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Preface


This volume forms the first element of the fourth volume of the new history of the Isle of Man, produced under the auspices of the Centre for Manx Studies at the University of Liverpool. It covers the period from the early fifteenth century to 1830 and is focused on political and constitutional aspects of the Island’s history. Companion volumes covering the evolution of the natural landscape (edited by Richard Chiverrell and Geoffrey Thomas), the medieval period (edited by Seán Duffy and Harold Mytum), and the modern period (edited by John Belchem) have previously been published by Liverpool University Press.

As will immediately be clear, this volume and its companion are a collaborative effort involving a large group of scholars from the Island and beyond. In some cases, their contributions are worthy of particular note as we record with sadness that they did not live to enjoy the publication of their work: William Cain, Ulla Corkill, Nigel G. Crowe, Jennifer Platten, J.R. Roscow, R.L. Thomson and Nigel Yates. This preface also allows for recognition to be given to those who have helped coordinate the efforts of the contributors, especially amongst the editorial team Prof. Harold Mytum who has deftly maintained the momentum of the project overall alongside other recently published or soon-to-be-published volumes and the other work of the Centre for Manx Studies, and Dr Mike Hoy who has taken particular trouble to support the development of the Island-based contributions and played a pivotal role in coordinating support for the project there, including working with Charles Guard (formerly Administrator of the Manx Heritage Foundation, now Culture Vannin, whose generosity and commitment to the project is also acknowledged) on the identification of the extensive range of illustrations which support the text and ensuring the necessary permissions were secured.

Thanks are due to many organisations and individuals who have made the project possible: to Manx National Heritage, and the universities of Liverpool and Huddersfield. Generous funding for this publication specifically has been received from Culture Vannin.

Libraries and archives have supported the work, notably the Manx National Heritage Library and Archives, the British Library, the National Archives of the United Kingdom, and the university libraries of Huddersfield, Leeds, Liverpool and Manchester.

A companion volume, covering social, economic and cultural developments across the same period, is also published by The Boydell Press.

TIM THORNTON
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Introduction



TIM THORNTON

The history of the Isle of Man in the period 1405 to 1830 has for many years been overlooked. These centuries sit awkwardly in all the main narratives of historical development and debate which have touched on the Island. The Island’s position has meant it has been outside the historiographical mainstream in England and elsewhere. Locally, there has been a culture of historical thinking and writing in the Island in the last century and a half, but for various reasons it has not placed particular emphasis on the late medieval and early modern period, sometimes seeing those centuries as ones of particular obscurity, decline and even corruption. It is this context which the current volume and its partner intend to address, with this introduction exploring some of the reasons why an island at the centre of the British Isles can still rely on its own core historical narratives established over a century ago while being largely invisible to those in the nations around it.

It was not that the Isle of Man was unknown to the historians who mapped the key outlines of English, British and Imperial history in the late nineteenth century. These were the decades in which the ‘visiting trade’ grew exponentially, with numbers passing through the Island growing to 347,968 in May-September 1887.1 Spencer Walpole completed his A History of England: From the Conclusion of the Great War in 1815, a key text in establishing the narrative outline of nineteenth-century history, in the period after 1882 when he became lieutenant governor of the Island.2 But the Island was invisible, particularly to the major ‘national’ historiographies led from leading higher education institutions in the years from the second half of the nineteenth century. The Isle of Man has not been a focus of interest for those writing histories in the ‘national’ universities in England, with their specifically English or possibly British or United Kingdom perspective. The Island has not been part of that story, either as an element within the community or an ‘other’ against which it was defined. Nor has the Island been a focus for those in the other nations, whether in the existing academic institutions in Scotland, or Ireland, or those created in Wales. So the Island is absent from the main strands of that historiography, in England the Whig orthodoxy of the nineteenth century, followed by some of the challenges from Marxist-influenced social history, or perspectives in which Anglican orthodoxy had been broken down from a Roman Catholic or dissenting context as restrictions on participation were removed. By way of illustration, the Isle of Man appears not at all in any of the main works on the period such as the English history series published by Methuen from 1904 under the editorship of Sir Charles Oman which included G.M. Trevelyan’s England under the Stuarts,3 or the Oxford History of England that appeared from 1934 to 1961 (volumes VI-XIII),4 or in the more general work of leading scholars like S.R. Gardiner.5

Further, some of the infrastructures underpinning wider historiographical development were absent in the Island. The upsurge in local and regional studies seen especially in England after the Second World War, enabled by the sweeping changes in land ownership and with them the opening of archival sources through county record offices, could not be paralleled in the Isle of Man. The Manx Museum and Library has been a consistent feature of the Island’s scholarly landscape since its foundation in 1922, but it has not provided until recent years any sharp archival stimulus to historiographical development, whether in the acquisition of materials or in the promotion of their availability.6

Across much of England, another rhythm has been provided by the ecosystem of county and regional antiquarian, historical and publishing societies, bringing together a rich coalition of scholars with particular enthusiasm and expertise, as well as considerable resources to devote to particular aspects of the past. Interactions between these societies and the university-based academic historical community has at times been complex, but it is evident each has reinforced the other from at least the 1920s. In particular, the prevalence of strong regional and local study, especially around administrative and cultural identities which had contemporary resonance, is a significant feature of twentieth-century English historical scholarship. That pattern of historical development, probably because of the immediate influence of a local university department, has not been apparent in the Island until recently.

The Island has not therefore been part of the rhythm of historiographical debate that has been so powerfully influential on elements of the period in question in these volumes for over a century. It is hard, if not impossible, to find reference to the Island in ebb and flow of debate around the crisis of the English political system in the fifteenth century which manifested itself most dramatically in the ‘Wars of the Roses’. There is virtually no mention of the Isle of Man in the at times all-consuming exchanges over modernisation of governmental machinery, social change, and religious transformation which have made the sixteenth century often so central to English academic debate. Nor is there in the even more prominent arguments over Civil War and Revolution, against the background of social and cultural change in the seventeenth century.7 Eighteenth-century controversies about economic and social change show still less interest in the Isle of Man. There has been, for example, little sign of the reverberations since the 1960s of the way historians of English local society built a view of local society from understanding of gentry elites, in work pioneered by Alan Everitt in the 1950s, with implications for interpretations of national social and political change over the early modern period.8 The same might be said of Irish and Scottish historiography. There has been little interest in the Island for Scottish historians, even those writing on the later medieval period when some continuing diplomatic and military impact might have stimulated their interest. Nor has Irish historiography paid heed to the Island, across a century in which it has adjusted to the challenges of nationalist agendas in a newly independent state.

The one partial exception to this rule has been as a result of the influence of the so-called ‘New British History’ originating in the 1970s and gaining traction in the 1980s, which stimulated a renewed interest in Irish, Scottish and Welsh histories and their interactions with English histories, and to a much more limited extent brought attention to other national and sub-national communities. Seminal texts in that historiography, such as the manifesto which launched it in the 1970s, John Pocock’s ‘British History: A Plea for a New Subject’, or Hugh Kearney’s British Isles: A History of Four Nations of 1989, argued that the interdependencies of each history needed to be recognised.9 This was most prominently taken forward by historians working on the civil conflicts usually referred to as the English Civil War, which were radically reimagined as the ‘War of the Three Kingdoms’ at the heart of a set of political, religious, social and cultural developments in which England, Ireland, Scotland and Wales were intricately mutually enmeshed.10

It is, therefore, perhaps unsurprising that the most significant interest in the Island from academics working in the United Kingdom historiographical mainstream has been in seventeenth-century topics. There has been the work of Roger Dickinson on the Stanleys’ lordship and aspects of economy and society,11 as well as interventions from J.A. Sharpe working with Dickinson on the social history of the Island and especially aspects of crime and litigation.12 In similar areas, Ronald Hutton has investigated witch persecutions and belief in ‘Celtic’ societies and given prominence to Manx issues in doing so.13

Other sources of stimulation for historical study have come less directly, and perhaps most importantly from the continuing impact of linguistic study, bringing insights into the culture and history around the Manx language – most notably in the work of Robert L. Thomson – and from the activity of architectural historians exploring the physical heritage of the period, elucidating the remains of fortifications and other sites.14 There have also been the insights arising from the quickening pace of constitutional reform across these islands since the 1990s, such as the work of Peter Edge, initially with a particular interest in the developing role of the bishop and his officers in the Island’s government.15

That said, it is not surprising that the historiography of the Isle of Man is still characterised by the influence, to a remarkable degree given its longevity, of A.W. Moore’s History of the Isle of Man, published in 1900.16 Moore’s work surpassed its predecessors in its range and grasp of evidence, and in the command with which it was expressed as a manifesto for the author’s nationalist vision. Perhaps the most important of these earlier works was Joseph Train’s 1845 volume, An Historical and Statistical Account of the Isle of Man, from the Earliest Times to the Present Date: With a View of its Ancient Laws, Peculiar Customs, and Popular Superstitions, which was locally published by M.A. Quiggin.17 Train’s antiquarian endeavours had been highly influential, colouring the work of Walter Scott in particular. From his base in the Scottish south-west, he supplied Scott with information that underpins his thinking, for example in the Waverley novels. That said, Train had little or no access to the English and British government records used by Moore, and he lacked Moore’s training in the historical method being refined in the latter part of the nineteenth century.

Moore brought to his work the combination of an English classical education with an unchallengeably pure Manx lineage of which he was very conscious. He had been to Rugby and then Trinity College Cambridge, graduating BA in 1877 and MA in 1880. There he took a first in the historical tripos in 1875, in the first few years of its existence.18 Moore’s father was a Member of the House of Keys, and he could claim descent from the Christians of Milntown and from William Christian, Illiam Dhone, through both his father and his mother. Moore’s focus was on the Norse and Celtic influences on the Island: he was a powerful connection between the native-speaking element of the movement for Manx studies and the more elite and scholarly antiquarians who were grouped in the Isle of Man Natural History and Antiquarian Society, the Manx Society for the Publication of Historical Documents, and the Fine Arts and Industrial Guild. He was an adult learner of Manx, at a time when this was not fashionable, and aligned himself with linguistic nationalism in Wales, promoting the eisteddfod movement and the creation of the Manx Language Society, in 1899.19 This focus showed itself in his publications and in the History: those that appeared in the years before the history were The Surnames and Place-Names of the Isle of Man (1890), Folk-Lore of the Isle of Man (1891), Manx Carols (1891), The Diocese of Sodor and Man (1893), and Manx Ballads and Music (1896). Moore was also a staunch advocate of the rights of the House of Keys, as its speaker from 1898 until his death, and of Manx home rule.

Moore benefitted from, although he was often also critical of, a developing local antiquarian and historical culture. The Island was not far out of step with developments in the north of England, Scotland, Wales and Ireland in these respects. With antiquarian societies established in Scotland in 1780, and in the north-east of England at Newcastle in 1813 (the first such provincial organisation in England),20 the second quarter of the nineteenth century saw the first publication societies being formed, specifically focused on making historical material available to their members and a wider readership. Again the north of England was notable in its precocity in this field, with the Surtees Society created in 1834 (focused on the ancient Northumbria, principally Northumberland and Durham), before the nationally oriented and London-based Camden Society of 1838, and the North Western Chetham Society followed in 1843. Welsh interests were served by the foundation of the Cambrian Archaeological Association in 1846, and in Kilkenny in 1849 what was eventually to become the Royal Society of Antiquaries of Ireland was established. In the following years in the North of England there sprang up the Historic Society of Lancashire and Cheshire in 1848, what was to be the Yorkshire Archaeological Society, originally in Huddersfield in 1863, and the Cumberland and Westmorland Antiquarian and Archaeological Society, founded in 1866. In the midst of this development, what was initially intended to be called The Manx Publication Society was founded in 1858, to publish all the ‘valuable and scarce Books, or Parts of Books, relative to the History and Antiquities, the Religion and Laws, the Charities and Education, the Fishery and Agriculture, the Interests and Rights of the Isle of Man’. The Manx Society for Publication of National Documents of the Isle of Man, as it was in fact titled, began publications with a volume for 1858–9, An Account of the Isle of Man by William Sacheverell; and after maintaining a pattern of approximately one volume per year, issued its thirty-second and thirty-third – and final – volumes in 1895, its edition of the Prayer Book in Manx Gaelic.21 Many of those volumes were of particular relevance to the late medieval and early modern periods, and provided Moore with materials for his History.

A.W. Moore was critical of the Society in 1886 for its failure to fulfil many of the objectives set out in its original manifesto, including for example the publication of records from English government sources and many of the surviving materials in the Manx language.22 A year before, he had begun the Manx Note Book: A Quarterly Journal of Matters Past and Present Connected with the Isle of Man, a venture in which he was supported by the lieutenant governor, Spencer Walpole; but it was an expensive publication, and it closed after just twelve issues, in October 1887. Walpole himself was a historian and strong supporter of the agenda, enthused by the idea of ‘[f]ifty thousand people, still retaining their old laws and their old customs, in the centre of the United Kingdom’.23

The Manx Society may not have continued with its original mission to publish historical documentary material, but it did continue to support historical scholarship, for example publishing the results of J.J. Kneen’s work on Island place-names in the 1920s.24 Still, the Isle of Man Natural History and Antiquarian Society was the main vehicle for the development of historical study within the Island. It was founded in 1879 by a small group led by P.M.C. Kermode, the highly influential local scholar who emerged from a strongly committed antiquarian background to lead work, particularly in archaeology, publishing from his twenties and beginning a series of excavations in his thirties, in the 1890s. The Society’s publications enabled the dissemination of scholarship. These took the form of the Transactions from 1879 to 1882, Yn Lioar Manninagh (the Manx Book) from 1880 to 1906, and the Proceedings from 1906. Although the latter has experienced interruptions to its pattern of publication, for example from 1915 to 1922, it soon took on greater importance. Given that the Manx Society had stopped its series of record publications, the Antiquarian Society Proceedings, which had initially primarily represented accounts of meetings and excursions and summaries of the society’s finances, started to present the written version of papers delivered to meetings of the Society. Kermode’s strong influence was evident here, especially his prime interest as an archaeologist in the early Christian and Viking age funerary sculpture of the Island.25

The Manx Museum was envisaged in the first Manx Museum and Ancient Monuments Act of 1886 (which commenced protection of the Island’s monuments). A museum, library and art gallery was eventually established in 1922, with P.M.C. Kermode as its first director.26 The Museum added to the range of media supporting scholarly outputs on the Island’s history when it initiated a Journal in December 1924, at first quarterly, and then semiannually from 1940 with interruption due to the war, until it ceased publication in 1980.

If anything, therefore, at a time when mainstream English, Scottish, Welsh and Irish historiographies were overlooking Manx history, Moore and his fellows established a dominance which was secured through a flowering of local antiquarian efforts that lasted until the second half of the twentieth century, and which consolidated the character they gave to the Island’s story. As John Belchem has described, the late nineteenth century saw a gaelicisation of the Island’s culture through the efforts of poets and novelists like Christopher Shimmin, T.E. Brown, and Thomas H. Hall Caine, and artists like Archibald Knox – and the history of A.W. Moore was part of this same tendency.27 There was a potential contest between the Islanders as sons of Orry (Godred Crovan), as Vikings representative of the Scandinavian diaspora and connected across other parts of the Irish Sea, including to parts of England – or sons of Manannan, primarily looking to Ireland. Moore’s essentially racialist and linguistic agenda became more and more clear through his life: by his final years he could proclaim ‘Though Man now looks eastwards, rather than westwards, it has a remaining bond that still links it closely to Ireland, a bond that can never be broken – the bond of race’.28 That determination to insist on Celtic and Irish origins perhaps most famously manifested in the work of Kermode and Taylor on the runic crosses of the Island, which they insisted were essentially Celtic in nature, in the face of scholarly criticism asserting their Scandinavian nature – but it has run through much of the legacy of Manx domestic nationalist historiography since the late nineteenth century.29

Moore established a trajectory of Manx history, from a period of subjection to an independent and even dominant lordship of the isles often centred in the Isle of Man which was terminated in the thirteenth century, succeeded by a period of chaos (a ‘dismal period of Manx history, during which the unfortunate Island changed its rulers so often that they could have taken but little interest in it’),30 into which intruded English conquest and control. That control became more and more invasive, reducing remaining elements of island distinctiveness – notably prompted by external change such as the Hundred Years War and the Reformation. This is a narrative which is not unlike the narrative of colonial suppression with which Moore might have been familiar in his reading on Ireland. Yet in some ways it was even more disappointing for a nationalist like him, for it appeared to lack any signs of resistance or even of spectacular and shocking oppression. John Belchem has identified the disappointment of members of the artistic community in the Isle of Man early in the twentieth century, such as T.E. Brown who felt the Island had been in a ‘football position, … kicked about’, and lamented the lack of ‘a crowning woe like the ’45!’.31 For Moore, this passive victimhood was briefly interrupted by the events of the Civil War of the seventeenth century, in which he saw the prominence of Edward Christian from the 1620s to his attempts to force changes to government in the 1640s, and even more the Illiam Dhone rebellion of 1651 as examples of the emergence of nascent Manx national influence.32 Thereafter the century and a half until the end of the period covered by this volume he characterised, typically, as ones of ‘mediaeval’ corruption and decline, with national character suppressed and English influence growing but increasingly distant, venal and exploitative.33

Such has been Moore’s dominance of the historiography that the main systematic coverage of the late medieval and early modern periods in the Island subsequently is to be found in just one work, that by R.H. Kinvig. Although he practised as a geographer, eventually becoming head of the department at Birmingham University, Kinvig trained as historian, and had a particular interest in the Atlantic World.34 Kinvig’s history was first published under the auspices of the Manx Society by Oxford University Press in 1944; a second edition appeared, through Liverpool University Press, in 1950, and a third, completely revised but from the same publisher, in 1975 after Kinvig’s death. Kinvig’s coverage of the period between 1400 and 1830 is, however, relatively brief and largely follows the narrative established by Moore. It is a further sign of Moore’s dominance that during these decades, through the 1940s to the 1970s, effectively the only other scholarly work published relating to the Island in the late medieval and early modern periods through conventional British scholarly historical media was Anne Ashley’s on the church.35

The influence of Moore’s approach explains the relative lack of further research in most of the period covered by this volume. This neglect has been particularly pronounced for the fifteenth century, perhaps because it is expected to hold little but the aftermath of the chaos of the preceding period, and the dimly perceived beginnings of an English and Stanley dominance. But it also applies across other aspects of historiography, perhaps because of the understanding which Moore and scholars and activists around him had of the Manx nation and culture they had inherited. Some gaps in the historiography may arise from their embarrassment at the apparent lack of a Manx national tradition in these areas. At the first Pan-Celtic Congress in Dublin in 1901, it was noted with unease that there was no Manx national sport, no Manx national dress and no Manx national instrument; and although folk dance was later studied, this was a very late interest for such a nationalist movement.36 As a result, it is perhaps understandable that there has been little interest in many aspects of social history in the Island, at least until recently, and especially by comparison to the situation in Ireland, Wales and Scotland.

This is not to say that there has been no wider engagement with historiographical discourse, but it has been relatively limited. The involvement of the University of Liverpool in the Island has stimulated some more traditionally structured academic studies. The prime focus has been around marine biology and the research station at Port Erin, which was formally linked to Liverpool from 1919 until its closure in 2006.37 Structured engagement in humanities disciplines was more limited, until the University created a Centre for Manx Studies in 1992, focused on study of the Isle of Man, the Manx language, and Manx culture and history. It has supported, for example, the supervision of important theses on relevant topics.38 The Centre was based in the Island until 2015, when it relocated to the main Liverpool campus and the Department of Archaeology, Classics and Egyptology, of which it had always been part.

It is this situation which the present volume occupies: and it is one both of challenge and opportunity. Unlike most histories of this type, it does not engage with an immediate and densely-argued historiography through which issues have been debated and as a result of which the accessibility and problems of sources have been explored for decades. To set against this, the contributors to the volume have approached their topics from a variety of perspectives. Some have primarily been formed in the local traditions of scholarship which are described here; others in work elsewhere but via historiographies, especially the new British history, which encourage the interpretation of one political, religious, social, and cultural community in the context of others across these islands. There is no doubt that more often than would be desirable the result is the mapping of a field of study which others will take forward with greater rewards; but those involved can at least aspire to make this possible in ways which for a century have not been imagined.
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1 The Fifteenth Century

TIM THORNTON


For many historians, the fifteenth century has been seen as witnessing significantly new departures in the history of the Isle of Man. Previously, they would argue, the situation in the Irish Sea was rather chaotic, with confused succession to control over the Island and considerable influence on the part of the Scots at least possible if not de facto. Now as the fifteenth century progressed, it has been suggested, the situation became more stable, and in a ‘better epoch’ the Island became more clearly subject to English influence. At the very least, there has been seen to be a more stable succession to the lordship, through the persons of the Stanleys, and a change in the nature of the rivalry between England and Scotland, with more stability in Scotland leading to a more fixed stand-off between the two kingdoms.1 Yet this is deceptive: here it will be argued that there are good grounds to question the stability of succession, or at least its applicability in the Isle of Man; and it will also be argued that the Scots were more confident and still assertive in their approach to the Isle of Man, while the English themselves continued to see the Island as Scottish. Internally, the fifteenth century witnessed not subjection to English ways but the consolidation of traditional Manx political and legal structures.

It is important initially to consider the evidence we have for growing stability and Anglicisation. There is a case to be made that during the fifteenth century the focus of English royal foreign policy shifted very clearly to France, with Henry V’s novel interest in Normandy and then, as circumstances allowed, in the French throne. Henry IV’s demonstration against Scotland in 1400, dictated as it was by the circumstances of his own succession, had no significant successors for many decades. Scotland essentially became an adjunct to the French question in English royal policy, and the need to defend against potential French interference the most pressing need. There was no replay of late-thirteenth-century attempts at conquest, or fourteenth-century occupations of the lowlands.

In Scotland the influence of Robert, duke of Albany, Robert II’s second son by Elizabeth Mure, during his second period as governor for Robert III, until the latter’s death in 1406 and thereafter while James I was in captivity in England, ensured an absence of large-scale active hostilities between England and Scotland. It was only in 1424 that James returned to his kingdom and, having built up his power at the expense of the nobility who had dominated during his absence, moved to resume hostilities with England in 1436 – only to be killed early in 1437. Again a minority followed, with James II only able to assert himself in 1452. Overthrowing the Douglases and the earl of Crawford, James was in a position in the 1450s to intervene as England subsided into civil conflict. James’ death, however, blown to pieces by one of his own cannon before Roxburgh, meant a further minority, and James III was himself killed by rebels acting in the name of his own son, James IV, in 1488. As this argument goes, while accounts of Scottish internal dissention and royal weakness may have been exaggerated, the capacity of the Scottish Crown to benefit from, first, English preoccupation with France and, then, civil war, was very limited. In this context, Isle of Man was perhaps to be allowed a period of relative stability, and one in which the influence of English lordship might play a consolidating and anglicising role.
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Fig. 1.1 The Isle of Man in the Irish Sea world.



Greater stability might also have been found in the achievement of continuity of lordship in the shape of the Stanley family. This has often been viewed primarily through the prism of the royal household and court. Sir John Stanley’s successful service to the Crown meant he was able to rise above his origins as a younger son of the Stanley of Storeton family in Cheshire and become established as an important gentleman in Lancashire.2 Sir John had acquired Lathom in that county following a fortunate marriage to Isabella, the heiress of the Lathom family, about 1385. He died in 1414, and his son John consolidated Stanley of Lathom power in Cheshire, Lancashire and the Isle of Man.3 John died in 1437, but his son Thomas was by then well established at the Lancastrian court, with all its opportunities for further enrichment. In 1439 he became controller of the royal household.4 The Island played a role very directly in court politics when, from 1446 to 1449, it served as prison for Eleanor Cobham, duchess of Gloucester.5 Thomas was created a baron in 1456, but died in 1459.6 His successor, Thomas, second lord Stanley, prospered under the new Yorkist regime and was created earl of Derby by Henry VII.7

Yet the conventional narrative of Stanley success on an English stage omits an important dimension relevant to their lordship of Man. Sir John Stanley was no stranger to the Irish Sea. He had been deputy to Robert de Vere, duke of Ireland, in 1386, becoming justiciar from 1389 to 1391. In 1393 he dealt with the Cheshire rebellion, in part, by recruiting participants to serve in Ireland, and he was a vital part of Richard II’s Irish expedition of 1394–95. He returned to Ireland with Richard in 1399. Sir John was familiar with the wider Irish Sea province, therefore, when he received the lordship of Man in 1405, and on 8 June 1413 he was again made lieutenant of Ireland, in place of Thomas, duke of Clarence. On 19 June 1413 orders were sent to the mayors of Liverpool and Lancaster to ship 1,000 horses for him from ports in Lancashire and Cheshire. He sailed from Chester in September, and, soon after landing, held a parliament at Dublin in November, but died in the January of the following year.8 Michael Bennett has pointed out that Thomas I, during his father’s lifetime, was resident at Liverpool in 1425 and himself became lieutenant of Ireland, for a term of six years, from January 1431. From 1434 to 1439, the Isle of Man played a role in this connection as prison to Niall Garbh Ó Domhanaill, captured after a descent on Meath.9 The Stanley family were closely involved, in particular, in the vitally important diplomacy which saw the Yorkist interest in Ireland and its diplomatic initiatives in Scotland combined with powerful effect in 1460–61, across the northern Irish Sea. John Stanley was a member of the group empowered to deal with John, earl of Ross, Lord of the Isles, and Donald Balloch (Dòmhnall Ballach), the Clan Donald military leader, in June 1461, and the following month he had expenses with others to go to Ireland, at a time when one of his colleagues, Sir William Welles, was made Chancellor there.10

On the shores of the Irish Sea, to the south of the Isle of Man, Thomas was chamberlain and justice of North Wales, from 1439 and 1443 respectively, and in the latter year was granted the castle and lordship of Mold and Moldsdale. When the duke of York sought to return from Ireland in 1450, Thomas and his men in North Wales attempted to stop him.11 Born about 1433, Thomas’s son Thomas first made a significant impact on the record, in his early twenties, in a raid on Kirkcudbright in 1457 motivated by a desire for revenge for an attack on the Isle of Man itself, to which we will return.

If, then, the role of the Stanleys in the Isle of Man was more than simply its subordination to a family of court magnates, it is also the case that the Irish Sea context continued to be shaped by instability in Anglo-Scottish relationships to a greater extent than often acknowledged.12 During the first half of the fifteenth century there were seven major Scottish incursions across the border, and the relationship between Scotland and England remained complex and potentially unsettled, affecting the context for Manx government and politics. Henry IV’s 1400 expedition to Scotland, although seen as futile and pointless by some, can rather be understood as an assertion of royal authority directly in the face of Percy power, and harking back to Plantagenet themes in claiming homage from the Scots and making war on them.13 After only a brief period of truce, massive Scottish attacks were defeated in September 1402 at Homildon Hill near Wooler in Northumberland.14 The Percy rebellion, added to rebellion in Wales, soon after disrupted the Marches and the Irish Sea. The revolt of Owain Glyn Dŵr raised the spectre of Scottish intervention throughout the Irish Sea: the Scots took Bardsey briefly in 1401, and when Stephen Scrope, deputy in Ireland to Thomas of Clarence, launched a raid from Dublin in 1405, it took him via Galloway to North Wales, where he struck a crucial blow at the rebels in Anglesey.15 The final foray of the exiled first earl of Northumberland into England, in 1408, ended at Bramham Moor near Tadcaster; but even after his death elements from Redesdale and Tynedale raided in the name of the Percies.16 At the end of the decade, the threat and even the reality of Scottish raiding was evident in Anglesey, indicating continued movement through the region with relative impunity.17

At the start of Henry V’s reign, truce with Scotland had until Easter 1418 to run, and negotiations were allowed to proceed.18 Still, in 1413 parliament exempted the northern counties including Cumberland from payment, as had been the case for the last dozen years, on account of the invasions of the Scots and the burning and plundering of Alnwick, Berwick and Warkworth; in 1414 Westmorland was also exempted.19 In 1415 a Scottish force struck at Glendale and another was defeated by Ralph Neville, earl of Westmorland and Robert Umfraville at Yeavering; Penrith was burned, and Dumfries suffered a similar fate.20 In 1417, the Scots took advantage of Henry’s French expedition, with Archibald, fourth earl of Douglas attacking Roxburgh and Albany Berwick. A speedy response by the duke of Exeter and Archbishop Bowet repulsed the Scots, and for the next two years Robert Umfraville harried Hawick, Selkirk, Jedburgh, and Ettrickdale, Lauderdale and Teviotdale were at his mercy.21 In 1419 and 1420, however, Douglas conducted further, more minor, raids.22 Also in 1417, a raid on the coast of Merioneth was expected in conjunction with the embers of Welsh resistance, indicating the extent of Scottish influence throughout the Irish Sea.23

Although the English had hoped that the marriage of James I to Joan Beaufort and his return to Scotland in 1424 would secure the peace in the long term, this did not in fact work out as planned, and in 1436 war broke out, almost certainly leading to raiding of the Island. The war was ended by the sudden murder of James in February of the following year, leaving his young son, aged six, on the throne.24 The subsequent years, however, saw increasing Scottish aggression, with a major impact on the Western March, including on Carlisle and Appleby.25 By the late 1440s, the French saw less reason to restrain their Scottish allies; the truce expired in 1447. In October 1448 an English force under Thomas Percy, son of the earl of Northumberland was defeated at Lochmabenstone near the mouth of the River Sark in the Western March; his son Henry, Lord Poynings was captured. In February 1449, the bishop and canons of Carlisle complained of destruction wrought by the Scots. On 4 April 1449 a parliamentary half-subsidy was partially allocated to the Scottish border, and in May there were raids by the English on Dunbar (and later, possibly, Dumfries), and by the Scots on Alnwick and Warkworth, before the war ended with a further truce from August 1449, made indefinite at Durham on 15 November.26 The immediate threat of further major warfare between the Crowns may have been deflected, but the instability of the northern Irish Sea was increased when in February 1452 James II murdered his enemy William, eighth earl of Douglas, on whose powerbase he had been moving while Douglas was away on pilgrimage from 1450. The earl’s son fled to England amid open revolt by Douglas followers in the southwest, basing themselves at Carlisle.27 In a final blaze of violence in 1455, the Douglas’ rebellion was destroyed, and James laid siege to Threave in Kirkudbrightshire, their Island stronghold in the Dee near Castle Douglas; local administration in the English borders was seriously disrupted.28

The Scots now took the offensive against the English, attacking Berwick in 1455, probably in June, though without success, and on 15 November 1455, on his achieving his majority, James II’s parliament revoked his earlier grants, attaching them to the Crown in the Act of Annexation, but exempting the recent investiture of his second son, Alexander, with the March wardenship and lordship of Man – thereby highlighting the Island’s place in his territorial ambitions.29 Although the Scottish historiography has seen these as instances of James’s inherently unbalanced policy, the king was clearly determined to seize Berwick and more from the English. James II then sent Lyon herald to London in May 1456 complaining of English attacks and declaring war, and by 16 May a rumour was current in England that King Henry VI himself ‘woll in to Scotland in all maner wyse of werre’.30 James wrote to Charles VII of France at the end of June dissuading him from making peace with England.31

English politics was becoming more confused during these years, but the main opponent to those around Henry at his court, Richard, duke of York, seems to have been interested in claims of English overlordship over Scotland from at least 1449 and reacted aggressively to Scottish policy.32 He took the leading role in the regime after his supporters’ victory at St Alban’s in May 1455, until his influence was displaced early the following year, but was as forceful in responding to Scottish actions after he was removed from the protectorate in February 1456 as he had been while in office, for example in July writing on Henry VI’s behalf to rebuke James for his aggressive acts. He then went north, and from Durham again wrote to James. During August, James led a raid into north Northumberland, reaching as far as twenty miles south of the Tweed. James was also meddling in English civil discontents, apparently promising York that he would help him gain the English throne.33 A further Scottish attack on Berwick in February 1457 failed, and there was, then, a two-year truce from June 1457, partly at least due to James’s recognition of the costs of war and to the diminished influence of the aggressive York.34 The degree to which tension on the northern Irish Sea had a momentum of its own, however, is evident from the fact that this period saw Man and Galloway involved in the raid and counter-raid of 1456–57, to which we shall return.35

Such peace as there was did not last for long; again the Western March was a key focus of conflict. 36 James II besieged Roxburgh in 1460; although he was killed there it was taken, and his widow, Mary of Guelders, by 25 April 1461 had agreed to support the defeated Lancastrians, in return for a promise of Berwick. This had an impact on the Western March, for the results included, early in the following month, a raid on Carlisle, which, although it was repulsed by John, Lord Montagu, caused alarm. During the winter of 1461–62, the Lancastrian loyalist Humphrey, Lord Dacre of Gilsland, was able to re-establish himself at his castle of Naworth, just to the east of Carlisle, holding it until the summer of 1462.37 While the new king Edward IV himself campaigned in the English north-east in the following winter, he used James, the ninth earl of Douglas to destabilise the Scottish Western March, and his successful negotiations with the French left Bishop Kennedy and his pro-Lancastrian allies with little alternative but to make a truce, which was reached on 9 December 1463 at York.38 This peace was soon jeopardised by the Lancastrian rebellions (which included the seizure of Norham and Skipton-in-Craven) in the north in 1464, but a fifteen-year truce was signed on 1 June.39

Thereafter, although Scotland was a resort for Lancastrians in the aftermath of Barnet in 1471, James III did not support the Lancastrian earl of Oxford in his campaigns of 1473.40 Indeed, in spite of Louis XI’s encouragements to war, motivated by a desire to keep Edward from invading France, by September 1473 James III was seriously considering a marriage alliance between his new-born son and Cecily, Edward’s third daughter. In October the marriage treaty and a truce, intended to last until 1519, were finalised.41 It was only in 1479–80 that this peace broke down, when Scottish provocation, encouraged by France, met with a determined English response, initially including the use of the exiled earl of Douglas as irritant but from 1482 with a useful figurehead claimant to the Scottish throne in the person of Alexander, duke of Albany, James III’s brother.42 Hostilities on land and sea included, in the spring of 1482, a raid by Richard, duke of Gloucester on the Scottish south-west, in which Dumfries and other towns were ‘brent’.43 Even though the main campaign of 1482 focused on Berwickshire and Roxburghshire, and the capture of Berwick, the Scottish south-west was also affected (suffering famine) and Man potentially an issue.44 Amidst signs of indecision, Edward’s regime again prepared for war in 1483, this time with a commitment from Albany to restore Douglas to his estates. At the same time, Gloucester received a grant in the January 1483 parliament of control over any lands conquered north of the Western March.45 But early in the new year James III recovered his authority and threw off the control of Albany, forcing him to make peace and acknowledge his treason, until, turning traitor again, he returned to England, giving them control of Dunbar on the way.46

Once Gloucester became king as Richard III, he found no reason to continue the support for Albany, and in spite of an invasion of Scotland by Albany and James, earl of Douglas, which was defeated in July 1484 at Lochmaben, in September 1484 a truce was concluded.47 Then, after Richard’s fall, through a brief flirtation with Perkin Warbeck and French encouragement in 1491–92, and again in 1495–96, James IV’s reign saw further, more limited potential to disturb the peace on the border.48

With its Stanley lords thoroughly immersed in the affairs of the Irish Sea, and with periodic instability affecting Anglo-Scottish relations in the Western March and beyond, fifteenth-century Man should be seen in the context of interactions between England, Ireland and Scotland. It is, in fact, arguable that the Island continued to be perceived primarily in terms of its associations with Scotland.49 People in the late middle ages had a clear sense of the topography of the British Isles and its political implications within which Man was seen as associated with, if not actually part of, Scotland. If by 1200 the idea of a geographical kingdom of Scotland was generally accepted, this ideal extended further than the actual power of the Scottish monarch.50 These topographical assumptions were based on the ideas of classical authors, especially Pliny; he and others such as Orosius developed the concept of Man placed between Ireland and Britain.51 Bede restricted himself to formulae he found in Orosius, but Gildas and Nennius began a tradition of listing three main islands in association with Britain – Wight, Anglesey, and Man, linking them respectively to the three constituent elements of the island, England, Wales, and Scotland.52

This tradition continued in spite of the Scottish king’s loss of control over the Island. English opinion continued to see Man as Scottish in character. The language and culture of the Manx, clearly distinct from English manners, were linked through the Goidelic family of tongues to Scotland. The hugely influential Ranulph Higden brought the tradition of three islands of Britain and their associations into the fourteenth century.53 Higden referred to the Island as lying between Irish Ulster and Scottish Galloway, with no reference to England. He added Gerald of Wales’s story of the resolution of the dispute as to whether Man was Irish or British by the survival of snakes brought there.54 The survival of the snakes, therefore, did not imply Englishness but Scottishness. For Higden, the Isle of Man was a place where spirits and the supernatural were present in a way that was never apparent in his perception of England: an island where women could capture the wind in knotted string for seafarers and where the inhabitants could see the dead and understand the means of their death.55 The Eulogium Historiarum, produced at Malmesbury during the 1360s, followed Polychronicon in making Man lie ‘inter Hiberniam et Scociam in umbilico maris’.56 We see similar traditions in William Worcestre’s account of Britain, which described the three large islands off the British coast as Wight, looking towards Brittany, Orkney, beyond the Picts, and Man ‘set in the midst of the sea between Ireland and Britain’. Elsewhere, inspired by Gerald of Wales, he described Man as lying ‘between Ireland and Scotland’, or, more precisely, ‘poised half way between Ireland on the side of Ulster and Galloway in Scotland’. Only when Worcestre’s informant was an Irishman trading to England, Bartholomew Rossynell of Dublin, did the location of the Isle of Man become ‘between Ireland and England’.57 John Hardyng, preoccupied with the English claim to overlordship over Scotland and seeking a patron who would pursue it, added Man into a list of Arthurian conquests originating with Geoffrey of Monmouth and placed it immediately before Orkney.58 This tradition of the Scottishness of Man was such that it was taken up by foreign visitors, appearing, for example, in the account by the Venetian Andrea Trevisano in about 1500, in which he refers to Man as Scottish.59

This was significant for two reasons. It meant, first, that in England the Isle of Man was always seen as part of the Scottish Crown, and second, that, as an island, relatively little attention was paid to resolving the dilemmas this might have raised.

In Scotland itself in the fifteenth century views of Man’s position were clear and confirmed those held in England. Bower’s Scotichronicon, written in the first half of the 1440s, shows a strong identification of Man with Scotland. Bower describes how Scotland had possessed more than one hundred islands from antiquity (Habent aciam Scoti multas insulas numero centum vel eo amplius per eos ab antiquis). Amongst these were some known as royal islands (dicuntur et sunt insule regales), the third of which was the Isle of Man. The island was therefore listed, without differentiation, alongside Iona and Bute, Islay, Tiree, and Lewis.60 A subsequent listing of islands described how the see of Sodor was placed in the Isle of Man and how the Scots were entitled to ten war galleys from the Island’s sub-king.61 The latter term, indicating subjection to the Scottish monarchy, is used, for example, in reference to 1235, when Thomas, son of Alan, lord of Galloway, was described by Bower as being betrothed to the daughter of the sub-king of Man.62 Although Scottish writers were clear on the transmission of overlordship over Man from Norway to Scotland at the end of the thirteenth century, and came to conceptualise a pattern of Scottish association with it as one of the most important amongst many neighbouring islands, in practice the Island appeared relatively little in their work in the later middle ages. Despite the role of the Bruce brothers in the Irish Sea province, the poems which immortalised their position in Scottish history did not mention their intervention in the Isle of Man.63 Man is absent from the later stages of Bower’s chronicle: mention is made of the plundering of Man by Sir William Douglas’s force in 1388, but this is only a passing reference and there is no indication of the Scottish claim to the Island.64 Thomas Randolph, although referred to as lord of Man in two passages, is far more frequently mentioned without his Manx title being used.65 As in England, therefore, if in a different way, the association with Scotland was uncontested and more often than not silently assumed.

These topographical ideas of late medieval writers, Scottish and English, are at odds with most historical writing in the last 150 years about the position of the Isle of Man in relation to England and to the formation of the Scottish realm in the fifteenth century. In this historiography, the fall of William Scrope and his royal master Richard II occurred on the eve of a new century, during which Man achieved greater stability through a stronger tie with the English Crown and the virtual exclusion of Scottish influence.66 Yet, as our examination of underlying topographical assumptions might suggest, the evidence indicates that we should not assimilate the fate of Man entirely with that of England. When the then lord, the earl of Northumberland, rebelled in 1405, the Island was not simply transferred to a new English lord. The order was given for the Island to be seized into the king’s hands on 3 June 1405, and William Stanley was on 4 October ordered to surrender the Island to his brother John, yet even then John was almost immediately required to agree to surrender the grant, and it was only on 6 April 1406 that Man was granted to him, on different terms.67 This delay of nearly a year may well have been in part due to the alliance between Henry IV and George Dunbar, earl of March, who might have been tempted by – and hoped for – a grant of the lordship of Man. 68 In the end, of course, Henry chose to rely on the less risky option of the Stanleys, as the likelihood of Dunbar’s return to the Scottish allegiance grew and then, more importantly, as the outlook for his policy towards Scotland was transformed. The final grant to John Stanley came two days after the death of Robert III and, more importantly, just three weeks after the capture of his heir, James I.

Even then, on the Scottish side this period saw the emergence of a major new force in the northern Irish Sea with an interest in the Isle of Man, the ‘Black’ Douglases, an interest which remained relevant for half a century. When George Dunbar returned to Scotland in 1409 he resigned to Archibald Douglas his claim to the lordship of Annandale, so often paired with that of Man.69 Nearly forty years earlier, Manx land had been included in a marriage agreement between George Dunbar’s sister Agnes and James Douglas.70 The claims of Archibald’s successors were far from uncomplicated, but James ‘the Gross’, seventh earl of Douglas, by the marriage of his son William to Margaret, heiress of Galloway (the sister of the sixth earl), had ensured that by the middle of the 1440s the Black Douglas lands had been all but reunified. The exceptions, apart from those in France, were Annandale and Man. In 1445 William, now eighth earl, agreed to assist Janet Lindsay, sister of David, earl of Crawford and widow of the murdered William, sixth earl of Douglas (victim of the ‘Black Dinner’ at Edinburgh Castle in 1439) to recover the lordship of Annandale which had lapsed to the Crown on her husband’s death. William’s interest in Annandale is explicit, and, by implication, the claim to the Isle of Man cannot have been far from the forefront of his mind. Even after the eighth earl’s return from Rome in the spring of 1451, and during a time of apparent reconciliation with the king, one sign of his continuing dissatisfaction and troublemaking was his relationship with the earl of Crawford and this included an interest in Annandale.71

The fears that led James II to murder William, eighth earl of Douglas, on 22 February 1451/52 may have been financial and centred on Galloway and Wigtown, therefore, but Annandale and Man represented the earl’s underlying ambition at the expense of the Crown in the Western March.72 William’s brother and heir, James the ninth earl, we will encounter below, after his flight to England in 1455, raiding Kirkcudbright in 1457 in company with the Stanleys after James of Scotland’s attack on the Isle of Man; but having been captured in 1484, he ended his life a prisoner in Lindores Abbey in 1491. The Douglas claim was therefore defunct by the end of the fifteenth century. This did not, however, mean the end of a potential Scottish noble claim to the Isle of Man. The lordship of Man was, as already discussed, granted by James II to his son Alexander, who was still using the title of Dominus Vallis Enandi et Mannie in 1479, and whose own son carried the potential claim through to the following century.73

There was a formalisation of the distinctive position of Man in the diplomatic agreements of the reigns of Henry V and VI, with the Stanleys as lords of Man specified as confederates of the English king.74 Furthermore, the century saw the Stanley lords’ assertive steps to secure Man against the renewed confidence of Scottish lordship in mid-century. The raid and counter-raid between Man and Kirkcudbright in the 1450s must be seen in the context of the continuing general belief in the Scottishness of Man and the independence of its English lord.75 As already noted, as part of a period of aggression against England more generally, on 15 November 1455, on achieving his majority, James II revoked his earlier grants while exempting the recent investiture of his second son, Alexander, with the lordship of the Isle of Man. Two things should be noted in this connection. First, the Scottish claim to the Isle of Man, although now being forcibly divorced from the aspirations of a noble dynasty, was not intended to be merged with the figure of the monarch, but to descend as part of the patrimony of the wider royal family.76 Second, the way in which the claim was contested was not determined simply and straightforwardly by the pattern of activity in the relationship between the English and Scottish kings.77 In 1456, a raid was launched against the Isle of Man from Kirkcudbright; the Scottish forces were eventually repulsed, with some loss, by Thomas Stanley himself, heir to the first lord (who was to die in February 1459). Then, in spite of a rapid move towards peace between the Crowns (with an Anglo-Scottish truce being signed on 20 June 1457, to last until 6 July 1459 on land and 28 July on sea), the Stanleys responded to the attack on the Isle of Man by destroying Kirkcudbright in 1457.78 This emphasised the Stanleys’ position as participants in the autonomous politics of the Irish Sea, a position confirmed by the specific grant they received on 20 January 1459 from the pope – beyond either Scotland or England – of a threat of excommunication against anyone invading Man.79 Further, the presence with Thomas Stanley during the counter-raid on Kirkcudbright of James, ninth earl of Douglas demonstrates the ways in which the Stanleys’ attack was a re-assertion of Douglas influence in the area in the face of Stewart royal intervention.80 To an extent this can be seen as supportive of the ultimate aims of English royal policy, even if outside the strict terms of their treaties, for the ninth earl, who came to England following the murder of his father, had been well received by Henry VI.81 On the other hand, this meant that, once again, the English king was in alliance with a Scottish claimant to the Isle of Man, and the possibility arises that in spite of their alliance in 1457, the Stanleys and the Douglases might eventually be at odds. If there was tension between the Stanleys and the party of Margaret of Anjou at the very end of the 1450s, it might have partly sprung from a fear that Douglas’s claim to the Island might be backed by the Lancastrian regime.82 Stanley sensitivity to such a possibility became much clearer in the early 1480s. Alexander, duke of Albany, brother to the ruling Scottish king James III, fled the kingdom in 1479 and, after a period in France, was contacted by Edward IV’s agents late in 1481. The alliance he made with the English in June 1482 provided for his surrender of Berwick within a fortnight of his attaining the Scottish capital. By the following spring, however, the agreement had been broadened to include a commitment to return to James, earl of Douglas the lands confiscated from his family. The absence of any direct reference to the Isle of Man in this treaty therefore implied either the return of the Douglases, or that Alexander’s lordship of the Island, originally granted by James II, might now be exercised by him with English rather than Scottish support.83 It should be noted that Stanley tradition portrayed the Berwick campaign of 1482–83 as involving threats to the Isle of Man from Scotland, directed against Thomas, Lord Stanley, then fighting on the Eastern Marches.84 If Richard of Gloucester’s relationship with the Stanley family worsened at this time, then their sensitivity over the lordship of Man might be to blame, not simply because the war in Scotland provoked direct Scottish threats of invasion but because Edward IV and his brother were indulging in diplomacy that might have jeopardised their lordship.85 Albany’s loyalties proved unreliable, but the grant to Gloucester of a palatinate in south-west Scotland, made in the parliament of January 1483, and the possibility of a pliant Scottish king suggested a completely new political scenario for the northern Irish Sea.86 The complex politics of this area may well have been one of the factors in the Stanleys’ minds as they helped make and unmake Richard’s kingship in the months from the spring of 1483 to August 1485.

In the fifteenth century, the Isle of Man therefore points up in particular the danger of seeing the politics of the Irish Sea province in terms of two coherent competing national blocs. The truth of the matter was that each was a shifting coalition of noblemen whose loyalties or alliances might shift regardless of the notional border. To understand the behaviour of a Douglas or a Stanley, we have to understand the possibility of loyalty to the English or Scottish king; and the position of the Isle of Man, as a piece of Scotland ruled by a lord autonomous of and yet dependent on the English king was both a justification and incitement to their activity.

The fifteenth century did, however, see the resolution of one territorial complication affecting the Island. This was the legacy of the surrender of Man, many years before, by the Norwegian monarchy. This manifested itself in an ongoing treaty relationship: under the treaty of 1266, the Isle of Man and the Western Isles were granted to the Scots by the Norwegians in return for a payment of 100 marks per annum. This was renewed in 1312 by Robert I, and as a result demands were made by the Norwegians for payment.87 Although the absence of James I in England seems to have led to a hiatus in payments, in 1426 the arrangement was confirmed by a treaty that renewed the agreements of 1266 and 1312.88 That this was fruitless, and the arrears continued to accumulate, did not remove the knowledge of the obligation involving Man and the Isles.89 In 1457, after repeated attempts to remind James II of his obligations, Christian of Denmark obtained the assistance of the French in an arbitration at Paris. In the autumn of 1459, Bishop James Kennedy suggested a marriage alliance between Danes and Scots, with the result that negotiations were commenced in Paris. The death of King James in August 1460 brought these to an inconclusive end, however, and it was only in the marriage alliance of 1468 between Christian I’s daughter Margaret and James III that the annual payment was finally remitted.90 Only then did Man become in a true sense the outright possession of the Scottish Crown, rather than an island that carried with it the burden of an annual rent of one hundred marks sterling, an expensive price on land largely out of Scottish control.

The loss of Man was also viewed with apparent indifference on occasion by Scottish kings for internal political reasons. The first of these was the relationship between the Scottish monarchy and the magnates of the western seaboard and the islands. The assertion of Scottish rights in the Isle of Man was potentially worrying and even provocative to noble allies of the Crown in the region.91 There might be a case for arguing that the re-assertion of Scottish rights in the Isle of Man was not in the interests of the Crown because of a realisation that such an action might potentially benefit noble families which would be strengthened in their opposition to the Crown, or whose ability to take offensive action against their noble rivals would be increased by the alteration to the balance of local power which would ensue. Local rivalries and divisions might provide the Crown with an opportunity to extend central influence; they might even compel it in the interests of general stability, as has been shown in the case of the lordship of the isles. But they might also act in the opposite direction, encouraging caution against the over-extension of central interests.

On the other hand, within the Island, the Stanley lordship did not see the eradication of difference. While the Stanley lords do not appear to have continued the precedent of William Scrope having achieved, albeit in limited form, recognition by elements of the English administration as ‘king’ of the Island, there are indications that they were happy to promote a sense of kingship in local and wider cultures.92 The internal administration of the Island emerges from its pre-documentary phase during this period, in particular with the survival of the records of Tynwald and the Keys. It is clear from these that from the earliest days of their lordship the Stanleys were using the customs and institutions of the Island, albeit undoubtedly in a shape which suited them, to reinforce their rule.

We see this in the forms used to confirm the Stanleys’ rule of the Island, as when John, son of Sir John, during his father’s lifetime visited the Island and the ‘Barrons of Man’ and ‘worthiest Men and Commons’ did fealty to him as heir apparent.93 John visited again, in 1417, now as lord in his own right, responding to a rebellion against the authority of the governor, John Litherland. Tynwald now acted as the forum for the confirmation of the verdicts against the rebels, and he appointed commissioners, in the shape of Thurstan de Tyldesley and Roger Haysnap, to bring the Island into orderly governance.94 Further sittings are recorded in 1422, when the lord again dealt with a challenge to his authority; in 1423; and in 1429.95

Through this means, John Stanley II presided over the first codification of the laws of the Island, through Tynwald attended by the deemsters and Keys in 1417 and 1422 at Reneurling (now Cronk Urleigh), as well as in an agreement between the lord’s commissioners and Keys in 1418, subsequent to his 1417 visit.
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