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ABSTRACT:
ENGLISH CASTLE GARRISONS IN THE ANGLO-SCOTTISH
WARS OF THE FOURTEENTH CENTURY

T'he military history of the castle has been dominated by architecturally based studies
whilst little attention has been paid to the men who manned them in time of war. The
aim of this thesis is to redress the balance by undertaking a detailed analysis of
medieval wartime garrisons by concentrating on those retained by the English Crown
during the Anglo-Scottish wars of the fourteenth century. During 1298-1314 and 1335-
42 major Scottish castles were occupied by English garrisons while 1314-23 saw
garrisons 1installed in the front-line castles of northern England and Roxburgh
remained garrisoned by English troops from 1346 right through into the fifteenth
century. Fortified garrison towns such as Berwick, Carlisle and Perth also plaved key
roles but as this study concentrates on castle garrisons these only enter the discussion
where they help illustrate a point or are integral to the aspect being illustrated.

To determine the role of the castle in warfare it is necessary to analyse the
operational activities of garrisons yet the latter can only be truly understood by
appreciating exactly what sort of an entity a castle garrison was. Only by
comprehending the nature of garrisons can their operational effectiveness be properly
addressed. This thesis therefore first details the infrastructure that underpinned these
garrisons before discussing their operational activities.

In terms of size the fourteenth century garrisons equate to the largest retained
by the English Crown during the entire medieval period. Their numbers do fluctuate 1n
response to the immediate state and pressure of warfare but each major Scottish castle
regularly had an approximate average of either eighty or 150 troops based within them
suggesting two approximate tiers of wartime manning were in operation. The overall
total of troops in garrison service, including those based within garrisoned towns, was
between 1,100 and 1,600 in the first halt of the century. The rapid reduction of
garrisons upon periods of truce or peace reflects the burdensome cost of retaining such
large forces.

A full range of medieval troop types was retained within these garrisons.
Bannerets and knights accounted for approximately 1% whereas men-at-arms formed
the mainstay throughout the century regularly accounting for between a third and a half
of each individual garrison. During the early years of the century foot-soldiers
represented between a half and two thirds of garrison troops but from 1314 they almost
completely disappear from wartime garrisons altogether and feature intermittently after
1335. They were replaced by mounted troops, the first being the hobelar and the
second the mounted archer, the latter accounting tor 67% ot the Roxburgh garrison in
1400. Clearly the latest troop types were immediately incorporated into garrisons and a
conscious effort was undertaken to make garrisons totally mobile forces.

Despite serving within the same castle garrison troops consisted of various
groups of men who frequently appear separately within financial accounts with the
personal retinue of the constable being the most striking individual group. This process
became more streamlined from mid-century when the Crown routinely recruited and
retained garrisons by concluding an indenture with each constable, a practice that first

occurred earlier in the century but only for short periods of time such as the winter
months. Later in the century indentures contained detailed stipulations which were

mostly financial in nature and made provision for specific difterences in time of peace
and of war.



~ All garrisons were paid by the Crown. Before the 1330s this was calculated on
an individual basis with troops being paid at the accepted wage rates relevant to their
status. Differences did occur, presumably due to variance in the costs of victuals at
different locations, although there was an attempt to cut all wages during the truce of
1302_. In the 1330s higher rates were allowed due to the necessity of war. Constables
received the money at specified dates throughout the year and lump sums were not
uncommon, usually being paid in relation to the constables’ role as sheriffs, which
prefigured the later lump sums paid out as necessitated by the indenture system.
Frequent non-payment of money by the Crown led to constables taking on the burden
and leaving the Crown with long-standing debts that it attempted to meet by various
means and which were still owed several years later. Yet despite the war castles had an
economic role and some continued to make money from their lands. Victualling was
equally as critical as the payment of wages. Indeed victuals were frequently paid in
lieu of wages. Berwick and Carlisle acted as supply bases and goods were shipped
north where possible. Various means of obtaining victuals were employed depending
upon the desperation of the situation and their impromptu seizure was not uncommon.
Non-arrival of money or victuals could severely jeopardise the continued existence of
garrisons.

The personal stature of the bannerets and knights who commanded the castle
garrisons varied throughout the century with periods of hard warfare marked by the
appointment of veteran commanders of national standing. Lulls saw men of a more
local stature installed while the Percy family also came to have a significant influence
over those who were appointed to Roxburgh from mid-century onwards. The type of
men appointed consequently reveals the importance the Crown attached to the
garrisons during various phases of the war. Surviving records also allow critical
glimpses of the men-at-arms who served within garrisons and 1t 1s clear that an
identifiable core of these men were engaged in long-term garrison service with
movement both between castles and within their own personal status being a feature of
this service. Protections from later in the century reveal that those serving within
garrisons came from throughout the country with the majonty from south of the Trent
while it is also evident that the geographical origins of the constable directly affected
the regional make up of the garrison.

In operational terms the defence of a castle by its garrison from within the
walls was the severest test 1t could face. Scottish attacks by both siege and assault were
meticulously planned and were especially eftective within the hostile territory of
Scotland. Garrisons could withstand these but that they frequently succumbed to them
illustrates that an isolated castle relied on the external support of the wider military
system to maintain its resistance with the lack of censure against constables who lost
their castles evidence that contemporaries also recognised this fact. The role of the
constable in guiding the defence and deciding when to enter into surrender
negotiations highlights the critical role he played when forced onto the defensive.
Beyond their walls garrisons undertook a wide-ranging spectrum of activities ranging
from short-range defensive forays to ambitious long-range strikes and were able to
launch these in co-operation with one another. Garrison troops also operated 1n
conjunction with English field-armies and when necessity dictated participated in
major battles. Communication both between garrisons and between garrisons and
higher commanders was an ongoing feature with messengers frequently paid for
carrying out such duties while the gathering and dissemination of intelligence was also
an incessant activity practiced by garrisons and their commanders, information being
gathered by means including spies, scouts and 1nformers. However i1t must be



remembered that although garrisons undertook a wide range of activities bevond their

walls these were encompassed within a clearly defined limit of what such a limited
sized force could be expected to either achieve or oppose.

In summary 1t 1s clear that the English Crown invested tremendous effort and
expense in maintaining these large garrisons as they were seen as essential for the
active prosecution of the war against Scotland. The heavily garrisoned castles were
meant to primarily operate aggressively. It is for this reason that they contained such
large numbers and seasoned troops and also underwent a drive to make them fully
mobile. In fact the castles and their garrisons were at their most vulnerable dunng
periods when England was forced into prolonged defensive warfare and actually came
into their own when England was strategically on the offensive. The study of the castle
building has overemphasised the defensive, largely passive, role of castles in warfare;

a study of their garrisons reveals that in the fourteenth century the English Crown
attempted to utilise the castle as an aggressive instrument of war.
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THE GARRISON AS AN ENTITY




[-J

INFRASTRUCTURE

The 1mportance of English garrisons in the fourteenth century Anglo-Scottish wars 1s
reflected in their size. Much that has been written about garrisons has been centred on
a study of the numbers involved and has stressed the extremely small number of
people necessary to run a castle during peacetime, a skeletal garrison that amounted to
little more than a domestic staff. This sense of a minimal garrison also existed in
Wales 1n the great castles built by Edward I and due to the incongruity of such small
numbers manning such large castles it is a noteworthy and often remarked feature of
the period. This does not mean that the size of wartime garrisons has been totally
neglected but for the majority of English castles they were never in a state of war in
this period and this in turn marks out the castles that became the backbone of the
English war against the Scots as particularly insightful into the size of wartime
garrisons.

As this thesis 1s a military study of garrisons it concentrates on those retained
within a garrison who were combatants, namely the knights, men-at-arms and foot-
soldiers and, as the period progressed, hobelars and mounted archers. In analysing the
numerical size of garrisons it 1s only these troops who contribute to the overall totals
despite there being a host of non-combatants alongside them within the garrison whose

varied roles supported and maintained both the soldiers and the castle.” The primary

' For the size of wartime garrisons see J.S. Moore, ‘Anglo-Norman Garrisons’, Anglo-Norman Studies
XXII, ed. C. Harper-Bill (Woodbridge, 2000), pp. 217-27; M. Prestwich, ‘The Garrisoning of English
Medieval Castles’, The Normans and their Adversaries at War, ed. RP. Abels, B.S. Bachrach
(Woodbnidge, 2001), pp. 186-90.

? See pp. 73-5. In fact these were effectively semi-combatants as in the event of a direct attack on the
castle they would no doubt have strenuously joined in its defence. Indeed anyone serving within a
frontline castle was a potential combatant whatever their role; their essential diftference to the
combatants lay in their primary role lying elsewhere and their consequent lack of equipment and

training.



role of these garrisons was military, they were a fighting force, and that
contemporaries treated them as such is evident in the almost total absence of any
reference to non-combatants in financial accounts and muster rolls, the very documents
which form the basis of any analysis of numbers. As in this study the size of a garrison
meant the number of fighting men contained within it. However the full picture should
be borne in mind as non-combatants could swell the actual size of a garrison
enormously as a rare survival from 1300 makes clear. On 28 February a return was
made of the personnel within the garrison of Edinburgh which amounted to a total of
154 troops; the rarity 1s that the return includes a list of the non-combatants as well
which more than doubled the overall size of the garrison to 347.° Whether such
numbers were commonplace, and 193 supporting staff does seem high, it is impossible
to say without a broader range of evidence, yet what 1s certain is that all the numbers
subsequently quoted would 1n actual fact be significantly higher than the troop total.
The importance of this lies more in i1ts implications for the greater demand their
presence made on wages and victuals than in a military sense.

An overview of the numbers within the garrison of Roxburgh throughout the
fourteenth century and within Edinburgh until its final loss in 1341 1llustrate that the
size of garrisons did not remain constant (figs. 1 and 2). The 154 strong garrison of
Edinburgh in early 1300 had been almost halved to 85 by November of the same year
and throughout 1301 and 1302 remained approximately the same size. It declined
markedly in 1303 and by the summer of 1304 stood at a lowly 33. By the next
recorded period of 1311/12 it reached its highest documented peak of 194 men. After
Edinburgh’s recapture in 1335 its garrison remained remarkably constant at around the

120 mark, rising slightly in the summer of 1339 but having suffered a notable decline

3 CDS, ii, no. 1132. Exceptional circumstances also swelled numbers such as the complete rebuilding of
Edinburgh in 1335/6 with 85 men specifically brought in for this, CDS, 111, app. 1v.



by the spring of 1341 when it fell once again to the Scots. Roxburgh traces a similar
pattern with substantial numbers at the start of the century, including an exceptionally
high 264 in 1300, the ensuing lowering to 31 in late 1302 no doubt due to the truce of
that year, followed by another decline after December 1303 which saw it reach a low
of a mere 27 men in May 1304 while a substantial 170 were present in 1311/12.
Interestingly it had dropped to 123 by 1313 which suggests it was declining from then
until its loss a year later as Edinburgh was similarly dropping before its loss in 1341,
In mid-century the numbers were again high although they did vary with the garrison
almost halved in October 1335 and having almost doubled again by June 1340.
Roxburgh also provides figures for the second half of the century with 55 men
considered enough in the decade after victory at Neville’s Cross, rising to a powerful
138 1n 1381/2 following renewed hostility with Scotland and culminating in the
massive 300 strong garrison of 1400.

Salient features can be drawn out from a comparison of the Edinburgh and
Roxburgh garrisons. In early 1300 both were extremely well-manned, a decline set in
during 1303 that brought them to a significant low in the spring/summer ot 1304 but
by 1311/12 they were once again heavily manned numbering in the high one hundreds.
Their recapture in the 1330s brought in strong garrisons totalling around the mid-one
hundreds which, except for a two year reduction in Roxburgh, remained relatively
constant until their loss in the early 1340s. Quite clearly these noticeable trends retlect
the nature of the war, the considerable fluctuation in numbers a reaction to the pressure
of war at that time. The peaks in 1300, 1311/12 and the 1330s muirror the hard and
intense warfare of these years. Similarly the decline and exceptional low of 1303/4
took place due to the apparent victory won by the English at that time and the belief

that the Scots had been conclusively beaten, a belief also prevalent when the rather



Figure 1: Numbers within the Edinburah Garrison.
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Flure 2: Numbers within the Roxburgh Garrison.
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moderate garrison totalling just 55 men was installed in Roxburgh in 1350, the
decisive victory of Neville’s Cross fought only four years previously. The sudden drop
In Roxburgh in October 1335, on the surface so unusual, was in fact also a response to
the state of the war, the substantial garrisons that had been installed further north in the
castles of Edinburgh and Stirling believed to be sufficient enough for a significant cut
in the Roxburgh garrison.*

The size of a garrison was therefore directly related to the immediate pressure
of the war. It was also directly affected by economic necessity; the ruthless speed with
which the government reduced garrisons, as in 1304 and Roxburgh in 1335,
demonstrates that a sizeable garrison was not kept just for the sake of it and that there
had to be a pressing reason for the retention of such a large body of men. It 1s precisely
this that leads to such fluctuations in garrison size and not only explains these
inconsistencies but marks the size of garrisons out as a highly instructive indicator as
to the state of the war at a given time. A combination of economic imperative and the
demands of war dictated the size of garrisons.

A more detailed study of garrison numbers reveals what ettectively appears to
be a two tiered system when under the pressure of immediate warfare. The upper level
averages around the mid-one hundred mark and is evident in Edinburgh’s first extant
total of 154 whilst Roxburgh begins on 164 and, after nising to 264, returns to a more
normal 155 in July 1300. Similarly the powerful garrisons of 1311/12 fall within this
higher tier; Roxburgh containing 170 men, Linlithgow 155 and Edinburgh setting its
upper limit with 194. This is also true for mid-century (excepting the reduced
Roxburgh garrison discussed above) with Roxburgh numbering 140 in 1335 and 132 in

1340/1, Edinburgh 120 in 1336/7 and 138 in 1339 and Stirling totalling 124 in late

4 R Nicholson, Edward Il and the Scots: The Formative years of a Military Career, 1327-35 (Oxtford,
1965), p. 225.



1336. Although the size does vary in each case there is definitely a broad degree of
consistency among these totals that places them approximately between the 120 to 190
mark. As the retention of such numbers of men indicates all the instances in which this
level of manning are evident occurred during years of pressurised warfare.

However warfare was also prevalent during the second tier of garrison size.
Here the size of garrisons stands at an approximate average of 80 with Edinburgh from
November 1300 through until late 1302 a prime example, the garrison never varving
from between 71 and 85 men. Roxburgh also enters this tier periodically; totalling 98
in the winter of 1301/2 and 76 in late 1335-37. In autumn 1301 Kirkintilloch also held
a garrison of 88 men. Indeed, excluding the cutbacks of 1303/4 and Roxburgh in 1350
after Neville’s Cross and in 1400, the garrisons of both Edinburgh and Roxburgh
contained numbers that approximate to the parameters of one of these two levels of
manning. As with Kirkintilloch garrisons of other major English-held Scottish castles
also on the whole fit into one of these tiers which implies that there were two generally
recognised sizes of garrison that these castles retained whilst at war, one based around
the mid-one hundred mark and the other around the 80s. There was no explicit rule that
created these and 1t emerges only from noticeable patterns among the totals of
garrisons. There was no stipulation that garrisons had to approximate to these sizes and
it could be that it was just chance that so many did. However it seems more likely that
these were generally accepted levels for front-line castles active in wartare, nothing
more than rough guidelines but important all the same. Below these two tiers lay more
minor numbers retained in phases of relative peace, such as 1n 1304.°

A series of garrisons which as a whole do not fit so neatly are those recorded 1n

the north of England in 1323 when they formed the mainstay of the English detence

> These three approximate levels of manning reflect those that have been seen to have operated in the
Anglo-Norman period with one level for peacetime and two upper levels for wartime, S. Morillo,
Warfare under the Anglo-Norman Kings (Woodbridge, 1994), pp. 74-5.



against the Scots (fig. 3). Dunstanburgh with 130 men and Newcastle with 70 do fit the
pattern but the 107 of Bamburgh and the 31 within Barnard castle sit slightly uneasily

within the defined parameters. The reason for this most likely lies in the fact that these

were not major castles inside Scotland and that this together with their geographical
position influenced the size of their garrisons. This explains the small number in the
most southerly Barnard castle and the quite considerable numbers in the major
Northumberland castles of Dunstanburgh, Bamburgh and Warkworth. The 70 in
Newcastle appears adequate due to the support readily available in the town. In fact
Bamburgh and also Warkworth both fit into the overlapping area between the two
levels of manning, a position which suggests a balance between the two and
consequently something approaching an ideal size for an active wartime garrison.
There are a further two garrison totals that appear as anomalies in comparison
to the rest. The figure of 264 men which constituted the Roxburgh garrison between
late December 1299 and July 1300 is quite striking and means that during these
months Roxburgh contained over a hundred more men than was usual. Immediately
prior to this in early December 1299 its garrison numbered 164 and in July 1300 1t fell
to a similar size of 155; its overlarge size was consequently a temporary measure that
lasted just six months and must surely have been enacted with the campaign ot 1300 in
mind, the extra 109 men leaving the garrison to join the king’s army in July.® The
presence of these extra men was almost certainly an expedient for the campaign with
the number of archers in July returning to the one hundred of 1299 although the
crosshowmen remained increased by ten and the men-at-arms were significantly
reduced. The second striking figure is the 300 men of the Roxburgh garrison 1n 1400.

This is by far the largest throughout the period and towers over the 84 men present

® See p. 256.
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nineteen years earlier in 1381/2. Renewed hostilities with Scotland accounts for the
heightened strength of the garrison and its exceptional size would have been aided by
the fact that apart from Berwick there was no other major English fortification that far
north, indeed none other within Scotland, thus concentrating all available manpower
and more importantly all available finance on its garrison. It was this that made

possible the retention of such a sizeable and costly garrison at the end of the century.

Although Roxburgh reached its peak in 1400 by then the overall total of men
serving within all garrisons would have been well below its highest point. Calculating
such an overall total is rather problematic due to the need to find a specific date when
the numbers within all the major garrisons are available. There are few documents
such as that dating from September 1302 which list the number of men serving within
every Scottish fortification held by the English and which actually states in a summary
the overall total as calculated by contemporaries.” The first total given 1s for the overall
total based on the number of men who should be serving in these garrisons, a figure of
507, but the actual total due to men not being present 1s given as 467. A series of
indentures follows for the keeping of these castles which reaches a similar total of 508.
However these three calculations only include bannerets, knights and men-at-arms
with no total being given for the foot of the garrison which, when taken from numbers

in the document, constitute a body of 596 men. Adding these foot-soldiers to those

who were mounted creates a combined total of approximately 1,100 men engaged 1n

garrison service in the autumn of 1302. The next period for which an overall total can

" CDS, ii, no. 1324. The garrisons were those in which the troops were paid by the king or were serving
for lands in Scotland and consisted of Dumfries, Lochmaben, Berwick, Roxburgh, Jedburgh, Selkirk,
Peebles, Lanark and Carstatrs, Edinburgh, Linlithgow, Kirkintilloch, Ayr, Bothwell and Dalswinton. It
should be noted that none of these overall totals include the garrison of Carlisle due to the difficulty 1n

finding matching dates.



I

be ascertained is from the garrison rolls of 1311/12.® Here the major garrisons in
Scotland amount to a total of 630 men including both mounted and foot-soldiers: the
garrison of Berwick town contained an additional figure approaching 800 men, a
staggering size more than double that of the other garrisons combined, which, when
added to those garrisons, produces a total of approximately 1,430 men. The
outstanding omission from these rolls is the garrison of Stirling which, based on the
figures for the similar sized castles of Roxburgh, Edinburgh and Linlithgow, must have
numbered something between 155 and 190, increasing the overall total to a figure
approaching 1,600. The third and final period in which an overall total can be obtained
from a range of castles 1s in the 1330s, the widest range coming in the years 1335/6.
The overall total here, including both Berwick with 284 and Perth with a particularly
substantial 481, emerges as a force of approximately 1,300 men.’

Obviously calculating overall totals such as these can never be exact and those
reached can only at best be a rounded estimate. Yet despite this the extent to which the
overall figures for these three separate periods are broadly similar 1s remarkable; all at
least amount to over one thousand men being actively engaged 1n garrison service with
1,100 the minimum and 1,600 the maximum, the 1,300 of 1335/6 appearing almost as
a median between the two. All three periods are ones in which the Scottish war was
being vigorously prosecuted by either the English or the Scots or by both and it
follows that in times of active warfare there were between 1,100 and 1,600 troops

engaged in manning these English-held front-line garrisons in the first halt of the

fourteenth century. The loss of the major Scottish fortifications in 1314 and again from

8 CDS, iii, app. vii, pp. 393-412. The garrisons were Roxburgh, Edinburgh, Linlithgow, Bothwell,
Livingston, Berwick castle and Berwick town. These figures are only approximate and calculated on

those serving on the same date.

9 BL Cotton MS. Nero C. VIII, fos. 248r-251v. In this case dates from 1335 and 1336 have been used to
obtain the widest range of garrisons without risking a distortion of the true numbers. The gamsons
include Roxburgh and Berwick (February 1335), Edinburgh (September 1335), Stirling and Perth

(October/November 1336) and Dunottar (May 1336).
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1341 onwards naturally confines these totals to those two periods in which a sernies of
major fortifications were in English hands. Outside of these periods the total of men
engaged 1n garrisons would have been significantly lower only perhaps approaching
one thousand at the end of the century with the large garrison of Roxburgh added to
that of Berwick. More interesting is the number of men in garrison service after
Bannockburn, a figure which can be obtained from the accounts for the payment of the
garrisons of the north-eastern castles of England, now front-line garrisons, in 1323.'°
In all these five major castles contained garrisons that together totalled 432 men. This
1s an extremely low number compared to the three periods discussed above especially
as 1322/3 was also a period of active warfare. It demonstrates the extent to which the
number of men in garrison service had been reduced in these years declining to
roughly only a third of the total which was present both earlier and later and which
appear to be the normal wartime total. However the numbers in each individual
garrison in 1323 are appropriate to their size and this proves that it was a lack of strong
fortifications 1n which to install garrisons that led to such a low overall total. The
manpower was there but the bases were not, a fact which highlights the importance ot
the occupation of strong Scottish fortifications, particularly first-rate castles, to the
English war effort.

Numbers alone therefore establish the critical importance of garrisons 1n the
prosecution of the Scottish wars by England. Individual garrisons were routinely
numbered around the eighties and mid-one hundreds with the whole of the garrison
establishment totalling easily over a thousand men at one time. This was a powertul
fighting force in terms of the medieval period and especially so with regard to

garrisons throughout the Middle Ages. Such numbers incurred great expense to

10 g1, Stowe MS 553, fos. 56v-63v. The numbers are taken from May 1323 and the castles listed are
Bamburgh, Barnard, Warkworth, Newcastle and Dunstanburgh however in 1322, when conflict was at
its height, the numbers were approximately the same. The one missing garrison from this list 1s Norham



support them in wages and victuals, the latter also necessitating an enormous logistical

effort. It is strikingly clear that wartime garrisons in this period consisted of an

extremely substantial number of fighting men and mark it out as a period in which the

size of the English medieval garrison reached its apogee. '

Having established the size of garrisons it is necessary to recognise that they
contained the full variety of troop types that existed in this period and the next issue to
address 1s the proportion of each of these within the garrisons. In defining these
categories and their numbers a few words of clarification are necessary. Bannerets and
knights, usually acting as constables, formed only a small section of garrisons but their
rank alone necessitates a separate category for them. In some financial accounts they
are routinely numbered among a block of men-at-arms with an ensuing note of how
many were actually bannerets and knights.'* The classification of men-at-arms also
includes those described as esquires and sergeants due to their inseparable similarity in
military terms. The foot-soldiers are placed in the separate categories of crossbowmen
and archers where this i1s possible and they have not been referred to together as foot-
soldiers. Two new additions to the military establishment also appeared in this penod,
the hobelar in the first quarter of the century and the mounted archer in mid-century,
with both entering into garrison service. These then are the types of troops of which
garrisons consisted. Once again the limitation of evidence has necessitated the
selection of several different periods allied with individual examples from Roxburgh
later in the century to produce a representative overview (fig. 3).

As would be expected bannerets and knights constitute only a small fraction ot
garrison troops, less than 1% of the garrison in most cases. Naturally there were

exceptions such as Edinburgh in 1300 when they accounted for almost 6% but this was

'l For a broader comparison of wartime numbers see J.S. Moore, ‘Anglo-Norman Garrisons’, and

Prestwich. ‘The Garrisoning of English Medieval Castles’, passim.
12 For example in the lists for Roxburgh, BL Cotton MS, Nero C. VIII, fo. 2438r.
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Figure 3: Breakdown of Troop Types serving within Garrisons.

(N.B. for ease of simplification most double figure percentages have been rounded off
to the nearest whole number].

(i) February 1300

. ' Bnrts \ Knts | Men- | Hobelars | Cross- | Archers | _M__tg 7! TOTAL
| at- bowmen Archers

r-———_—————%———t—————i;AnlS——r————————r—; — y :

Edlnburgh 1 8 67 0 18 | 60 0 |54
| CDS,ii, 1132 | 0.6% | 5% | 44% - 12% | 39% | -

Roxburgh | 1 1 | 62 | 0 | 40 | 160 | 0 | 264
LibQuot. | 0.4% | 0.4% | 23% | - 15% | 61% -
Combined | 2 | 9 | 129 0 | 58 | 220 0 418
| 05% | 22% | 31% : 14% | 53% :

(ii) Autumn 1301(E101/9/16)

| Bnrts Knts Men- | Hobelars | Cross- Archers | Mtd | TOTAL
at- | Bowmen | Archers
i | Arms | | | |
Edinburgh 1 ] 41 | 0 20 20 0 83
| (1.2% | 1.2% | 49% | - | 4% | 4% | -
Ktilloch | 0 | 3 27 0 19 39 0 88
I 4% 30% | - L_22% I 44% | | ____J
Combined | 1 4 68 0 39 59 0 171
f_ | 0.6% | 270 - 40% | - - 23% 35% - ]

(iii) 131 1/12 (CDS, i, app. vii, pp. 393-412) -

' Bnrts | Knts | Men- T_ﬁobelars Cross- Archers | M__th TOTAL
| | at- Bowmen | Archers
' Arms
_T.______-[. o] r—— ] S WU GURUR—— . : I S
Roxburgh 0 ] 54 21 33 61 0 170
- . 0.6% | 32% | 1270 | 19% | 36% -
Edinburgh 0 1 c.83 29 41 40 0 194
 losw| 3% | 15% | 2% | 2% | - |
mllthgow 0O | O c.80 30 45 0 0 155
| - 52% 19% 29% - ) 1
- 2 W S N —
 Combined | 0 | 2 | 217 | 80 119 101 0 519
| - 0.4% | 42% 15% 23% | 19.5% - .




(iV) 1323 3 (BL S Stowe MS 553, fos S6v-63v)

| Bnrts | Knts | ' Men- | Hobelars | Cross- | Archers | Mtd | TOTAL -
at- bowmen . Archers
— R S— ____1_A£mi | S |
B'mburgh | O | 1 | 16 | 90 0 0 0 107
N ‘ 0.9% | 15% 84% | - 1 - -
Barnard 0 1 10 0 *2(0 [*20] | O 31
- 132% | 32% - | ‘foot | 645% | - .
W’ kwth 0 7 34 80 0 0 0 121
e | 6% _l 28% | 66% - - -
Newcastle—l 0 1 | 9 60 | 0 0 0 70
1 - 1 14% | ]3 8% | - | - -
D’ nstbrgh 0 1 | 100 0 0 0 | 130
- 08% 22%__ 77% : : .
Combmmed| O | 11 | 98 330 *20 [*20 0 _’J 459
- | 24% | 21% | 72% ‘foot’ 4% -
‘V) November 133 (BL Cotton MS, Nero C. VIII, fos. 248r- 251v)
Barts | Knts Men- ’—obelars Cross- | Archers Mtd TOTAL
at- bowmen Archers
N A_rms. ] 1 .
Stirling 0 | 1 | 43 80 0 | 0 0 | 124
- - 108% ] 35% | 65% - - -
' Roxburgh 0 1 35 40 0 0 0 76
- 13%| 46% | 53% : S D
Edinburgh | 1 4 55 60 0 | 0 0 120
ﬂ | 0.% 3% | 46% | 50% | - o
Combined; 1 | 6 133 180 0 0 0 320
| 1 03% | 2% | 42% | 307 - | - -
vi) Roxburgh (respcctwely CDS, i, no. 1546; CDS v, no. 306; CDS, 1v, no. 567)
T Bnrts | Knts | Men-at- | Hobelars | Cross- Archers | Mtd | TOTAL |
| <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>