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R EDITORIAIL
Sgotland is approcching the climax of her holiday season
and In a few weeks the Edinburgh International Festival
opens once again. Already thousands of visitors from other
Continents have been +touring the country and many of ‘them

have turned aside from admirving the beauty spots to see the
birth places of thelr omiicestors. Others have tackled the mors

aifficult Jjob of +trying to establish from which touwn,
village, faxm or croft their forefathers emigrated.

Wherever they go the Scots never lose their interest in
genealogy and thelr knovledge of all the ramifications of
their family trees to the tenth cousin twice removed has be-~
come proverbial, One of the most intercsting and important
aspects of Scottish genealogy today mist surely be the link
which is established betieen Scots all over the world when
they trace their roots bacl: to theixr native country.

Formed as they were on perscmal loyalty to the Chief,
the Clans have always fostered this cluse relationship and
today many of the Clan Socisties ave collecting valuable
genealogical material from all over the world for the help
of their members, both present and future.

In "The Scottish Genealogist" we are anxious to reflect
this important aspect of our subject and we would particu-
larly welcome articles on Scottish families or individual
nembers of those families who have emigratedor whose careers
led them overseas. The Scoitish Genealogy Society already
has members from America, Africa and fustralasia and we are
very pleased to have received queries from several of them -
we hope that someone at homs with accass to so mich histori~
cal material may be able to help them with their prcdlems.

For those vho mey wish to employ a professional genes-
logist +to help them, the Scottish Genealogy Socisty will
supply a list of these on requzst it 2ll zibseguant
arengensnis musl ke made directly with tre scarenee. At (-
€l is 2lzo drawm ¥o ths Scote fncestry Basdnreh Sonisty,
wie do exzcedlaant work in this fisld and wie will eapply de- .
tails or 1hsir temms on  apsiicatizn to 4, Norih 23, Darid

Slieees, Edirburgh, 2.
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A GENEAIOGICAL SURVEY OF THE ANCIBNT IORDS OF GALTOWAY

The period in Scottish History dating between the years
000 and 1100 should have been known as the "Conjectural AgeT
as far as Galloway and the Western Isles are concerxrned. I
have found +that very few Historians, when writing of the
history of these parts of Scotland for that period. agree
with each other, but this is to be expected, as very I1little
is really known of the happenings in those times., and most
of the written history is mere guesswork.

I have spen‘l: a considerable amount of time in the past
fexr years, perusing the works of the various. authorities on-
the subject, and now I herewith present my humble opinion as
to who the ancient Lords of Gallowsy were, and .from whom
they were descended, commencing firstly with a short dis<
course on the Norse Jarls of the Isles.

Sigurd IT held sway over the Western Isles or “SudreysY
and part of the mainlang, during the second half of the tenth

century until the year 1014, when he was killed at thebattle
of Colontarf near Dublin. |

His son Thorfinn whose mother was the daughter of Mal~
colm, King of Scols, was taken under the protection of ome
Barl Gilli who had acted as Sigurd's lieutenant for the Isles
and mainland and was married to Svanlang the sister of 8Sig-
urd. Thorfinn was then five years of apge. His three step-
brothers by a former wife of his father, proceeded to divide
Sigurdfs "kingdom" between them, but they all died in early
life, and Thorfinn fell heir to eight earldoms, viz: Caith-
ness, Sutherland, Ross, Moray, Buchan, Athol, Torn and Ar-
gyll. He also became lord of Orkney and Shetland and part

of Ireland, and in the year 1034, added Galloway +to his -
earldoms.

Very little is known of Earl Gilli, the former protect-
or of Thorfimnn, but he migt have held very high rank during
Thorfinn's minority. In "Scoftland under her early Kings",
vol. i, E.W. Robertson states that -~ "During the ascendency
of Thorfinn, the Isles were for some {time under the rule of
a certain Gilli, and of Suibne MacKenneth, names pointing to
the Gaelic element amongst the Gallgael: eand it is not un-
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likely that they owed thelir rise to the Jarl, and were
smongst the earliest of the mainland chiefs of the OIRER-
CGAEL who disputed the Hebrides with the Kings of Man".

T note that in the "Ammals of Ulster®, under, the vear
1034, it mentions that SUIBHNE, son of CINAED, King of Gal-
loway, dies. As I have already stated, Thorfimm conquered
Galloway that year. He ruled it until his death in 1066,
aged 59. During this period, the son of Gilli, named Earl
MacGill, acted as Thorfinn's lieutenant in Galloway, and be-
came 1its first Lord.

During the period of MacGill's lordship, Macbeth was
King of Scots, and Galloway appears to have been a source of
trouble to him. In Hollinsheads “Scottish Chronicle®, vol.
i, p.341, it says - "He (Macbeth) oaused to be slaine sund-
ie Thanes, as of Cathnes, Sutherland, Stranaverne, and
Ross, because through them and their geditious attempts,
much trouble dailie rose in the realme. He appeased -the
- troublesome state of Galloway, and slue one Makgill, a
* tyrant, who had manie years before passed nothing of +the

regale authortie or power'. '

. Apein, in Alitkmans "History of Scotland", vol.i.p.332 -
- "He (Macbeth) afterwards went to the MBUDAE, (Hebrides, )
" where he executed severe justiCe, and returning hence, he
summoned repeatedly MacGill, the most powerful chief in
Galloway, to stapd trial. But he - MacGill - more afraid
of being charged with having belonged +o the party of Mal-
colm, than dJdreading any crime of which he could have been
accused - refused to obey: on which, Macbeth sent some de~

. -tachments against him, who having vanquished him put him to

death®. This part of the history of Earl MacGill is also
mentioned In a’somewhat similer strain by Heronymus in his
work which bears the ponderous title  of WTHEEATRIM

© - GEREATOGIUM OSTENTOUS FAMITIAS, MONARCHARTUN, REGIUM DUSSIMY

and witich was printed in 1597. MacGillts death must have
taken place gome time in 1045~50.

Very 1ittle- is known of the family of MacGill, with the
cxception that the present-day bearers of the name are des-
céndants of his fourth son nomed Bueth, who was Iord of
Glllsland, which at that period was part of Galloway. Gill,

the son of Buseth, who inherited Gillsland and held it by the
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sword, was driven out by Ranulph de Meschines in 1092. This
Norman bestowed the land on one of hisg followers named Hu-
bert de Vaux who slew Gill, and in repentance for this deed;
founded and endowed the Priory of Lanercost, and gave to it -
the lands that caused the gquarrel. Hubert had no surmame ,
but very ingeniously took one from "Gillsland”. The word
Gill in Cumberland signifies a deep valley from the Norse
"Gi1i"; a deep . glen which in Latin in Vallis, hence the
origin of the name Vallibus or Vaux. :

The history of the rest of MacGili's femily is very ob-
scure, but Jjudging from various historical writings, I would
venture the i.pinion that Fergus, Iord of Galloway (1096 -
1163), was a descendant of Earl MacGillfs first son, other-
wise pothing is known of the antecedants of Fergus, and- how
otherwise could he heve hecome Iord of. .Gallowy whilst
Prince David held his sway over it, except by inheriting it?
¥From Fergus are des.ended on the distaff side, the Royal
Family, through Marjory, OCountess of Carrick, who marzicd.
Robert de Brus, 7th Iord of Annandale, and whose son was
Robert I (The Bruce), King of Scotlang.

A question -which ariges at +this point is -~ where did
Fergus of Gealloway get <+he surname of MacPougall or Mae~
Dowall? In any charter which he witnesses he zigned himself
"Fergus” only. ZKevan MacDowall, in hils book "Carrick Gallo-
vidian", dsclares that he vas lmomm as Fergus MacDubh Ghael,
but I have not come across any evidence of this. Then again
~ McEerlie in his work "L.ands and their Owners in Galloway™, -
guggests that the MacDowalls of Galloway were a branch of
the Macbhbougalls of ILorn who followed under the banner of Al-
pin when he was driven from Argyll by the Picts in the jyear
741, and that this might aocount for the pert they took with
Yhe MacDougalls against Bruce in the war of succession. Might
the name not be adopted from the district of Gallowny?
Skene, in his "Clronicles of the Picts and Scots", says -
t+that although +the Gallgaedhel, as the name of a people,

bably included the dinphabitants of the Western Isles,
gjgae el, as a territorial name, was Gallovay. This is
rroved by the entry in the "Ammals of Ulster®, in the yeax-
1199, in which Roland, Lord of Galloway appears as Roland
Mac Uchtraig Ri Gallgaidhel, and by comparing the entry in
the "Chronicle of Melrose®, under the year 1234, OBIIT
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ALANUS FITIUS ROLANDT DOMINUS GAIVETHIE, with that in the
"Amnals of Ulster" in the same year AILIN MAC UCHTRAIG RT
GALLGATDHEL: MORTUUS EST. It appears in its Welsh form of
GALMYDEL: 1in the PRIF CYVLRCH " TLELIESSIY, ELIGL GAIZNYDEL
OWNAONT EU RYFEL, the Angles and Galwegians made their war
Galloway was also called simply Gall cr Gal. Mac Firbis
terms the Lord of Galloway Maemor Gall. URIEN is czllcd by

LLYVARCH, HEN ERYR Gil:, or the Eagle of Gall. filired calls
the Galweysilans Gallih.

Bremner, in bhis "Norsemen in Alban®, has s most inter-
esting theory whic:h 1f 1t could posasibiy be proved correct,
would solve quite a. few genealogical puzzles of +the period
of which I am writing. He agrees +¥ith lthe conjeciturs of
liunch, that it is highly probably that Somerled's (of +the
Isles, progemitor of the MacDonalds and MacDougals) parental
descent is traceable to Earl Gilli. At 2ll ovénts, the
"immals of the Four Masters" record under the year 1085,
"Death of Scmerled, son of Gilbridig, King of Innsigall®,
(i.¢. Isles of the foreigiers) *he Brse name for the Sairéys.

iIt is highly probable that Sigurdfs lisuteznant and brothéer-

E

{Ehﬂlﬂd call his son Someried after his wife's Ykinsman cof

in-law G1Llli, who was actually the raler -  of the Isles,

that name.  The famkly tree would then runm thus; -~ Harl
Gilli (brigid) son Somerled, grandson Gilli--acomnan, gzeat:
grandson Gﬂli-—'briﬁ.ig, great-great! grandson ‘Somerled¥. So

. the qusstion is  now -~ were- Someiled and: Earl MacGill

brothers, and from which one did Fergus descend, and was his
father's rnams Daugal*? There is a sigrificant poin% menticned
in history which has a bearing on this genealogical puzzle:-—

iFBrgus cf Gelloway in the year 1160, threw off his alleg-
ianice to Malcolm who was a mino® at the timc, and Jjoined

forces with Somerled, in ravaging the Vest Coast. Anctner
1ink between the two is the fact that 'hoth carried the same
artorial bearings - a lion rampant.

The whole question has been a r»ich source for conjes-

ture in the past, and no doubt will be ths cause oF 2 greati
deel of édontroversy an the future.

J. M. McGill.
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SCOTTISH SCHOOILS & SCHOOIMASTERS IN THE 17th CENTURY

L 3 F 1 T T . enlerialier sl f oyl s ofrl  ssbe gl el punly gl il

From a neyer rend to the Scottish Genealosy  Society
on 15th Morch., 1955.

Any brief account of the schools of seventeenth century
Scotland must be tentative, and based all too often, on in-
sufficient evidence. There is an inmense amount of work to
be done on the sources -~ nearly all of which are in manu-
script - before’ a definite account can emerge. None the
less the period is so important, and what we know of it isso
interesting, that it is worth while attempting an iaterin
statement. One thing at least is clear. Historians of
education 1in Scotland have most remarkably neglected the
seventeenth century;. little has been written about 1it, and
yuch of that little has generally been inaccurate. 1Most of
us, I supvose, wnen we try to imagine what the- schools were
like in those years, think of something rathér worse  than
the worst that Grey Graham describes 3In his account of the
eighteenth century: +umbledown buildings and ragged school-
children, where there was a school, lying on the floor of
the class-room "like Digs in a sty", or "forced to wreatt
1ying upon thelr bellies" because there wers no school desks:
Things, as Grey Graham pointed out, were bad -~ and made o
look worse by the selection of dramatic evidence -~ 1in the
early years of the eishtcenth century: obviously., so runs
the argument, since V"i{liis here progress keeps golng ony they
were worse before the Revolution. Grey Graham's examples are
repeated with end without acknowledgement, and withoutverli-
fication.(l) His verdict on the (Education) Act of 1633 -
that it was "notoriously ineffective" is repecated approving--
ly: and a recent history of Scottish Rducation begins at
1696 becausc that, the author believes, was the date of the
first effective enactment in the field. But in fact the
evidence shows that educationally Scotland (English speaking

Scotland - the Gaelic district presents us with an umiversal

blank) was rather better off before 1690 than for 50 or 60
vears after that date; which is what we might expect: for
the marked decline in the country's economic fortumes would
surely affect its schools.

Those schools — and +this 1is important, and apt to be

1]
1ryg
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forgotten - were of two main kinds: the public schools (in
The Scottish sense of being provided by the public authori-
ties) and ths “adventure schools". The adventure school-
masters were outwith the parochiel and burgh school system.;
they had no selery, though they might get a grant from a
Kirk Session, and were therefore generally entirely depand-
ent on the fees they charged. The treatment they received
from +the authorities wvaried from place +to place and from
time to time. In the burghs they were sometimes forbidden
to teach any children, and sometimes permitited to teach
girls only. On the other hand they might be +tolerated -
particularliy in the large burghs - where they lived in per-
mitted and, one hopes, friendly rivalry with the burgh
schoolmasters.(2) In other burghs again - particularly the
large ones - they were actively encouraged by the grant of
& free house, or the payment of a small salary, or the pay-
ment of the fees of a certain number of poor children who
were sent to their-schools.(3)  In the landward parishes,
adventure schoolmasters were sometimes encouraged in the

seme way; often tolerated, particularly in populous par-
ishegs; but wore often they were forbidden o teach even

- girls. :

The public schools, for whose tenefit the adventure
teachers were sometimes forbidden to ‘operate, were of +two
Idnds -~ the burgh schools and the parochial schools. The
distinction is not an educationel one, but a distinction of
finance and control. Many burgh schools had been estaklished
before the Reformation; and by 1600 the great majority of
the Town Councils maintained a 9Grammar School¥, provided
school buildings, paid a master (end often a school-doctor
or assistant) out of the Common Good, and protected its
teachers from harmful competition. These burgh schools -
from Kirkcudbsight 1in {the South to Kirkwall in the North,

» from Rothesay in the West +to Crail in the Fast - were out-
with the provisions of the Education Lcts of the seventeenth
century; they had thelr ups and downs, but were on the whole
successful institutions; and they dealt vath a considerable

. proportion of the nation's children.

In the landward parishes, however, it was the parochial
school which ministered to the educational needs of the
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commnity. The scheme 1laid down in the PFirst Book of
Discipline for a school in every parish supporded out of
taxation was not .given legal backing until 161L6; but befarc
that, as the Kirk Records show, (4) many had been estsblished.
In 1633 an Act of +the Scottish Parliament ratified the hfct
of 1616 comanding "all the Bishoppis ... that they deale
and ‘travell vith the parrochiners ... to condescende o--
upon some certaine solide and sure course how the ... school
may be enterteyned", and granted the Bishop power, with the
consent of the majority of the parishioners, to stent "every
plough' for maintenance of the schools. fis a result, there
was a considerable outburst of activity by the Presbyteries,
and many schools were Uestablished® - i,e. provision was
made for their schoolmasters.(5) In 1646 a new Education
Lct was passed, which ordered the heritors in every parish
" 4o meet "and provyde a commodious hous for the .scheole . and
modifie a stipend for the sohoolemaister which sall not be -
under 100 merkis nor above 200 merkis ... yeerlee'. Until
1661, when the fict of 1633 once more became the law, this
Act was vigorously implemented. Between 1661 and 1690 the
Synods, Presbyteries and Kirk Sessions did what they could
to keep the heritors up to scratch, with, there is evidence
to show, considerable success. But the Revolution of 1688
caused a good deal of disorgani-ation, and in spite of the
‘re~enactment of +the 1646 Act in 1696, +the position was not
regtored until many years later.

‘Such wag the legal position in the seventeenth century.
On the Kirk was laid the duty of seeing that the law was
obeyed. - The bishop (or during the Presbyterian rule the
Synod) was responsible within his diocese; but the day -to
day administration was the task of the Presbyteries and the
Kirk Sessions. The Kirk Sessions +to landward saw that the
heritors . were stented to provide a salary, or ‘themselves
mrovided one "out of the box"; they often helped him o
gather his salery;  they usually (sometimes in conjunotion
with one or more of +the heritors) appointed the school~
masters; they fixed the fees to be charged; they provided
for the education of "the poor bairns"; they kept an eye on
the behaviour of the schoolmasters; and they often provided.
amateur Yattendance officers" from amongst their own members.
The Presbyteries supervised all these activities. They ex-~
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amined the nominees for teaching posts "in their religion
and letters® (and sometimes failed them); they enguired into
the progress of the sohool and the payment of the master's
salary on their "visitations"; and if the heritors could not
agree on a stent, they did the stenting themselves -~ for
mich of the century at any rate; and in the burghs they re-~
gulerly inspected the burgh schools (often at the requez-;t of
the Magistrates) and "took tryall of the bairns". -

So mach for the legal framework and the administration
of the law. What of the schools themselves?. The school
buildings - where there were school buildings: a space in
the Kirk might have to serve - were sometimes hired rooms in
a dwellinghouse, sometimes poor “"clay biggins®, and some~
times (especially in the burghs) quite handsome erections.
The Dunf'ermline Grammar School, built in-1625, and probably
typical of those found in the lerger burghs, was of *two
storeys; 1t was about 40 feet long by 25 feet broad by 16
feet high. Inthe upper storey, which was reached by an
outside stone stair, was the classroom, 1lit by three large
windows; below was the schoolmasterts dwelling, TIn such =
school (with no more than two olassrooms) floored with tim-
ber on which was strewn Ybent"; furnished with benches and
tables, 1it by candles, and heated (in the well-provided
burghs) by an open coal fire, the majority of the burgh
bairns were taught by the master and his assistant. (Rarely
was there more than one "doctor® in the burgh school). The
parochial schools were of course, with rare exceptions,
single teacher schools;  they had only one classroom; and
the largest were about 38 feet long by 14 feet broad. One
at least of these was prov:l.ded with Ystone and mortar seats
set round the WB.llE" (6) .

The curr:.c:ulum of these schools was a simple one -
Latin din the Burgh Schools and in most of the Parochial
schools too; Reading (from the Bible, the Catechism, or
"Proverbs) and Writing, Arithmetic (but not generally before
1660) and Religious Enowledge. Some instruction in “the
usages of polite soclety" was given too, as we see from  the
Dundonald Parish School 1rules where, for example, it was
laid down  that children were "to be taught to abandon all
meciveill gesture, as skarting of heid, armes, etec.™
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The school day was appallingly long:-~ sunrise to sunset
in Winbter, and 7 a.m.t0 6 p.m. in the other seasons is usual
~ with breaks, of course; but the children (and their mas-
ters) were expected to spend seven or eight hours a day in
the classroom. Not every day, however: on the "“ordinary
play days", Monday, Thursday, and Saturday,” the children
were "free to recreat themselves™ after noon on Saturday and
after 4 p.m. on the other days. In addition to firse short
brealks there was "the Vacance® -~ a holiday of some four or
five weeks, taken in July, August, or September.

There is no space to describe the school 1ife of the
pupil more fully -~ but some light on the kind of discipline,
and the methods of enforecing it, will be throwm by the Kirk-
caldy school riiles Whlﬂh T shall quote later.

The great ma,]urlw of +the teachers in these 'bu:.:gh and
parish schools had “taken their course -in-philosop and
many were graduates; a substantial minority were "E@ec‘th
ants" -~ candidates for the ministry. FPractically all paro-
chial schoolmasters, and very many burgh schoolmasters, were
clerks to their Kirk Session,and Precentors -~ these appoint-
ments went with the- school. They added considerably to the
schoolmasterts income, and did not make very heavy demands
on his time. That income came from +three sources = his
salary, the school fees he ¢harged, and his salary and %ihe
casualties™ - for registering births, merriages and (sone-
timés) deaths ~ as Session clerk. In addition he had pay-
ments in kind - a rent free house, and sometimes a gown or a
hat. In the larger burghs the salary was between £166 Scots
and £200 Scots per amrmuum in the years 1630 to 1690: i1n the
medium sized burghs about £100 Scots during the same
period.(7) The fees in a flourishing Targe burgh school
from about 1640 to 1690 would bring in another £100 Scots
per anmum. As Session clerk (but remember he vould not be
Session clerk in a large burgh) he would get 50 to 60 merks
from casunalties alone. T calculate that in a medium burgh
a schoolmastert!s total income, about 1640, would be some 250
marks (£166.13s.44 Scots) per anmm; in a large (such as
Cupar or St. Andrews) from £260 to £300 per annum.

The school doctors (or under teachers) had mich less
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than this. 1In the smaller burghs and those parishes which
employed doctors, they mist have had a hard struggle to live
With a salary of £40 to £60 Scots per annum, fees of 39:44.
per quarter, and no casualties (these were the perguisites
of the schoolmaster in such places) he would be lucky if he
had £100 per anmm. The "necessitie” and the "indigent
estate® of the doctor is often mentioned in the records. In
1650, because "many schoolers were not gbill to give him in-
terteinment® the Kirk Session of Pittenweem gave their doc-
tor 8s. a week out of the box, and ordered a %sutte of
cloathes ... and also salling clcathe as well four sarkes to
him®.(8)

Schoolmasters all +too often had little security in
their posts. Appointments "at pleasure® for one year, ifor
three years, " and "durante vita aut culpa®™ were made. The
doctors were employed “during pleasure', and sometimes for
as little as three months. A4As a result we meet few of those

legendary dominies who lived out their lives in the service
of one school: in some burghs it was uncommon +to find a
schoolmaster who had stayed longer than five years.(9) But
here and -there, even in the seventeenth century, we find
cases oOf masters who served in one school for &0 to 40
years.{10)

There is no space to discuss the qualifications and be-
haviour of our schoolmasters in detail. Many were students
of divinity, and not a few remained stickit ministers. Soms
behaved badly, in or out of school, and were dismissed: “did
not attend his school"; "her son had not got a lessen for a
month" from the schoolmaster; he "struck the bairnes to the
effusion of their blood"; "he went from house to house play-
ing at cards till nidnight" -~ these are some of the charges
made against them. Many came from considerably distances to
thelr schools ~ advertised for probably at Synod meetings or
found through their professors at ‘Ythe College®.

Let me conclude by quoting from the Rules of EKirkcsaldy
Burgh School: +they show, more olearly than most documents,
what school was like in those days, and what was expected of
master and pupils.  After laying down the hours of atten-
dance, and forbidding the 'scholars! {to play with the car-
rock on the streets, or play fout of their houses after +the
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eight o'clock bell at night'’, and laying down +that the
school was to open and close with prayer, they ordered "that
the Master and Doctor are to give an hcly example in  sober
and circumspect walk and conversation ... they are to teach
them to pray, to read the confession of Faith, and to pett
the Shorter Catechism by .-heart ... and the master is
to discharge ...- 811l obscene speech, and all mamner of im-
moralitie and incivilitie, and to appoint captors to observe
the guiltie. vs» the schoolmaster and doctor ... shall ex-
amine every class, and such as are anything advance shall
learne ... prose or poeticall authors ... as Corderius
Dialog: Sac ... Collogqui Erasmi; Buchanans Chronicles and
Psalmg; Terence; Horace and Virgil, Juvenal and Curtius
etc. «+o Lind the master shall be obliged. to give theams to
them who have learned their Rudiments, once in the week, and
twice in the week to them who have learned their first part,

and thrice in the week to them who have learnmed their second
part ... and that everie day all ... shall have coppies to
vritte by, betwixt 10 and 11 in the forenoon." The Rules
go on to deal with the ceremony at the giving of the "Wa-
cance" -~ a ILatin oration to be declaimed before the Magis-
trates ~ and with the methods of enforcing discinpline bythe
appointment of "“ecaptors" to inform the master, twice a week,
about any breach of the rules. "ind there is to be a privy
censor to take notice of the faithfulness of all the publiock
captorg®. Evil doers were to be chastised "impartially yet
in measure, and not in passion". PFinally, it was ruled that
Yfor the Master's encouragement the Magistrates are +o
oblidge the Inhabitants of this burgh to send their children
about the years of seven or eight to the. grammar school: and
they are to discharge all private schools except Women
Schooles for learning English.

l. e.g. his description of Burntisland Grammar Schocl, and
his quotation from The St. Andrews Burgh Recoards about the
lack of school desks; both of these keep popping up - even
in school text books.

2. e.g. South Leith, Kirkcaldy.

3. €.g. in Dunfermline & St. findrews.

4. See for example the Register of the Synod of Fife.

Hhe See "The Presbyterie Booke of Kirkcaldie" & MS Records

of Preshbyteries of Haddington & Jedburgh.
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6. Balmerino.

7. The figures given 1in such works as Grant's "Burgh
Schools are often lower then this; they are taken wusually from
from” the records of payment from the Common Good of the
Burgh. But very often the Common Good payment was supple-
mented by payments by the Kirk Session or the Heritors.

8. Pittenweem Kirk Session Minmutes 16/4/1650.

9. e.g. Linlithgow.

10. e.g. in Auchtertool ¥Mr. Thrif't from 1642 to 1684; 1n
Markinch Mr. Ramsay from before 1687 to 1719; in Kingsbarns
Mr. Liddell from 1688 to 1713;. in Balmerino Mr. Wylie frcm
1657 to 1705; in Dairsie Mr. Orme fraom 1652 to 1700.

J. M. Beale,

SCOTTISH COVENAGNTS.

"Come, and let us join ourselves to the
Lord in a perpetual covenant that shall
EEU not be forgotten.” Jeremiah, L. O.

hmong the many sources -of genealogical information In
Scotland we must dinclude our covenants. These are of
various forms and were used for many purposes. Qur Scottish
charters, some as early as the XIth century. mey be classi-
fied as covenants. So also leases and other mutual Inden-
tures, recording all of them the protection of individuals,
clans or families, and the mnation, or of certain rights,
priveleges, or possessions, personal or national, when

these vwere menaced.

.+ The uses of +these charters and leases are very ably
illusirated by a former (the 7th) Duke of firgyll, in his ir- -
dustrious work, Scotland, Ls It Was And Ls Tt Is, published

«4n 1887. (2nd edition.) T quote here from his work a
1iteral translation of the oldest  of Scottish charters, as

' being likely to interest the readsrs of this magazine, par-

ticulariy those overseas:-—
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CHARTER OF KING DUNCLN TO THE MONKS OF
ST, CUTHBERT., A.D. 1094.

I Duncan, Son of Xing Malcclumb, by hereditary xight
King of Scotland, have given in alms to Saint Cuthbers
and to his servants, Piningeham, Aldeham, Scuchale
Cnolle BHathorumich, and of Broccesruithe, all the service
which Fodan the Bishop thence had. And these I give in
such quittance, with sac and soc (Jurisdiction), as ever
St. Cuthbert has had best from those from whom he holds
his alms. fAnd this I have given for myself, and forihe
soul of my father, for my brothers and for my wife, and
for my children. And because I would ~that this gift
should be firm to St. Cuthbert, I have made my brothers
join in the grant. DBut whosoever would destroy this,or
take from the servants of Saint Cutlbert amything .f it,
let him bear the curse of God, and of Saint Cuthbert and
mine. ATCH e

Then follow the rude crosses which the greatest laymen
of that age could alone make *to indicate thelr signature,
-one cross Tor the King, nine for as many witnesses, and one
for the learned scribe who vwote the Deed, and who added
across the uncultured but sacred symbols such syllables as

-

these ~ “Crux Duncani."

The charters, or covenants, are found in tle Historical
Department of H.M. Register House, Edinburgh, the National
Library of Scotland, the library of the University of Edin~
burgh, and in various other libraries, notably those of our
nobility and genitry, and of learned societies. A Calendar
of the lLaing Charters in the University of Edinburgh,cover-
ing the period A.D.804-1857, edited by the Rev.J. Anderson,
was published in 1899,

FEach source has no doubt yielded its quota of informa-
tion in the past, but an examination of early genealogical
works by George Crawford, Sir Robert Douglas, filexander Nis-
bet, and their followers (no doubt up to the highest mark of
their time), will easily prove that, vwherever possible, the
penealogist should yrevert to the original sources of infor-
mation. 4 further search among the writings of Sir Bemard
Burke, former Ulster-King of Arms, will cause the enguirer
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to wonder if any of the old genealogists can be relied uupon
for accurate information. It 1s only vhen one uses works
like A History of the TFamily of Seton, by George Seton
(privately printed, 1896), and the ponderous tomes compiled
by Sir William Fraser at the end of last century, that faith
is partly, if not wholly, restored. But a lesson has been
learnt, and the maxin - "truth can only be had at its foun-
tainheads", is found to be sound.

Covenants of a different kind concern the great Refor-
mation of religion in Scotland. They are fruitful sources
of genealogical information. While it must be admitted that
a vast majority of the names subscribed on the religious
covenants have no utility, there are a great number of sig-
natories whom we can include with people of the same desig-
nation, whose names appear in parish registers and elsewhere
This applies particularly +to the nobility, the “Lairds" or
landed gentry, the clergy, and the commissioners.

A catalogue Of extant copies of these religious cove-
nants wag drawm up by the Rev.J.K.Hevison,M.4i., F.S5.4.8cot.,
minister at Rothesay, in 19208. I+t is printed in Proceed-
ings of the Socielty of Antiquaries of Scotland, wvol.
¥LIT. (4th series). The best known are the National Cove-
nant, 1638, and the Solemn ILeague and Covenant, of 1643.
ifter the Restoration of Charles TI. in 1660, the National
Covenants and Solemn ILeague were denounced as unlawful
ocaths, and the copies were ordered %o be brought to +the
Cross of E¥dinburgh and burned by the common hangman. For-
tunately many have survived.

NOTIi: 4 copy of the Solemm League and Covenant, unnoted by
Hewlison, 1s preserved at Kirkliston Parish Church, West
Lothian. It wvas purchased in 1935 from Bernard Quaritch
Ltd., the well-knowvm London booksellers, and is one of those
printed by Bvan Tyler, of Edinburgh, in 1643. There are79
signatures proper, and the names: of 232 parishioners sub-
scribed by the "clark of sessioune". L photostat copy is
on view in the church. :

Donald Whyte.
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OILD ROSS-SHIRE FAMILIES

(L) THE BAYNES OF TULLOCH

(contd. from vol. ii., p. 7).

Several femilies, such as the Bains of Docharty, the
Baynes of Dingwall and the Baynes of logie, Fife, are said
to have been descended from the Bayne family of Tulloch, but -
unfortunately 1t has not been possible to trace their exact
comnection with the main stock. The Baing of Docharty, in
the neighbourhood of Dingwall, derive their descent from
_Alexepder Bain (or Bayne), vho wes & tenant in Docharty
in 1664. A genealogical account of "this family was
published privately, in 1914, by Mr.Hugh Urquhart, Dingwall.
The Baynes of Dingwall, one of whom was the famous minister
of Kiltarlity, the Rev. Donald Bayne, D.D. (1755-1821), were
descended, according to the Rev. Donald Sage (Memorabilia
Domestica, 2nd.edit., p.223), from the "Knights of Tullocht.
There was only one Knight of Tulloch (Sir Donald Bayne, 5th
- Laird), and probably this family was descended from one of
his sons, of whom there were nine. The Rev. Walter Wood of
Elie, Pife, in his book on the families in the Last Neuk of
Tife, says that the Baynes of Iogie, Fife, were an offshoct
of the "ancient family of Tulloch”, but he gives no author-
ity for his statement. This family vproduced several
sheriff~clexrks of Fife, and were proprietors of the estates
of Dura and Rires. There were marriage comnections betivreen
them and the Baynes of Ross-shire, and this may have led Mr.
Wood to conclude that thelr propgenmitor came originally from
Tulloch.

_ . In Ross~shire, however, there wmere four important cadet
branches of the Tulloch family. ~ These were: (a) the Baynes
of Wester Iogie end Delny, (b) the Baynes of Knockbain, (c)
the Baynes of Tarradale and (d) the Baynes of Pitcairlie.

(a) THE BAYNES OF WESTER IOGIE AND DEINY.:

L. ALELANDER, whno was second son of Alexander Baymne,
snd. Laird of Tulloch, was the progenitor of this family.
On 10th September 1590, there was a Donation Charter of Weg-
ter Iogie in the parish of Kilmuir Easter to Alexander by
his father, Alexander Bayne of Tulloch. Alexander was
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married four times. His first wife was Agnead Fraser (her
parents are not known), and by her he had: 1. Duncan, of
whom afterwards. After her death, Alexander married, as his
second wife, Catherine Munro, and by her he had: 2. Cather-
ine, who married, before 1610, Ronald Dingwall of Kildun.
hlexander married, as his third wife, MMargaret Murray of
Kildun, and had issue: 3. Isobel, who married, about 1627,
Llexander, eldest son of Robert Gray of Creich and Ospisdale
sutherland. 4. John, of whom nothing is known at present.
hlexander's fourth wife was Florence, daughter of Robert Mor
Munro of Foulis, and widow of Roderick MacKenzie, lst of
RedCastle {(Mackenzie: History of the Munros, p. 55), with-
out any knowa issue. Alexander Bayne of Vester lLogie died

before 1624, and was succeeded by his son of the first
marriage. '

1l. DUNCAM, who is style "of Delny" as well as Wof
Wester Logie". His rental in the Valuation Roll of TInver-
ness-shire (which included Ross) in 1644 was £212. He
married, as his first wife, Jean, only dJaughter of John
Urquhart of Ferrytoun (descended from the Urquharts of Cro-
morty), with issue: 1. Agnes, who married Colin MacKenzie,
ond. of Kincraig, with issue: (1). Colin, who became 3rd of
Kincreig. (2). Lieut.-Colonel Duncan, Scots Guards. (3).
Lilias, who married #lexander, son of the Rev. William Mac-~
Kenzie of Rosskeen, with issue. (4). Catherine, who, in
1680, married, as his second wife, William Grant, ‘tacksman
of firdoch, with issue. Their great-grandson was the Rev.
Gustavus Lird, D.D., minister of the IFree Church at Creich,
Sutherland, who died on 20th December 1898. (5). Christian,
who, 1n 168l, married William, son of Alexander MacKenzie,
lst of the MacKenzies of Ardross. (6). Florence, who mar-
ried, in 1679, William MacKenzie of Kinlochewe, with issue.
(7). hgnes, who married flexander, son of Alexander Bayne,
2nd. of the Baynes of Knockbain. 2. John, of whom  after-
wards. Duncan Bayne married, as his second wife, Helen,
daughter of Thomas Urquhart of the Urquharts of Xinbeachie,
Black Isle (a second cousin of his first wife), without
issue. It 1s said that Duncan Bayne died "in the reign of
Charles IX." He was succeeded by his only son, John.

TII. 'J0FN, who is described in documents as "Mr. John
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Bayne". He is probably the John Bayne from Ross-shire, who
sraduatod iisde, in 1651, at King's College,. Aberdeen. He
married, about 1660, Amna, eldest dasughter of Robert Gray of
Arboll, Butherland, with issue, an only daughter, also Amna,
who married Sir John Gordon, 3rd Baronet of ‘Embo, Sutherland.
(marr. cont., dated 19th April 168%), with issue. By abad
dated, .on 25rd November 1694, at Fortrose, "Mr. John Bayne.
of Delmie binds himself to pay to his grandchildren, John,
Robexrt, George, Amne, Elizabeth and Jean, the sum of 1200
merks with interest thereon...%. Mr.John was dead by 16986,

and, on 28th May 1700, the fore-mentioned grandp.h:l_'l.aren Were
mfeft in the lands of Delny.

(b ) THE BAYNES OF KNOCKBAIN .

I. RONALD, second son of Duncen Bayne, ard Laird of
Tulloch, was the first of +the fanily of Xnockbain in - the
parish of Kilmiir Easter, He was a Writer in Dingwell, and
was a witness, in 1626, To the Will of Sir Roderick Mac-
Kenzie of Coigeach, "Tutor of Kintail®". Ronald Bayne was
married twice. His first wife was Janet, daughter of the
Rev. Thomas Houston, minister at Inverness, ' and by her he
had: 1. Duncan, who seems to have died before his father.
2. Alexander, of whom afterwvards. 2. Kenneth. 4., Margar-
et. 9. Christian. 6. Catherine. Roneld's second wife is
not mentioned in any document known to the writer, but he
had by her: 7. John, who is given in the Recards of the
Presbytery of Dingwall, in 1649, as brother of Alexander
Bayne of Knockbain., 8. A son, whose name is not knowm. 9.
Donald, described in the Munro Writs (p. 60) as "Mr. Donald -
Bayne'. Nothing further is kmown of.him. 10. Janet, who
died before JSlst July 1648. Ronald Bayne, who was Provost

of Dingwall, died before 3lst July 1648, and was succeeded
by his second son, Alexander.

IT. AIEXANDER, who 1s mentioned, in the Records of the
Presbytery of Dingwall, on 22nd January 1650, as having ap-
peared before the Presbytery "confessing malignancy". (He
hed been a follower of the Marquis of Montrose?. He married,
bewors 1644, as his first wife, Agnes, daughter of Colin
Mackenzie, lst of Kincraig, with issué: 1. Ronald, of whom
afterwards. 2. Llexender,” who married his first cousin,
Agnes, daughter of Colin MacKenzie, 2nd. of XKincraig. 3.
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Janet, who married the Rev.John MacRae, minister at Dingwall
(1674-1704), with issue (Fasti, vol. vii., p. 34). 4. Mar-
garet, who was baptised at Dingwall, on 20th December 1664,
and married with issue. 5. Kemneth, who was baptised at
Dingwall on the same date as his sister. Alexander Bayne
married, as his second wife, Isobel (surname not known at
present), with issue: 6. Donald, who was baptised at Ding-~
wall, on 22nd December 1670. 7. Roderick, who is mentioned
in-a Sasine of 1701. Alexander must have died before 2nd
Jamary 1673, for, on that date, his son, Ronald, 1s des-
cribed "of Kmockbayne®.

IIY. RONAID succeeded his father at Knockbain. He
accompanied the 3rd Earl of Seaforth to the Court of James
IT. in London, in 1675 as his principal servent. He married
Catherine, daughter of Roderick MacKenzie, 5th of Davoch-

maluag, with issue: 1. Alexander, of whom afterwards. 2o
Kemmeth, who was baptised at Dingwall, @ on 20th July 1681.
3. John, who was baptised at Dingwall, on 135th August 1GB%,

nad married with issue, a son, John, who married Helen Mac-
Rae (Highland Papers, vol.i.p.228, History of the MacRaes,
p. 68). Ronald had also an illegitimate son by Margaret
MacQuein, baptised, on 9th June 1678, at Dingwall. The date
of Ronald's death is not definitely knowvn, but 1t took place
before lst.June 1721, for on that date, his son and success-
or, Alexander, had a Sasine of Knockbain.

IV. AIE{/ANDER, who was also styled "of Delny®, that
property having come into the Knockbain family,was baptised,
on 927th TFebruary 1680, at Dingwall. He married Jean,
daughter of John Gray of Arboll, Sutherland, and his wife,
Katherine Fraser of Kinneries, with issue: 1. Ronald, of whm:
afterwards. 2. Donald, who was Ballie of Dingwall in 1740.
This Alexander Bayne of Knockbain and Delny was to succeed
' to Tulloch in the event of the failure of the issue of EKen-
neth Bayne in Drynie, -half-brother of Johna 7th Laird of
Tulloch. The date of his death is not known. He was succeed-
ed -at Knockbain and Delny by his elder son, Ronald.

V. RONALD, who was Bailie of Dingwall in 1740, married
Jean, daughter of Sir John Wachenzie of Coul, with issue: 1.
Llexander, of whom afterwards. 2. Catherine, who married,
ag his necond wife, after Sepvember 1740, Alexander MacKen~
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zie of Tolly, merchant at Dingwall, with issue (Burke: Land-
ed Gentry, 1938, p.1475). Ronald Bayne sied in June or July .
1745, and was succeeded at Delny by his son. By this Hme,.
~the family had no connection with Knockbain. -

VI. ALEXANDER, who was a Lieutenant in the Navy, and
had, in 1745, a retour to his father, Ronald Bayne of Delny,
and also to Priesthill in Cromarty. On 10th June, 17567, there
1s a Sasine of Delny and FPriesthill to James Cuthbext of
Milncralg from Llexander Bayne of Delny. Nothing further is

known of flexander, who seems to have been the last of his
line. -

(c) THE BAYNES OF TARRADAIE ..

I. ALEYXANDER was a son of Duncan Bayne, 3rd Leaird of
Tulloch, and his third wife, Isobel, daughtér of Alexander
MacKenzlie, 2nd. of Fairburn. He was thus a half-brother of
Ronald, progenitor of the Baynes of Knockbain. He had =
Sasine of Tarradale on 24th June, 1634. He narried Jean
daughter of John MacKenzie of the MacKenzies of Ord, with
issue, at least, one son, Duncan, of whom aftermvards. Alex-~

ander was sherrif-depute of Ross-shire wuntil his death in
1669, He was succceded at Tarradale by his son.

TI. DUNCAN, who had a Sasine of Tarradale on 2nd Feb-
ruary 1669, was married to Jean, daughter of the Rev. Jolm
MacKenzle, son' of Jolm Roy MacKenzie; 4th of Gairloch, with
issue, Alexander, of whom afterwards. Duncan Bayne, 2nd. of-

Tarradale, died before 1701, and vas succeeded by his son, |
Alexander. .

ITT. ALEXSNDER. He had a Sasine of Tarradale on 6th
Maxrch 1701, and bought the estate of Culbo from Kenneth Mac-
Eenzie of Scatwell. He married Jean, sister of George Mac-
Kenzie ol Balmuchie, with issue: 1. Duncan, of whom after-
wards. 2. Isabel, who was baptised, on 20th November 1697,
at Dingwall. 4. Donald, who avas baptised, on 9th Tebruary
1699, at Dingvell, Alexapder Bayne of Tarradale died before

ard July 1712, and was succeeded at Tarradale by his elder
SO1.

IV. DUNGAN, who was baphised, on 27th November 1695,
at Dingﬁ@JI,—EEd as a young man 3% L{id, and the Baynes of




22 .
Enoclkbain succeeded to Tarradale.

(d) THE BAYNES OF PITCAIRLIF

T. DONAID was a son of Duncan Bayne, 3rd Lajird of Tul-
loch and his first wife, Ilspeth, daughter and co-heir of
Torgquil Conanach MacLeod of Lewis, and was thus a $ull
brother of Ronald, progenitor of the Baymes of Knoclkbain and
a8 half-brother of Llexander, progenitor of +the Baynes of .
Tarradale. It has been said that Donald was a "patural® son
of the Laird of Tulloch, but there has been no confirmation
of this. e was chamberlain of Lewls, &and was married <o
Agnes, a "natural' daughter of John Roy MacKenzie, &th of
Gairloch. There is a Sasine to Them on 15th November 1643.
Donzld was killed at the battle of fiuldearn in 1645, leaving
issue, as follows: 1. John, of whom afterwards. 2. hgnes,
who married ....... Bayne, vith issue, at least, one son,
Alexander, of whom afterwards. 3. Margaret, who married
veeee.s OGewmart, with issue, a daughter, Isobel, who married
Walter Ross, with issue, a daughter, Isabella, who, on 26%th
A£pril 168l, was the wife of Donald MacNeil 3in Contin. 4.,
Helen, who married ,..... . Simpson, with issue, a daughter,
Isabella, who was the wife of Donald Urquhart in Brahan, on
26th April 168l.

11. JOHY, who was the only son of Donald Bayne, cham-
berlein of Lwwie, cexrried on the mrprezsntatisn of tho fam-
1ly. He appears in documents of his period as "Mr. John
Bayne of Pitecairiie". He was probably the John Bayne, who
attended King's College, Aberdeen (1647-1651), and graduated
Mcfia In 1651. He married Fuphemiza fickerman, sister of An-~
drew Ackerman, W.5., who wrZ served heir to her on 15th July
1686. Mr. John Bayne died, before April 1681, without
issue. His nephew, Alexander Bayne, was served "heir por-
- tioner and of conquest" to him on 26th fipril 1681.

ITT. ALBXLNDER, who is described on 13th May 1665 and
later as "late Baillie of Dingwall", married, as his first
wife, Margaret MacDonald, with issue: 1. Hugh, who was bap-
tised, on 19th March 1675, at Dingwall. 2. Kemneth, who was
baptised, on tie n.. .30 b 1L ipomdd Te Duithe,, who wos
baptised, on 20th Ap=il 1676, at Dingwall. 4. Morgaret, vwho'
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was baptised, on 23rd April 1671,.at Dingtmall. 5. Katherine,
who vas baptised, on 26th April 1676, at Dingvall. After
his first twife's death, Alexonder Bayne married Margaret
MacCulloch (parents mﬂﬂlﬂm), with 1ssue: 6. Donald, vho vas
baptised, on 5th July 1681, at Dingnall., He became school-
master of Kiltearn in Januaxry 1701. After being licensed to
preach the Gospel, he was appointed chaplain in Lieut.-Gene-
ral Murray!s Regiment Iin Flanders. Called, on 1l4th July
1708, to Dingrall, but such vas the opposition of the Ipls-
copalians that he, as a Presbyterian, could.not be settled,
and he oontinued in the army. He was chaplain to Colonel
Lamy!'s Regiment at the Bosch 1in November 1736. Nothing
further 1s knovn about him. =~

ar—_ T 0

Donald MﬂﬂKiHl‘lﬂ.:ﬂ;-' .
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NOTES

"Torphichen. A volume of the Chartulary.-of this
Preceptory of the KnighisHospitallers of St. John
of Jerusalem 3is in the possession of Jolm Black
Gracle, Esge, writer to the Signet, Edinburgh"
(Frogmenta Scoto-Mcnastica, pub T.G.Stevenson, Edin-
burgh 1842 p. 14). J.B.Gracie "Superior of all the
Temple lands in Scotland" (ditto p. 24). R.W.M.

Some information on the descent of the Hays of Nor-
ton will be found in the Appendix to "Balmerino and
its Aibbey" by Jomes Campbell D.D. (Blackwood 1899).

' D.McN.

T iy, P
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QUERLES.

John Burnet (1784-1868) painter and engraver, born
at Mugselburgh, was the son of George Burnet, sur-
veyor-general of excise for Scotland and had a
brother James Burnet (1788-1816) a landscepe pairnten
EDic'I:. Nat. Biog. VIII 405, 406). His father is said

Men of the Time, Lond. 1868 p. 137) to have been a

npative of Borrowstouness (Botness, W. Lothian) and

to have been descended <from Dr. Thomas Burnet, +the

friend of Nevton, and brother of Bishop Burnet. Can
anyone substantiate these statemengs? D.W.

Robert Henderson, son of Robert Henderson and Mary
Milligan, born in London died in Havena, Cuba, March
13, 1892, aged 65. He had tho brothers Thomas and
Matthew. Robert Henderson, the father, was an In-
fantry Captain and later a merchant in London. While
in the Afrmy the family lived in Dublin. They axe
sald to have comections in Scotland and Dublin and
to be related to the Hendersons of Fordell. Help in
tracing the pedigree would be appreciated. F.J.R.H.

Can anyone itrace the descent of Henrietta, daughter
of George Maxwell of Southbar and vife of James Dun-
lop 4th laird of Garnkirk, from Adam Maxwvell of
Southbar, son of Sir Herbert, first Lord Maxwell of
Caerlaverock? . AMcC.D.

John Henderson (1747-1785) actor, known as the "Bath
Rosecius™ claimed to be descended from the Hendersons
of Fordell (Dict. Nat. Biog.). Can anyone detail

his pedigree? F.J.R.H.

Harie Ritchie, daughter of John Ritchie of Busbie or
Craigstovn married James Dunlop, grandson of James
Dunlop 4th laird of Garmkirk. Help in tracing her
ancestry would be much appreciated. A McC.D.

Matthew Henderson Captain (1737-1788) son of David
Henderson of Tannockside and Elizabeth Browm, friend
of Burns and Boswell, was known as the object of




25‘

Burnt's celebrated Flegy. Can anyone give particu-
s Jooding to the tracing of his ancestorsand de-
scendants? F.J.R.H.

11/15. John Hawthorn Esq. of Castlenigg had three children
Hugh born 16 Feb., 1797, Helen born 29 Dec., 1788,
and. John born 24 Feb. 1800. The line of the elder
son is said %o be extinet. Did John marry and if
80, whom and was there any family? The arms of the
family (registered in Liyon Office 1769) nre Arg. a
chevron between 4#wo cinquefoils gu and a hawthorn
tree growing out of a mount in base vert flowered
proper. A.H-B.

11/16. Wanted, parentage and commection with ILessendrum
family of ilexander Bisset M.4A. of Aberdeen and
gentieman farmer of Echt, borm 1754 and of his wife
(married Nov. 1784) Sarah Roberts. . RuALPLH,
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NOTICES.

The Scottish Genealogist will be published quarterly.

£11 material for publication must be sent to the Editﬂr, The
Scottish Genealogist, 30 India Street, Edinburgh, 3, 4in a
form ready for immediate use. MSS rrus{: be fully referenced,
aigned and previously unpublished.

Publication in The Scottish Genealogist does not imply that
all views therein are accepted or zamitted Ly The Scottish
Genealogy Society. Authors, and not the Society, are to be
held responsible for errors of fact.

111 communications submitted shouid be acconpanied by a
stomped addresced envelope {or other means of return). Pub-
lisked matier will not be retumaedr  but will Twoceme  the
propecty of The foxlety and 3l Por rzfuerease in the ILdb-
Tary.

Costs of iliuvstraticns will be borne by the author in all
casGs.

REpmuuc..tlnn from The Scnttlsh GPI'EE’-E‘.lﬂglEl't in part or in
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Subscription o The Scottish Genealogist is 11/~ per  anmm
(post free). Single copies are availeble from the Editor at
2/9 post free.

Menberzhip of The Scciiish Censalagy Sosisty ds by election

at an apnuel  subsori 1331:;{"-::1—?I“.:juf!m—“("tu_.;.na: ve of The
Scotiish Ganaslopish, 1. Inouire 1c. s may be made o the Horor-
ary Scerelary; 24 Deveridge Road Ku*lcca[!_dy, el subscxrip-
fions paid to the Honorery Tl*eabﬁ_l:.."er , 74 Brunstane  Road,

Jorna, Midlsthio.



4

98.

THE SCOTTISH GEMELLOGY SOCIETY

Ilon. President The Ri. Hon. The Earl of Dundes.

Hon. Vice Presidents The Rt. Hon. Sir Thomas Innes of
Learney, K.C.V.0., Lord Lyon King
of Lms.

The Rt. Hon. Thc Countess of Erroll,
Hereditary I.ord High Constable of
Scotland.

The Rt. Hon. The Iord Lovat, 1.5.0. M.C.

The Rt. Hon. The Earl of Crawford and
Balcarres, ICT.

Chairman of Council Captain Iain Moncreiffe of Easter
Moncreiffe, Unicorn Pursuivant of

Lrms,

Hon. Sccretary Duncan Hﬂ'llﬂug]lton, M.A.
24 Beveridge Road, Kirkealdy.

Hon. Treasurer J. H. C. Milligen, 74 Brunstane Road,
Joppa, Midlothian. :

Hon. Editor Jean Duntop, B.L., Ph.D., 30 India

Street, Eﬁinburgh

By the Constitution, the Society exisis "to promote rescarch
into Scottish Family History" and "to undertake the collec-
tion, exchange and publication of information and matorial
rclating to Scottish Gencalopgy by means of meetings, leci-
ures etc.". By the expressed desire of the Original Hem-
bers, the Society 4vas to remain an academic and consultative
body; and was not to engoge itself professionally in record
searching. Arrangements vill be made by which the Society
can supply a list -of those members who are vprofesgsionsl
dearchers but any commissions of this kind must be carried
out independently of the Society.

The monthly meetings of the Society are held in St.
kndrews Society Rooms, 24 Hill Street (Cosile Street end. ).,
Edinburgh at 7.30 p.m. on 15th of the month. {(In the cvent
of the 15th falling on Saturday or Sunday, the meeting is
held on the I I}llﬂ‘h’lng I-'mnday)
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