer ftom outside ofbis motber's marriage. Thus it cao be concluded tbat the majority of

these peers were the produets of their parents' tirst marriaaes. ft is alsa clear fram this

study tbat a Dumber ofthem must have had extended familie, including step-parents, and

likely, step.brothers and sisters.

TABLE3-%: PARENTS' UNIONS
FROM WHICH THE UPPER PEERS (l!17-162Sl 188UEB, IN TOTAL

" BV VARlOUS GROUPINGS (values shawn as percentages oftheir peer group)

(a) FATHERS' UNIONS
PEER 15

1' UNIONS 2NU UNIONS 3JU)UNlONS OVTSmE
GROUPS WEDLOCK
TOTAL 73 (15.9%) 9 (10.6) 2 (2.4) 1 (1.2)
OLDPEERS 43 (84.3) 6 (11.8) 1 (2.0) 1 (2.0)
NEWPEERS 30 (88.2) 3 ( 8.8) 1 (2.9) 0
PROTESTANTS 44 (88.0) 4 ( 8.0) 1 (2.0) 1 (2.0)
! RELiGIOUS 3 (100) 0 0 0
LEANlNG
CATBOLICS 26 (81.2) 5 (15.6) 1 (3.1) 0
NORTllWEST & 21 (72.4) 6 (20.7) 1 (3.4) 1 (3.4)
ISLES
CENTRAL S2 (91.2) 3 ( S.2) 2 (l.S) 0
SCOTLAND
BORDER 14 (82.4) 3 (17.6) 0 0
REGION

(b) MOTHERS' UNIONS
PEER I ST UNIONS tu UNIONS 3IW UNlONS OUTSmE
GROUPS WEDLOCK
TOTAL 71 (13.5%) 12 (14.1) 1 (1.2) 1 (1.2)
OLD'UU 41 (80.3) 8 (15.1) 1 (2.0) 1 (2.0)
NEWPEERS 30 (88.2) 4 (11.8) 0 0
PROTESTANTS 41 (82.0) 7 (14.0) 1 (2.0) 1 (2.0)
! ULlGIOUS 3 (100) 0 0 0
LlANING
CATBOUCS 27 (84.3) S (15.6) 0 0
NOIl1'llWUT .. 21 (72.4) 6 (20.7) 1 (3.4) 1 (3.4)
ISUS
CDTIlAL 50 (87.7) 6 (10.5) 1 (1.7) 0
SCOTLAND
IODla 15 (88.2) 2 (11.8) 0 0
IlIGION
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This last factor, issue of which of the parents marriages, CID also he examined

within the parameters ofthe three established sub-groupings ofthe upper peerage. Little

disparity was found between the old and the new nobility with regard to which of their

fathers' unions they resulted from, but in the matter ofwhich of their mothers' maniages

they issued trom, there were some differences. Arnong the old nobility, 80.3% emanated

ftom their mathers' first or only maniages, and nearly 18% issued from their mothers'

second orthird maniages. Among the new nobility, 88.2% emerged from their mothers'

first or ooly maniages, and 11.8% issued from their mothers' second maniages. Thus, it

seems that the mothers of the old nobility were somewhat more likely to have bome

future peers in a later marriage than were the Mathers ofthe new nobility.

When the peers were divided and scrutinized according to their religious leanings,

there was little distinction between the Protestants and the Catholics as to which of their

mothers' unions they issued from, but there was an observable difference as to which of

the fathers' marriages wu most likely to produce the peers. Among the Protestant peers,

eighty-eight percent emanated from their (athers' first or ooly maniages, and ten percent

resulted &om their fathers' second or third unions. Among the Catholic~ 81.2%

were produced during the course oftheir fathers' tint or ooly marriages, 15.6% resulted

from their fathers' second marriages, and 3.1% emerged from their fathers' third unions.

Thus, the fathers ofthe Catholic peers were slightly more likely to bave bad future peers

in a later maniage tban were the fàthers ofthe Protestant peers.

When the upper peerage were examined within the ftamework of the three

regional categories, disparities were round u to their origins in bath of their parents'

unions. In the matter ofwhich of their ratben' marriages they issued trom, the peers of
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the northwest and isles were found to bave emanated ftam tirst or ooly maniages in ooly

72.4% of cases, and second or third marriages in 24.1% of cases. The peers of central

Scotland were discovered ta bave resu1ted ftom their fathers' tirst or ooly marriages in

91.2% of cases, and their fathers' second or third marriages in only 8.70/0 of cases. The

peers ofthe borders were found to bave issued ftom tbeir fathers' tint or only marriages

in 82.4% ofcases, and their fathers' second maniages in 17.6% ofcases. In the matter of

which oftheir mothers' marriages tbey issued from, the peers of the northwest and isles

were also round to bave emerged from tirst or only unions in 72.4% ofcases, and second

or third unions in 24.1% of cases. The peers of central Scotland were round to bave

issued from their mothers' tirst or ooly marriages in 87.70/0 of cases, and second or third

marriages in 12.2% ofcases. The peers ofthe borders were discovered to have emanated

from their mothers' tirst or ooly marrïages in 88.2% of cases, and second unions in

11.8% ofcases. Thus it seems that generally, the rathers and mothers orthe peers ofthe

nonhwest and isles were more likely to have had the future peers in later marriages than

the fathers and mothers ofthe peers ofthe borders and central Scodand. This tendency of

the peers of the northwest and isles (and to a lesserd~ those with older titles and

those with CathoUc leanings) may have had serious implications for the age interva1

between the parent and bis or ber successor, as weB as the age of the peer himself at

succession.

An even greater pieture ofthe source fiunilies trom which the eighty-five subjects

of tbis study were SPI'UD8 CID he gainecl tbrough a numerical examinatioD of their

siblings. Very littIe attention bas been paid to the subject ofsiblin~ despite the wealth

of information available witbin such warD as The Scots P_e and Sir William
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Fraser's genealogies of Scottish titled families. One of the few numerical depietions of

siblings of this period which bu been mentioned repeatedlyl1 is the incorrect and

provocative statement of Sir John Scot of Scotstarvit with regard ta the second earl of

Lothian's siblings. He claimed that, including the second ear~ they amounted ta thirty­

one in Dumber,12 wben in faet, Mark Ker, tirst eul ofLothian and bis ooly wife, Margaret

Maxwell, had, as far as is known, but twelve children. Another more accurate

enumerative representation is that oftbe second and third earts ofGowrie and their many

siblings, as lold by Queen Elizabeth 1ofEngland in ber correspondence with the young

King James VI ofDecember 1584, when she instrueted him to leuh his anger against the

recently-executed first earl, William Ruthven, and not ta extend it ta his wif~ Dorothea

Stewart and their thineen fatherless children. 13

These two examples might cause one to think that it wu common for the Scottish

uPPer peerage ta come from rather large ramifies. In faet, the average number ofsiblings

recorded14 was significantly smaller than twelve or thirteen. The eighty-five peers came

from families with an average of 7.7 children in total, and had 6.7 siblings - 4.9 fun­

blooded siblings and 1.8 half-siblings (bath legitimate and illegitimate) from tbeir two

parents' other maniages and liaisons. If the children who are known to have died young

(7.1% ofthe total) are discounted, these peers came from families with an average of 7.2

children in tot~ and bad approximately 6.2 siblings, broken down into 4.5 full siblings

and 1.7 balf-siblings. Of course, there wu great diversity within the group. Hugh

Montgomerie, fifth earl ofEglinton, bad no siblinp wbatsoever, his mother having died

soon after bis birtb, and bis father baving been slain within two years of bis son's birth

without producing fùrther issue, despite entering ioto a second marriage. Alexander
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Stewart, tint earl ofOalloway~ had six full siblings. John Stewart, sixth earl of Atho~

had ten full siblings. Andrew Leslie, fifth earl ofRotbes, had sixteen siblings, including

six full siblings and ten half-siblings. Patrick Stewart, second earl ofOrkney, bad at least

twenty siblings, including seven full siblings and thirteen or more baJt:siblings,l' only

two ofwhom are Imown to bave died young.

TABLE 3-3:
TOTAL NUMBER OF SmLINGS" AVERAGE NUMBER

OF SIBLINGS PER UPPER PUR. 1517-1625 (N=IS PURS)

TOTAL NO. OF MEAN NO. or NO. OF MEAN NO. OF
SIBLINGS SIBLINGS PKR SIBLINGS WHO SIBLINGS PKR

PEER (GROSS) Dm NOT DIE PUll (NIT)
YOUNG

TOTAL 566 6.7 !26 6.J
FULL SIBLINGS 412 4.9 382 4.5
IIALI' SIBLINGS 154 1.8 144 1.7
MALE 279 3.3 249 3.0
nMALE 287 3.4 277 3.2

The average number of known siblings cm be broken down to show the division

ofmales and females withîn. Tbese peers bad 3.3 brothers and 3.4 sisters in total, which,

after the cbildren who are known to bave died young are removed, is reduced to 3

brotbers and 3.2 sisters. These figures include 2.1 full brotbers and 0.9 baIf-brothers and

2.4 full sisters and 0.8 half-sisters. Once again, there wu great diversity within the group

in tbis regard. Twenty-nine of the peers are known ta bave bad balt:sister&, and those

who did, bad between one (eg. Mark Ker~ tint earl of Lothian) and seven (eg. Charles

Seton, second earl ofDunfermline). Only tbirteen ofthe peers did not bave fWl-blooded

sisters, wbile the remainder had between one (eg. John Maitland, tirst earl ofLauderdaie)

and nine (eg. William Dougl~ ninth earl ofAups). This profusion ofsisters is likely to

have been ofconsequence to the wealth ofthese famille, for ifthey were to marry, they

would require substantial toc. or dowries. A case in point is tbat of John Fleming.
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second earl of Wigto~ the combined total tocher for tive of whose sisters was 61~OOO

merks, each portion ofwhich appears to bave taken between one and six years to be paid

in full. 16 Thirty-four peer! are known to have had half-brothers, ranging between one

(eg. William~ seventh earl ofMenteith) and nine (ea. Robert Stewart,. fust earl of

Orkney) in oumber~ while sixty-five peer! had full-blooded brothers, ranging ftom as few

as one (es. Georie Lindsay. fourteenth earl of Crawford) to as many as nine (eg. John

Murray, tirst earl of Annandale). Of the twenty peer! with no full-blooded brothers,

thirteen of these alsa had 00 survivin& leaîtimate half-brothers from their fathen' other

marriages. This last tinding suggests a higb level of male infertility, and is an indication

of the tenuous &f8SP that these famifies had on their continued direct succession to their

tides.

An examination of the halt:siblinas revealed that 69.5% were legitimate issue of

other marriages of parents of the peers, while the other 30.5% were illegitimate issue.

The mothers ofthe peer! were responsible for thirty percent ofthese siblinp~ with folty­

five legitimate issue and only one illegitimate birth. 17 The fathers were responsible for

the other seventy percent ofthese balf-sibling~ includiog sixty-two legitimate and fony­

six known illegitimate issue. These fOrly-seven recorded illegitimate births represent

8.3% of the total sample of siblinas. This tiaure cao be compared with the minimum

value calculated by Keith Brown for acknowledged bastards barn ta Scottish peers during

the entire reip of James~ whicb wu sixty-four~ or approximately six percent of ail

recorded birtbs.ll It is possible that the Iarser figure CID be attnDuted to the bebaviour of

the parents of the upper peen. who may bave been responsible for a Il1'1er ratio of

illegitimate births tban were round by Keith Brown. Another possibility is that Dr.
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Brown may bave excluded some Imown bastards who were not formatly recognized or

legitimated in law, thus reducing bis calculated proportion somewhat. Lawrence Stone

did not address tbis issue in bis study ofthe English aristocracy, but illegitimacy tindings

for the general population of England are available for comparison. The English

illegitimacy ratio bas been shown to have ranged between O.S and 5.5 percen~ reaching a

peak in the two decades on either side of the year 1600.19 Peter Laslett bas reported

contemporary decadal bastardy ratios for 24 selected parishes in England ranging

between 2.5% and 4.6%, with an overall ratio for the period 1581-1640 of 3.8%.20 A

more recent study by Richard Adair using 521 English parishes, 1 Welsh parish and 1

Scottish parish (Dunfermline in Fife), found decadal bastardy ratios ranging between

3.00A, and 4.3% in the period 1581-1640. This same study found values between 6.3%

and 8.4% for the north-west of England, and between 5.90,4 and 10.8% for the Scottish

parish of Dunfermline for the same period.11 The illegitimacy ratios calculated for the

Scottish aristocracy fall within the range calculated by Adair for Dunfermline parish, but

are signiticantly larger than those calculated for the general English population. They are

a1so luger than a later iUegitimacy ratio calculated for Scotland as a whole for the period

1660 ta 1760, which was about four percent.22

When the factor of siblings of the Scottish peerage was examined within the

parameters of the three sub-groupings of the upper peerage, sorne interesting ditrerences

were round. For instance, it wu found that the old nobility bad more siblings in total

tban the new peer!, an average of 6.41 as compared with 5.85,23 wbereas the new peers

bad more tWI siblings on average than the old peer!, 4.88 as contruted with ooly 4.24.

This lut fineling also beld true in regard to fùll-bloodedb~ where the new peers
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had, on average, 2.41, while the old peers bad but 1.82. Yet these old peers were round

to have bad more tban double the number of half-siblings, 2.18 as contrasted with the

new peers 0.97, and had almolt triple the number oflegitimate half-brothers (0.73 versus

0.26) and illegitimate half:siblings (0.73 versus 0.23).

TABLE 3-4:
MEAN NUMBER OF FULL A RALF SIBLINGS PD UPPER PEER (15l7-162Sl.

IN TOTAL & BY VARIOUS GROUPINGS

(a1 FULL SIBLINGS
PEER GROUPS MEAN NO. or MEAN NO. or MEAN NO. OF MEAN NO. OF

SIBLINGS PEIl l11LL SIBLINGS nJLL FULL SISTERS
PUll (NET) PEIlPUR BROTBUS PEllPUR

PD'UR
TOTAL 6.19 4.49 2.05 2.40
OLDPUIlS 6.41 4.24 1.82 2.41
NEW PURS 5.85 4.88 2.41 2.47
PROTESTANTS 6.54 4.54 2.02 2.52
? IlEUGIOUS 5.00 4.67 1.67 3.00
LEANlNG
CAmoucs 5.75 4.41 2.16 2.25
NORTBWISTA 6.59 4.34 1.96 2.38
ISLES
CENTRAL 6.30 4.77 2.19 2.58
SCOTLAND
BORDER 5.l8 3.47 1.82 1.65
REGION

(b 1 RALF SIBLINGS
PEU GROUPS MEAN NO. OF MEAN NO. OF MEAN NO. OF MEAN NO. or

RALf SI8L1NGS LEGITIMATE ~ LEGITIMATE ILLEG1TIMATE
PERPIER BROTBUS lIALr SISTDS lIAIS SIBLINGS

PERPUR PERPDR PERPEU
TOTAL 1.69 0.54 0.62 OS
OLDPURS 2.18 0.73 0.73 0.73
NEWPDIIS 0.97 0.26 0.47 0.23
PROTISTANTS 2.00 0.68 0.64 0.68
? HUGIOUS 0.33 0 0 0.33
LEANlNG
CATBOUCS 1.34 0.38 0.66 0.31
NOIlTllWEST A 2.24 0.72 0.62 0.90
ISLES
CIN1'RAL l.53 0.56 0.70 0.26
SCOTLAND
BODO 1.70 053 0.59 0.59
umON
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When the peers were grouped according ta their religious leanings, there were

very few significant disparities with regard ta the average number ofsiblings between the

Protestants and Catholics. The exception to this statement arase in the study of balf­

siblings, where the Protestant peers were found to have had, on average, 2 balf-siblings,

consisting of 0.68 legitimate half-brothers, 0.64 legitimate balf-sisters and 0.68

illegitimate balf...siblings, while the Catholic peers were round to bave had, 00 average,

1.34 half...siblings, including 0.38 legitimate baIf-brothers, 0.66 legitimate balf-sisters and

0.31 illegitimate half-siblings. The Catholic peers seem to have had, on average, less

than halfthe number ofillegitimate half:siblings that the Protestant peers did.

When the average number of siblings of these peers were examined by regional

division, it wu found that the peers trom the borders had the least number ofsiblings, the

peers trom central Scotland bad the most full-blooded sibliDgs, and the peers from the

nonhwest and isles had the greatest oumber of half-siblings and siblings in total. The

peers ftom the northwest and isles had, on average, 6.59 siblings in total, as compared

with 6.3 for central Scotland and S.18 for the borden. The peers ofcentral Scotland had

4.77 iùll-blooded siblings, including 2.19 brotbers and 2.58 sisters, as compared with

4.34 full-blooded siblings for the northwest and isles and 3.47 fulI-blooded siblings for

the borders. The peeR of the northwest and isles had 2.24 haIf-siblings, while the peers

of the borders and central Scotland had 1.70 and 1.53, respectively. These lut figures

included an average of0.9 illegitimate balf-sibliDgs for the nonhwest and isles, 0.59 for

the bord~ and only 0.26 for central Scotland. Thus ifone were to ignore factors other

tban age of peerage title, religious leaninSS and regional location, one couId say that

generallYlt a Protestant peer of the old nobility fiom the nonhwest aud isles wu more
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likely to have a larger number of siblings in to~ as well as a greater number of halr­

siblings and illegitimate half.siblings, wbile a Protestant peer of the new nobility ftom

central Scotland was more likely to have a greater number of ndl·blooded siblings.

Using the same reasoning, a Catholie peer ofthe new nobility ftom the borders would he

expected to have the least number of siblings in total, and a Catholle peer of the new

nobility from central Scotland wu more likely to have the least number of half-brothers

and sister~ ineluding illegitimate half-siblings.

(iil; EDUCATION A IRAYELi

While there was no legal obligation requiring the provision of a prescriptive

education for Scottish children in general at the tum of the seventeenth century,24 high­

barn male children with the prospect of peerage succession, or at least a prominent

station in society, were the most likely to have received formai instruction suited to

meeting the expeetations of their well-educated monarch and the needs of the state.25

Information regarding Scodand's contemporary education praetices and curriculum is

somewhat scanty,26 but simply stated, a young gentleman's education consisted of

learning the basic sialis ofreading, writing and speaking Latin at home with a tutor or in

a local schaol, before advancing to university for a liberal arts education. This migbt he

succeeded by one or more of the foUowing: travel abroad, time spent at court, or the

pursuit of tùrther instrue:tion abroad in specialty subjects, for in~ law or divinity.

Some general details of the education of thirty-six, or more than two-tifths of the peers

under study are known. What bas been &equently ascertained is where tbese peers
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studi~ sometimes by institution, and sometimes by country. Often, wbat religious

framework this education took place within is also known, as this seems to have been the

chiefconcern ofthe crown and the kirle,27 who wished the nobility to be educated trom a

Protestant standpoint$ and feared the conversion of students to Catbolicism durinS their

Continental studies and tours.

At least twenty..six peers, almost three-quarters of those whose education we

know something about, spent some rime engaged in study in Scotland, sorne of them in

local grammar schools. For example, the twelfth and thirteenth earls of Sutherland

attended the school ofDomoc~ the second earl of Perth attended the srammar school at

Dunblane, the third earl of Gowrie attended the srammar schaol at Pert~ and the tint

earl of Melrose attended the High School of Edinburgb. Others were privately tutored ­

the second earl of Mar and the tirst earl of Kellie at Stir1ina alona with the king by

George Buchanan and Peter Young, the eigh~ tenth and eleventh earls of Angus in the

earl ofMonon's househol~ the second earl of Dunfermline in his cousin and suardian

the third earl ofWinlon's care, the fifth earl of Eglinton with bis maternai uncle Robert

Boyd of Badinhea~and the second earl of Orkney under the tutellae of a lord of the

court ofsession, Sir Patrick Waus of Bambarroch. Others occupied themselves in study

while at co~ includinS the first earls of Dunbar and Orkney. At least a dozen peers

pursued a formai education at one of Scotland's universities for sorne time during their

teenage yeus.21 The tint marquess of Huntly, the eighth and tenth earls of Angus, the

tifth earl ofCassilli~ the eleventh earl ofCrawfor~the ninth earl ofErrol and the first

earls of Home and Orkney ail attended St Andrews, the fiftb earl Mariscbal auended

Kina's CoDeae at Aberd~ the third earl of Gowric and the second eul of Perth
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attended the University ofEdinbur~ and the thirteenth eart of Sutherland attended both

the University ofEdinburgh and St. Salvatore's College at St. Andrews. Three peers, the

eiabth eart of Anau' and the third and fourth dukes of Lenno~ are known to have

studied in England, Angus as an adutt exile at the court ofElizabeth 1, the third duke at

Gray's Inn, and the fourth duke st Trinity Colleae, Cambridge.

At least eighteen peers, one-ba1f of those wbose education we know something

about, studied abroad. The purpose of such study was to expand upon their previousty­

acquired arts education, or to pursue higher education as a Roman Cathotic, as the

Scottish centres of hiper leamin& bad been Protestant institutions sinee the time of the

Reformation.29 Twelve peen are known to have undertaken studies in France. This tist

includes the second duke of Lennox, the first marquess of Huntly, the tenth earl of

Angus, the tirst earls of Dunfermline, Perth, and Orkney (who may have studied under

the noted humanist scholar Peter RamuS)lO, the ninth earl of Errol, and the second and

third earls of Winton. Also in this list are the third duke of Lennox, who attended the

University of Bourges, the first earl of Melrose, who studied at the University of Paris,

and the second earlofP~ who attended the universities at Bordeaux and Toulouse. A

number of peen are known to bave studied in Italy, including the tifth eart of Bothwell,

the first cart ofLothi~ the tirst eart ofDunfermline (at the Jesuits Colleae in Rome), the

third earl ofGowrie (at the University ofPadua) and the second eart of Lothian (atsa at

the Univenity ofPadua). In additio~ the sixth earl Mariscbal is known to bave studied

extensively abroad, and the tbird earl ofGowrie and the 6fth earl Marischal resided with

and receivecl instruaion tram Theodore. Beza in Gcneva.
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It wu observed that this group of peer! exhibited some variety in regard to the

type and breadth of their scbolastic and professional training. At leut five of the peers,

the third duke of Lennox, the tint earls of Dunfermline and MelroM\ the third earl of

Gowrie and the second earl of Perth, received legal instruction in the course of their

travels. The mst earl of Dunfermline, Chancellor of Scodand ftom 1605 to 1622, was

also schooled in Greek, mathematics and architecture, and may have taken Haly Orders

white in Rome.]1 The third earl of Gowrie's curriculum included chemistry and the

natural sciences, as weU as the occult and pseudo-scientific ideas.32 The tifth earl

Marischal was accomplished in Latin, Greek, Hebrew, foreign languages, laws and

custolDS, court potitics, bistory, antiquities, oratory, arms and "feats of ath1etic

jugglery.,tJ] At the other extreme were the peer! with very little or no formallearning,

including the tifth earl of Bucban, who was simply "brought up in the religion,t34 of

Scodand, viscount Stormont, who wu described as "an ignorant man,,,J5 and the tirst earl

ofRoxburghe, who was reputed to he incapable ofreading the Latin writs he received in

the course of bis dulies as Lord Privy Seal, and was described as to'no scholer" but ''near

akin ta leaming.n.l6 In conttast to ail of these examples, the twelfth earl of Sutherland

received a basic education loca11y, and did not attend university, either in Scodand or

during bis two yean oftravel abroad.

The small size ofthe sample for which there is available information on education

(36 peers, or 42.4% ofthe total), limits the reliability of the results offurther study ofthis

subject. YetI believe some tentative statements about the country of study of the

difrerent peer groups can still be of some value. In a comparison of the members of the

old and the new nobility whose edueational histories are Imown, it wu found tbat 86.4%
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and SOOA., respectively, undertook some or ail oftheir studies in Scodand, while 500At and

64.3%, respectively, eDgaged in studies abroad.J1 When the Protestants and Catbolics

whose educational backgrounds are known were compared, it was round that eighty

percent ofthe Protestants and sixty percent of the Catholics pursued some or ail of their

studies in Scodand, and forty-tive percent of the Protestants and two-thirds of the

Catholles canied out some studies on the Continent. A regional analysis of the peen

whose place of instruction is known revealed that eighty percent of those trom the

northwest and isles, eighty-tive percent ofthose tram central Scodand, and two-thirds of

those tram the borders employed some time in study in Scodand, while halfofthose from

the nonhwest and isles, eighty percent of those ftom central Scodand and one-third of

those fram the borders passed some time in study abroad. Thus one could generally say

that the new peers, the Catholic peen and the peen ftom central Scodand were

apparently somewhat more likely to acquire some of their education on the Continent

than were the old peer!, the Protestant peers and the peers ftom the borders, thoup the

panicipation ofthe latter groups in such aetivites should not be Iightly dismissed. Ali of

these analyses indicate a general preference for foreign study.

The Scottish nobility seems to bave engaged in a goad deal of travel, and as was

stated earfier, they ftequently concluded their education with a grand tour, whether they

had studied abroad or not. Sorne details ofthe lifetime travels of sixty-nine, or 81.2% of

the peers under discussion were discovered. It wu found tbat st leut fifty-three ofthem

visited England at some time, and thirty-six or more of them spent sorne time in France.

Fourteen or more of them traveUed to Ita1y~ at leut eigbt of them visited the Low

Countri~ six ofthem traveUed to GermanY:t four ofthem went 10 Spain and/or Portu_
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and four of them joumeyed to Denmark. At leut three of the peers visited Genev, a

furtber three traveUed over to Ireland, and thirteen engaged in unspecified travel abroad.

The principal reasons for these joumeys, of course, were to receive a Continental

education and ta broaden the horizons of these nobles. But there were numerous other

explanation~ ehiefamong them being the need to journey tram Scot1and to London with

the removal of the Scottish court at James's accession to the Englisb throne in 1603.

Another reason was the need to undertake diplomatie missio~ either as a chief

ambassador or commissioner, or as a lesser member ofan entourage.JI Another cause for

the peers to engage in foreign travel was military commissions or assignments, eitber in

the service of the Scottish government, for example, the eighth earl of Morton, who led

the Scottish regiment of the Duke of Buckingham's expedition to relieve the Huguenots

at La Rochelle in France in 1627; or in the service of a foreign power, for example, the

seventh earl of Argyll, the tint earl of Buccleuch and the fourteenth earl of Crawford,

who served Philip m and IV of Spain, the States-General of Rolland and Gustaws

Adolphus of Sweden, respectively. Sorne peer! left Scodand to go into voluntary or

forced exile, in order to escape the persecution of creditors (eg. the seventh eul of

Argyll), the kirk (eg. the tenth earl of Angus), or the displeasure of the king or

govemment (eg. the tifth earl ofBothwell and the second Maxwell eul ofMorton). Yet

another reason for travel wu the pursuit of personal interests. For instance, the eleventh

earl of Angus spent time abroad engaged in historica1 and genealogical inquiries, while

the earls of Abercom spent time in Ireland, overseeing their estates and occuPYing

tbemselves with the Ulster p1antation.
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The omissions in these travel records, Iike those for education, &gain limit the

reliability of the results of an analysis of the countries visited by the peers of the tbree

regions, yet a report of the provisional tindings may stiU prove worthwhile. In a

comparison ofthe old and the new nobility who are known ta bave travelled, it was found

tbat 72.5% and 82.7'AI of these peers, respectively, had been to Englan~ and 72.5% and

69'1&, respectively, had been to the Continent. When the Protestants and the Catholics

who are known ta have travelled were examined in a similar manner, it wu found tbat

87.2% of the Protestants and 6O.70A. of the Catholies bad visited England, 43.6% of the

Protestants and 64.3% of the Catholles had been ta France, and 64.1% orthe Protestants

and 82.1% of the Catholics had been to Europe generaUy. When the known ttavels of

these peers were examined according to the regional SUb-groUpiDgS, it wu round that

8()OA. ofthe peers from the northwest and isles, 76.6% of the peers from central Scotland,

and 82.3% of the peers from the borders are known to have traveUed to England; and

75%, 70.2% and 64.70A., respectively, are known to have travelled to the Continent.

Thus, this analysis reveals that the old and the new nobility seem to have had similar

travel patterns, the distinction heing that the new peers seem slightly more likely to bave

been to England. The study of the Protestant and Catholic peers disclosed marked

difFerences, with the Protestants more likely to bave traveUed ta England, and the

Catholies more likely to have traveUed to France and the Continent. There wu littIe

discrepancy round in the examination of the travels ofthe peers by region wben it came

to visiting England, but it wu discovered tbat there wu a slight predilection for those of

the notthwest and isles to bave joumeyed abroad versus those in central ScotIand, and an
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even greater tendeney for the peers of the northwest and isles to have been to the

Continent tban the border peers.

(iiil; SUCCESSIOu ELEVATION;

There are two tbemes within the topie of the succession and elevation of the

eighty..tive subjects ta the upper peerage which it is possible to examine, specifica11y, the

relation of these peers to those who they inherited their titles trom, and theic age at the

time of tbeir accession of tbese titles. Many of the peers, forty or 46.5%, succeeded to

their titles directly tram tbeir fathers. This figure ineludes the first marquess of Huntly,

who inherited bis title trom bis father the fifth earl of Huntly in 1576, and proceeded to

be raised to an even greater dignity within the peerage in 1599. Five peers succeeded to

their brothers' titles, and a tùrtber five inherited titles ftom their grandfathers. An

example of the former is lohn, second earl of Perth, who succeeded to the title after bis

brother James, the tint ear~ died ofa "hectie" sickness39 in 1611 at the age ofthirty-one.

An example of a peer who inherited bis title trom bis grandfather is the fifth earl

Marischal. Three~ the third earl ofMoray, the fifth earl ofBuehan and the fifth earl

ofBothwell bad their tides passed on to them through their MOthers, the tirst two through

legitimate succession ta the countesses oftheir respective earldoms, and the lut through

a crown grant recosnizing bis right ta the dignity in consideration of bis maternai

descent. Two peen each gained their titles by right oftheir maniages ta titled heiresses

(the sixth earl ofBueban and the second earl ofMoray)~ by right ofinheritance from their

uncles (the sixth earl ofCassillis and the eigbth earl ofAngus to the MOrtoD dignity)~ and

by right of heir of tailzie or entail (the niDtb earl of Angus and the seventh art of
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Morton). The thirteenth earl of Crawford succeeded bis nephew, and the sixth earl of

Ealinton was weft in the earldom ofbis cousin in March 1615 ailer settlina a two-and-a-

half-year dispute to gain royal confirmation of bis transfer of the tide at the fifth earl's

death in October 1612. The remainina twenty-tive,. or 29.1% of the~ were elevated

to their upper peerage titles.

TABLE 3-5:
ORIGIN OF TITLE SUCCESSION-TO WHOM Dm THE UPPER PEERS

(158'-162!) SUCCEED, IN TOTAL" BY VARIOUS GROUPINGS

TITLE TOT. OLD NEW PROT- ? CATH- NW a CENT. BOR-
ORl- PEERS PŒIIS EST- REUG oues ISLES SCOT- DER
GIN' ANTS LEAN. LAND REG.
F 40 31 9 21 0 19 16 30 2
Gr 5 s 0 4 0 1 3 3 1
Br 5 2 l 1 1 3 1 4 1
U 2 2 0 2 0 0 0 2 0
N' 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0
C 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0
B~T. 1 2 0 2 0 0 1 1 1
M 3 3 0 3 0 0 2 0 1
Marr. 2 2 0 2 0 0 2 0 0
Eiev. S 3 22 15 2 8 4 16 Il
TOT. 16* 52* 34 51* 3 32 19 g* 17
[KEY: F=father, GF=grandfather, Br=brother, U=uncle, N=nephew, C= cousin, H of
T.=beir oftailzie oren~ M=mother~ Marr.=marrias~Elev.=elevation. The· sipifies
that the total =n+1 as the eightb eart of Angus is counted twice, once onder F for the
Anaus title, and once under U for the Morton tide.]

When the issue oforigin of title was examined within the parameters ofthe tbree

sub.aroupings of the peerage sample that were created in cbapter two~ some interesting

finelings resulted. When the old and the new nobility were compared, it wu found tbat

thirty-tbree ofthe old peer! bad their titles passed on by their fathen or brothers, wbereas

tbis occurred to only twelve of the new peer!. The titles of some of the old peer! were

also devolved ftom their arandfa~ uncles, nephew, cousins or distant cousins. and
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mathers, or gained tbrough marriage. Only three of tbese old peers were raised to their

titles, while the remaioing twenty-two new peers gained tbeir peerages through elevation.

When the succession ofthese peers was examined according to tbeir religious leaninS' it

wu found that the titles of the Protestants devolved ftom their fathers in twenty-one

cases (41.2%), their grandfathers in four cases (7.8%), their brothers in one case (2%),

their uncle~ cousins, distant cousins, mothers, or through marriage in ten cases (19.6%),

and through elevation in fifteen cases (29.4%). Whereas the titles of the Catholles

descended ftom their fathers in nineteen cases (59.4%), their grandfathers in one case

(3.1%), their brothers in three cases (9.4%), their nephews in one case (3.1%), and

through elevation in eight cases (25%). None of the Catholle peers acquired their titles

trom their uneles, cousins, mothers, or through maniage. Thus these two groups were

near evenly-matched in the proponion of the peers who were newly-raised to the body,

but they stood apart in that more Catholics inherited ftom their fathers, while the

Protestants seem to have inherited trom a broader range of relatives in addition to their

fathers. When the title descent of these peers was examined by region, some variations

were also round, particularly between the peers ofthe borders and those ofthe other two

regions. These differences are best illustrated through a closer examination of the

proportions of peers who acquired their titles through inheritance trom their fathers or

through elevation. The peers were found to have succeeded their fathm in sixteen

instances (55.2%) in the DOrthWest and isle, in thirty instances (51.70"> in central

Scotl_ and in two instances (11.8%) in the borders. Elevations ta the peerage

accounted for four peers (13.•At) in the northwest and isles, sixteen peers (27.6%) in

central ScotIand, and eleven peers (64."") in the borders. Tbus il cm he said that the
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better part ofthese border peers were recent additions ta the upper peerage, while sligbdy

more tban baIf of the peers of the other two regions inherited their titles tram their

fatb~ with the remainder traeing their honoues to a relatively-balanced mixture of

relatives and new grants.

These eighty-five peers succeeded or were raised ta titles a total ofninety times,40

at a wide range of ages within their üfetimes, between approximately twenty-one months

(the fifth earl ofCassillis) and sixty-seven years (the thirteenth earl of Crawford).41 The

mean age for titIe accession was 28.5 years, with two-thirds ofthese accessions occurring

between the ages of fourteen and forty-nine. A further eleven of these titIes were gained

by peers aged fifty and above. Thîrty, a full third, were acquired when the Peer was a

minor, under the age of majority, and )0010 of these occurred when the peer was a pupi~

under the age of legal capacity for males.42 This thirty can be compared with the

approximately eighty-one English peers, who, according to Stone, acceded to their titles

between 1558 and 1641, a figure which also represents one-third of the sample.43

Another method ofunderstanding the significance of this large number of Scottish minor

peers is ta total up their time spent as titled peers before gainiDg their full legal majority,

an aggregate ofapproximately two hundred and eighty-tive years. This is the equivaient

of3.2 years for every title-bolder or 3.4 years for every peer in the sample, a substantial

&mount of time. One cao coDclude that succession at a young age seems to bave been

common in ScotIand, but no more common than it appears to bave been in England. This

migbt indieate tbat fathen or other title-bolders at this level of society were dying

relatively early, or that their heirs were being bom late in their lives. One can also

speculate tbat this multitude ofminor peers may bave providecl ample oPPOrtunity for the
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unscrupulous to take advantage oftheir property and make decisions which affected their

lives. A case in point was the eleventh earl of Sutherland, wbose father was poisoned in

1567. The tifteen-year old son succeeded ta the title, but bis father'! rival, the fourth earl

ofCaithness, bad bis persan and casties seized, purcbased bis wardship, burned all of the

family writs he wu able to find, and forced the minor to marry his thirty-two-year old

daughter. The young carl escaped in 1569, and sought the protection ofthe Gordon earls

of Huntly, but had to wait until he came of age in 1573 before he wu able to begin to

rectify bis situation and gain a divorce ftom Barbara Sinclair on the grounds of ber

adultery and an exploitation oftutorial power! by the earl ofCaithness.44

When the age ofthe peers at the rime oftheir succession or elevation to their tit1es

was examined within the parameters of the sub-groupings of the total sample,

considerable variations were discovered amongst some of the categories. An

examination of the old and the new nobility revealed that the fomler acceded ta their

titles between the ages of twenty-one months and sixty-seven years, with the average

equalling 23.4 years. The new Dobility came into their tides between the ages of six and

tifty-nine, with a mean accession age of 3S.8 years. This tinding CID be related to our

previous discovery that almost sïxty-five percent of the new nobility were elevated to

their titles, and suggests tbat il took them a greater length of time to gain tbis recognition

than it did for those who succeeded directiy. It appears trom the analysis of the next set

of sub-groupings tbat religious leanings bad Iittle to do with age of succession or

elevation, for it wu round tbat the Mean accession ages for the Protestants and Catholics

were 28.9 yean and 27.3 yean, respectively. More dramatic differences were reveaJed

ftom an examination of the tbird set of sub-groupings, the regional divisioDS. The peers
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ofthe northwest and isles were round to bave come into their dignities between the ages

of five and fifty-nine years, with an averase age of 23.2 years. The peers of central

Scotland succeeded or were raised between the ases of 1.75 years and sixty-seveo yean,

with a mean age of 29.2 yean, and the border peers acceded between the ases of six

years and fifty-nine years, with an average age ofthirty-five years. Once &gain, it seems

that this elevated accession age for the border peers is related to the proponion of peers

who were raised (64.7010), rather tban succeeded ta the peerage. Regardless, one cao

conclude that the new peers acceded ta their dignities later in life 00 average than did the

old peers, as did the border peers when compared with those of central Scotland and the

northwest and isles.

TABLE 3-6: MEAN AGE (in yean) OF THE UPPER PURS. 1587-1625
AT THE TIME OF TBEIR TITLE SUCCESSION,

IN TOTAL A BV VARIOUS GROUPINGS

TOT. OLO NEW PRO- ! CATH- NW le CENT IOR-
PEERS PURS TEST- ULIG oues ISLES SCOT- DIR

ANTS LIAN. LAND DG.
MEAN 28.5 23.4 35.8 28.9 35.0 27.3 23.2 29.2 35.0
AGI

Once these peers bad succeeded or were elevated to their titles, they coUectively

formed the body of the upper ranks of the peerage until IUch tinte as they individually

died, or were stripped oftheir dignity. At this tim~ it might praye propitious to elaborate

upon the subject of age, in order to expand upon our knowledge of this body's make-up

at specified intervals. The average Ile and age composition ofthe peerage as it stood al

various points over the period of James's adult reign cm DOW be ca1culated using bath

the totals and the desipated years ftom the discussion ofthe numbers and composition of

the peerage in chapter two.45
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TABLE 3-7: THE MEAN AGE (in yean) OF
THE UPPER PURS HOLDING TInES A THE NUMBER

OF MlNOR PIERS ROLDING TInES IN DESIGNATED YEARS

IY7 1597 1607 1617 162S
MEAN AGE 28.0 34.7 39.7 39.3 40.9
OF PUllS
H'*: 50% of 50% of

peers < 25 peers ~ 40
yearsold vearsold

NO. OF 7 4 2 3 4
MlNOR
PUllS

ln 1587, the mean age of the twenty-tive contemporary peers wu 28 years.46

This group iDCluded seven mino~ seveD peers in their twenties, seven peers in their

thirties, two peen in their forties and two peers in their tifties. In 1597, the average age

of the twenty-tive existing peers rose ta 34.7 years, but DOW there were four minoR (if

you include the twenty-year old third earl of Gowrie), tive peers in tbeir twenties, seven

peers in their thirties, tive peers in their forties, three peers in their tifties and one peer in

bis sixties. In 1607, the mean age of the peers, DOW thirty-six in number, rose yet again,

to 39.7 years. There were ooly two minon, as weB as eight peer! in their twenti~ six

peers in their tbirties, nine peers in their forties, eigbt peers in their Mies, two peeR in

their sixties and one peer in bis seventies. In 1617, the average age of the peer!, DOW

thirty-five in number, declined slightly, to 39.3 years. This group included three minors,

seven peers in each of the folloWÏDg age brackets: 20-29, 30-39, 40-49, and 50-59, and

four peeR in their sixties. At the end ofthe reign in 1625, the average age ofthe peers,

Dawa group offorty-two, rose again, ta 40.9 years. This company included four minots,

four peeR in tbeir twentie, twe1ve peeR in their tbinies, nine peers in their Conies, eigbt

peeR in their tifties, four peeR in their sixties and one peer in bis seventies. The averqe
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age of these peers, when examined at intervals of approximately one decade, was rising

almost constandy, and grew by 12.9 years over a period of thirty-eigbt years. At the

beginning ofthe king'5 adult reign, one-balfofthe peers were less than twenty-five years

of age. Dy 1625, one-balf were aged Corty or more. We saw earlier that the peer! were

slightly younger than, or ofan age with the king. They also asect aloDgside mm.47

To summarize, one could say that the majority of the sample of peers exhibited

the following qualities: they were descended trom peers ofthe realm, they were, for a1l

intents and purposes, their parents' eldest sons, they issued trom their parents' first

marriages even if their parents had gone on to remarry, and they had, on averag~ 6.2

surviving siblings, coosisting of 4.5 full siblings and 1.7 haltsiblings, or 3 brothers and

3.2 sisters. Furthermore, slighdy more tban thirty percent of their acknowledged half­

siblings were iUegitimate, representing 8.3% of the total sample ofsiblings. Tbese peers

appear to have been genuinely well-travelled, and at least three-quarters of those about

whose schooling something is known underwent sorne degree ofstudy in Scotland, while

one-haif studied abroad. The average age of titie accession in this group was 28.5 years,

with one-third of the tides devolving on minors. Over Corty-six percent of the uPPer

peerage tides to which these peers acceded were inherited trom their fathers, 24.4% were

inherited trom other relations, and 29.1% were new creations. Analyses of the sample

over lime revealed that the number of peer! of non-noble binh wu risins, u wu the

average age ofthe peer! themselves. Some ofthe more interesting generalizations about

the various sub-groupings within the peerage bear repeating. Peers with older titles and

peer! ftom the nonhwest and isles bad the greatest number of sibliDp» peers with older

titles or Protestant leanings and peer! ftom the northwest and isles bad the most half-
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siblings, and peers trom the borders had the leut number of siblings. Peen with newer

titles or Catholic leanings and peers from central Scodand were more ükely to have

studied abroad. Peers with newer titles or Protestant leanings were more likely to have

visited England, while peers with Catholic leanings and peers ftom the northwest and

isles were more likely to have been to the Continent. Between fifty and sixty percent of

the peers with aider titles or Catholic leanings and peers from the northwest and isles or

central Scodand inherited their titles ftom their fathers, while near two-tbirds ofthe peers

with newer titles or trom the borders were elevated. These Iast two groups, the new peers

and the border peers, tended to accede to their tides later than average, and about twelve

years later than did the peers with aider titles and the peers ofthe northwest and isles.

ENDNOTES

1 Tbese were the sixth earls ofRotbcs and CassilJjs. the second earIs ofAbercomandHo~ the thirtecoth
carl ofSutherIaDcL the founh cUœ ofLeanox. and the secondart ofDuDfermline.

2 t'be exact birtbdaIes offew oftbcsc peas are kDown. In lllOIt iDsIanœst oDly the ycar. or an approximaIe
yeart are knowJL ln less than tell percent ofcases, oDly a rougit esUmate is possible. WbeD a rance of
Iikely years bas bcen given in a SOUR:C. or cao bc dctermincd fiom a lUIIIlbcr ofsourœs. 1bave cboscn to
use the mid-point In cases in wbicb il is known or cau bc dctermincd onIy tbat the peer was bom ailer or
beforc a given yeaJ't 1bave cbosen to use the year immediately foUowing or pnœding said year. For
example. acc:ordiDg to Sir William Fraser lTbe Scoqs ofBuccJeuçh, (EdiDbur&b, 1878~ vol. 1: 242.),
Walter Scott. tint earl ofBuccleuch is tbouBbt ta bave been bom SOOD aftcr 1 October 1586 <the date ofbis
paenI5' maniaI" œmract). For the purposcs ofIbis SIUdy, Ile \\'II liIœly borD c.1587. Accordin& to the
ScoIs PeeraF [voL 2: 474, 477-478.], John Kennedy, sixthearl orcassjUjs was bombetwccn 1601 (bis
puems' marriage COD1laCt is da1ed 2 Sepfember 1600) and 25 MareIl 1607. Fordie IIJIPOICS oftbis study,
lie is 1bou&bt to bave been bom c.1604.
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lIIeIII. and l00%oCtbe popdation fa1ls witbin tbree stIDdIrddevialioDS oftbe mean. In tbis iDSIIIIœ,
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1573, respectM:ly. Ifa pph ofthe biJth years vs. œIa1ive frequcncy is ploaed, die rault is a SIIIOOIh. bell­
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Eljz...SIewan, Qwmtcss ofMoray inberon ri&bt, die eIdestda'l&bWandc:o-beirofRept Moray.

s MaureenM. MciIde, wrbe Invisible Divide,tt Ssfgilh ffiIIgriçeI Rcyicw. 71(1992): 10 Ddpa.uia
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'1bese four were W'tlliaat Doualas, niDth carl ofAnps, son ofArchibald Douglas ofG1cDbervie and
gœat-gnmdsoaofthe fifth earl ofAups; Wi1Iiam~ sevenlh earIofMo~ son ofSirRobert
Douglas ofLocblCYeD; Robert Ker, fint carl ofRoxbuqbe, son ofWiDiam KerofCcsâord; and loba
Murray, fint carl ofTulbblrdiDe. son oftbc compUoUcr ofScotlaDd (1566-1583), Sir Wi1Iiam Murray of
TullibardiDe..

7 Tbese werc 1bc tint earIs ofAnnandal~Dunbar, GaUoway, Kcllie and McImse. and viCCOlIDls
HadcfjnglOn and Stormonl

1 Originally, ac:ommendatŒ wu acbUldlman who was appoinIcd by the kïnglO administer and cnjoy the
revenues ofabcDcfiœ (an abbcy or apriory) which he was l10t e1igjblc 10 bold. ID 1bc sixtcenthœmury,
these offiœs were exteDded to laymen, who could clraw OD lbc revenues oftheir relipous bouses without
perfonniDg religious dulies.

9 As discussed in cbapter 2, P. 16.
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Il Including Complete PpmtF, vol. 8: 145, DOte 00; ScoIs Peegp, vol. S: 457; and DNB. vol. 2: 691.
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4: FEATURES OF THE SCOTTIItI PEERAGE Il

The analysis and discussion ofdemographic rites of passage in the lives ofthe 85

Scottish peers continues in this chapter, the focus now shifting to their maniages, fenility

and mortality. Once again, the dates associated with some of these events cao be found

in Appendix F.

(il; MARRIAGE:

Ofthe 85 peers under study, 82 were married one or more times in the course of

their lives. The three peers who never married were the second earl ofGowrie, who died

aged 13; the third earl ofGowrie, a 23-year old who was killed saon after bis retum trom

a five-year educational sojoum abroad; and the third earl of Arran, a peer whose name

was discussed in the betrothal negotiations of two Queens, the future Elizabeth 1 of

England in 1543, and Mary of Scotland in 1561, but who showed definite signs of

insanity by the age of24.1 The 82 peers who did marry were wed between one and three

times. Fifty..two, representing 61.2% of the total sample, were married but once in their

lives,% twenty-two were married twice,J and eight were married three times. This resulted

in a total of 120 marriages to 118 women." Thus, in this sample, those peers who were

wed were manied an average of 1.46 times.

AGE AT MARRIAGE:

Throughout the period under study, the minimum legal ase at wbich marriage

could officially be contracted wu the termination of pupillarity, which wu fourteel1

years for males, and twelve years for females. Marriages could be ananged before the

age of consent, with betrotbaIs being valid ftom the age of seveD.S In this sample of

peers, there are numerous examples of peers who were wed al young ages, but the
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averages ret1ect the delay of marriage ta a somewbat more mature age. In an

examination of 119 of these tirst, second and third maniages, it was found that the peer

was between 12 and 76 years of age at the time at which bis marriage or marriages was

formalized, with the average age being about 28.5 yean.6

When tirst marriages were isolated from the rest, it wu discovered that the

Scottish peers were married for the first time between the ages of 12 and 48 y~ with

the average being about 23 years.7 The average age at tint marriage was 23.9 years for

peers who married ooly once, and less for those who remarried: 21.1 years for peers who

married twice, and 21.5 years for the peers who were married three limes. Over half of

the peers were married for the tirst time between the ages of 18 and 28 years, while 16%

were 8ged 30 or more. A1most 45% of the peers were manied while still minon, with

eleven (13.6%) ofthem aged fifteen or less. In bis study ofEngiish peers and their heirs

male who lived to the age ofthirty, Lawrence Stone found that for the periods 1540-1599

and 1600-1659, 6% and 5%, respectively, were married by the age of fifteen y~

signalling 8 general "postponement of marriage to a more reasonable age," the early

twenties rather than the middle teens.1 Thus it CID be said that the Scottish peers

exhibited a somewbat greater tendency than the English nobles to marry early in their

lives, but generaUy followed a similar pattern ofmarriage delay to the twenties.

There were 30 peers who married two or three times. Their second marriages

occurred between the ages of20 and 58, with a mean age of37.1 yean. The average age

at second marriage of those peers who married ooly twice wu about 38.1 years, while

those who went on ta marry for a tbird time were married secondly at a somewhat lower

age, approximately 34.3 years. Slightly more than tbree-quarters of these second
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maniages occurred while the peers were between the ages of 28 and 47, half while the

peers were between the ages of 30 and 44. Eight of the thirty peers entered into third

maniages when tbey were between the ages of 25 and 76. Their avenge age at third

marriage was 51.8 years. At the time ofthese unions, one of the peers wu in bis mid­

twenties, one wu in his early thirties, one was in bis mid-forties, two were in their early

tifties, one was in his mid-sîxties, one was in his late sixties, and the last was in bis mid­

seventies.9 Thirteen of these 38 remarriages occurred white the peer wu less tban 35

years of age, the lower limit of the range al which Hollingsworth said most of the

remarriages among his sample ofBritish peers and their sons were contraeted.10 It might

he concluded that these Scottish peers, in addition ta marrying earlier in their lives for the

tirst time in comparison with English nobles, tended 10 remarry earlier in their lives when

compared with the British peerage generally.

REMARRIAGE:

There are a variety ofreasons why these peers May have remanied. They include

the importance of perpetuating the family through the production of legitimate heirs; the

desire to have a lire partner and sexual companion; the need to have a manager and

caretaker for their households (and estates), especially if they contained minor children

from their previous marriage(s);ll the hope of fostering new dynastie alliances for social

and political gain with the second or third bride's family;12 an inclination ta please the

monareb, or possibly, members of their own families; and a wish to enrlch themselves

with the acquisition ofthe new wife's dowry property and/or widow's possessions.II The

Scottish peers may have remarried for any or all of tbese reasons, but specifically Doted

wu the dearth ofmale hein among them. Tm peen remarried after their tirst wives died
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without surviving male issue (in two ofthese cases there were surviving daughters),14 and

one peer remarried after obtaininS a divorce trom a woman who did not bear him any

children.1S A further seven peers who married for a secood time bad but one survivinS

male heir each.16 For some of these peer!, their second marriages did oot eue their

dilemma with regard to male issue. Of the eisbt peers who married for a third time, four

did 50 after their second wives died without surviving male issue, and one remanied after

obtaining a divorce trom his second childless wife. 11

Another commoo theme in the 38 remarriages of these peers was observed. It

seems that wealth may bave been a factor in their choice ofsubsequent wives, for Dine of

their second wives and four of their third wives were widows,11 one of the second wives

was an heiress, and three of the matches received royal SUpport.19 One remarriage~ the

second marriage of the sixth earl of AthoU, seems to have been especially driven by

finances. He marri~ secondly, Mary Rutbven, the widow of the tifth earl of Athol~

when he succeeded to bis earldom in 1596.20 One can speculate that his motivation for

this action may have been ta keep the incame of the earldom intact, for on the marriage~

Mary Ruthven'5 terce, ber right as a widow to one-third of ber late busband's beritage

during ber lifetime, became the property of ber new husband and was retumed to the

earldom. Perbaps this marriage was simply a convenient means of ensuring the best

financial interests of the earldom and this couple's ten respective minor children who

were dependent upon il?l This second union on each of their pans lasted unti1 the sixth

earl's death more tban seven years later, in the fall of 1603. Whatever the arrangement,

the marriage did not produce furtber cbildre, despite the like1ihood that Mary Rutbven
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was still of an age to bear children, ber second marriage having occurred but sixteen

years after ber first.22

One other aspect of remarriage which can be examined is the time intervals

between the peers' successive marriages. In most cases, it is near impossible to

determine these time periods with the sources available, often as the death date of the

earlier wife is missing. Good values or approximations thereofwere produced in ooly ten

ofthirty-eight instances. Suprisingiy, these intervals were found ta be quite short. In six

cases, the peer remarried within two years of the termination of bis previous marriage ­

in less than one year in four of these cases.23 Two of the remarriages occurred within

about four years of the end of the previous maniages, one within six years, and one

approximately eleven years later.24

DURATION OF MARRlAGE:

Despite tbe apparent frequency and speed of remaniage among these peers, their

unions were reasonably stable relationships while they lasted. As bas already been

determined, more than 600Â ofthese nobles were wed but once in their lives. Only 5% of

ail of their marriages ended in divorce.25 The few known marital separations seem to

have been temporary, as the couples were reconciled.26 Their unions could a1so be of

considerable duration.27 The marriages ofthese peers lasted between one day (the second

earl of Winton's tirst marriage) and fifty-one years (the ninth earl of Errol's tbird

mmiage). The Mean length of maniage in this group wu about 17.6 years, with first

marriages lasting on average the (ongest, 18.3 years, while second and third marriages

lasted 16.2 and 15~ respectively. Sixty-nine (58%) of the 119 maniages appear 10

bave luted Meen or more yan. Ry way ofcomparisoD, Lawrence Stone round tbat the
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average duration for marriage among the children of the English squirarchy in the early

seventeenth century was twenty-two ye~28 and ooly one-third of maniages among the

English nobility in the period 1558 to 1641 lasted less than fifteen years.29 Thus~ on

average~ the marriages of the Scottish peers appear to have been shorter than those of

their English counterparts, and generally of insufficient duration to bear a family and

mise themall to maniageable age. The union was terminated before tbis process could

be completed. Due to the prevalency of remarriage among this group~ it is probable for

some of the children ofeartier marriages to bave been raised by step-parents.

Marriages were usually terminated by the death ofone ofthe spouses. What ratio

ofthese represent the early demise of their wives, and what ratio represents the deaths of

the peers themselves? Of the 109 of the 120 unions whose reason for ceasing can be

determined, five ended in divorce, at least 46 (or 38.3%) ended with the deaths of the

p~ while 58 (or 48.3%) ended due to the death of the wives ofthe peers. The results

are not very different itom each other (given that there are eleven undetennined cases),

indicating that these women seem to have had only a slightly higher chance ofdying first,

despite the oft-cited hazards of maternal mortality.lO That is not to say that such a risk

was not present At least four of the wives are known to have died in, or as a result ot:

childbirth.11

THEWIVES:

The 118 women who were manied ta the peers used in this study malee an

interesting sample group in their own right, one wbich cao be used in some instances u a

buis for comparison with the peer5. These women were married between one and four

tilDes eacb,]2 resulting in a total of 169 marriages (120 ofthem to pcers in this study) and

75



an average of 1.43 marriages per persan. This compares with an average of 1.46

maniages for each peer, showing tba~ on average, the men in this study and their wives

cao he said to bave been wed an equal number oftimes.

It is difficult to determine many ofthe birthdates ofthe wives, and thus their ages

at marriage or in relation to their husbands. The ages at marriage of 24, or about one­

fifth ofthese wives could be ascertained.lJ At the time oftheir marriages to one of the 8S

peers, they were between 13 and 4S years of age,14 with the Mean age being about 21.1

years. This differs significantly ftom the peers, who, it will he remembered, manied

between the ages of 12 and 76 yean, with an average age equalling 28.5 years. Almost

twenty percent of ail of the wives of the peers had been manied previously, and within

the sample there are six women who were widows or divorced.35 Ifthese six women are

removed from the calculatians, the brides were between the ages of 13 and 32 years at the

time oftheir tirst maniages,36 with the average age being significantly lower, 17.1 years.

At tirst maniage, the peers were between 12 and 48 years of age, and the average age

was 23 yean. After the union ofthe crowns ofEngland and Scot1and and the removal of

the Scottish court to England in 1603, the Scots began to intermarry with the English.J7

Fourteen of the total of 118 women rnarried to the peers under study here were English.

Wrthin the smaller sample of the wives whose ages could he determined, there were

seven English brides.li If they are removed from the calculations of age at marriage, it

was found tbat the Mean age at marriage (for Scottish brides ooly) decreased-to 19.9

years for ail marriages, and 16.8 yean for tint marriages. Tbus it can be said, based on a

study of a sample of their wives, tbat the peers' brides were usually younger tban their

busbands, both generally and at tirst marriage, with the Scottish brides being slightly
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younger on average than the English brides. This finding was tùrther substantiated when

the ages at marriage ofthe same 24 women were compared with their 2S husbands taken

ftom among the 8S peers. The men were round to have been anywhere between less than

balfand approximately 2.3 times the age ofthe womeo.39 On average thougb, the peers

tended to be about thirty percent older than their wives at the time of their marnage.

Typical examples included the sixth earl ofCassillis and bis tirst wif~ who at the time of

their marriage were about 18 and 14 years, respectively, and the tint earl of Wigton and

bis second wife, who were approximately 43 and 34 years, respectively.

TOCHERS:

There was very little information in the sources regarding the tochers, or dowries,

of these women pledged at the time of their maniages to the peers. The details regarding

these transactions wbich are available have usually come ftom marriage contraets. These

were commonly used by contemporary tided or propertied families to establish, in

writing, the mutual promise to marry, the date by which this event shouJd OCCUI', the

bride's family's pledge to provide a dowry corresponding with the father's wealth and

rank in society, the marriage gift of the groom or bis family to the bride, the groom's

provision for bis bride ifwidowed, and the couple's provision fortheir future children, or

their children ftom previous marriages.40 Dy the second halfofthe sixteenth century, the

tocher almost always took the form of mooey,41 rather tban goods, as is the case in the

tifteen examples round amoDgst the peers and tbeir wives, shawn below.
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TABLE 4-1: MARRIAGE TOCBERS OF SELECfED WIVES OF THE
SCOITISR PEERS, 1563-1632

PEER WBICBWIFE YEAR TOCBER VALUE
1"' marQ Hamilton Only c. 1603 40..000 merks
1(jA earl Angus Only c. 1585 8,000 merks
6fA earl AthoU First 1580 9,500 merks
1- earl Buccleuch Only 1616 20,000 merks
Il III earl Crawford First 1573 10..000 merks
6Ul earl Eglinton First 1612 30.,000 merks
']!tIJ earl Kinghome First 1618 30,000 merks

(!20,OOO)
3n1 earl Montrose Only 1563 6,000 merlcs
2DG Maxwell earl Only c. 1599 20,000 merks
Morton
121ft earl Sutherland Only 1600 20..000 merles
131ft earl Sutherland First 1632 53..000 merks
2DG eart Tullibardine First 1599 15,000 merles

(110..000)
2DG earl Wigton Only 1609 28,000 merles
1- earl Winton Only 1583 11,000 merks

(average of 10..
12,000 merles)

3n1 earl Winton Second c. 1626 20,000 merles

ft is bath a difficult and a bazardous task ta make a straightforward comparison between

any one of these tochers and another for a variety of reasons. For instance, not aU of the

brides' fathers were equal in wealth and rank in society. As the value of the tocher wu

supposed ta be a ref1ection ofthese qualities, tbere could be vast differences between the

toehers ofthe daughter ofa marquess and the daughter ofa minor lord. Even within one

family, the values of the tochers were likely to vary tram daugbter ta daugbter, with the

eldest usually haVÎDg the largest tocher, and ber sisters baving lesser amounts.42 The

Dumber ofdaughters tbat a father had to dower could al50 effect the amount he wu able

10 provide each.a AllO, a father might pledse a larger tacher ta attract a more prominent
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husband for bis daughter, intlating it to ref1ect the wealth or rank of the groom, rather

tban the Cather. But the chiefconcem in comparing these 15 toehen with one another is

the rapid rate of inflation during this time. The tochers span the period 1563 to 1632,

during which time Scotland experienced bath an inflationary priee revolution and

currency devaluation, with excbange ofthe Scottish pound falling relative to the English

pound by between 3:1 and 4:1 in the 1560s, to 12:1 by 1603, and grain priees increasing

six-fold between IS50 and 1600. The priee inflation for commodities was not evenly

distributed over time, but occurred in great spurts, especially during the 15805 and 159Os,

and did not begin to stabilize or level out before the 1620s.44 Thus, any comparison of

tochers pledged at different times, even within this 6O-year period, is risky. Given these

limitations, the 1S amounts were examined and averaged in order to create an

approximate mean sample value representative of the tochers received by the 82 wedded

peers at the time of their marriages. The average amount wu 20,750 merks,45 with the

lowest tocher being that reœived by the third earl of Montrose on bis marriage to the

second daughter of the second lord Dnunmond in 1563, namely, 6,000 merks, and the

highest tocher being tbat of the thirteenth earl of Sutherland on bis ftrst marriage to the

only child and heir ofthe first earl ofPerth in 1632, namely, 53,000 merles.46 There were

four separate tochers, pledged c.1599, in 1600, in 1616 and c.1626, whose values (20,000

merks each) approximated the Mean amount calculated above.47

SOCIAL STATUS:

Social status is an important, but difticult element to study within the cantext of

these sixteenth- and seventeenth-eentury marriages. There are two facets ofsocial status

wbich will be examined here - the tirst being rank (ie. level ICbieved within the peerage),
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and the second being age oftitle (ie. old vs. newly-bestowed dignities). Some questions

which this study aspires to answer include: What was the social status of each of the

Mves ofthe peers? Were the stations ofthe peers themselves changed as a consequence

of their marriages? What percentage of the peers Married ÎDto their own class? What

percentage did not? And wbat level of integration (if any) of new peers into older

families was achieved?

The wives of the peen came from a varlety of social backgrounds~ with the

largest group amongst these 118 wornen issuing ftom old noble families. There were 47

women who were the daughters of longtime members of the upper peerage~ 24 women

who were the daughters of lords~ 21 wornen who were the daughters of Scottish gentry~

and 12 wornen who were the daughters of recently-elevated (upper) peers.4I An

advantageous marriage alliance~ as many of these certainly were~ held the potential for

further social elevation. Marriage ta three of these wornen resulted in changes (for the

better) ta the tide or office held by their new husbands.49 Many of the othee alliances

improved the peers~ stations in a more indirect manner~ providing them with substantial

dowries or widow's possessions, and aftiliating them WÎth prominent fathers-in-law (or

other members ofthe wives' families) with influence at court or in govemment.'0
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TABLE 4-2: SOCIAL STATUS AND THE PEERS' MARRIAGES

SOCIAL 82 82 OLO OLD NEW NEW
STATUS PURS PEERS PEERS PEERS PURS PURS
OF no. of % no. of % no• of ."
WIFE'S IDAmaies ••males IDArrialet
FATBER
OLD 48 40.0 34 49.3 14 27.4
(UPPER)
PEER
NEW 16 13.3 8 11.6 8 15.7
(UPPER)
PEER
LORD 19 15.8 12 17.4 7 13.8
GENTRY 22 18.3 10 14.4 12 23.6
ENG- IS 12.5 5 7.2 10 19.6
L1SH
TOTAL 120 99.' " 99.9 SI 100.1

More than balf of the marriages of the peers were to members of their own social

class. Sixty-four of the 120 maniages joined our peers to the daughters of upper peers,

while the remaining fifty.six maniages were between peen and tbe daughters of lords,

gentry, or Englishmen. The old nobility were the MOst likely to wed women of similar

social status. Slightly more than sixty percent of their maniages tied them to the

daughters of upper peers, wbereas only 43.1% of the marriages of new peen were with

the daughters ofupper peen. The members of bath of these groups were more likely to

wed a daugbter ofan old peer than they were to tie the mot with a daugbter trom a new

noble bouse. There were forty-eight mmiages between a peer and a woman trom the old

nobility, but only sixteen mmiages between a peer and a woman from the new nobility.

It cao be said that the new peen were slowly integrating with the old nobility. The extent

of tbis integratiOD was limited though, with 27.4% of the marriages of the new peers
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beiog directly ioto the old nobility, and 11.6% of the marriages of the old peers uniting

them with the daugbters ofthe new peers.

MARRIAGE AND THE PEERAGE GROUPINGS:

The peers were examined once again according to the groupings established in

chapter 2 (age of title, religious affiliations and regional ties) ta detennine if there were

differences amongst them as to their maniage practices, specifically the number of times

they marrie<!, and their ages at these times.

TABLE 4-3:
AVERAGE NUMBEROF MAllRL\GES AND AVERAGE AGE AT MARRlAGE

(in yean) FOR PURS AND VARlOUS GROUPINGS AMONG THE PEERS

GROUP AVERAGE AVERAGE AVERAGE AVERAGE AVERAGE
NO. OF AGE FOR AGE AT AGE AT AGE AT
TIMES ALL lSTMARR. 2NO MARR. 3RO MARR.
MA.IlRŒD MARas.

TOTAL 1.46 28.46 22.'6 37.10 51.75
(1I=82J
OLD 1.44 26.13 21.31 36.06 41.75
PURS
NEW 1.50 31.06 25.36 38.46 61.75
PURS
PROTEST- 1.45 29.15 22.62 39.25 58.20
ANTS
• RELIG. 1.33 30.33 24.50 • 42.00 0.
LEANlNG
CAmO- 1.50 27.38 23.37 34.08 41.00
Lies
NORm- 1..43 25.13 21.21 30.67 45.00
WEST li
ISLES
CENTRAL 1.51 29.41 23.41 39.27 52.17
SCOTL
BORDER 1.47 2&.68 23.06 37.00 63.00
REGION

• • Excludes viscount Air.

The Mean number of marriages per peer in the various groupings did Dot vary widely

ftom the overall Mean of 1.46, nordid they ditTer areatIy tram each other. For instanc~
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the old and the new nobility were wed, on average~ 1.44 and 1.50 tintes, respectively.

Similarly~ the Protestants and the Cathalies were manied, on average, 1.45 and 1.50

times, and the peers fram the northwest and isles, central Scotland and the borders were

wed an average of 1.43, 1.51 and 1.47 tilDes, respectively.

The ages at marriage of the peers in the ditTerent groupings varied mueh more

from the total means and from each ether than did the number ofmarriages per peer. The

mean age for ail marriages was 28.5 years. Yet the peers tram the northwest and isles

and the peers who held aider titles were married at an average age of 25.1 years and 26.1

years, respectively, while newly-established peers were manied at an average age of31.1

years. This pattern held true for the average age al first maniage, where the Mean for the

total group was appraximately 23 y~ the peers fram the northwest and isles and the

old peers were wed for the first time at 21.2 years and 21.3 years, respectively, and the

new peers were manied for the first time at 25.4 years. Greater deviation from this

model was found when the peers' later marriages were examined. The mean age at

second marriage for the total group wu 37.1 years. Once agai~ the peers from the

northwest and isles had the lowest average age, 30.7 yean. The highest ages were found

amangst the peers ofundetermined religious leanings (42 yean), the peen trom central

Scotland, and the Protestant peers (bath 39.3 yean). At third maniage, the mean age for

the entire group of peers wu S1.8 yars. The lowest values observed were those of the

Catholic peers and the peers with older titles (41 years and 41.8 years, respectively), and

the highest values were those of the peers ftom the border region and the peers with

newer tides (63 yean and 61.8 yean, respectively). Tbus it can be said that, generally,

the peers with older titles and the peers trom the nonhwest and isles were married at a
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somewbat earlier age tban the average for the entire group, while the newer peers, the

peer! ofundetermined religious leanings, the peen trom the border region, and the peen

trom central Scotland were married later than the average for the total group. The trends

for age at marriage exhibited by the Protestant and Catholic peen were not quite as well­

defined. The Protestant peers were generally wed at an age greater tban the group

average, except in the instance oftheir tirst marriages, where the mean value, 22.6 years,

wu slightly lower than the group average, 23 years. The tendency for the Catholic peen

was the reverse of that exhibited by the Protestant peers: they were generally wed at an

age that wu younger than the group average, except at tirst marriage when they wed

later, at an average age of23.4 years.

(iil; CIIILDREN;

Marriage was generally followed by the binh of children. As yet, little research

bas been undertaken on the family in early-modem Scodand,Sl with the subjects of

fenility, children and childhood having received littl~ if any, investigation.

Unfortunately, the sources that have been used and the data accumulated trom them will

not he able to provide in-depth enlightenment on these subjects. What is possible is a

numerica1 exploration of the subject insofar as it relates to the select group of peen

chosen for study here. Even this exploration bas its limitations, for the cbildren of the

peer! cao only be examined if their births were reponed and recorded.

Underenumerationofb~ and tbus children, is a large problem in family studies of the

early-modem period, even among select groups like the aristocraey. Babies who were

stillbom, or who died soon after their births were DOt as likely ta bave their birtbs
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registered.S2 Tbe births of i11egitimate cbildren especially appear to bave often gone

unreported. HoUingsworth round evidence of this wben he received a strange sex ratio

for illegitimate births in bis analysis of four centuries of the demography of the British

peerage. He found 207 basebom sons, but ooly 131 natural daughters, and concluded

that many illegitimate female births had been omitted tram the bistorical record.53 A

similar finding emerged from the data collected for the illegitimate children of the peers

under study here. Prior to the removal of the children who died young, there were 29

natural sons and 17 or more basebom daughters. Afterwards, there were 28 sons and 16

or more daughters who were barn out of wedlock. This imbalance leads me to suppose

that the births of i11egitimate female children were not likely to have been reported in full

in tbis case either. Fortunately, sex ratios for legitimate children of the peers, who

constitute over 91% ofthis sample ofchildren, are much more balanced. There were 249

daughters and 246 sons reported to have been born, values which were reduced ta 221

daughters and 208 sons after those who died young were removed. When bath known

legitimate and illegitimate binhs are taken iota account, the sex ratio is roughly even,

with male births representing 50.8% ofthe gross total, and 49.8% of the total after those

who died before they reached maturity were removed. Consequently, female births

represented 49.2% of the grass total, and 50.2% of the total after those who died young

were eliminated.

In t0ta4 the 82 peers who manied bad at least 541 cbildre~ both within and

outside of their marriages, a total which wu reduced to 474 or more after thOIe children

who died young were removed. Thus it cao be seen that 67, or 12.4% of the total of

reported births, died before they rached maturity. Monality amang the cbiIdren ofthese
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peers seems to have been rather high, certainly when compared with the siblings of the

peers discussed in cbapter 3, where ooly 40 (7.1%) ofthe 566 known siblings died young.

Yet these figures are moderate when compared to Lawrence Stone's calculations for child

mortality in the English population. He bas stated that ooly two out of three noble

children survived their tifteenth year, and that between one-quarter and one-third of ail

children were dead before the age of fifteen. His child mortality rate in the general

popuJation for the period 1610-1629 wu approximately 28%, up from 26% for the period

15S0-1569.S4

The best statistical indicators which cao be developed trom the data on the peers'

children are the average number of children per maniage, and the average number of

children per peer. These cao be seen in tables 4-4 and 4-S below.

TABLE 4-4:
TOTAL NUMBER OF CllILDREN AND AVERAGE NUMBER OF

CllILDREN PER PEER (N=8Z PEERS)

GROUP NO. OF AV. NO. OF NO. OF AV. NO. OF
ClllLDREN ClllLDREN CllILDREN CllILDREN
(TOTAL) PER PEER (LESSmOSE PER PEER

(GROSS) WHO DIED (NET)
YOUNG)

TOTAL 541+ 6.60 474+ 5.78
LECM- 495 6.04 430 5.24
MATE
ILLEGm- 46+ 0.56 44+ 0.54
MATE
MALE 275 3.35 236 2.89
FEMALE 266+ 3.24 238 2.90

It seems that the peers had smaller familles than those ftom which tbey themselves came

ftom, an average of6.6 cbildren in total (or an average of 5.8 children once those who

died young are removed)~ u compared with an average family size of7.7 {reduced to 7.2
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once those who died young are eliminated) including themselves and their siblings. The

family of each peer wu composed largely of legitimate issue of bis marriages, and

divided relatively evenly amongst boys and girls.

TABLE4-!:
TOTAL NUMBER OF CllILDREN AND AVERAGE NUMBER

OF ClllLDREN PU MARRlAGE*

GROUP '" NO. OF AV. NO. OF NO. OF AV. NO. OF
NUMBER OF CBILDREN ClllLDREN ClllLDREN ClllLDREN
PEERS (TOTAL) PER (LESSmOSE PER

MARRIAGE WHO DIED MARRIAGE
(GROSS) YOUNG) ("~·1"J

BV la-r (D=82) 375 4.57 331 4.04
MARRlAGES
SV 2"D (a=30) 97 3.23 80 2.67
MARRlAGES
BY 3&D (D=8) 22 2.75 18 2.25
MARRlAGES
BY AU 4940 (corrected 6.02° [corrected 4290 (corrected 5.230 [corrected
MARRlAGES figure = 495] figure =6.04] figure =430] figure =5.24]
(a=82)

• *This table does not include illegitimate issue.
°These numbers dift"er by one child when compared with the values for lertimate

children in table 4-4, as it could not be determined which one ofthe Il earlof
Angus's two maniages his daughter Anna issued from.

The largest number of children issued from tint maniages, an average of 4.6 children

(ultimately 4.04 children) per peer. This second streamIined figure for average family

size for first maniages is remarkably close ta the one obtained by Lawrence Stone for the

English aristocracy, 4.11,~~ suggesting that overall, there wu some underlying similarity

between the peerages of the two countries in regards to their feniHty in their initial

maniages. The successive maniages ofthe Scottish upper peers tended ta produce fewer

otfspring, an average of 3.2 children (ultimately 2.7 children) per peer for second

marriag~ and an average of 2.8 children (ultimately 2.3 chilclren) per peer for tbird
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marriages. Altogether, the peers bad issue an average of six legitimate cbildren each.

This Mean wu reduced ta an average of 5.2 legitimate children each once those who died

before they reached maturity were eliminated. This last figure also falls between the

numbers for Mean adjusted legitimate family size (combined) obtained by Hollingswonh

for members of the British peerage born between 1550 and 1574, and 1575 and 1599,

which were 4.92 and 5.75,56 again indicating this fundamental sameness for all British

peers in regards to their legitimate fertility.

Given the average durations of maniage calculated in section (l) of tbis cbapter

and these averages for the number of children born per maniage, it cao be seen that,

contrary to popular beliet: it is unlikely that the wives ofthe peers were always pregnant.

R.A. Houston has written that demographers who have studied populations with

signiticantly greater fertility rates than early modem Scotland have round that only about

tive years, or approximately one-quarter of the time during which a woman wu married

and capable of conceiving, were spent in a state of pregnancy. The average ÎDterval

between births in early modem Scot1and bas been calculated ta have been between 25

and 30 months. ~7

Yet not aU of the maniages of the peers were fruidùl. Tbere were a fair number

of maniages that were completely childless, or childless in the end. A total of twenty­

five of the marriages were entirely without issue~ and a tùrther six unions where there

wu issue became childless when the cbild or cbildren died young.51 Thus more tban

one-tifth ofthese unions were completely infecund, and a total ofslightly more tban one­

quarter of the maniages were ultimately UDproduetive. About baIf of these infertile

unions were tint marriages. Once these twelve were faetored ioto the total number of
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first marriag~ it was determined that 14.6% of tirst maniages were eotirely without

issu~ and a further 4.90/0 ofthese mamases were eventually childIess. Remaniages were

(ess likely to yield issue than tirst marriages. One-third of the second maniages and

tbree-eighths of the third marriages of the peers were completely childless. Once chiId

mortality was taken iota account 36.7'10 of the second maniages and 50010 of the third

marriages were without surviving issue. Finding these figures rather high, the Scottish

peers were compared ta a similar group, with surprising results. In bis worle, Stone

studied childlessness for the English nobility between 1540 and 1660, and found that

190/'0 of their tint maniages were childless, and 48% of their second marriages were

totally barren. The rates for childlessness in the marriages of these Scottish peers and

Stone's sample ofthe English nobility correspond closely, particularly for first marriases:

19.5% for Scotland, and 19010 for England. In bis study, Stone a1so found a high level of

male childlessness. No less than 29'/'0 of tirst marriages and 58% ofsecond maniages in

bis sample produced no legitimate males.S9 The marriages of the Scottish peers were

examined in the same manner, with similar results. ft wu round that 32.9'A. of tirst

marnages, SOOIO of second marri_ge, and 500/'0 of third maniages ultimately lacked

legitimate male issue.

Five of the peers who married had no issue, and thus no legitimate heir of their

bodies.6O When combined with the three peers who never married, 9.4% ofthe sample of

8S peers had no legitimate issue wbatsoever. In addition ta these eight peers, there were

anoth« seven peers whose marriages were devoid of legitimate male hein of their

bodie~61 amounting ta 17.6% of the total sample of peers. When child mortality wu

taken iDto account, there were a tùrther six peers witb no legitimate surviving male
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hein.62 Thus almost one in four peers did not bave a legitimate son ta succeed him, the

requirement in the majority of instances for the direct devolution of Scottish peerage

tides and honours. A further eleven peers (12.9'A) had but one surviviog legitimate male

heir of their bodies,6l a ratber tenuous grasp 00 the succession given the contemporary

bigh mortality rates for ail age groups. Thus three-eighths of the upper Scottish peerage

who held titles between 1587 and 1625 had no legitimate son or only one legitimate son

to follow them in their titles. This proportion is quite a bit larger tban the statie figure

calculated by Stone for 118 English peerage titles in 1636. He found that 14% oftbese

peeR had no living male heir, and a tùrther 13% had but one living male heir.64 The

number of peers with ooly one surviving son were comparable, but a greater measure of

the Scottish peers had no male heir oftheir bodies.

This is not ta say that the Scottish peers were infertile as a group, by any means.

ln 25% of their marriages, these peers had more than six children. Even if the children

who are known to have died young are excluded tram the totals, in 18.3% of the peers'

marriages there were more children Pee maniage than the average number of legitimate

issue per peer [a figure which was calculated using the children who did die young, and

which was equaI to 6 - see table 4-4]. In bis first marriage, the ninth earl of Angus had

13 childre~ while the tirst earl ofLothian bad 12, and the seventh eart ofMorton baclil.

Four peers each bad 10 surviving children ftom their tint maniage, while four peers bad

9 cbildren apiece. Another four peers had 8 children each ftom their tirst marriages; and

two peers bad 7 surviving children eacb.65 The second earl of Mar, the eleventh earl of

Angus, the thirteenth earl ofCrawford and the seventh earl ofArgyll bad a great number

of surviving legitimate issue in tbeir second marriages (Il, 9, 8 and 7 children,
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respectively), and the ninth earl ofErrol had Il surviving children ftom his third union.

In 22% of their fint marriages, 100At of their second maniages, 12.5% of their third

marriages and 18.3% of ail oftbeir marriages the peers had more than six children who

lived to maturity. Ifthe children who died YOUDg are re-introdu~ these figures rise to

28%~ 2ooA-, 12.S% and 2S%, respectively. These percentages are somewhat lower in

either state than the overall proportion ca1culated by Stone for EngJand, which was one­

third.66 This last fioding may panially explain why a greater percentage of Scots peers

tban English peers seem ta have had no male heirs of their bodies. Given that both the

Scots and English peers were on average producing the same number ofchildren in their

first marriages; that tbeir rates for childlessness and male childlessness in marriage,

panicularly first marriage~ were roughly the sune; that the remarriage rates in the two

samples were quite close (31.7'10 for the Scots peers and 28% for Stone's Englisb

peers67); and that there appears to have been a lower mortality rate among the children of

the peers in Scot1an~ it is possible that a greater percentage of the Scots peers lacked

male heirs because fewer ofthem had larger than average families. Ofcourse, this is but

one possible explanation, and il cao hardly he called conclusive without a comparison of

average fertility for remaniages, which cannat be done, as Stone did not publish the

necessary data for the English peers.

Over 91% ofthe children ofthe peers who are known to us were born in wedlock,

while 46, or about 8.5% ofthese children were illegitimate. Once child mortality is taken

ioto account, there were 44 reported illegitimate issue barn to 20 of the peers,

representing 9.3% oraU surviving cbildren (see table 4-6).
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TABLE"-':
PURS REPORTE» TO RAVE BAD D.LEGITIMATE CllILDREN

PEER TOTAL NUMBER OF NUMBER OF
ILLEGITIMATE ISSUE ILLEGITIMATE ISSUE
REPORTED SURVIVING

.~duke ofLennox 1 1
1- marQuess ofHamilton 3 3
-~ marauess ofHamilton 1 1
1(fA earl ofAnKlis 1 1
1â earl ofAnnandale 1 1
fA earl of Argyll 1 1
1â earl ofBuccleuch 5 5
SUl earl ofCaithness 2 2
Ilth earl ofCrawford 1 1
1- earl ofRome 1 1
'J!I1l eut ofLinlithaow 3 3
SUl earl Marischal 2 2
1â earl ofMelrose 2 2
401 earl ofMontrose 1 1
1- MaxweU earl ofMorton 1 1
1- eart ofOrknev 13+ 11+
'J!1G eart ofOrkney 3 3
SUl earl ofRothes 1 1
-rut earl ofTullibardine 2 2
1- earl ofWigton 1 1
TOTAL 46+ 44+

The illegitimacy rates for the children of the peers are somewhat higher tban the rate for

the peers' sibling5 discussed in cbapter 3, which was 8.3% (47 illegitimate birtbs out of

566 recorded birtbs). These rates are also higher tban the rate computed by Keith Brown

for illegitimate birtbs to peers dwing the reign ofKing James VI, which wu only 6% of

ail recorded births in noble families.6I Clearly, baving illegitimate cbildren was a

relatively common practice for a good number of the Scots peers of this period, one

which they sbowed little intention of discarding as yet, despite the post-Reformation

kirk's disapproval and demands for ils eradieation.69 Ifaverages of this group are talten,
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each ofthese peers are round to bave had 0.54 illegitimate issue, and each ofthe 20 peers

reported ta have had children out ofwedlock are round to have had 2.3 illegitimate issue.

This last average is somewhat intlated by the tirst earl ofOrkney's extremely large brood

of basebom proseny, 13. If the tirst earl of Orkney's cbildren are removed ftom the

calcul.tion, each of the remaioins 19 peers are found to have had an average of 1.74

natura! children.

Who were the peers reported to have had illegitimate issue? Did they have any

other societal attributes in common besides their rank? (see table 4-7 below)

TABLE 4-7:
NUMBER OF PURS KNOWN TO RAVE RAD ILLEGITIMATE CBILDREN

CROUPE» ay AGE OF TITLE. REUGIOUS LEANlNG" REGION

PEER AGE OF RELIGIOUS REGION % OF TOTAL
GROUPS TlTLE LEANING
OLD 13 6S%
NOBILlTY
NEW 7 35-.4
NOBILlTY
PROTEST- Il 55%
ANTS
CATROUCS 9 6%
FROM THE 7 19.1%
NORTB-
WEST "ISLES
FROM 12 SO-"
CENTRAL
SCOTLAND
FROM THE S 20.1%
BORDERS

It seems tbat the peers who are known ta have besotten natural children belonged

overwhelmingly to the established oobility (ie. those whose titles were bestowed upon

them prior ta 1587). They were also s6ghtly more likely ta be Protestant tban Cathalie in

their religious adherence, and bave ties ta central Scotland rather tban the outlying
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regio05. That is DOt to say tbat the proclivity for illegitimate birtbs amang the peers was

restrieted to tbose belonging to these particular groupings - new peers, Catholic peers,

and peers trom bath the border and the northwest and isles regions of Scodand are among

thase in the list.

TABLE 4-1:
NUMBER OF CBILDREN '" AVERAGE NUMBER OF CBILDREN

PER PEER AND PU MARRIAGE GROUPE»
SY AGE OF TITLE, REUGIOUS LEANING" REGION

PEER TOTAL NUMBER CBILD AVERAGE AV. NO.
GROUPS NUMBER OFCIIILD- MORTAL- NUMBER OFClllLD-

OFCIIILD- REN WHO ITY RATE OFCIIILD- REN WHO
REN SURVIVED (%) REN WHO SURVIVED

SURVIVED PER
PERPEER MARR.

OLO 331 304 8.2 6.33 4.41
NOBILITY
NEW 210+ 170 19.0 5.00 3.33
NOBILITY
PROTEST- 304 268 11.8 5.70 3.94
ANTS
! REUG. 15 14 6.7 4.67 3.50
LEANING
CAmO- 222 192 13.5 6.00 4.00
LlCS
FROM 200+ 179+ 10.5 6.39 4.48
NORTH-
WEST "ISLES
FROM 350+ 314 10.3 5.71 3.78
CENTRAL
SCOTL
FROM lOS 83 21.0 4.88 3.32
THE
BORDERS
TOTAL 541+ 474+ 12.4 5.7. 3.!1

There appeau ta bave been marked tendencies amonsst those peers who bad

i11egitimate cbildren as to which of the fabrieatcd groupinss they were more likely to
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belong ta. Were such distinctions also found amongst the entire sample group of upper

peen with regard to children in general? (see table 4-8 above) The answer apPearS to be

yeso Certain groups were more likely to produce a greater tban average number of

surviving children per peer and per marnage, while others brougbt forth a lesser number.

The peer! nom the northwest and isles and those ftom the established nobility were more

Hable te have a larger number of surviving issue bath per peer (between 6.3 and 6.4) and

per marriage (between 4.4 and 4.5). In contrast, the peer! ftom the borders, those whose

religious leanings were not able to be determin~ and those of the recently-elevated

nobility were found to he more apt to have a smaller number of surviving children per

peer (between 4.7 and S.O) and per marriage (between 3.3 and 3.5). The peer! ftom

centrai Scotland appear to have brought forth approximately the average number of

surviving issue, 5.7 per peer and 3.8 per marriage. Religious faith does not appear ta

bave been a significant factor in determining the number of surviving children a Peer was

likely ta bave, for the peer! with Protestant and Catholic leanings are not to be found al

either extreme ofthe range. The averages for bath groups are generally equivalent to or

slighdy bigher tban the total means.

CiiD; LlFESfAN. DEAIR " \'EARS TIILE REI.Di

The eighty-five peers under examination died between 1588 (Archibald Douglas,

eighth earl ofAngus and earl ofMonon, and James Rutbven, second earl ofGowrie) and

1679 (John Gordon, tbineenth earl of Sutherland). Ralf of the peers were dead by the

year 1625, and a tùrther quarter were dead by 1640. Fifty percent orthe group died

between the years 1611 and 1640. Only seven died after the restoration or the Stewart
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monarchy in 1660.70 Iftbe death dates71 ofail ofthese peers are taken and averaged, the

Mean is round to be the year 1626, the year foUowing the death ofking James VI. Tbus it

cm be said that the many peer! who were of an age with their king seem to bave died

within approximately the same timeftame.

James VI's liCe spanned the years 1S66 to 1625, when he died several months

short ofbis s9* birthday. His 8S Scottish peers died between the ages of 13 years (James

Ruthven, second earl of Gowrie) and 83 years (Andrew Leslie, fifth earl of Rothes).

Their average lifespan was somewhat shorterthan that oftheir king, about 53.4 years.

TABLE 4-9:
AVERAGE LIFESPAN (iD yean) OF THE PURS (1587-162!),1N TOTAL,

FOR TROSE WHO BIED NON-VIOLENTLY," FOR TROSE
WHO BELD TlTLES IN DESIGNATED YEARS

*lndicates the 78 peers who did Dot die in a violent manner-ie. their naturallives
were not shortened by murder, suicide or execution.

TOTAL 71 NON- Ig7 1591 1607 1617 1625
VIOLENT
DIATBSa

MEAN 53.4 55.2 52.0 54.5 56.4 59.7 59.4
un-
SPAN .

Violence seems to have been a factor in the mean age at death ofthe Scottish upper peers.

For instan~ the average age at death, 53.4 years, caR be raised slightly, to S5.2 years, by

removing the seven individuals wbose natural lives were shonened by violent means.72

As cao be seen in table 4-9 above, over the period of the reisn, the average age at death

for tbose who beld titles in the sample yean seems ta bave risen steadily, by between

approximately two and three yars each decade, untiI it appeau to have levelled otfafter

1617. One possible explanation for tbis rise is tbat it migbt bave been an indirect benefit

ofIames~sC81Dpaign to lessen the feuding and private violence prevalent until the 1590s

witbin ail levels of Scottish society.11 The Iacobean govemment's general succcss at



wiping out the bloodfeud, particularly amongst the Scottish nobility and encouraging

them to resolve their difTerences in court may have had a positive etrect on the length of

theirüves.

Ofcourse, another explanation for this increase in the mean age at death may lie

in the changing composition ofthe peerage itself:

TABLE 4-10:
AVERAGE LlFESPAN (in yean) OF VARIOUS GROUPINGS

OF THE PEERS (1!l7-162S)

OLD NEW PROT- ?HUG. CATB~ NOR'l'B- aN· BOR·
PURS PEERS IST- LEAN- ucs WlSTA TRAL DU

ANTS (NG ISLES SCOT- REGION
LAND

MEAN' 51.6 56.1 52.5 67.3 53.6 52.7 53.5 54.0
un-
SPAN

The influx ofnew creations seems ta a1so bave had an impact on the Mean lifespan ofthe

upper peerage, for when the groupings of established and new peers were compared for

average lifespan, it was found that the new peers lived, on average, 4.5 years longer than

the old peers. Of course it is also possible that these new peers lived longer simply

because they were new peers, promoted to the elite levels of society once James'5

campaign was already underway. [t wu in their interest as a class to embrace the king's

attitudes towards violence and stability,74 thereby possibly increasing their own Ufespans.

Such a marked ditrerence between the values for mean Ufespans wu not round

amongst other subsets ofthe upper peerage wben this group wu examined according ta

religious leanings and regional ties. The Protestant peers were round to live

approximately 1.1 years less tban the Catholic peers. Once apin, this may be due ta the

prevaIence of members of the old nobility amonglt the Protestant group-6SOA. of the

Protestant peers were also of the old nobility. The value for the peers of unknown
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reügious leanin~ 67.3 year~ cannot rightly be compared to the ather more moderate

mean values discussed, as it is based on too small a sample size (n=3). When the peers

were examined for variations in their mean ages at death by region, it was round that

there was some increase in average lifespan in the more southerly regions. Those peers

with ties to the northwest and isles lived an average of 52.7 yem, while their social

equals with ties to central Scotland and the borders lived approximately 0.8 and 1.3 years

longer, respectively. Once again, this may partially be explained by the lack or

prevalence ofnew peers among the tirst and lut groupings. There were ooly three new

peers with ties to the nonhwest and isles, whereas all but five ofthe peers with ties to the

border region were newly-established peers. The value for the peers in central Scotland

approximates the overall mean for the entire group, possibly as this sub-group bad a more

balanced mixture ofestablished and recently-elevated peers, 32 old to 25 new.

How does the average age at death for other similar societal groups compare with

that calculated here for the Scottish peers? Lawrence Stone did not determine a Mean age

at death in his study of the early modern English aristocracy, but he did publish a table7s

showiog the distribution of age at death in decades for a portion of bis sample group.

This subset of243 included peers extant between 1558 and 1641, but excluded ail new

creations and tbose wbose birtbdate wu unknown. These figures bave been extraetecl

ftom said table, and compared to similar age at death distnDutioo calculations for all 85

of the Scottish upper peers in this study-including new creations and those whose

birthdates bave been estimated (see table 4-11 below). Stone's figures (column 2) bave

been dividecl by a factor of2.86 (column 3) in order to account for the ditference in the

two sample sizes. As these smaller figures are not accurate representatioDS of Stone's
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original data, they cannot he used individually, but they cao he used as an aggregate for

comparison with the Scots data.

TABLE 4-11:
AGE AT BEATH (iD decades) OF

STONl:'S SUBSET OF ENGLISH PURS EXTANT 1!S8-1641
& THE 15 SCOTl1SR UPPER PURS EXTANT 1517-162S

AGE GROUPING NO. OF STONE'S COLUMN 'IWO NO. OF SCOTS
SUBSET OF DIVIDED SV 2.86 UPPER PURS,
ENGLISH PEERS, 1S87-162S
1S51-1641*

0-9 yan 3 l.1 0
10-19yean 2 0.7 1
20-29 yan 8 2.8 6
30-39 yan 35 12.2 8
40-49 yean 44 15.4 19
SO-S9 yan 51 17.8 18
60-69 yean 52 18.2 18
70-79yean 33 11.5 13
8O-I9yean 15 5.2 2
TOTAL 243 84.9 as

*Taken tram appendix xxvii in Lawrence Stone, The Crisis of the
Aristoeraey. IS58-1641, (Oxford, 1965): 788.

These last two columns of figures show bath similarities and differences trom one

another. 80th sets ofdata seem to demonstrate that a great number ofpeers died between

the ages of 40 and 69, while ooly a small number died before the age of 20 or after the

age of79. Similar proportions ofEnglish and Scottish peers (relative to sample size) died

during their teen years, as weil as in their Mies and sixties. Smaller proportions (relative

to sample size) ofScottish peas than English peers died in the 0-9, 30-39 and 80-89 year

age groupings, white greater proportions (relative to sample size) of Scottish peen tban

English peers died in the 20-29, 40-49 and 70-79 year age brackets. Tbus it cm he

concluded that amang this sample of Scots peers, when compared ta Stone's subset of

English peer!, tbere was littIe cbild morta1ity for those who livecllong enoup to succeed
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to their tides, and few who Iived beyond their seventies. Like the English, most of these

Scots peers died between the ages of 40 and 69, and a significant Dumber died in their

thirties. Unlike the Englis~ a good number ofthese Scots peers died between the ages of

20 and 29.

[t bas been established that the Scottish peers died, on average, in their early

tifties. What were the causes oftheir deaths? In many cases, this remains a mystery, for

suprisingly Uttle was recorded about their ends or their health in general. Something

about the circumstances surrounding their deaths could be ascertained in ooly 33 of 85

instances. The seven peers who died violendy bave already been mentioned.'6 Three are

said to have perished ftom old age or grief:17 while another three are said to have died

trom a hectic sickness or rapid consumption71 (contemporary names for illnesses now

generally thought to have included tuberculosis and other wasting diseases~. Two other

peers expired of a palsy80 (an illness that resulted in paralysis and involuntary tremors),

the second earl of Kinghome fell victim to the plague, the first earl of Lothian died of a

boil in bis throat, and the twelfth earl of Sutherland perished of a bloody tlux (probably

dysentery). The third duke of Lennox succumbed to spotted or putrid fever (possibly

typhus or meningitis), the fourth duke ofLennox died ofa quartan &gUe (a cyclical fever,

probably malaria), the second marquess of Hamilton had a malignant fever (likely a

tumour or cancer), and the ninth earl of Angus died from an uncharacterized fever. Four

earls died after long illnes~ 81 four other peer! died after sudden illnesses,82 two earls

are each descnbed as heing in poor health al the time oftheir demise,I:J and the fifth earl

ofAthoU is said ta have expired in embarrassed circumstances at Perth.
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The places of death of 62 of the 85 peeR were discovered. Forty-four of these

deatbs look place in Scotland. The majority occurred across the countryside, at the peers'

own residences and estates, rather than in the capital. Only four were found to bave

expired in Edinburgh, and of these, one died in ward at Edinburgh Castle, and two died

on the block.14 Fifteen ofthe peeR are known to have died in England between 1611 and

165St twelve of these in London, two at country estates, and one at bis temporary refuge

on the Isle of Man duriDg the War of the Three Kingdoms." Three other peers expired

abroad-the tenth earl of Angus in voluntary exile at Paris in 1611, the tifth earl of

Bothwell in forced exile at Naples c.1612, and the founeenth earl of Crawford in the

military service ofSweden at Staten in 1633.

Information regarding the burial places of 54 ofthe 85 peers was uncovered. At

least forty-five of the peers were interred in Scotland. In addition, two others may

eventually have been laid ta rest on Scottish soil-the tirst Maxwell earl ofMorton, who

remained unburied in February 1598, more tban four years after bis death, as bis family

would not have him put to rest until bis slaughter wu avenged16
; and the third earl of

Gowrie, whose body was posthumously drawu, hanged and quanered at the cross of

Edinburgh, with fragments thereof put on display in Edinburgh, Dundee, Perth and

Stirling.rt Only six of these peers are known to bave been buried in England. These

were viscount Haddington81 and the second, third and fourth dukes of Lenno~ each of

wbom wu interred in Westminster Abbey with their king; the second eart of

TuDibardine. who wu interred in St. Margaret's, Westminster; and the tint eart of

Nitbsdal~ who wu laid to rest on the Isle of Man. A fùrtber three peen were burled
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abroad, the tenth earl of Angus in France, the tifth earl of Bothwell in Italy, and the

fourteenth earl ofCrawford in Germany.

These finding5 seem to indicate that the peers May have gone home ta their

estates in Scotland wben ill or aged in arder ta die, thoup often enough this joumey was

only made &fler death for burlaI purposes ifdeath crept up on them too quicldy. Peers did

not elect to stay long abroad unless they were in religious or financial difticulty al home.

Peers were drawn ta England by the court, but few chose ta remain there permanently.

Even the first earl ofKellie, who spent the better part of four decades at court in England,

left instructions for bis body to be transported home and interred at Pittenweem in Fife.89

Most of the few peers who were buried in England did 50 only because they received

royal preferment.

Knowing how long the peers lived, while an important statistical indicator, is

inadequate if we are ta eventually come ta understand their political actions and

leadership raie in the 16205 and 1630s. It is important ta determine what proportion of

peers were generally able to participate in public affairs. One means of beginning to

comprehend this is by discovering the number of years peerage titles were held, and the

number of active years they were held. The term active is used ta indicate those of age,

in fit mental and physical health, who were residing in Scotland or at court. It excludes

thase who were ill, were still in their non-age or minority, were in exil~ were travelling

abroad, or who were imprisoned, outlawed, or whose titles had been forfeited by the

crown.

Scottish peerage titles for those peers who bore upper peerage titles during the

period 1587-1625 were held, on averag~ for slightly more tban 25 yean (see table 4-12
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below). There were great variations in the length of lime titles were held by individual

peers, ranging between less than six months (Esmé Stewart, third duke of Lennox) and

sixty-fouryears (John Gordon, thirteenth earl ofSutherland).

TABU4-12:
MEAN NUMBER OF YEARS UPPER PEERAGE TITUS WERE BELD

BY THE SCOTI1SB PEERS, IN TOTAL A FOR VARIOUS SUB-GROUPINGS
THEREIN (calculated to tbe narat quarter yar)

Total Old New ProteIt ! JIeIII. C..... Nortla- Ceatrai 10....
Peen Peen -uu IeaDÜIK lia west & Scot- .....

iIIa "d
Meu %!.2S 28.25 20.5 24.75 32.5 25.5 29.5 24.5 18.75
leIIIdt
of tmIe
tftle
beld

As expeet~ analysis of the Mean length of time titles were held within the previously­

established sub-groupings of the total sample group showed that new peers and those

with ties to the border regians (most ofwhom were new peers) tended to hold their titles

for shoner periods, while old peers and those with ties ta the northwest and isles (the

majority ofwhom were old peers) tended to hold their titles for longer.

The Mean for years titles were held drops quite signiticantly when it is

reca1culated usmg only the active years titles were held. The avenge number of years

that Scottish upper peerage titles were lCtively held by the peers who bore them between

1587 and 1625 wu ooly 21 years (see table 4-13 below). Individual peers actively held

their titles for between zero months (James Hamilton, third earl of Anan and James

Ruthven and Robert Seton, the second earls of Gowrie and Winton) and fifty-five years

(George Sinclair, fifth earl ofCaithness). An analysis of the mean length oftime titles

were aetively held within the sub-groupings of the total sample group resu1ted in the
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same general finelings as those for the analysis of the mean length of time titIes were

simply beld.

TABLE 4-13:
MEAN NUMBER OF YEARS UP'ER 'ORAGE TITLES WERE

ACTIVELY BEl,O BY THE SCOTl1SH PEERS,IN TOTAL" FOR VARIOUS
SUB-GROUPINGS THEREIN (ealculated to the Dearelt quarter year)

Total Old New ProteIt 1 ..... C..... Nortla- Celltra& Border
peen peen -1IdI leui.. lia wat " Scot- recton

ilia ....d
Maa 21 22.25 19.5 20.25 32.5 21.5 22.75 21 17.75
d.
tide
ldively
IIeId

Thus it can he said tbat among this sample of peers, it was found that the subjects were

ooly able to partieipate in public affairs, on average, 83% of the time between their

succession to the title and their death. During almost 17'10 of their time as members of

the upper peerage~ they were incapable of being aetively involved in polmes and

govemment. This tinding, while only a generalization based upon a modest-sized sample

group, must be used with care. But il is important in that it makes us aware when

studying the nobility that individual peers within this group were subject to frailties and

influences which made them incapable ofplaying a role at any given time.

Ta summarize~ one could say that the majority of the sample of peers exhibited

the foUowing qualities in regards to their marriages, fenility and mortality: they were

manied once or twice, the tint time in their early twenties and the second time in their

late thînies. They aften remarried in arder to produce male heirs, and the intervals

between their marriages appear to bave been short. Their marriages were generally

stable, and tended to lut between 6fteen and eighteen yean before one of the partners

dial The wives of the peera were generally well-born, and married u ftequently u the
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peers. They were usually in their late teens at tint maniag~ and appear to have been

about thirty percent younger on average than tbeir husbands. Altogether, the peers bad at

least 541 childr~ 8.5% ofwhom were illegitimate, and 12.4% ofwbom died before tbey

reached maturity. On average, each peer had 6.6 cbildren, about 4.6 of them in their

initial maniages. More tban one-tifth of the peers' marriages were ultimately childless,

and three-eighths of the peers bad one or fewer legitimate sons to succeed them in their

dignities. The 85 Scottish peers lived on average until their mid-fifties, with a few dying

in their twenties and thirties, and a few reaching their seventies and early eighties. The

age at death seems to have risen steadily during the reign, reaching the tate tifties in the

fast decade. Little is known about the medical causes of their dea~ but MOst died in

ScotIand. A number died at court in England, but most of these were transported home

and interred in Scodand. The peers tended to hold their titles for sligbdy more tban 25

years, 21 of these years aetively. A number of generalizations about the various sub­

groupings within the peerage cao be made. Established peers and peers nom the

northwest and isles tended to marry yaunger, have a larger number ofsurviving children,

have shorter lifespans, and hold their titles the longest. The old peers also tended to bave

more illegitimate children than other groupings within the peerage. In direct contrast,

peers with newer titles tended to marry later, bave fewer surviving children, live up to 4.5

years longer, and hold their tides for a shorter period of time. Peers ftom central

Scotland also married later and lived longer, but they tended ta have the average number

of surviving children and hold their titles for the average amount of time. Religious

leanings appear 10 bave not been a significant factor in any oftbese events.
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direction. When he married for the Ibinl timc in 1607 (within Olle year ofbis secoDcl we?s deaIh), he was
Lord ChancellorofSc:otlaal stiIllacked a surviving male beir al ace 52. and bad six daugblers in bis eue.

24 The second carl ofLinlithgow aud the tint earl ofMelrosc marrial Ibcir second and third wives.
n:spedively, four years aftcr1be deadls of thcir &nt and second wives. VlSCOUIIt IfaddinglOn manied bis
second wife six yean ailer1be deaIb ofhis &nt. anclllle secondduIœ ofLeDnox married bis Ibùd wife
eleven years after tbc death ofhis second. l.eDnox UllY bave bad cause to deIay mnmiase for such a long
time (given tbat he bad no surviviD&cbildreIl). His second lllllliage badbcen a c:ompIeIe failuœ. In a
letter to privy c:ouaciIIor Sir William LiviDptoDeof~ Ile WIOte:

Becaule yow tuicbe somewbat the turnes betwixe my wyfe and lDCt 1will werrei fieiIei
aDd trewlic let yow Imow my resolution in il BeIive Iban abat tber il 110 powar in eanbc
tbat CID lIIIke me to use [ber) as a wyfe. A1waise 1proIeS tbat notbina sbaIl move me to
oay onlowfidllDC8DC to red me ofhir, altbougbt 1c:onr- tbat tbcr is 110 canbIci tbinl 1
wicbe more tbcn lawfiaIly to be qucit ofbir, andwill trye alllawfidl to do il. andyf tbal
may IlOt do tbat tume Ibm 1will be PlaicnI and leavc il to Gadft cndurct as a just
puaicbment ofGods andJICÏtICr DOl' dIat 1co. [ bave mcriued.•••Sir, 1must c:onfes
tbal tin Gad SOlDe way maIœ me quel ofbir1sbaIl~ tbiDkc birasacroa
[Grceawida, 1 Apil [16(51), Ludavick, Duke ofLeIlllOX, to Sir WilliamLiviDpIonc of
~Historical MaDUscripIs Commission, Amr onMemrS"Ü?" in Various
CqI!rçriqn, (lferâord, 19(9). volS: 111.1

1Jl1607, the dub lodpta formai œmpIahtt apiDIt bis sccoad wifC, Jean Camphell for cJetawul bisyoual
claupaerElizabeth (wllo lalcrdiedyOllJll) ftom bim aadDDt takiD& CIre tG CIIIUIC berof.ccb:ation aad
upbriDaiDgsuitcd to beresIate. Jean Campbell diclDOt appearbebe the privy COUDCil wIImsile WIS
mmJllOlled. aad WIS denounced. aœbeL QIe Mantpnerie ofHCllllbcid bacllO putup a110,000
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cautionary bond on the dudIess's beba1ffor the deIivery oC this cbiId to ber ratber by 21 Odober 1607.
rCnglere PmaFr vol. 7: 606, DOle f; EdjnburJb, 24 Scpcemberet 15 October 1607, D. Masson. cd, Ille
Reper of the Priyy Council ofSçgt1'nd Fini Series.~ 188'), vol. 7: 440, 696.)

2S The marriaps whidl ended in diwrœ WCIC the eigbth carl ofAugus's second~ the twe1fth earl
ofCrawford's only maniagc, and the e1evcnth ead ofSutberland's first marnage. Tbn:e otber marriages
bave bcen iDchldcd in tbisfi~ tbose ortbc second carl ofWiDton. the fifth carl ofEgIinron, and the
second Maxwell earI ofMorton. Angus obtaiaed a divorce from bis we for ber aUegcd associatiOll with
the dürd earl ofMoIltlO5C. Jean Ker wu graDIed a divorce from Crawfordafter he repudiated ber and was
impisoaed in Edinlugb CatIe for debt. Sutherland nblained adivorœ front bis we who he was forœd
ta mmy wbeD ber fatber expIoited bis tutorial powcrs over the earL Anna MaitJaDd's marriage 10 Winton
was annuJled on the groUDds ofthe carl's impotency ailerhe revealed bis insaDity on tbe wedding nigbt and
bad to be separated from bis bride aDd Iœpt undcr resttaint al Selon Pa1aœ until bis deatb. Margaret
Montgomerie's marriage to ber cousin the fiftb carl ofEgIinton wu annulIed Ph years laIer on berpetition.
Margaret Hamilton died duriDg the dependellce ofa divon:c suit pursucd by Maxwell-Morton apinst ber.

26 ForexampI~ the first earl ofHome's we, Christian Douglas (widow ofLawrenœ, master of0Iipbant)
il said to bave~ out in 1595 taldDg the~ue and beste stu1Je al DuDgIass...widl ber to Me to ber
lyving tbere.- The couple wae rec:onciled, Cor in 1602 Lady Home was riding the bounds oflnnerwiclt
(East Lothian) on bebalfofberbusblad. who was absent on a diplomatie mission to France [MaURCll M.
Meiklc, "Vie:tims, VuaSOS and Vamps: Women ofthe Sixtcendl-ecntury Aaglo.Scottisb Frontier," in
Goyçmmçpt. ReülÎOn and Societv in Nonhem Ensi. 1000-1'700. cds. John C. AppIeby and Paul Dalton.
(Phoenix Mill.Ol~ 1997): 181). The fifth earl MarisdIaI and bis first we. Margaret Home,
were a1so "al puting" in 1595, supposcdly '1"or a fauIt in the~" but weœ reconcilc:d by October ofthal
year [8 October 1595, George NicoJson tG Robert Bowes, in Public Record Office (Great Brilain), The
CaIpér ofState Pprs Rmting tG Sçntland...• ed.. M.S. Giuseppi, (Edinburgb., 1952), vol. 12, document
38: 41). An exception to this pattern \\'3S the bn:akdown orthe 30-ycar marriage of the tint earI ofOrkney
and bis wifc, Jean Kamedy, in the earIy 159Os, whidl bad DOt bcen raolvcd al the time ofbis deaIh in
February of 1593 (Peter o.~ Robert SIewIrt. Earl ofOrlmcy. Lord ofShçtlan4 1~33·1593.

(Edinburgb, 1982): 13Q.131; and Peter D. Anderson, Black PaIie: The LiCe end Tunes ofPatriet Stewart
Earl of0rIœey. Lord ofShetland, (Edinburgb, (992): 47).

n The Icngtb of the maJriages ofthe peers was calaa1a1cdby taking Ibc differcnœ between the date of
deatb ofthe peer orbis spouse (whicbcver ocaured first) and the date ofmarnage (or maniage contract
date). This exercise was straigbtforward in 93~ bad to be approximaIcd in 26 cases, and wu DOt
possible in the case ofviscount Ajr's tint marriage. Wbcre a divorce occurrecL the time that the couple
Iived togetber befoœ sepntion was used.

21 Lawrence Stalle, 1be FiII!!ily. $ex pdMarri'S in hlepd 1500-1100. (New York, 1977): 55.

29 Lawreuœ StoRe, The Crisis ordle Ari"QÇpÇy. 1558-1641. (Oxford, 196'): 589.590, 787 (Appendix
XXVI).

JO Sce for e.YmDP'e. Rœa'incl K. MmbaD. VUJÏD' pdVRP: A Hictgry gfW9PFD ip 5qpt1!!!d Jjpm.

1080 10 1980.. (Cbica~ 1983): 17. 223, 226-227; R.A.1IcJuston. 66Women in tbc ec:onomy and sacicty of
SCotIarMlI500-1BOO," in SWûlb Sqc:iety 1500-1800. cds. RA. Houston and ID. Why1c. (CambricfIc,
1919): 128; Lawreaœ Stone, l'be Crisis orthe ArisIocgcy, 1558-IMI.. (Oxford. 1965): 590,619;
LawreDœ Sto. J'be Fami", $expl Meme. inFnBlend 1500-1100. (NewY~ (977): 79-80; An10aia
FnRf, l'be w"mVmrI: Wgmp's lot in~.S!;*""'YHp..... (London, 1984): 69-72, 451,
453-454; andDavid M. WaJIœr, A Lcpl Bi!lnnrof59"'. (Edi~ 1995), voL 3: 678.

li 11Ic wivc:s ofpeers who arc kDown 10 havedieclwhiIe &iviD&1irdlor lOOIl tbereaftcrare MaIy Hay, the
only wifc orthe fini ead ofBuccIcucb, who diedwitIIin abIDi",orthebirth ofhcr sixIhcbilcl in Icss
tban 15 ycars; CatIai.- Carey, tbe first wife orthe second.ad ofHome.. wbo died wi1bina wceItofber
tint (pœmabue) bidh althe.of17; EJiuhedI~ tbc fint wifè ofthe secondcad ofLinli1hpv,
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who died aged 18, 12 days after giving binh ta ber first child; andElizabethS~ c:ountess ofMoray in
ber own rigbt aud only wifc ofthe second carl ofMoray~ who died in dûlchdagcd 26 after bearing 5
cbildren in about 10 yeus. Tbese four deatbs may rcpreseDl on1y the obvious~ and DOt the SUDl total
ofdeaths raulting fiom cbilclirtb. A curreDl study ofmatema1l11Ortalily dassificd female subjects who
died wi1bin six weeks ofa birth. mther than two weeks. as matemal mortality cases. and examined women
who diecl between six weeks aad four yeus oftbcir Iast rccordecl birth for lingering deadIs or deaIhs cUing
~subllcqucntbi1beno uareportecl binhs~. Judith~ -'Tis a Misfortune ta Be a Great Ladie": Malcmal
Mortality in the British Aristocracy~ 1558-1959," Joumal ofBritish Sgdg 37(1998): 31.

32 DoIOlby Smith was married andwidowed tbree tilDes bcfore ber fOU11h marriage ta the tint earI of
Kcllie. Eigbt oftbesc womcn wac manied thrce~ and twcDly-ei&bt wcre wed twiœ. Twenty-one of
thcsc womcn were widowcd and one was divorœd before tbeir marriages to the peers in Ibis study.
Scventeen womcn ranarriecl after the deatbs oftbeîr peas and tbree women remarrîed after tbeirdivorces
from these pcers.

33 Sce Appendix A4 wbae the~ baptismal ordeaIh dates oftbese 24 women bave becn iDduded.

341be 13-yearold brides weœ CatberiDe Carey, the first wife of the second carl ofHome; Mary Douglas,
countcss ofBuc:han in ber OWD rigbt and first wüe of the sixth carl ofBucban; and Anna MaitlaDd, the wifc
of tbc second earl ofWintOll. The 45-year old bride wu Franœs Howard, tbird we ofthe second duIœ of
Lennox.

351be 6 women who were married pœviously wcre the wielo\\' of the thiJd~ oCLennox, Catherine
Clifton, who went on to marry the second carl ofAbcrœrn; the widow Jean FlcmiD& who married the fifth
earl oCCassjUiS; the divorcée Jean Gordon, who was the seœncl we of the elcventh earl ofSutherland; the
tweMimc widow Ft8I1CCS Howard, who was the tbird wife ofthe second duke ofLennox; the wielow Sarah
Maxwea wbo wu the second wc ofthe first earI ofWigton; and the widow Mary Villiers, who married
the fourtb duke ofLenDox.

J6 l'be 13-yearold brides weœ as in note 34. The 32-year old bride was Barbn SiDcJair, tint we ofthe
devendl carl ofSutherland.

37 In the baIf-œntury prior ta 1603, intermarriage between ScoI5 andEnglisll bad been discouragecllargely
bccausc it tended to fuel violenœ, aud hindcrcdjusliœ aad obcdieocc ta Ihc CIOWIL The King's Peaœ Act
of 1587 made it iIIepI for a Scottish subject wro mal)' with ouy englisbe woman duclling in the opposite
mardaeis without bis bieDes exJRSS liœnœ had aDd obIeDit ta tbat effect VDder the greit seiIl VDdir tbe pulle
ofdcid and coafiscatioun ofail bis pelis movable.ft 1587 lames VI c:.59, 1.15 in Thomas Tbomsou, ed..
The Acts orthe ParliamentofSçqtl1"4 (Edinburgb, 18(4), vol. 3: 464.

JI l'be English brides usecl in the smaUersample weœ Ca1beriDe Carey (eIdcst dau&fUrofthe first visœuDt
FaIIdaDd), the first wife of the second earI ofHome; Ca1beriDe Clifton (die 0D1y daugbtcr ofloRi Clifton oC
Leigbtœ-BIOIDSWOId), wife ta bath Ibe thiJdduIœ ofLenuox and the second cart ofAbercorn; Madba
CGCkayne (dauPterofSir Wtlliam Cockayne ofRushaoa, somcûmc lord JMyOr ofLondon), the second
wife ofviscouDt HaddinIPOn; Omœ Fane (dIu&h'crorthe tint earI ofWesbDOJeIand), the seœnd wife of
the secoDd earI ofHome; Frances Howard (cIau&Jder orthe fint viscounlHowardofBiDdon aDd widow of
Remy PnmeIl and the tint earI ofHcrtrord), the dùRl wife ofthe sa:oadMe ofLeDDox; Marie orMary
SUUOn (abc eIdcst _ ....of the nimh lord Dudley), abc secondwifc orthe tint earl ofHOJœ; aDd Mary
Villiers (dau&bterofthe first duIœ ofBgdrjnpam andwidow ofCbarIcs, lordHerbert ofSburIand), wife ta
the Courtil Mc ofLcnnox. the 0Ibcr sevcn EngIisb wMs ofthe SœIs pcers MIe Ursula BambaIn
(dauptcrofStepbcD Barnham andwidow ofSirRobert Swift ofRotbahalll~ the scc:ond wife oCVÏSCOUDl
Air; Elizabeth Ban.... (dIu&hlerofSirFrancis aallmoat andcousin oftbc fint Gakc ofBuddD&ham)'
wife oCtbe fùst ad ofNitbsdalc; AIme ComwaDis <....ofSir~18iamComwaUisorB..), the
secoad wifcofthe DeIdh adofAraYD; DoroIbyKnyvett (dau&b'erofSirPbillp~ bIlL), the
second wifcofthe sixdl carl ofBuchaD; EJizabeth Pienepoat (dlurJdcrofSirRemy Pieu.....OCBoJmc
PicrRpoatand widow ofSirEdwanlNorreys) andDorolby Smith (clau....ofRllmphrey Smithof
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Cheapside and widow of8eDediet Bambam, Sir10bn PadOugton and Robert, viscount Kilmorey). the
second and lbiJd wives ofthe tint earl ofKellie; andElizabeth Ratdifl'e (daugblCr oftbe fifth earl of
Sussex)t the first wife ofviscount Haddington.

39 The eleventhcarl ofSutbcrIaDdand bis first wife were approximately 1~ aDd 32 years • respectively.
wbile visc:ount HaddiDglOIl aod bis second wife were approximalely 44 and 19~ respectiYely.

40 David M. WaIkcr. ALegI RiMorv ofSçot',.. (Edinh.u'&bt 1995-1996). vol. 3:~2; vol. 4: 655­
656.

41 DavidM. waUœr. ALep Historyofblpnd~ 1995). vol. 3: 661.

42 see Cor example the tocbers ofADDa and Marpœt UvînptO, the first and second daugbtersofthe 6rst
carl ofLinli1bgowt respectiveIy manied to the sixtb earl ofEgliDIon in 1612 and the scœnd earI ofWigton
in 1609t and dowen:d with 30.000 and 28t OOO merles eacb.

43 An cxamplc is the plcdgc made in bis marriagc conaact of 1616 by the fint earl ofBuc:cleucb biDdiDg
himselt: bis bcirHnale and bis suc:cessors ta provide tocbcrs for tbe daugbters ofbis UJÙon witb Mary Hay.
Iftbey had only one daugbter. sile wouId receive f20.000 Scots. If tbey bad two daugb~ the tint wouId
reœive f20.000 aod the second would receive 20t OOO merks (a mak was equal to two-lhiRIs ofa pound
Scots). Iftheœ wcrc tbrec daugb~ the e1dest wouId reccive f20.000. the second wouId receive 20t OOO
merks. and the youagest wouId n:œivc E.I0t OOO. Iftbcre were more tban thœc daugbters hm Ibis union.
the e1dest wouId RCeivc only 20.000 merles. and the rat ofber sisters wouId bave 10 divide the sum of
SO.OOO merks amonpt Ibemse1ves. William Fraser. l'be Scoqs ofBuc:cIcucIL~ 1878). vol. 1:
247·248.

44 A.J.S. Oibson and T.C. Smout. Priees. Food and Wagcs in ScoIIand 1550-1780.(Cambri~ 1995): 5-6.

45 One mertwas the equivalenl of two-tbirds ofa Scottish pound.

46 The ScoIs feeraee mistakenly repons 1his toehcras 5.JOO mcrks in the enuy for the tbirtcentb cart of
SU1berIand [vol. 8: 3SO}. In The HistoJy of th!: House of5eytoun the toebcr is said to bave been .50.000
merks (plcdged in 1629. DOt 1632?)t "the gRatest pomon tbat \\'8S cver givcn in ScocIaDd. before tbat
time." Richard Maitland. De Histnnr ofthe HOUSC ofSgtoun 10 the year MD.LIX. Wlth the
Contimliltion. SV A)œ....VISCOUJIt Ki0 !"9Q Jo MJ)Ç.LXXXVn.• (OIasgowt 1829): 60.

.f7 To obIain IODle indication ofwbat tbcse values mcant in tbcir contcmpXary settin& tbey am bc
compued with wages from die periocL A skiUedbuildingworker (a mson ora wright) in EcInburgb or
Aberœen eamtd 3 or 4 shimap petclay in the IS6Os. about 6 shillings perclay in the l580s. aud 12
sbiIIinp petclay by 1620. It was DOl unIil the 16305 inEdinbur&h aad die 16605 in Aberdeen Ibata skilIed
warka' earned 13s.4d., or 1merk~ perclay. Tbe averaae clay labourerwotIàD& in a town eamed
approximately balftbese aDIOUDIS petclay (in a combiDaâonoffood and coiD)t aad cid DOt eam haIfa merk
ScoIs petclay UJdi1 the midde of the Sle\'eDIeeIIIb œntury. Al.s. Obonand T.C. Smout, Priees. Food and
W.m in 5çqtlagt 1550-1710,(~ 1995): 274, 278..

.. The remaïning 14 wives WCJe the daugbters ofEnglisbmcn.

49 t'be sixtb earI ofBucban and Ibc secaDd ead ofMoray piDedIbcirâtles Ibrougb tbeir marriages ta the
CClID1CSlel ofthese eaddoms. The fifth earl ofCa.1Us gaiDcdbis lI'POÏJdIDCIIl to die office ofhip
treasua 500n aftcrbis mania. tbrouP die ùd1ueDœ ofhis wife, die widow oClord chanccllor
nirIesIaae.

50 Evmples ofiJIIpftwedasrociatiClis duougb maniaFiDcludethe finl artsofLauderdale aDd Seaforth,
who maniat dluahlmofthe fint carl ot7IOId chaaccUorDuDfam'ine (CICh IDOle ....adecadebcfore
tbeirrapeclivccaddoms wae bestowed upHl tbem).
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51 laD D.~ SçqtI,1!d More the IndlJctrip! Revolution; An Eçoonmic and Social History clO!Q.ç17SQ,
(London. 1995); 153.

S2 Judith Lewis, ~~Tis aMisfornme to Be a Great Ladie": MatenII1 Mortality in the British AristocnIcy.
1558-1959," JœmaI ofBritisb Studïes. 37(1998); 3~35. Also obscMd by Lawrence SIo~ l'be Crisis of
the Aristocracy 1558·1641. (Oxford. 1965): 168, 768.

53 T.H. Hollinpwonb. "The Dcmogmphy of the British Peaage," supplement to PopdMion Studies,
18(1964}; 47.

54 Lawrence StaDe, The Crisis g{thc ArisJocr3çy. 1558-1641. (Oxford. 1965): 168; &. The FarniJy. $ex and
MarriaF in Enlland 1500-1800, (New York, 1977): 66-68 and 69. grapb 10.

55 Lawrence Stone, l'be Crisis ofthe ArisIocracy, IS!8-1641. (Oxforcll96S): 768, appendix XIIIb.

56 T.H. Hollinpworth. "The Demogmphy of the British Peerage." supplement to PopdaIion Studïes.
18(1964): 29-30, table 19.

s-r R.A. Houston, "Womenintbeeconomy andsocietyofScotland, 1500-1800." in SCottish Society 1500­
1800, eds. R.A. Houston lIIId LO.~(Cambri~ 1989): 127·128.

SI Tbe completely cbiIdIess unions weœ die first marriagcs of the Tb earl oCAtho~ the Slb caris oCCascilljs
and EglinIon, the lit c.wl ofHome, the 2ad carl ofOdmey, the Ilth ead oCSutberland. die 2nd caris of
Tulb1mdine and Winlon, and visc:ount StormoDt; tbe second maniagcs oCthe 6" caris ofAtbo~EgliDIon,
and G1enc:aim, Ibe -rearl ofHome, the 13* carl ofSutberland, and visœunts Airand HaddingtoD; aud the
third marriage or the lit earl ofRoxburgbe. The~duke ofLennox's first and tbird marriages were
chi1d1ess. The first and secondmarriages ofbotb the glh carl orAups and the 9" earl ofErrol were aIso
childless. as were the second and third marriages ofthe lit earI ofKellie. Tbe UDiODS that were ultimately
childless were the first marriqes or the 2ad carl ofHome, the~ carl of Kingborne, the 2ad Maxwell earI oC
Morton and visc:ount HaddiDgton; the SCCOIId marriage ofthe Zad duke ofLennox; and the third marriage or
the 8" carl orAngus.

59 Lawrence Stone, The Crisis oftbe Aristoqaçv. 1558·1641, (Oxford. 1965): 168, 768 appendix~c.

60 Tbese were the sevendl earI ofAlbon. the fifth earls ofCassiDis and EgIinton, abc second carl of WiDlOD
and visœuDt Stormolll

lSl Tbese were the eigluh carl ofAn~ the fifth earls oCAlbon aad Bucban. the twdfth and fourteeDth ear1s
ofCrawfonL and the fint earIs ofDunblr and Penh.

62 Tbese were the secondduke ofLennox. &he seœDd caris ofHome andI.otbiaD. die second Maxwell earl
ofMonon, die first earl oCSeaforth aadviscount HaddinIlOD.

63 Tbese weœ the foudh duke ofLennox. die tint lIIIIqUeSS ofHamilt~ the 8nt carl ofAJlll8ftda1c, the
sixth earI ofCassilli, lbe &nt caris ofDwlfermliDeandKcIlie, the scœndcarl ofKingbome, the sixthcarl
ofMentcitb. die fourtll eadof~die fint earI ofNitbsdale and the sixth earl ofRolbes.

54 Lawrenœ StoDe, 1'heCrisis ofthe Arjs'5PfiY. 1558·1641, (Oxford, 1965): 169 aad fipre 12.

65 The peas with 10 survMng cbilchn iD 1bcir fint marri...wcœ tbc sevcn1h carl ofMemcitb, the eiPdt
eadof~anddie fint earIs oCTuUibInIiaclIdWiaum. l'baie with9 SlllVÎVÎDg issue were die tbiId
duIœofLennox. die tint marqucss ofHuntly. me &nt ead ofAbercomaad tbc sixIhead ofGlcncaim The
peers who bId. SlllVÎVÎDg cbiIdml ftom tbeir first marriaps \WR die fifthadof~the sixIIl..
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Marischallbe first earl of0rImey and the second earl ofWiglOD. l'bose with 7 childrm were the sixth earl
ofEgliDton and die first Maxwell earl ofMorton.

66 Lawrence Stone. The Crisis orthe ArisIocracy. lSSS-I64l. (Qd'ord. 1965): 168.

67 LawrenceS~ The Crisis orthe ArisIocracy. 15SS-1641.. (Oxford. 1965): 768~ appendix XIIIe.

61 K.M.~ "In Scarcb ofthe GodIy Magistrate in RefOnnabOO SœdaDd," Joumai ofFg;lçcipstical
History, 40(1989): S69.

69 Michael F. Ciraham. l'beU.ofRçform: ~Oodly DiscipliJMf and PcpIar Behayior in Sfntlandpd
Bcyond. 1S60-1610. (Leidcn. 1996): 46-47~ 280·286. Sec aJso pp. 265-268 (quote taken Crom p. 26&),
wbere Oraham shows tbat the clilC members ofSœttish society were somewhat Jess Iikdy to he ebarged or
snccessfully pursuecl by làrItsessions for sexual tnacbcs. 1'beaverase puisbioaerwas to resttiet sexual
ae:tivity to Iawfial marnage, keep the Sabblth and keep tbe peace. Tbe lIOtabIes were expected ta do the
~ but sexual otrenses which were DOt notorious couId pcrbaps he overloolœd; al any raie, the
illegirimate chiJdren of the prominent were las likcly ta become a burden on the parish poor fimd." Il was
more importaDl to sauûDize the politic:al and religious orthodoxy oftbese emincnt iDdividuals.

70 1bese were the second earls ofAbercom. Dunfermline andPerth. the sixdt earIs ofCassiUis and
Eglinton, the seventh carl ofMenteith and the tbiJteenth earl ofSutherland.

71 The peçise dealh dates oftbese pecrs are DOt ail kDown. In ail but 4~ the exact year is~ and
was uscd here. For the purposes ofthïs study, the tbirtecnth carl ofCnawford is said to bave died in 1622
(he died before 16 JanU8IY 1623)~ the si.~earl ofGlcncaim is said ta bave <lied in 1630 (he died betwecn
20 June 1630 and 2 April 1631), the setOncl carl ofWU1tOn is said ta bave died in 1637 (he was still living
in Deœmbcr 1636), aad the tint viscount Air is said to bave died in 1642 (he clied sometime betwecn IS
August 1642 and 24 Marth 1643).

n Thesc were the tbird ead ofGowri~who was sIain by tbe king's aaendlmts in bis defcnœ during the
Oowrie c:onspiracy; the sec:oad Maxwe1l earI ofMorton aad the second earI ofOrlmey, who were exceuted
by the staae; the second carl oCLdhian. who c:ommiuedsuicidc; tbe second carl ofMoray~ who wu
slaugbtcrcd in tbe course ofa fcuct the first Maxwell carl ofMorton. who was met his deatb in the course
ofa punitive expcdition as a border wardcn; and tbe CourteeDth carl ofCrawfo~who was ldIled by a
lieuteDaDI inbis regiment wbile serviD& Gustaws Adolphus ofSwc:den.

7J Fora discussion of this ca"'P'ign and ils sucœss.. sec Keith M.B~Bloodfeu4 in Sçql"" 1573­
1625: Violence.. Justiœ and PoliN in an F:.IrIy Modem Society. (EdiDburJb, 1986), particularly A'. 259­
260.

74 Keith M.B~ Bloodfeud iD $çqtlpd IS73·1625: Violeg;e. Justice and PoUties in an Eady Modem
Society. (EcIiDburgb, 1986): 268·270.

1S LawreaœS~ The Crisis orthe ArisIocgçy, ISS8-1641. (Oxford, (965): 788t appendix xxvii.

76 Sec chaptcr 4~ IlOte Tl.

77 Tbese \\'CIe tbe 6rst earlor~ the sevemh ead ofMorton-.t the fifth carl ofRolhes.

71 Tbese wae the ei&hlh earl ofAnps, the first ead ofPerthand me sixIh earI ofRotbcs.

191bisaod subIeqgent dI:fiDi1ioDs or cxpIaœtions for iDDesses were foUDd in l'beOxfipql RasH'"
DicIioIwy in 20 vols. (2adcd.; 0xf0rcL 1989).

10 Tbae were the tbirteeDthad ofSIdberIaDdaadthe Ibinlcarl ofWIIIIOIL
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Il 1besc were the first caris ofDunfermline and Lin1itbgow. the niDth earI ofErrol and the fifth earl
Mariscbal.

82 Tbcse were the second dukeof~ the 6rst caris ofDunbar and Kingbome. aud the sixtb ead of
MenlCith.

13 Tbese weœ the tbird earI ofMoIdJOle and the elC\lCllth earI ofSutbcrIand.

14 l'be tweIfth earl ofCrawford died in capâvity al the castl~ and the second Maxwell earl ofMorton and
the second carl of0rIœey wcre be"caded in the city. Tbc Courtil ta die in Edinburgh wu the fint carl of
Kinghome. The first earl ofTulh"bardine may also bave died therc.

as The peas who died in London were: the second duke ofLeDœ~ the second marquess ofHamilton. the
6rst earIs ofAnnandaIe. Buccleuch. Duab&r. Home and Kel1ie, Ille second earIs ofHome and Tulbbardine.
the tifth carl ofCassillis, the sixth carlofB~ and the seventh earl ofArgyU. The third dukc ofLennox
died al Kirkby, Nonbants.. and tbe sixIb earl ofRotbes al RichmoDd-on-1'bames. Surrey. The peer ta die
on the Isle ofMan in 1646 was the 6rst earloCNilbsdale.

86 DNB, vol. 13: 126.

87 Scots Peeril5 vol. 4: 268; DNB. vol. 17: 508.

BI Known in Fngland as the earI ofHoldemesse aud baron ofKingston~n-Tbames. Surrey, from 1620.

89 Keith M. Brown. "The Scouish Aristocracy, Anglidzalion aod Ille Court. 1603-38." HilOricai Journal
36(1993): 574.
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1: CONCLUSION

The Scottish nobility were the dominant social order in Scotland, and as such are

deserving ofthe attention ofmodem scholars. 1 believe the immediate aim ofthis thesis,

to improve our understanding of the upper ranks of the Scottish peerage during the adult

reign of lames VI,. bas been attained. We now know Many thinas about this group and

designated sub-groupings therein of which we were previously ignorant. This new

knowledge consists ofan array of similarities,. differences and continuities. Some of the

initial tindings ofthe analysis include that the body ofpeers grew in size by 68% between

1587 and 1625; tbat this body was evenly split between established peers and newly­

elevated peers at the end ofthe reign; and that al any given lime, approximately one-third

were of the Catholic fait~ some visibly so~ while others praeticed their relision in a

clandestine manner. The upper peerage wu strengthened with new additions, who, by

1625,. were smoothly intearatina with the established peers throup marrïale. Noble

Catholics had not been driven away or collectively converted, but were pennitted to

quietly susuin themselves and even better their social POSitiODS if they confonned to the

state-sanctioned religion outwardly. This was possible as promotion and patronage under

lames VI depended more upon a family bistory of loyalty and noble service to the crown

than personal religious convictioDS.

lames VI's upper Scottish peerage was mostly a body of well-bom eldest sons

who emerged ftom their puents' tint marriages in the years surroundiDg 1573. They

appear to bave been edueatecl and well-traveU~ with a aood numbcr of them having

received some of their education on the Continent. Over 46% inherited. their titles ftom

tbeir~ while almost ]OOAa were elevated to their titles. They tended. ta be in tbeir
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late twenties at the time oftheir accession to these titles, but approximately one-thircf, as

was similarly observed amoDgst the English aristocracy, were minors. Over the course of

the period studied here, the mean age composition ofthe peers rose steadily.

There were a number of these general features in which (jttle variation could be

observed between sulrgroupings ofthe body of 85 peers. Birth order amongst sons wu

round to be largely independent ofthe age oftheir titles, their religious leanings, and their

regional ties; the parents' unions fram which the peers issued were round to he little

affected by the age of their titles and their religious leanings; and the extent ta which the

peer is known to have travelled was found to be chiefly independent of the age of their

tit1es and their regional ties. Similarly, religious leanings were round to have had Uttle

correlation to the age ofpeers at succession or elevation to their tides. This by no means

implies that there were no differences observed between sub-groupings with regard to

Many of these general indicators. The old and new peers were round to have diverging

patterns when the countries in which they studied, the origin oftheir tides, and the age at

which they succeeded or were elevated to tbese titles were examined. The profiles of the

Protestant and Cathotic groups were observed to deviate ftom each other as to the origin

oftheir titles, and in the countries in wbich they were educated and travelled. The peers

associated with the three regions into which Scodand wu divided in this study were

round to have ditrerences when it came to the parents' unions from which they issued., the

countries in which they received their educations, the origin oftheir titles, and their ages

at accession to their titles.

The 82 peers in this study who married were wed more frequently tban their

fathers, an average of 1.46 times per peer vs. 1.34 times. Like the EngIish aristocracy,
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these Scottish peers tended to delay marriage until they were in their twenties, but unlike

the English, a staggering 45% were married wbile they were still minors. Their

maniages tended to be stable, with a low rate of divorce (5%), but on average, tbese

maniages were shorter in duration than their English counterparts, only about 15 to 18

years. Intervals between marriages appear to have been briet: with remarriages to

produce male heirs quite commODo These Scottish peers were round ta have produced

smaller families than those ftom which they themselves came, an average of 5.8

surviving children per peer vs. the average 7.2 surviving children produced by the parents

of the peers. The mortality rate amons ail children (including those who died youns) in

these two groups al50 differed: 12.4% of the peers' children died young, whereas only

7.1% of the peers and their siblings had done 50. megitimacy rates remained near

constant, 8.3% among the peers and their siblings vs. 8.5% among the children of the

peers. Like the English aristocracy, the Scottish peers had high levels of bath

childlessness (19.5% for first marriages, approximately 40010 for successive marriages)

and male childlessness (32.9010 for tirst marriages, 500Aa for successive marriages). In

Scodand, one-quarter of the peers had more than six surviving children, but tbis was

signiticantly fewer than the one-third of English peers who had similar high fertility

levels. Age at death among tbis group of peers rose over the course of the period under

study, but averaged 53.4 yean. These peers tended to hold their titles for an average of

25 years, 83% ofwhich rime they were capable ofparticipating in public atTairs.

Once apin, bath similarities and ditTerences in these general features were found

amongst the sub-groupings of the peerage. The number of times the peers were married

appears to bave been independent of the Ile of their titles, their religious leanings and
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their regional ties. The age ofthe peers at marriage and the number of siblings they bad

varied within the sub-groupings, as they appear to have been linleed in some manner to aIl

three of tbese variables. The averaae number of surviving children per peer and per

maniage~ the siring of illegitimate cbildren, and the number ofyean they held their titles

appear to bave been independent ofreligious leanin~ but differences in these areas were

observed between the old and the new peers, and the peers from the three regional

groupings. Tbere aIso appears to have been a strona relationship between the lifespans of

these peers and the age oftheir tides.

Now that the total aroup bas been explor~ it is time to retum to the seven

heavily-cited peers discussed in the introduction.1 It must he determined whether these

seven were typica1 of ail members of the upper ranks of the Scottish peerag~ or if they

were uncommon examples of their order. When compared to the entire upper Scots

peerage. this group ofseven peers was found to contain a ditrerent composition ofthe age

oftide, religious and regional sub-groupings. This sample of peers over-represented the

old peers. the Protestantp~ and those peen with ties to the nOl1hwest and isles region

or the Anglo-Scottish border, and under-represented the new peers, the Catbolic peers

and those peers with links to central Scodand.

Virtually ail ofthe peers in this select sample were barn before James VI (instead

ofshortly thereafter). and were found to have been more than five yean YOURger than the

average for all their tided contemporaries in bath 1587 and 1597. Their mean age at

succession wu almost two years less than that of the total group. consequently, tbey

spent an average of four years per peer u minors after succeeding to their title, rather

than 3.4 yean. These peers appear ta bave ben even better-traveUed tban their generaUy
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well-traveUed fellow peers,2 and atso tended to bave approximately two more siblings

than was common for tbis group.

Tbese seven peers were found to have been wed less ftequently than the average

for the entire group, a Mean of 1.33 times as opposed to 1.46 times, and tended ta be

older when they did mury (30.5 years vs. 28.5 years for all marriages, 24.3 years vs. 23

years for first marriages). Their maniages tended to fast somewhat longer than the group

average (20.1 years vs. 17.6 years for ail marnages, 23.5 years vs. 18.3 years for first

maniages), and they were more likely to end due ta the death of the peer, rather tban the

death of bis wife, as wu the case for the total group. Despite generally baving come

«om families which had more than the average Dumber ofotTspring, this small sample of

peers did Dot emulate their parents - they had slightly less than the average number of

children per peer and per marriage, but because ofa lower child mortality rate, ended up

with ratios of surviving children per peer and per maniage equal to those of the larger

group. Furthermore, they had a greater proportion of marriages in whicb there resulted

more than six surviving issue. AlI but one of the seveD DotOrious peers died weil before

James VI, rather than sometime soon after 1625, as was the Dorm. They also perished at

a younger Mean age, 47.6 years, rather tban the total group's average of 53.4 yean.

Thus, these seven peers held their titles, bath letively and in to~ for significantly

shorter periods oftime than did the larger group (15.75 years and 19 years for the seven

peers vs. 21 years and 25.25 years (orthe efghty-tive peers).

These seveD notorious peers corresponded to patterns similar to those ofthe entire

group in but a few instances - in the matter ofwbere the peers received their edueations;

in the ratio of ditrerence in the ages of the peers and their wives; in the number of
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children tbey produced that survived to adulthood; and in the percentage of peers tbat

were interred in Scotland. Accordingly, 1 feel confident in stating that while these seven

well-known peers most eenainly did belong to the upper ranks of the Scottish peerage,

they were not standard examples oftheir order. Given the numerous aspects oftbeir lives

in which they bave been discovered to have differed ftom the average, it is not beyond

credence that there exist further features in which they were not representative of their

rank. More bas been, and cao continue to he Jeamed by studying the Scottish nobility as

a composite group.

Funher examination of the Scottish nobility is both warranted and likely ta be

enIigbtening, particularly in the area of their participation in government and society, at

both the local and nationallevels. An enhanced understanding of this nobility, not as an

abstraet entity, but as an active commanding body, both bound ta and with a role in the

community at large, is called for. A more elaborate profile of this group, based upon an

analysis oftheir degree and patterns of panicipation, particularly in the years leading up

ta the reign ofCharles 1, could ooly add to our appreciation of aristocratic invo(vement,

and ultimately augment our comprehension ofthe causes ofevents in 1637-38.

Initial tabulations of data collected in the course of compiling profiles of the 85

peen in tbis work revealed that most of the peers participatecl in Scottish society and

govemment at bath the local and central or court levels. Approximately 87'10 ofail peers

were involved ta some degree in the affairs ofbath arenas at some time, with individual

peers holding as many as thirty positions or roles. At the local leve~ these positions

encompassed such offices as those ofprovost,J sberitl: keeper, steward, constabl~ baili~

forater, coroner, commissioner of the pesee, lieutenant, warden, and justiciar, ta name
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but a few. Many of these peers alsa participated locally, playing "a disproportionately

important mie in Scotland's decentralized political culture,74 by sitting on and assisting

commissions established for special purposes,S by serving periodic regional justice

courts, by mediating in local disputes, or by acting in the interests of specifie burghs, of

which many were honorary burgesses.6 At the national level, there were numerous ways

in which these peers participated. They held offices in Scotland's central government, at

court, or in England or Ireland, appeared at sessions of Scotland's privy council and

parliament, or important ceremonial occasions, personally attended the king, served

members of the royal family, managed the royal property and finances, aeted as

ambassadors, hosted foreign dignitaries, and sat on usizes or acted as assessors in court

cases ofnational import.

An initial survey ofthe participation rate ofthe individual sub-groupiDgs ofthe 85

Scottish peers revealed similar high levels of iDvolvement in both the local and national

spheres of aetivity. Ali of the groupiDgs, with ooly one exception, were found to have

had participation levels ranging between 82% and 94%. The exception was the Catholic

group, whieh was round to have a slightly lower proportion (75%) of its members

actively iDvolved in govemment and society at the local level, possibly due to religious

impediments to office.

Admittedly, these figures are ooly surface data, for they do Dot indicate the

ftequency and duration of the individual peer's participation. But tbis information is

sufticient to alIow us to see tbat there may be some value in an exploration ofthis topie.

For until we Imow the manner in which the Scottish nobility occupied themselves, it

cannot be determined how, or even if: their roles were altered. Did their pattern of
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involvement in the atrairs oftheir society change in Charles rs reign? Did they become

more, or less, involved in centtal and local administration? Were only certain elements

of the nobility atrected, or wu this a class-wide phenomenon? One suspects that there

wu some break with previous patterns, for this would begin to provide some explanation

as to why in 1637-38 the kirk reformers looked to the aristocracy for leadership in

opposing Charles I, whereas in 1584 the Melvillian resisters to the Black Acts attempted

to challenge lames VI independently of the nobility.7 Tbus there is still much to he

gained tram funher study ofthe Scottish nobility.

ENDNOTES
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Scouisb border region.
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tilDe. It was DOt m'suai for tbeir e1dest lODS. broIbers adotber famiIy memben 10 Ile buqesscs as weil

T This is DOt SllgestiDI1bat in 1584 aD nabIes were in favour oftbe Black Ad$, simPY tbal the two groups
(nobles 8Dd ministers) weœ DOt UDited in tbeirdfons to QI1POIC tbem. Members of1be two IJOUPI diclDOl
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APPENDIXA:
SCOTIISB PEERS AND PDRAGES, ISl7-1625

[Read as: peenle title, Du.ber iD luccession, (il lit:date ofcreadon), name~ dates
held; and other names or titles peer known by)

ougS
LeDDox 2.d Ludovick Stewart (1583-1624); earl ofRichmond in England 1613~ duke of

Richmond and earl ofNewcastle-Upon-Tyne 1623
3rd Esmé Stewart (1624 February-July); lord d'Aubigny in France 1583; earl of

March in England 1619
4th James Stewart (1624-55); duke ofRichmond in England 1641

MAROUESSES
U..iltOD lit (1599) Lord John Hamilton (1599-1604); head offamily trom 1575 (see

also ear/dom ofA"an)
2Dd James Hamilton (1604-25); earl ofCambridge in England 1619

Hundy lit (1599) George Gordon (1599-1636); 6th earl ofHuntly 1576-1599

EARY
Abereora lit (1606) James Hamilton (1606-18); master ofPaisley; Lord Abercom 1601

2Dd James Hamilton (1618-70)
ADIUI Itb Archibald Douglas (1557-88); earl ofMorton 1587

9tb Wtlliam Douglas (1588-91); laird ofGlenbervie 1570
IOth William Douglas (1591-1611)
Ilth Wtlliam Douglas (1611-60); marquess ofDouglas 1633

ADDaDeIaIe lit (1624) John Murray (1624-40); ofLochmaben; viscount Annan 1622
AJVU 7th Arclubald Campbell (1584-1638)
Arro 3rd James Hamilton (1576-81, 1585-1609)

-see marquessate ofHamilton (/rom 1609)
AtboU 5th John Stewart (1579-95)

6th John Stewart (1596.1603); Lord Innermeath 1586
7th John or James Stewart (1603-26)

BothweU 5th Francis Stewart (1581-forfeït 1591, d 1612.14)
Buccieuclliit (1619) Walter Scott (1619-33); Lord Scott ofBuccleuch 1612
Huchu 5th James Douglas (1588-1601)

'dl Mary Douglas & lames Erskine (1601-28 & circa 1617-40)
C.itbDeII 5tb George Sinclair (1582-1643)
C.... !tb John Kennedy (1576.1615)

6th John Kennedy (1615-68)
Crawford IltII David Lindsay (1573-1607)

12tb David Lindsay (1608-20)
13th Henry Lindsay (1620-23)
14th George Lindsay (1623-33)
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(Danley)-see dufcedom ofLennox ({rom 1581)
Dunbar lit (1605) George Home (1605-11); ofPrimroknows; ofSpott 1593; Baron

Home ofBerwick in England 1604
DUDlermlÎlle lit (1605) Alexander Seton (1605-22); LordUrquhart 1588; L Fyvie 1593

Zad Charles Seton (1622-72)
EpDton 5th Hugh Montgomerie (1586-1612)

6th Alexander (Seton) Montgomerie (1612-61)
[Enzie)-see marquessate ofHuntly ({rom 1599)
Errol 9tb Francis Hay (1585-1631)
GaDo.a,. lit (1623) Alexander Stewart (1623-49); ofGarlies; Lord Garlies 1607
GlencairD 6tb James Cunningham (c.l580-1630/31)
Go"rie 2ad James Ruthven (1586.88)

3rd John Ruthven (1588-1600), forfeitll
[Baddinlton)-see earldom ofMe/rose ({rom 1627)
HOlDe lit (1605) Alexander Home (1605-19); Lord Home 1578

2nd James Home (1619-33)
KeUie lit (1619) Thomas Erskine (1619-39); Baron Erskine ofDirleton in England 1604;

viscount Fentoun 1606; earl ofHaddington 1627
Kinporne lit (1606) Patrick Lyon (1606.15); Lord Glamis 1578

2nd John Lyon (1617-1646/47)
Lauderdale lit (1624) John Maitland (1624-45); Lord Thirlestane 1595; viSCOUDt

Lauderdale 1616; viscount Maitland 1624
Lialithlow lit (1600) Alexander Livingston (1600-21); Lord Livingston 1592

2nd Alexander Livingston (1622-48)
Lothian lit (1606) Mark Ker (1606-09); ofPrestongrange; Commendator ofNew­

battIe 1581; Lord Newbattle 1591
2ad Robert Ker (1609-24)

Mar 2nd John Erskine (1572173-1634)
Marischal5th George Keith (1581-1623)

6th William Keith (1623-35)
Melrose lit (1619) Thomas Hamllton (1619-exchange tide to Haddington 1627-<11637);

Lord Drumcaim IS92; Lord Binning & Syres 1613
Menteitb 6tb John Graham (1578-98)

1th William Graham (1598-1661); earl ofStratheam 1631-3, earl ofAirth 1633
Montrose 3rd John Graham (1571-1608)

4th John Graham (1608-26)
Mony 2ad Elizabeth Stewart & James Stewart (1570-91 & 1581-92)

3rd James Stewart (1592-1638)
Morto.1th William Douglas (1588-1606); ofLochleven ISS5

8th William Douglas (1606-48)
lit (lg1) John Maxwell (1581-93); 8th Lord Maxwell 1574
2ad John Maxwell (de jure) (IS93-forfeit 1609, exec 1613); 9th Lord Maxwell

NitIIlCIaIe IR (1620 retroaetive to Igl) Robert Maxwell (1620-46); IOth Lord Maxwell
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Orbey lit (lgl) Robert Stewart (1581-93); ofStrathdown
2ad Patrick Stewart (1593-forfeit 1615)

Pertb lit (16OS) James Drummond (1605-11); Lord Drummond 1602103
2ad John Drummond (1612-62)

Rothes 5th Andrew Leslie (1558-1611)
6da John Leslie (1611-41)

RosbW'lhe lit (1616) Robert Ker (1616.50); ofCessford; Lord Roxburghe 1599/1600
Searortb lit (1623) Colin Mackenzie (1623-33); Lord Mackenzie ofKintai11611
Sutherland Ildl Alexander Gordon (I567-94)

12th John Gordon (1594-1615)
13th John Gordon (1615-79)

T.bardiDe lit (1606) John Murray (1606-13); Lord Murray ofTulboardine 1604
2ad William Murray (1613-27)

WigtOD lit (1606) John Fleming (1606-19); Lord Fleming 1572
lnd John Fleming (1619-50)

WiDtOD lit (IQ)O) Robert Seton (1600-03); Lord Seton 1586
2ad Robert Seton (1603-resignation 1606, living 1636)
3n1 George Seton (1607-50)

VlSCOUNTS
Air lit (1622) Wdliam Crichton (1622-1642/43); Lord Crichton ofSanquhar 1613; earl

ofDumfiies 1633
(ADnaD)-see ear/dom ofAnnanda/e (1622-24)
(Featoual-see ear/dom ofKe/lie (1606-19)
HaddiDgtoa lit (1606) John Ramsay (1606-26); Lord Ramsay ofMelrose 161S-18; earl

ofHoldemesse in England 1620
(Lauderdalel-see ear/dom oflmKJe,daJe (1616-24)
[Maitiandl-see eor/dom oflmKJe,dole (1624-45)
StonaoDt lit (1621) David Murray (1621-31); ofGospertie; Lord Scone 1604
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APPENDIX Al:
THE SPOUSES OF THE PURS OF SCOTLANO, 1!l7-1615

[Read as: peenle tide. DUBlber iD succession, spouses &. EnaJish SJOUses (number of
daughter in sequence iflmown, name offather ofspouse); previously married or will
remarry; number ofissue in tbis marriage males+females; ifdivorced; birth, baptismal or
death date)

BUIgS
LeDDo~l- i) Sophia Ruthven (3Nof III e ofGowrïe);O

ü) Iean Campbell (1- ofSir Matt C ofLoudoun);1x widow;1+1
fi) Frances Howard (d of III vise H ofBindon);2x widow;O; d. 10-1639
aged63
i) Catherine Clifton* (only d &. heir of lord C);rem (2 Abercom);7+3; d. 8­
1637 aged-45
i) Mary Vi1Iiers (d of III duke Buckingham);lx widow; rem.;l+l; bapt. 3­
1622

MAROUESSES
aamUtOD 1- i) Margaret Lyon (only d of7· lord Glamis);lx widow;2+1

1- i) Anna Cunningham (4da of6da e Glencaim); 2+3
Buntly lit i) Henrietta Stewart (Ill of III duke Lennox);5+4; b. 1573

EARLS
Abercom lit i) Marion Boyd (1- of Sda lord 8);5+4

1- i) Catherine Clifton* (only d &. heir oflord C);lx widow (3 Lennox);3+O;
d. 8-1637 aged-4S

ADguS 1'" i) Mary Enkine (only d of III e Mar);O
ü) Margaret Leslie (yst d ofe Rothes);O;DIV
m) IeanLyon (d of7* lord G1amis);lxwidow,rem;O+I

,fIA i) EgidialGiles Graham (d ofSir .Rob G ofMorphie);9+4
10· i) Elizabeth Oliphant (Ill of4da lord O);rem;3+3
Iidl i) Margaret Hamilton (only d of 11l .0rd Paisley);3+3 (0+11); b. -158S

ü) Mary Gordon (3Nof III marq Huntly);3+6 (0+11); d. 1674 age 63 or 64
ADDandaie 1- i) Elizabeth Sbaw(d oeSir Jo S ofBroich);1+1
AI'JYD""" i) Agnes Douglu (Sth oert e Morton);1+5; b. IS74

0) Anne Cornwallis (d oeSir Wm C ofBrome);3+S

Arru3
rd

"
AthoD!* i) Mary Rutbven* (Ill of III e Gowrie);rem x2(incl. 6 AtboU);O+S

6dl i) Margaret Lindsay (2l1li of9· e Crawford); S+1
ü) Mary Rutbven* (Ill of III eGowrie);lxwidow,rem.;O

,... i) Mary Stewart (3n1 & coheir ofS" e Atholl);rem;O
BotllweD 5* i) Margaret Douglas (1- oC" e Angus);lx widoW;4+4
Buccleuch 1- i) Mary Hay (3n1 of9" e ErroU);J+3
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Kellie lit

Errol'·

Lauderdale.1t

LialithlOW .­
2"

Huchaa st" i) Anne Ogilvie (1- of III lord 0 ofDeskford);rem;O+I,* (Mary Douglas & James Erskine (1601-28 & circa 1617-40)]
i) Countess Mary Douglas (only child & heir of5da e);2+4; b. 10-1601
0) Dorotby KnYVett (d ofSir Philip K ofBuckenbam);O+I

Caitbnell S* i) Jean Gordon (ooly d of5· e Huntly);3+1
Cus.!* i) Jean Fleming (only d & heir 4da lord F);lx widoW;O; b. 1554

6" i) Jean Hamilton (5th of III e HaddingtonIMelrose);1+3; b. 2-1607
ii) Margaret Hay (ooly d ofl0dt e Erroll);lx widoW;I+2

Crawfordt.* i) Lillas Drummond (d of2- lord D);I+O 1
ü) GrizeVGriselda Stewart (4111 of4111 e AthoU);2+1 1
i) Jean Ker (d ofl- e Lothian);lx widow,rem;O+I;DIV
i) Helen Cbisholm (d ofSir Jas C ofCrombie);2+1
ü) Margaret Shaw (1);3+5

14· i) Elizabeth Sinclair (d of5111 e Caithness);O+I
Duabar •Il i) Elizabeth Gordon (only cbild ofSir G ofOight);0+2
Dunfel'lllline •Il i) Lillas Drummond (2114 of3rd lord 0);0+5

ü) Grizel Leslie (4111 ofmaster ofRothes);1+2
fi) Margaret Hay (d of7dl lord H ofYester);rem;I+1

1- i) Mary Douglas (3rd ofTh e Morton);3+2
Eglintoa S" i) Margaret Montgomerie (Ill ofRob M, master ofEgI);rem;O;DIV

6* i) Anna Livingston (1· ofl· e Linlithgow);5+3
ü) Margaret Scott (Ill of l-lord S ofBuccleuch);lx widoW;O
i) Margaret Stewart (yst d of 1- e Moray);O; b. 1570
ü) Mary Stewart (yst d of4dl e Atholl);O
ili) Elizabeth Douglas (yst d ofe Morton);5+8

Gdoway.1t i) Grizel Gordon (d ofSir Jo G ofLochinvar);2+1
Glencaim ,* i) MariotlMargaret Campbell (d ofSir Col C ofGlenurchy);3+6

ü) Agnes Hay(d ofSir Ju H ofKinguk);lx widow;O
Gowriel- 9

3
N

"Home.- i) Christian Douglas (2- of7* e Morton);lx widow;O
ü) MaIy/Marie Sutton (11& of91h lord Dudley);2+2; b. 10-1586

2" i) Catherine Carey (1· of1- vise Falkland);O; b. 1609
ii) Grace Fane(d of III e Westmoreland);O; b. -1603 or 1604
i) Anne Ogilvy (d ofSir Gilb 0 ofPowrie);1+1
ü) E1ipMth Pierreplnt (d ofSirHen P oCHolme Pl; lx widoW;O
ili) Dor. Smith (d ofHum S ofCheapside);3x widoW;O

Kinlhorne.- i) Anne Murray (1- of 11& e Tullibardine);4+2
2" i) Margaret ErsIdne (]n! of2- e Mar);O+1

fi) EliDbeth Maule (2- of 1- e Panmure);rem;1+2
i) Isobel Selon (2- of III e Dunfermline);7+8; b. 8-1594
i) HelenlHeienorlEleanorHay (d ofS* e Erro8);3+2
i) EliDbeth Gordon(~ of1- marq Huntly);1+0
fi) Mary Douglas (2- of 1(fh e Angus);1+2
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TullibardiDe 1­
2-

31'11

Morton '1*...
lit
2-

Nithldale lit
Orkney lit

2­
Perth 1­

2­
Raihes 5*

Lothiu lit i) Margaret Maxwell (2- of4· lord Herries ofT);S+7
1- i) AnnabeUa Campbell (2- of""" e ArgyU);1+2

Mar 2- i) Anna/Agnes Dnumnond (3nl of2all iord D);I+O
ü) Marie Stewart (2- of 1- duke Lennox);7+S

MarischalS" i) Margaret Home (d ofSda lord H);1+2
ü) Margaret Ogilvie (d ofS· lord 0 ofAirlie);rem;3+1

," i) Mary Erskine (d of2- e Mar);rem;S+3
Melrose lit i) Margaret Borthwick (only child ofJas 8 ofNewbyres);0+2

ü) Margaret Foufis(d ofJu F ofColinton); 3+4
üi) Julian Ker (d ofSir Tho K ofFemiehirst);lx widow-,2+O

Menteith 6"" i) Mary Campbell (1 ofGlenurchy);rem;1+1,* i) Agnes Gray (d ofPat lord G);7+4
MontroR 3N i) Jean Drummond (2- of2-lord 0);3+1

4· i) Margaret Ruthven (tlll of III e Gowrie);1+6
Moray 2- (Elizabeth Stewart &. James Stewart (1570-91 &. 1581-92)]

i) Countess Elizabeth Stewart (1- ofl- e);2+3; b. -8-1S65
i) Anne Gordon (Ill of III marq Huntly);2+1
i) Agnes Leslie (1· of4t1t e Rothes);S+7
i) Ann Keith (Ill ofStIt e Marischal);5+5
i) Elizabeth Douglas (2- of7* e Angus);rem x2;3+4
i) Margaret Hamilton (d of III marq Hamilton);I+O;DIV
i) EJiqbeth Beaumont (d ofSir Fran B-Buckingham's cousin);1+2
i) Jean Kennedy (Ill of3M e Cassillis);5+3
i) Margaret Livingston (d of6t1t lord L);lx widoW;O
i) Isabella Seton (d of 1- e Wmton);rem;O+I; b. 11-1593
i) Jean Ker (}- of III e Roxburgbe);5+2
i) Griset Hamilton (d ofSir Jas H ofFinnart);3+3
ü) Jean Ruthven (d of3nl lord R);lx widoW;0+2
üi) Janet Durie (d ofDav D ofthat ilk);3+1

," i) Anna Erskine (d of2- e Mar);1+2
RoKbu.....e lit i) Margaret Maitland (only d &. heir in issue ofWm M ofLething­

ton); 1+3
ü) Jean Dnumnond (3n1 of3M lord D);1+0
iii) Isabel Douglu (S" of7t1t e Morton);rem;O

Searorth lit i) Margaret Seton (4· ofl- e Dunfermline);1+2; b. 8-1599
Sutherland Il'' i) Barbara Sinclair (1- of4111 e Caitbness);rem;O;DIV; b. 1S35

ü) Jean Gordon (3" of4· e Huntly);lx div,rem;S+2; d. 1629 age 83
il Agnes!Annas Elphinstone (}- of4d1 lord E);6+4; b. 10-1S79
i) Jean Dnumnond (only child &. heir of III e Perth); 3+1
ü) Anna Fraser (2l1li of"')ord Lovat);O
i) CatberinelMargaret Drummond (S· ofDav lord 0);6+5
i) Cecilia Wemyss (1- ofSir Jo W oftbat iIk);O
ü) DorothylDorothea Stewart (1- & heir ofS· e AtboD);2+1
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Wiltoa.- i) Liliu Graham (only d of3nl e Montrose);4+6
ii) Sarah Maxwell (1- ofLard Herries ofT);lx widow;rem;0+2; d. 213­
1636 aged -60
i) Margaret Uvingston (2l1li of 1- e Linlitbgow);3+S
i) Margaret MoDtsomerie (1- & heir of3nl e Eglinton);5+1
i) Anna Maitland (only d ofl-Iord Thirlestane);O;DIV; b. -1590
i) Anne Hay (1- of9dl e Erroll);5+4
ü) Elizabeth MaxweU (ooly d of6· lord Herries ofT);6+6

YJSCOUNJS
Air lit i) EuphemialEupheme Seton (d ofJas S ofTouch); lx widow;3+2

ü) Ursula Barnbam (d ofSteph B); lx widow;O
[Aan.aJ-see earldom ofAnntI1IIIDle (1622-24)
[FeDtaunl-see earldom o/Ke//ie (1606-19)
Oaddinpon 1- i) ElipM" RatclitTe (d ofS· e Sussex);2+1

ü) Martha Cocgyne (d ofSir Wm C ofRushton);rem;O; bapt. S­
1605

[Lauderdalel-see eor/dom ofLauderdale (1616-24)
(MaitlandJ-see earldom ofLauderdale (1624-45)
Stormont.- i) Elizabeth Betoun (d oflas 8 ofCreich);O

CIdcf IOJIIWII
Paul, James Balfour, ed. The Scots Peerale. 9 vols. Edinburgh, 1904-1914.

Cockayne, George Edward. The Complete Peera&e ofEn&Jand, Sçgtland, Ireland,
Great Britai" and the united Kin_m, extant, extinct or dormant. Rev. ed.
Edited byVicary Gibbs. 13 vols. in 14. London, 1910-1959.
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APPENDIXB:
THE SCOTrlSB PEERAGE ACCORDING TO

AGE OF TITLE CREATION:
THE OLD AND THE NEW

OLD (crellt«lbdore 15B11 NEW(cntltal ;" or tdter ISB7j
Lennox Abercom
Hamilton Annandale
Hundy Buccleuch
Angus Dunbar
Argyll Dunfermline
Anan Galloway
Athon Home
Bothwell Kellie
Buchan Kinghome
Caithness Lauderdale
Cassillis Linlithgow
Crawford Lothian
Eglinton Melrose
Errol Nithsdale
Glencaim Perth
Gowrie Roxburghe
Mar Seaforth
Marischal Tulhbardine
Menteith Wigton
Montrose Wmton
Moray Viscount Air
Manon (Douglas) ViscoUDt Haddington
Manon (Maxwell) Viscount Stormont
Orkney
Rothes
Sutherland
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APPENDIXC:
THE RELIGIOUS LEANlNGS OF THE SCOTl1SH PURS

For contments in square brackets. use symbols in Iœy under table; Com",ents in round
braclcets ,efer to the voting behaviour ofthe peer in the matter ofthe articles ofPerth in
the Parliament of1621 (pro=in favour; anti=opposed: abst=abstoined). source: Julian
Goodore. "The Scottish Par/iament of1621, .. Historical JoumaJ. 38(1995): 48-51.

PROTESTANTS C4T1l0LICS·
Hamilton 1 Menteitb 7{antï) Lennox 2(pro)
HamiItoa 2 Montrose 3[suspect)O Lennox 3
Angus 8 Montrose 4 Lennox 4
Angus 9 Moray 2 Huntly
Annandale Moray 3 Abercom 1
Anan 3 Mortœ 7 Abercom 2(pro)
Atholl S Mortœ I(abst) Angus 10
Atholl 6rmditTerent] 0 Orkney 1[indiftèreat]0 Angus 11(pro)
AthoU7 Orkney 2 ArgyU(cœvert]",
Bothwell Rothes S Caïtbness
Buccleuch(pro) Rodtes 6(anti) Crawford Il
Budtan 5 Roxburghe[suspect]O(pro) Crawford 12
Bucban 6(abst) Seafortb(antl) Crawford 13
Cassillis 5[suspect 159S]D Sutherland 13 Crawford 14
Cassillis 6 Tullibardine 1 Dunièrmline 1(pro)
Dunbar Tulhbardine 2(pro) Dunfermline 2
EgIintœ S[inditferent] 0 Viscount Haddingtœ(abst) Errol(pro)
EgIintœ 6(antl) VISCOUDt Stormont(pro) Home 1
Glencaim Horne 2
Gowrie2 Lin1ithgow 1(Inti)
Gowrie 3 Linlithgow 2
Kellie(pro) Morten MaxweU 1
Kingbome 1 Mortal Maxwell 2
Kingbome 2(pro) Nilbsdale(pro)
Lauderdale(abst) Perth 1
Lothian 1 Sutherland Il
Lothian 2(pro) BEUGIOUS Sutherland 12
Mar(pro) LEANlNG WJgtœ 1
Mariscbal S(pro) UNKNOWN Wigtal2(pro)
Mariscbal6 GaIloway(pro) Wmtœl
Melrose(pro) Perth 2(pro) Wmtœ2
Menteith6 Viscount Air(pro) W'mtœ 3(pro)
KIl:i ·Catbolics: includes Gose who practice Catbolicismprivately but c:œform to

~smpubücly

Dsuspect: tbeir relisious cœformity brouabt iDto question bythe kirk
o indiffenut: ofticiaIly Pratestln, but pen:eiwd • indif&uut to œIigiœ
""cœWlt: the pmioady Prat....Argyll cœwrtecl to Calbolicism inorbefore 1610
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APPENDIXD:
THE SCOTflSH PURS BV REGION

NORTllWEST a ISLES CENTRAL SCOTLANO BORDERS
Dukes Lennox 2-4* Dukes Lennox 2-4* Annandale
Marq Huntly Marq Hamilton 1-2 Bothwell
Argyll Abercom 1-2 Buccleuch
Arran Angus 8-11 Dunbar
AthoU 5-7* AthoU 5-7* Home 1-2
Bucban 5-6 Cassillis 5-6 Lauderdale 1
Caithness Crawford 11-14 Melrose 1·
Errol Dunfermline 1-2 Morton D 7-8·
Menteith 6-7* Eglinton 5-6 MortonMaxw 1-2
Moray 2-3 Galloway 1 Nithsdale 1
Morton D 7-8* Glencairn 6 Roxburghe 1
Orkney 1-2 Gowrie 2-3 Vise~

Rothes 5-6* Kellie 1 Vise Haddington·
Seaforth 1 Kinghome 1-2 Vise Stonnont*
Sutherland 11-13 Linlithgow 1-2
Tulhoardine 1-2* Lothian 1-2

Mar 2
Mariscbal 5-6
Melrose 1*
Menteith 6-7*
Montrose 3-4
Perth 1-2
Rothes 5-6*
Tulhbardine 1-2·
Wigton 1-2
Wmton 1-3
Vise Air-
Vise Haddington*
Vise Stonnont*

- Peer(s) are put ioto the regional category(ies) in which tbeir most important
landholdings (or offices) are located.

- • indicates peers that fit more tban one regional eategory
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APPENDIXE:
MAP OF SCOTLAND

SHOWING GEOGRAPWC REGIONS, SHIRES,
& THE LOCATIONS OF THE PRIMARY

LANDHOLDINGSOFTHEEARLSOF
ANNANDALE, MELROSE & ROTHES

el:.
GEOGRAPfDC REGIONS are printed in capitalletters and underlined.
SHIRES are printed in capitaIletters.
Locations ofprimary landholdings are marked by a symbol and numbered (see belowJ.
Regional divisions are marked by a single dotted line. (-)
The border with England is marked with double solid fines. (=)
Names printed in round brackets are isles, not sbires.

SYMBOLS USED:
first earl ofAnnandale: â
first earl ofMelrose: 0
fifth & sixth earls ofRothes: •

NUMBERING USEO:
1 Forres
2 Rothes
3 Cushnie
4 Rothienorman
S Parkhill
6Caimey
7 Kilmany
8 Cupar
9 Ballinbreich
10 Newburgh
Il Lindores
12 Falkland

13 Leslie
14 Inverkeithing
IS Monkland
16 Binning
17 Dalmeny
18 Priestfield (Duddingston)
19 BallincreifF
20 Humbie
21 Lufthess
22Drem
2J Byres
24 Tynningham

25 Auchengray
26 Dundrennan
27 Errickstane
28 Holywood
29 Lincluden
30 Caerlaverock
31 Castlemilk
32 Locbmaben
33 Annandale
34 Cockpool
35 Melrose
36 Coldstream

Map based upœ: "Ma&» of Scottish counties and principal burgbstl found in AJ.S. Gibsan and
T.C. Smout, Priees. Food and w.. in k«lend 1~SO-l780,(Cambridse, 1995») p. xvi.
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APPENDIXF:
IMPORTANT DATES IN THE LIVES OF

THE SCOTTISH PEERS

Date format: day-month-year; month-year; or year.
Date in italics indicates contraet date.
PUR BIRTR SUCCESSION MARRlAGE BEAm

/ELEVATION
D. Lennox 2 29-9-1574 7-1583 1) 20-4-1591; 16-2-1624

2) 8-1598;
3)16-6-1621

D. Lennox 3 c.1579 2-1624 1607 30-7-1624
D. Lennox 4 6-4-1612 7-1624 3-8-1637 30-3-1655
M. Hamilton 1 c.1541 4-1599 (family c.I-1578 (betw. 6-4-1604

head 1-1575) 30-12-1577 IL
10-2-1578]

M. Hamilton 2 c.1589 4-1604 c.9-1603 (betw. 2-3-1625
30-1-1603 &
6-4-1604]

M. Huntly 1 c.1562 10-1576;4-1599 21-7-1588 13-6-1636
Abercom 1 c.1575 7-1606 c.1602 [ber 23-3-1618

1603]
Abercom2 c.1603 3-1618 1632, early in c.1670
Angus 8 c.1555 6-1557;10-1587 1) 12-6-1573 4/5-8-1588

2) 25-12-1575
3) 11-8-1587

Angus 9 c.1532 3-1589 1552 1-7-1591
Angus 10 c.1554 7-1591 c.5-1585 (betw. 3-3-1611

12-4-1585 &
24-6-15851

Angus 11 c.1589 3-1611 1) 1601 19-2-1660
2) 15-9-1632

Annandale 1 1mid-Pt. 1565 6-1622;3-1624 c.1613 9-1640
Argyll 7 c.1575 9-1584 1) 24-7-1592 10/11-1638

2) 11-1610
AmIn 3 c.1538 1-1575 " 3-1609
AlboU 5 22-5-1563 4-1579 24.1-1580 28-8-1595
AthoU6 c.1566 ]-1596 1) 6-10-1582 8/10-1603

2) 31-3-1596
AthoU 7 1583 8/10-1603 12-9-1603 1626
Bothwell 5 1563 6-1581 c.IS77 c.1612
Buccleuch 1 c.lS87 ]-1619 10-1616 20-11-1633
Buchan5 c.156S 9-1580 c.1598 26-8-1601
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Bucban6 c.1593 (after 3-1617 1) 18-6-1615 1-1640
12-1592) 2) c.5-1632

[betw.8-1628
&2-16361

Caithness 5 c.1566 1583 1585, soon aft 2-1643
29-7

CassiUis 5 c.1575 12-1576 3/4-11-1597 10/11-1615
Cassillis 6 ?mid-pt. 1604 11-1615 1) c.I-1622 4-1668

[betw. 12-1621
& 1-3-1622]
2) 2-1644

Crawford II c.1552 2-1573 1) 12-2-1573 22-11-1607
2) 12-1581

Crawford 12 c.1576 11-1607 c.9-1607 [betw. 6-1620
4-3-1606 & 8-
4-1609]

Crawford 13 c.1553 6-1620 1) c.1585 [bef: Bef: 16-1-1623
26.7-1586]
2) 2-12-1599

Crawford 14 ?mid-pt. 1592 1-1623 21-5-1621 1633
Dunbar 1 ?mid-pt. 1562 7-1605 c.l 589 [ber 1- 20-1-1611

2-15901
Dunfermline 1 IS55 3-1605 1) c.1590 16-6-1622

2) 27-/0-/601
3) 1607

Dunfermline 2 11-1615 6-1622 /1-/632 5-1672
Eglinton 5 c.1584 4-1586 8-1604 4-9-1612
Eglinton 6 1588 3-1615 (he 1) 22-6-1612 7-1-1661

claimed tide 2) c.7-1643
10-1612) [betw. 11-1642

& 3-16441
Errol 9 1564 ber 30-4 10-1585 1) 6-1584 16-7-1631

2) 1-1587
3) c.6.1589
[betw.4-1588
&. 10-7-15901

Galloway 1 c.1580 9-1623 16-10-1600 1649
Glencaim6 c.1552 Betw. 1576 &. 1) 5-9-1574 Betw.30-6-

2-1580 2) 28-10-1610 1630 & 2-4-
1631

Gowrie2 1575 bef 2S-9 7-1587 0 Fall1588
Gowrie3 c.lS77 Fall1588 0 S-8-1600
Hamel c.1567 3-1605 1) 9-1-1586 5-4-1619

2) c.I60S [der
1602, ber 28-6-
16071
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Home 2 c.I607 9-1620 1) fa111622 13-2-1633
2) c.I-1627 [aft
5-1626, bef 20-
9-1627]

Kellie 1 1566 3-1606;3-1619 1) 30-11-1587 12-6-1639
2) 1604
3) c.9-1635 [aft
11-1631, bel: 6-
1639]

Kinghome 1 1575 7-1606 6-1595 19-12-1615
Kinghome2 13-8-1596 12-1615 1) 19-6-1618 12-5-1647

2) 1641,soon
after 20-8

Lauderdale 1 1594. earlv in 4-1616;3-1624 1610. ber 5-6 18-1-1645
Linlithgow 1 c.1554 (1553 or 12-1600 1-1584 24-12-1621

tater)
Linlithgow 2 c.1585 (1584 or 12-1621 1) 5-1611 Betw.11-6&

tater) 2) 10-1620 20-12-1648
Lothian 1 c.1553 7-1606 c.l587 [bel: 8-4-1609

1588]
Lothian 2 c.1587 (before 4-1609 1611, 27-5 or 6-3-1624

1588) saon after
Mar 2 c.1562 3-1573 1) 10-1580 14-12..1634

2) 7-12-1592
Mariscba1 5 1553 10-1581 1) 2-1581 2/5-4-1623

2) c.1599
Mariscba16 c.1585 4-1623 10-1609 28-10-1635
Melrose 1 1563 3-1619 1) 1588 29-5-1637

2) 1597 [betw
May&Aug]
3) 9-1613

Menteith 6 c.1573 9-1578 1588 12-1598
Menteith 7 c.1590 12-1598 1612, saon after 1661, after

30-3 April
Montrose 3 1548 5-1571 1563 9-11-1608
Montrose 4 1573 11-1608 12-12-[593 14-11-1626
Moray 2 c.1568 1-1581 23-1-1581 7-2-1592
Moray 3 c.1582 2-1592 2-10-1607 6-8-1638
Morton 7 c.IS40 6-1589 19-8-1554 27-9-1606
Morton 8 c.15S4 11-1606 4-1604 7-8-1648
MaxlMonon 1 24-4-1553 10-1581 17-2-1572 6/7-12-1593
MaxlMonon2 c.1586 12-1593 c.4-1599 [betw 21-5-1613

1-4-1598 & 19-
4-1600]

Nithsdale 1 c.1587 (der 8-1620 28-1()"1619 5-1646
1586)
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Orkney 1 1533 between 10-1581 12-1561 4-2-1593
26-2&2-6

Orkney 2 c.1565-betw. 2-1593 17-8-1596 6-2-1615
Summersof
1565 &: 1566

Perth 1 c.1580 3-1605 19-4-1608 18-12-1611
Perth 2 c.1584 12-1611 9-1613 11-6-1662
Rothes 5 c.1528 I1-1S58 1) 28-6-J548 1611

2) c.1574 raft.
3-10-1573]
3) 11-1592

Rothes6 c.l600 1611 1616, bef 11-11 23-8-1641
Roxburghe 1 c.1570 9-1616 1) 5-12-1587 18-1-1650

2) 3-2-1614
3) c.12-1646
[aft. 10-1643,
bel: 1-1650]

Seaforth l c.l593 12-1623 5-6-1614 15-4-1633
Sutherland Il 6-1552 6-1567 1) 1567 6-12-1594

2) 13-12-1573
Sutherland 12 20-7-1576 12-1594 5-2-1600 11-9-1615
Sutherland 13 9-3-1609 9-1615 1) 14-2-1632 14-10-1679

2) 24-1-1639
Tullibardine 1 c.1547 7-1606 c.1573 [bet: 6/8-1613

1574]
Tullibardine 2 1574 6/8-1613 1) JO-1599 1627,earlyin

2) 9-1604
Wigton 1 1567 3-1606 1) J-1586 4-1619

2) c.I-1610 raft
4-1608, bet: 21-
10-1611]

Wigton2 c.1589 4-1619 1609, ber 2-9 7-5-1650
Winton 1 c.1552 11-1600 19-5-1583 22-3-1603
Winton2 1583 3-1603 1-2-1603 Living 12-1636
Winton3 12-1584 6-1606 1) 26-4-1609 15/17-12-1650

2) c.I-1626 [1ft
1624, he{ 1-
1628]

V.Air c.1587 (before 2-1622 I)UNlCNOWN Betw 15-8-
1588) 2) c.1629 [bel: 1642&24-3-

16-6-16301 1643
V. Haddington c.IS80 6-1606 1) 2-1608 1/2-1626

2) c.7-1624
V. Stormont c.1569 (before 8-1621 2-1604 27-8-1631

1570)
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