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F R I D A Y , A P R I L 7, 1 8 9 3 . 

M E E T I N G A T B A N F F . 

THE Banffshire Field Club me t on Fr iday evening. 
Apri l 7, in t h e reading room of t h e Banff Town and 
County Club. I n t h e absence of the president, 
Provost Smi th occupied the chair. Provost George, 
Macduff, and J a m e s Grant , LL.B. , solicitor, Banff, 
were duly admi t ted members of the Club. The 
chai rman t h e n called on the secretary, who read a 
paper prepared by A. W . Farquhar , Bracoden, 
ent i t led— 
THE KIRK SESSION OF GAMRIE AS PAROCHIAL 

BOARD OF THE PARISH. 
Prefatory. 

The present paper covers f rom 1704 to 1840, bu t a 
few of the mat te r s relat ing to the Session as 
Parochia l Board were given in a previous paper by 
t h e present writer, and these are either not given a t 
all or only briefly referred to. The paper makes no 
pretence t o be a history of the doings of the Session 
as Parochial Board of the p a r i s h ; it is merely a 
collection of i tems gathered from the Church 
Records of Gamrie, and connected together by t h e 
fac t t h a t they are about the Kirk-Session and about 
t h e Parochial Board—about i t and about i t . 

Funds. 
Every one knows t h a t the chief source of income 

to kirk-sessions was t h e church door collections. 
These in Gamrie were never very large. I n t h e 
earlier periods they were only a few pounds and a t 
their best they rarely exceeded for ty or forty-five 
And ye t t h e kirk-session managed to keep the poor 
and stave off a legal assessment ti l l t h e year 1845. 
How comes this about? Well, t hey had o the r 
sources of income, and other means of raising 
money. Let us look a t some of these. 
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(a) Legacies and donations from pious individuals. 
—In examining into these, I found what seemed to 
show that there are waves of charitable feeling as 
of every other emotion. How otherwise can you 
account for this ? From 1700 to 1750 there came to 
the session only 50 merks from Lady Lichnot in 
1746, and a sum of twenty pounds in 1748 from 
William West, pilot, North Leith, the interest only 
of this latter sum being at the session's disposal. 
From 1750 to 1800 James Reid, merchant in 
Gardenstown, gave £5 in 1772, but bound the 
session to aliment one John Smith as long as he 
lived, and pay regard to any of Reid's friends after 
Smith's death ; and James Robertson, Protston, in 
1787, gave £150, and at his death, in 1794, another 
£50, on condition that the session should annually 
pay him, in the first case, six pounds, and, in the 
second case, should pay ten pounds per annum to 
his sister, and at her death to his wife as long as 
she should live after her. The previously-mentioned 
James Reid at his death left £20 for the poor, with 
no condition attached. 

Contrast these two periods with the period from 
1800 to 1840. In 1802, Hugh Wilson, Jamaica 
(brother of the minister), left £200, the interest 
whereof should be given to ten or twelve of the 
poorest dependents of the parish, and in addition to 
this there were in the period sums amounting to 
£527 12s. 10d. donated or bequeathed for the 
ordinary poor. There were a good many sums 
under £10, and these I do not note, but I mention 
the donors of more than that amount. In 1822, 
William Watt, Batavia, bequeathed £250, which 
was remitted by Mr A. Watt , merchant, Copen-
hagen ; in 1830, James Chalmers, Esq., Banff, left 
£100; in 1812, the Executors of the late Earl of 
Fife paid over £44 8s. 4d.; in 1829, James Wilson, 
Macduff (minister's uncle), gave £25; in 1820, John 
Watt, native of Gamrie, presented £22 10s.; in 
1836, a sum of £19 19s. 6d. came from the late A. 
Chalmers (senior), Banff ; and, in 1802, John Watt , 
East Indies, son of John Watt , elder, Gardenstown, 
left £15 to be given to those that had seen better 
days and were uot paupers. In those forty years, 
upwards of £700 came to the Session, while in the 
preceding hundred years less than £250 came, and 
the most of it was burdened and restricted by con-
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ditions attached to the gift. Am I not then justified 
in saying that there are waves of charitable feeling? 

(b) Voluntary assessments and contributions. — 
Voluntary assessments or contributions were the 
second great additional source of income to the 
Session as Parochial Board. So long as Macduff 
continued an insignificant village this method of 
raising funds was not had recourse to, but when 
Macduff became a town and entered on its great 
expansion (1790-1840), the ordinary funds no longer 
sufficed, and the parishioners were compelled to put 
their hands in their pockets and give voluntarily. 
I do not forget the ' new intended plan' (discussed 
in my previous paper) of 1752, whereby the heritors, 
the parishioners, and the Session agreed to raise 
each a third of the amount required for the support 
of the poor, but I do not put it forward as it was 
adopted for only one year, and the poor Session was 
left to intimate t h a t ' such of the poor as were able 
should be allowed to travel and beg in the parish, 
and the Session would do their best for them to the 
amount that the funds would allow.' I merely 
remark that the funds to all appearance proved 
sufficient then and for nearly fifty years more. 
Even in 1783, '84, and '85 there was no special appeal 
(the heritors, however, were kind independently), 
but in 1796 there were extra contributions to the 
extent of £10 2s. 6d. In 1800, by the permission of 
the heritors, there was an encroachment on the 
capital, and in 1816, with the same permission, 
there was a sum of fifty pounds given to the Society 
at Gardenstown to reduce the price of meal supplied 
to the poor. The funds were still increasing, but 
in 1829 a sum of fourteen guineas and nine bolls of 
meal were given to assist the Session. After 1832 
the funds began to decrease, and in 1837 £10 in 
meal and £2 in cash; in 1838, £14 11s. 6d. and 21 
bolls 10 pecks of meal; and in 1839, 11 bolls of 
meal assisted to some extent to check the rapid 
decrease of the capital of the Session. In 1841, 
subscriptions to the amount of £130 2s. proved in-
sufficient, and the farmers were appealed to to give, 
in addition to their subscriptions, help in meal 
and money to the less favoured and poorer 
parishioners in their own immediate neighbourhood. 
In 1842, a division of the parish for Parochial Board 
purposes was brought about, and the figures I give 
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refer only to the eastern end in the years 1842, '43, 
and '44. In 1842, Troup gave £30, and the parish-
ioners £28 13s. 6d. and 13 bolls of meal ; in 1843, 
the heritors gave £36 2s.; in 1844, as things were 
now getting serious, an extraordinary effort was 
made, and by a voluntary assessment of 2d. per £1 
the parishioners raised £2513s. 5d., and the heritors 
gave £52 14s. From 1841 onwards, tha t untiring 
man, Mr Whyte, the Session Clerk, had struggled 
and laboured, had written and argued, had con-
vened meetings and issued circulars, and, by one 
method or another, had kept the Session in funds ; 
but now he left the parish, and, in May 1845, the 
Session resolved that a legal assessment be imposed, 
and tha t steps be taken to set the thing agoing; 
there being, so it would seem, no vigorous soul to 
take up Mr Whyte's work and carry it on. 

A third source of income was 
(c) Penalties and mortcloth dues.— The mort-

cloth dues were small, and rarely exceeded a 
pound. From the accounts, I should judge tha t 
the usual charge was two shillings, though 
some years i t would look to be three, and in 
others perhaps four. In 1840, the Session paid 

£2 15s. for a new mortcloth, which is, I sup-
pose, still in existence somewhere, though its use is 
now discontinued. The penalties again varied con-
siderably. In 1720, the amount to be paid per head 
was fixed by minute a t £4 Scots (6s. 8d. sterling) for 
every person, man or woman, ' unless their condi-
tion be very mean.' I t continued at this ra te for 
half a century or so; then it was raised, and to all 
appearance was on a graduated scale; some of-
fenders paid £1, some £2 or more, and the poorer 
paid from five to fifteen shillings. 

I noticed on one page tha t one delinquent paid a 
pound, and it was minuted tha t he was not absolved, 
as he had paid only half. A few pages farther on, 
I came upon one who apparently had waited till he 
had something worth coming for, and he got off at 
fifteen shillings for each occasion. I wondered if 
the second man got a deduction for taking a quantity 
—say, got his a t wholesale prices—but I am inclined 
to think not. He had been a good deal poorer than 
the other. Some of the richer people, of course, 
gave handsome sums—say £5 or £10—to get off 
with fewer appearances than usual ; and in a year 
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where one or more of these appeared, the sums for 
penalties proved a good addition to the annual col-
lections ; but in ordinary years, the amounts varied 
from £2 to £8 or thereby. One man, in 1821, had 
been very insolent to the minister and kirk-session, 
and the session got £7 4s. 6d. as the proceeds of a 
process of scandal against him before the Sheriff of 
Banff. In this connection, I may mention tha t the 
lairds of Troup were in the habit of sending the 
fines received from poachers or others tha t were 
brought before the Sheriff and fined. 

A fourth addition to the funds came from 
(d) The sale of paupers' effects and repayment of 

advances. — The entries under this head are not 
many, and the amounts are generally small. 
In the earlier years no such entry is f ound ; 
probably the ' new intended plan originated 
the custom of disponing the effects of paupers 
a t death to the Kirk-Session. Occasionally some 
four or five pounds would come from this 
source, but usually the amounts ran from fifteen 
shillings to a couple of pounds. One entry in 
1793 is Margaret "West's hypothick, 5s.; but I did 
not find the word hypothick occur again. The re-
payments disappointed me. I expected a large 
number of entries under this heading. Did I find 
them? Take this entry in 1827—' From the heirs 
of Isabel Morison, an old woman, who had been 
some time on the poor's funds, and who had money 
lef t by her brother before her death, £10 ; ' and let 
it be accounted unto these heirs for righteousness. 

These sources of income were common to all Kirk-
Sessions, I presume, but the Kirk-Session of Gamrie 
had a special source. The Session in 1739 got per-
mission from the heritors to build a loft in the 
church, and to charge rent for the seats. I t cost 
them £11 9s. 5 1/2d. to build, and they spent an oc-
casional sixpence on repairs, and realised when the 
church became ruinous the sum of £4 5s. From 
1739 to 1782, the rents were £1 4s. annually, but in 
1783 they were heightened, and amounted to from 
£3 3s. to £3 15s. down to the year 1826, when 
people were obliged to leave the church for fear i t 
should fall upon their heads. They were not bad 
business men these elders of Gamrie. 

The Auditing of the Funds.—The auditors were 
the Presbytery, or visitors appointed by the Pres-
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bytery. The audi t was not an annual one, bu t to 
all appearance it was a searching examination into 
the s tate of the funds. Probably no auditorwould 
have interfered to the extent t ha t the Presbytery 

did. In 1718 they ordered a list of the mortifica-
tions to be given in, a t reasurer to be appointed, and 
two of the bonds to be registered. In 1731 they 
advised the appointment of a procurator to see 
about getting the bonds paid up, or renewed with 
unexceptional security. Joint-procurators were ap-
pointed, and these made their report in December, 
and ordered the debtors to pay up by Candlemas, 
or give such security as would sat isfy t h e Presby-
tery. In 1732, an Act of Presbytery was passed, 
enjoining sessions to use all possible diligence for 
recovering payment of the poor's money; and in 
1733 another Act ordered sessions ' for thwith to use 
legal diligence against those who were debtors to 
the session.' The procurators resigned a t once, and 
a treasurer was again appointed, who set to work 
with vigour, and in a year got the half of the 
money paid up, and new bills for the greater par t 
of the rest. Then in 1735 an Act of Synod was 
ordered ' to be insert in the records,' and by this 
Act no session was at liberty to lend above one hun-
dred pound Scots ' to any person whatsoever, with-
out such security as the Presbyterie of the bounds 
shall judge valid and sufficient,' and Presbyteries 
were instructed to call for a list of mortifications 
and a statement of how they are secured, and record 
the same in their books once every year. As a re-
sult of these regulations, the money of the Session 
was deposited with Lord Braco, the lairds of Troup, 
Kinmundy, Melrose, Delgaty, Northfield, Meldrum, 
Eden, or kept in Sir Wm. Forbes & Co's., Banff, or 
placed in the hands of Rev. Mr Wilson, the minister, 
who gave his bond as formally as the rest. The 
Presbytery's audit ran usually in this form : —' The 
Presbytery heard the visitor's remarks upon this 
Register and answers for the Session, and, finding 
nothing censurable therein, appointed the same to be 
attested from page (say) 100 to 144-' There were, 
of course, slight variations in the wording, but the 
above may be taken as a specimen. 

HERITORS AND T H E SESSION. 

The heritors had ful l power to sit with the Session 
and put a veto on their proceedings, but it does not 
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appear tha t in general they took any active part in 
the work of the Session. I t would rather seem as if 
the Session had difficulty in getting them to attend 
even when specially summoned. These special 
summonses were resorted to when special business 
was up. An ' intended new plan,' or a dearth or 
scarcity of provisions, necessitating an encroach-
ment on the capital of the invested funds, or a need 
for a special appeal to the liberality of the heritors 
and parishioners, or a proposal to purchase meal to 
sell at a reduced rate, caused summonses to be 
issued; but in all cases where there was nothing 
special, an intimation to all concerned to be present 
was considered sufficient, and rarely, if ever, did the 
heritors trouble to attend. We may take it, then, 
that such Parochial Board work as was done was 
performed by the Kirk-Session. I t was liable at 
any moment to have its plans interfered with or 
overturned by the heritors, but, as a matter of fact, 
it never had any such experience. Where the 
Session felt any doubt as to the course to pursue, 
the line of action was guarded by the words, ' sub-
ject to the consent' of Troup or of the heritors, and 
thus a line of retreat was kept open if the Session 
had marched in a wrong direction. And so matters 
glided quietly along. 

The Parochial Board at Work.—My previous 
paper touched upon the more salient features of the 
Board's work down to the beginning of the present 
century. In that paper there was a short notice of 
the entries relating to medical men, sturdy beggars, 
badges for the poor, and a disputed settlement, and 
I need not again go over these points, nor need I 
say more than I have done about the management 
of the poor's money. I would rather refer to one 
or two points in the conduct of the affairs of later 
date—of a time when Mr Whyte was in full vigour, 
and was infusing into the Session the activity he had 
in himself. In the end of December 1832 the Session 
in three days visited and inspected the houses and 
beds of the poor, and saw for themselves who were 
really in need, and then distributed blankets that 
they had purchased in Aberdeen to the most 
necessitous. Again, in June 1836, a resolution of 
the Session was publicly intimated that a commit-
tee of the Session should perambulate the parish on 
the 15th day of June, and visit the poor in their 
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houses. The committee did visit Gardenstown and 
Crovie and the landward pa r t of the parish east of 
the church, and got particulars of the paupers west 
of the church. An elaborate report was drawn up, 
giving names, ages, s tates of health, reasons for 
receiving aliment, and the amounts per quarter . 
Age seemed to settle the classification adopted in 
the abstract. There were 13 above 80; 13 also above 
70; 13 likewise above 00, and unable to work ; 8 
under 60, but 'confined with cronical ('sic) disease 
and bodily infirmity ; ' 8 foolish or silly ; 2 widows 
with children; and 3 dest i tute children. The 
report was discussed on J u l y 4th, and the Session 
decided to economise their funds as far as humani ty 
will permit, and use all possible means for enlarging 
the income. An appeal was made to the benevolent 
feelings of the congregation, and copies of the 
report were sent to the heritors. 

From another point the following also shows the 
Session s watchful care of the interests of the poor. 
In 1834, the Session found tha t the reputed fa ther 

of a child whose mother had died before i t was 
affiliated, had failed to answer the Session's summons 
or to aliment the child. They, therefore, decided 
to prosecute the man, and authorised the Clerk to 
institute an action in the name of the Session, and 
to apply for the benefit of the Poor's Roll for tha t 
purpose—' The Session being of opinion t h a t none 
can be better entitled to the benefit of tha t roll than 
the poor themselves.' Undoubtedly t ha t opinion is 
sound. I should have liked to know what the 
result of the prosecution was, but , unfor tunate ly , 
the case is not again referred to, and we are thus 
left completely in the dark. Let us hope tha t the 
reputed fa ther thought better of it and decided not 
to let the case go to court. Bu t not merely against 
individuals did they wage war in defence of the 
rights of the poor. They tackled even the Town 
Council of Macduff, gained the victory, and mag-
nanimously refused to follow it up. The circum 
stances were these:—On December 18th, 1830, a 
printed bill was produced and read in the Session, 
having the names of the Magistrates and Council of 
Macduff affixed, proposing to have four quarterly 
collections in the year ' for purposes other than tha t 
connected with the support of the poor.' This was 
more than the Session could stand. Were they not 
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responsible for all collections made in the Church 
or at the church door? Was it not their duty to 
defend the interests of the poor committed to 
their charge? They, therefore, directed the elders 
in the Macduff district to keep a firm grip 
of all monies collected in or about the Church 
till the matter was regularly brought before the 
session and their judgment given upon it. At the 
same time, there was brotherly love in their bosoms, 
and they were quite willing to hear any representa-
tions on the subject from the inhabitants of Macduff, 
and to meet their views if they can. Meantime, 
written authority to retain all monies is sent to the 
elders in Macduff, and so soon as possible the Presby-
tery is consulted on the matter. The Presbytery 
appointed a committee of four ' to hold a commun-
ing with all concerned and endeavour to effect an 
amicable arrangement between the parties.' This 
they did on the 15th day of March 1837, and an 
agreement was drawn up in which the Town Council 
acknowledged the right of the session to all collec-
tions in the Church or a t the Church door, and the 
session allowed four collections annually for making 
up the congregation's part of the minister's stipend 
and other objects then in view, and also collections 
at other times for charitable and religious purposes 
on condition that in all cases the ordinary collection 

be deducted for the poor. I find that immediately 
thereafter the session appointed a depute session 
clerk in Macduff, presumably to have some one on 
the spot to look after the interests of the session, 
but how he succeeded or for how long the arrange-
ment continued, I have no means of knowing. Let 
the incident stand as one more instance of the 
painstaking fidelity of the session of Gamrie, and 
let me close my paper with the hope that some one 
else will be able to throw more light on this subject 
than I have been able to do. 

A short discussion followed, in which the Chair-
man, Mr Pirie, and others took part, after which, 
on the motion of the Chairman, votes of thanks 
were passed to the writer and reader of the paper, 
and the Secretary was instructed to convey the 
thanks of the meeting to Mr Farquhar for his ex-
cellent paper. A vote of thanks was passed to 
Provost Smith for presiding. 
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