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(Marginal note — Descendents of Marion ani Isobel, sisters of XV John Blair
who died 1645, if there are any such would succeed as heirs of line cn death
of XVIII'Tillian Blair in 1732. Failing these it appears to me the repre-
gentation would then revert to the representatives of the five sisters of XIV
Johr Blair, 0f thesc our Ancestress Amne or Annabella, i, Hobert Beyd of
Pitcon, whose represcntative (failing the male line (of Pitcon) of wkich
nothing sppears now to be known) is 2s skowm at page -17.bcRedic of Perceton
failing which family the limeal representaticn* both of 3lair and Boyd would
revert tc Findlay and Paterson, *That of Blair of course being shared with
other representntives of said Anne or Annabella.)

(tfarginal note = Majer 3rown scold Fnockizarlock, Eis son wasg the only male
descendent. )

(Marzinal note — No descendents known of Hay of Craignethan except those
indicated. See p.76).

Boturich Castle li4th November 1861

"y dear John - After I had sent you the genealegicnl list and renarks the
other day I had a misziving as to the historical correctness of any statenent
as to Sir Alexander SBoyd (brotier of the Boy<d whoe was husband of the Princess
¥ary and created Barl of Arran, She having afterwsnrds been married to Lord
Haiilton) being ancester of the Beyds of Pitcon and Tuter in Chivalery to
J-ues V. It was to Jomes III that he wns so appointed and the Sir Alexander
Boyd fron whom Pitccn descended was secend son of the first Lord Zoyd and
Uncle to the above 3ir ..lexander, see page 0604 of a work entitled "The Scottish
Naticn", which confirms the ~bove and gives an account of the events which be-
fell the family of 2oy<d at that pericd., Unless Genealegzical statenents ore
aceurate they are worse than useless. Your affectionate father 2.F."

The followins is a copy of a note from my father's old friend and school
fellow, Mr. Smith - £ Jorlanhill, whe like himself had great Fenealozic~l lore.
I do not know what cccasicned this comrunication. It was probably in conse-
quence of gome cconversation they had vhile ir. Smith was on a visit te Doturich,
"Dear Robert - I send you your Royal descents,that fron James II is the nearest¥
(nmrginal note = *a ristake I think) connection with the Royal Fanily of any
subject. You are thirteenth cousin to the Prince of 'lales.  Your mather was
fourth cousin to Talter Scott. 0f coursc when you get to James II you can
eagily connect with tiie Plantagenets, ns his mother was a dcscendent of John of
Gaunt, Not having Anderson's Genealeyi:s here I can't ive you all the steps.
Yours ever truly James 3-ith, Jordanhill, 12th Iarch".

King Jeres II of Scotland born 1430,

lat Lord Eamilton == Princess Mary
2nd Barl of Lennox == Blisabeth damilten
Sir Zugh Camrbell of Loudoun == Lady Tlisabeth Stewart
Sir Mathew Canpbell == Isabel Drurcmond
5th Lord Boyd == Mar;aret Campbell
John Blair of Blair == Isabella Beoyd
Bryce Blair == Annabella “lallace
Robert Boyd of Pitcon == Anne Blair
Aobert Todgert == Annabella Boyd
Browm o == Robert Hedyert
Tilliam Finilay == Barbara iodgert
Robert Findlay == Annabella Zaterson
“obert Findlay == Jorothea Junlop

Hobert Findlay : == Mary Buchanan,

Kingz Robert II/

Te .
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King Robert II :
Princess Jean : : / . : = Sir John Lyon

(Marginal 1st Lord CGlammis

Note: 3rd Lord Glammis

Douglas " 4th Lord Glammis

neerage) ‘rchibald Lyor  (Pencil note: or !lexander - see p.53 and 45)
(Mr. Ure's

(?%Sggégt son see Colin Cempbell = Mary/Lyon

p.45)

Colir Carmpbell of Elie

(Marginzl note: Robert Carobell of Silvercraigzs - Colin L. Blythswood
Mr.Smith crmitted a-—— Robert Campbell of Silvercraizs

gereration see p.45 W.Scott - Mary Carmpbell C. Mapier - Robert L.N."oodside
& Mr.Ure p.127

Robert Scott, 2nd cousin Lilias - Jares bunlop, Garrnkirk
See pges 29, . ¥, Scott, Y.S. 3rd Robert Dunlop, Househill
34, 36. Sir V. Scott  4th Dorothee Durlop - R. Findlay.

mobert Firdloy
Kir~ Pobert III

Prirvcess Mary = 1st Earl of :nous

/
Geornoe, 4th Farl of anous

[

/
1st Earl of Montrose !
2nd Earl of Montrose '
Robert, Lord Grahan
Jobr,, 3rd Tarl of Montrpse
Johr:, 4t% Earl of Montrose

2r.¢d Lord Graharm Ladv Arne Dourlas

Sir Johxn Colquhour - Lady .Lilian Graham

Tilias Colauhoun -~ Jobr Nanier of Kilmahert
nobert Ca?obellrof N. ¥oodside - éztherine Nanier
Lilias Campbell - Jas. Dunlon, Gafrkirk
Jaret Bucharnan -  Robert Punlon, Househill
Torothes Tunlop — Tobert Findlay

¥~ry Buckaran - Robert Findlay

Tre followins is a loose memo. in my father's writirg - "Lady Lilias Grakam, elder
gister of the CGreat Marauis of Mowtrose (a~d dav~hter of the 4th Farl = of Montrose, and
the Lady Mar-aret Rutlven, sister of the fanous Earl of Gowrie of the Gowrie Corshiracy)
rarried Sir Johr Coloukour of that illr & Lufs, Bart. Their deuskter Lili=s Colquhou:x
married Johp Nanier of Uilmahew 27d their two deushters, Marsaret a-d Ca~verine Nanier
married, the former Jobr, 1lth Farl of Glesczire =zud the latter Robert Carmpbell of North
voodside(2-d so of Blythswood) -nd their only child, Lilias Carpbell, rarried Jaues
ruslon of Gar kirl, whose 2ud sor was my rrardfather, Robert Durlon of Househill®.

Lody Glencairn had ro farilv and her sister, Catherine’s nortrzit bas alwa's Lsen a%
Househill +ill the ladies renoved o Keswick. 7.F. 2Sth June, 1853%  Again re wrizes -
Yares Tunlon of Garrlkir' who merried Lilias Carmbell, was son of Jores of do. who
varried Robertson, deughter of - Robertson of Bedlay, sor of Johr Durlop of do, and
nessr Durlop, deuchter of - Durlep which Johr T. was 2nd son of James Turlon of that
T1% »nd bol Garnkirk about the year 1762, My sister Mary has znow tke rerains of =2
curious tea service of chira wrich was 2 weddins oresernt to wmy sracdmother Torothea
Turlon of Househill from her -reat srardaunt Lady Glenc=irnm. (This rectified =t page 1%)




Here is a memo, of my father's docketed "Note of Pedigree from the lst Earls of Zglintoun

and Argyle etc.etc, May 1833. John Blair of that ilk married Lady Elizabeth Montgomery

daugher of Hugh, first Enrl of Eglintoun by Lady Helen Campbell daughter of Loiin, first o
- farl of Argyle ~ John Blair of That Ilk, their  randson married Grizgl dsuch er of Robert, '
| 3rd Ler? Semnill — Bryce Blair of That 1lk, their son .srried Annabella Jallace (and his

younzer brother, Alexander, warried the Heiress of Ccchranme of [hat Ilk assuming that naae

and vas Ancestor of the Zarls of Jundonald, whe in fact represent the male line of tize old

family of 3lair of Flair, whichin sone genarcticas therealterbeca.c citiact bme Blain
their dauchter warried in 1633 _wbert Boy. of Pitcon {a branch of the noble family of

Boyd 7 Iilmarnocl, r:owextinct;. innabella Boyd, itneir Jiugater, merries the -evd., nobert

- Hodgart,  minister iz Galloway who fled to Ireland during the cersecutions in Chorles i1

time, and died there leaving a2 son - Jcbert o art whe unrried a daggher of Brown of

Fnockmurlcech (an encient family of that name in Ayrshire/ by his wife, a dougher of Hay of -
| Craignethon, son of Hay of Haystoun - Aannabe.ia and Barbarz, daughers and co-aeiresses

of the last Zobert dc . .rt, were mrried to =y two great granaiotie:s Zgbert .atersen and

Williaw Findlay, wy grandfather having merried his cousin annabeli= raterson in 1745 Wy

N
ca

srest grandisther Jobert iaterson merried Znd the widow of John Jougles of Lains at »
place and at Vlieobor, another regidence of Maing, 2y gronduaother was brought up for
=

seven years of aer early life. (Margzin notes see p.45).

Wy great randmother was left a widow im early youth (my srandfother her only surviving
child) and thereafter married Alexender Gw.i hoiiCof Brighouse by ~hom she hed a numercus
fauily, now represented by John Cunzinghe.. of Lainshaw. - R.F, 29th June 1833".

I 2m not awrre that my faother has le?t any further recoris of his grandfather, the
devd, obert Findlay, 2.5, keyond what iszentiozne. in the preceding pa es. There is a
notice of him however in the ork guoted abcve by =y father. "The Scettish Nation" by
Anderson published in 1883, the covy of wuich im ny father's library bears correcticns
ond narginal notes by him, I therefore give it Dhere as zuthentic and trustrerihy.

Hobert Fihdlay, 3.D., a learned Jivine, the author of soue wirks on Divimity, was born -
sarczh 2nd, 1721, Ze was only sor of iilliam Jimcisny of woXford cnd other lands in
Ayraliire v i

ich he had inheritei from ais father Jehn Tindlay vhe died in 1657, His
mether was Barbara, doughor =nd co-fiviyess cof .ehert dedgart, surgeon in lilmrneck and #
on beceming & widew she married sec.ndly, Alexenier Junninghnsa, of 2ri‘heouse in the sale
county. ~ The zon was esucsted ot the University eof ilesgcr after lesving which he went
to Leydion an? London {where he resifed iz 7hi/hS, having Yoarced himself with the Bevd.
ir. George Bemson with vhom he yrosecut:zd his Theslogicnl and Literary Studies and had the
tenefit of the socicty of various distinguisbhed wen of note inm thz learned world, such as
Jrs, Lerdner, Jhuniler etc.ete,) and on his return, spe.t some time ot Zdinburgh with a
view to the medical “refeasion, waich ne soon relinguishsd for the Jhurch., In 1744 he wes
ordained minister of tlhe perish eof 3tevenson, .rom which here woved in 1745 to saloton,
and next went to raisley, In 1756 he became minister of the North “est parish of Glasgow
‘ snd in 1782 was appeinted professer of Jivinity iz that Yniversity. He died in 1814 in
i his 94th yeaor, He bnd wmwarried in 1745 . is cousin .nnabella, daughter of ichert rsterson,
sy, of Braehead, Ayrshire, snd had 2 son, dobert Findlay, Bs_, of Jasterhill, lanarkshire,
’ an eminent merchasnt in 4lasgow,

Dr. Findlay's works are = T-ro Letters tec Zevd. Jr. Xemnicot, Londen 1762 8vo.anon.
A rnersuasive to the enlargement of Fsalmosy, Glasgow 176%. 8vo.anomViniication cf the
' sacred boolks and of Josephus frow various uisre_resentations and cavils of Veltaire,

slasgow 776,  BVO.

S ’Margin note: see Dp.13,14,15.

)
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divine inspiration of the Jewish scripturcs of the vld Tsstement
certed by St. Paul ¢, Timothy IIL 16 ant Dr. Geddes's reasons againgt
tenour of his words, examined, London 18u4 1810, & vo. In The Glaszow
soreury under dste 17th yctobax 178%(pagc®33) appears the following notice:-
‘On Friday last the Rev. Dr. Robert #indlay one of the ministors of this
city was admitted professor of divinity in the university of Glasgow in
place of the late Dr. Wight', A corresuondent writing to the publishers
of the szme paper under the signature of Civis says "Parhaps I shall do

no unaccoptablething to many of your readers if I lzy before them sofar 2
i am sble of The irmaugural discourse delivered in the College on iriday
last by the Roev. Dr.rFindlay on his admission to his office of  rofessor
of Divinity in the university. T do not —retend to do full justice To
his learned performance, All I propose is in some measurce to gratify the
curicsity of those whowish well to religion ond have exiressed thelr
sntisfachion with the choice made by the college.

i
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ths principal and ‘rofcssors of Tho sollege then present, to tihe
masistrates of the Civy, to Ths students of differcnt denonintticnsand to
his fellow citizens. de spoke with becoming modesty concerning hiuself
and exoressed a suitable consclorsness of the imvortant charge he had
undertaken, He then proposcc as the subjoct of his discourse to consider
And cnocavour to obviate an objection against the Unristian dispensation.
He steted the objection witn candour, and urged nis answer with ;reat
imowledge of the subject. It was objected, he said, thet the Christian
gisvensation was too ceitial, and that an institution intended for the
salvation of 2ll manxind ought to have besn sublished to all mankiad,

Is it not an imgeachment of The goodness of ‘rod, according to unbelisvers,
that so great a part of The world, ignorant of vhristiznity, i1s still

sitting in darkncss? etc. etc.”.

The Doctor in his introduetion addrassed himself with great propriety to b

After Tollowing the argument based on the foregoinyg the corresnondend
concludes thus - "The Doctor concluded with a suitable and evewn pataetic
xhortation. The wnole performance was in point of arguaent Forcible
in language nersoicuous, and in method distinct.”

it is interesting after nearly a hundred years to find an old newspancr
contzining this rceord and I hope that tiis memorandum of it may not be
lcss so, to thosg wino may read it in years To c ome.

In the Glasgow Mercury 1782 page 349 aprecrs The following advertisement
which shews the date on which ux. Mndlay entered on his new dutics.

"Pr, Pindlay, orofessor ol o
to begin his lectures on Tue
30th 1782."

divinity in the university offGlasgow pIoLoses
sday, the Jra dsy of Leceubor next. Uctober

de continued these lectures into his 9%rd year and hac¢ prepared them or
his 94th which nowever owing to the foebleness of hi volce were
delivered by his assistant sftorwards his succossor in the chair of
Theology, Dr. licGill. 1 am told that out of d:ference to his zreat
lecarning and experience he was svecially roguested o nane Nis successor,
when his choice fell on vhe zentleman 1n gquostion.  During his long 1iTe
he corresnonded with all the lesvnce. men of his cay and, amony others,
with Oranville Sharp, with whom also nhe enjoyci a close personal friend-
shiv. My father uset to say that before starting on his journey to
Leyden, he made his will (which howsver in hose days was done as 2 matter
of course orior to undertaking less formidable j urnics) end that als
journey to bondon (performed on horscback) occupied threc weeks, 1 have
an impression but may be mistaken thot his comeanion was the youns Laird
of Rowallan, to London and Leyden. I belicve durin, his long lite he
was never know to be i1l (margin note: & nistake, see pagcs 35,37) and
a2t its closc he was taken most peacaiully to his sternal Aest. it is
recoried thot one afternoon he saild he was weary and would lie down for
a little, by and bye 1t was found thst the weary spirit had past away.
iy father to his latest day never sboke of him but withthe deepesst
revercnce and arffection. The portrait of him by Pellew which now hangs
ot Boturich has made all ol us familiar with nim from our sarly days./




Tere is likewise another by (pencid note "a copy I think") which hangs in
th: Common (pencil note "Divinity") Hall of the university. He along with
his wife, his son and his wife, and our sister, Anne, so early taken Trom
us, lie in the burial ground oY the north-west Parish Church(now called
2%, Devadl's). The sraves of the family prior to him are in the old kirk

yerd of Kilmarnock where doubtless they mey still be seen. Blisabeth
writes to me, "Iong long ago whoen we were staying at Annan Hill, ny

fathsr went and sought them out and scraped the moss off them to read the
inscriptions. I do not remember That he made any notes.”

ccferring to the thrcee daughters of John Ffindlay (page 1) and the ramilies
with whom wy father was connected through them and lst Clorke. I have
nzard that in our early days there was an ole Colonel Clirike who lived in
Ayr, but there do not appear to be any descendants of the family at the
pr:sent day.

‘nd Wilson. (Marginal note: see page 180) thnis line is also extinct.
3lisabeth writes “o me "The Vilsons doubtless were the four ladies -
Taphemia, Annabella, Margaret and Harriet - who all died unmarried excent
Annaba1la, and she had no family. These ladies were Tirst cousins to
James and William Dunlop and more distant to our Father". (James was
Dunlop of Annan Hill, fathor of the presdnt laird).

3rd Fairlie of Holmes., This family is still in existence and shall be
referred to hereafter. (see next page).

30 far, all relationswhom we have of the Findlay connection are disvosed of.
(Morginal note: see correspondence with kr. G. Muir or Kilmarnock).
ixcenting through these sthree great great grand aunts there have been no
relations surviving childhe:d in the female line down to my Tather's
sisters, and in like manner there is no knowledge of any in the male line
from John Findlay downwards. There is norcord of any relations male or
femzle of John Findlay, and had he had either brothers or sisters it is not
ymnatural to assume that his graniscn{Dr. Findlay) must have heard of then.
It is therefore fair to conclude that he was an only child(marginal note:
see page 37). I may also remark here that it has occurrcd to me %that

our entire isnorance of who his"forebears" were may be cxplained partly by
the indifference which people gen.rally disploy in regard te family records,
and also by the fact that his surviving son, ¥William, was Very young whon
he died, and that in like manncr Lr. Findlay was very young when his

fother, William, died. Furthermorc, the name is not unfrequent in the
n:zighbourhood of Kilmarnock and yeT no onc (Aduring =211 these senerations)
pesring the name of Findlay has bucn known to claim the most aistant
rolationship. I heve already remarked that John Findlay must have been a
man not only of means but of good education to have cnabled him to sake

the position he did as a merchant in nilmarnock. This leads to the
conclusion that he came of veople of a respectable vosition in life(which
was what my Tather always said) (note added: this wiil appeasr) and all

the more SO iT it is remeumbersd that the parish schools of Scotland have
not in his schooldeys earned the char:cter for learning which they arter-
wards did. Consesyuently that wherever he got his education it must have
beon whore it was available to the well-to-do few. (Sce footnote).

5lair (marginal note: see Black Book page 93), At page 6 my father alludes
%0 an idea which his children held, viz. that he revresented tiis ancient
family in the female line., It will be secen that he doubted it, and

indzing from the accompanying pedigree, it would appear that he was right.
fnis is chiefly taken from koboertson's "Cunninghame® published in 1820.
Taterson in his work published in 1866 vol,IIL part 1lst cdiffers in some
respects from Robertson but in nonc of much conseguence to my ourpose
antil he comes to John Blair who died in 1609. He makes him w=d Bryce
ilair brothers instead of father and son, and says that John {The cldost
son) vredeceased his iher, John, who married trizel Sewnpill, He likewise
says that said John left "four daugnters" of whom he says nothing more.

Pootnote: Marginal note says: Cherles the 1st crowned at sdinburgh June
163% agssembled a parliament shortly after in which he presided. "A

memorable and salutary low was past sccuring the erection of a rarochial
schnol in each of the parishes of Scotland" - see Nicholson's history of

"51loway vol.ll page 36.
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Nor does he give any authority for this which is opposed not only to
robertson whom otherwise he in a groeat measurc copics but to Douglas's
Feerage vol.II page %5 where 1t is distincetly said that Isabel, 2nd
daughter of Taomas, 5th Lord Boyd, marricd "John Blair of B airh.(Marginal
note: sy 1893. On referring to this after years of reflection I anm
satisfied that (Douglas notwithstanding) brvee (2) and Jonn (1) were

brothsrs, not fothsr and son. J.7.) Robertson likewise only mentions one
dzughter of Bryce Blair, vig. larzaret, whilst raterson gives four (vencil

- A . A . ’ 4 . - o
acdition "more'™). Une of these is Anne who married Robort Boyd of ritcon,
and as we know this to be corrsect, I have debailed 211 our sisters. There
are 1naccuracies in both authors which 1 have noted and rectified,

Boyd of ritcon. (marginal note: pages 17,18,55,04) [he accom.anying
podigrees taken Ifrom D ouglas's Feerage and Paterson's "Cunninghame"
shows that the representation of this family is not with us. Faterson
doss not mention Annabella who married the Rev., Robert Hodgart (pencil
correction, "gert").

Hey of Craignethan. The pedigree of the Hays of Yester is from Douglas's
Poerage., That from the 3rd Lord day is taken from Burke's Baronetage as
far zs concerns Haystoun and Smithfield, I have also taken up Andrew, Z2nd
son of Andrew, and Janet Hay, where Burke lcaves him, as it is obvious

that he was Hay of Craignethan. (¥Footnote: I findanote I had overlooked -
Query, wasindrew of Craignetnan not son of John, 2nd son of Marion Ker and
Hday of Kings lMeadow and who, as Znd son would be heir to his mother and
assume her arms? This would not alter the result, as shown sbove). I have
given him wire and descendents on the authority of Douglas and my father
end [ think the result fully corroborates my great grandfather's record.
Barbara dodgert'smatoernal aunts were married, one to Williamson of Cadrona,
and the other to"lr. Hay, surgeon in Feebles, who either was Laird of
Hoystoun or brother of the Laird", It will be seen that James Hay,said
to have been an M.D. in Bdinburgh succceded his father as Laird of
Huystoun, his elder brother having predeccased the latter in 1758(Margin
note: I am quite wrong as to this, the dates should have saved me from

such a misteke - sec vage 04 where nedigree is, I believe, more correctliy”
Ziven), 1t 2ppears to me that there is just sw'Ticient corresnondence
(note added: "Divergence?") between t.ois and Dr. rindiay's record to
corroborate both,

James Hay no acubt married a sister of Robort Hodgert's wife and was at
one time at least a "Chirugeon Apothecary" in Peebles, whoere William
Findlay and his bride visited them on their weddinz tour in 1715. fziling
Brown of Knockmarlock (of which see sequel) it would ap: ear as 1y bher
suggests page 6 that the representation of Hay of Craignethan may be with
us.

"fne Arms of Mr. John Hay of Haystoun, sometime one of the pronciple clourks
of session, descended of Twee dalc" as given by Nisbet vol.I page 184, are
"the quartcred coat of that fuamily within a bordure vert,charged with
unicorn heads coupcd, and stars alternately argent”., Lyon Legister,

"ir. Andrew Hay of Craignethan descended of the family of Tweeddale carries
quarterly lst Frascr, 2nd Gifford, 3rd Vert 3 unicorn heads erased argoent
Tor Ker, 4th as the lst. Over all a shicld of pretence, the arms of Hey."
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trown of Knockmarlock. The only information I have besides what wmy father
has recorded is in raterson's History of Kyle, vol.I, part 1T, Parish of
Riccarton. He says it "belonged to the lures towards the end of the 16th
century. Soon after 1623 it was scguired by Kichsrd Brown of Knockmarlock
sose son, I, Robert RBrown, minister of Quothquirn was served helr to his
Tather 1657". Wy father, who no doubt knew better, says ne succeadsd his
-1der brother Andrew. (Footnote: there is some confusion here as, on
referring ¥ page 3 it would appear that ho succeeded his fathor, whilst
ot page 6 it is said he succeeded his brother, raterson may, thererora,
be corrsct after all)., Paterson procecds, " He was succeeded apparently
by his son, Andrew Brown of Knockmarlock, fHe had a son, George, and a
daughter £lisabeth, (her name repeatedly ap ears in the presbyltery books) .
Yo must have died before 1739 in which year freorge Brown of Knockmarlock
is mentioned in the presbytery books. He narried FElisabeth, only dauvghter
of Roburt Shedden of Roughwood, snd had issuc'”, after this Paturson says
the property was ourchsed by Robert 3hcdden, a nephew of said Elisabeth
(#rs. Brown) who died 1826 and lert Knockmarlock to his eldest son, Georg
Shedden of Paulcrspirry Fark(lorthampton) and Knockmarlock. Faterson's
informvion is cvidently limited and I think there must have been at least
one between George who succeeded before 1739 and "the late Major Brown'
s1luded to by my Ffather (page 6), (Footnote: 188o. On rcoerusal I do not
see. that this was necessarily so) who sold inockmarlock anc whose song
end daughters were residing at Tours betweon 1830 and 12840, Anong
“Aﬂtiquities"of the rorish of kicecarton ot page 140 Fetferson mentions

0

£
"only a portion of one of the gables" of the ola house of Knockmarlock as
remaining. Combining my fzther and Faterson's recorus, the followin .

appears to be the pedigree of The fanily so Tar. (Fedizree not typed now
but may be added later).

garginal note on Hodgert. Tt is very curious th# my father should have
Imown so little of Wwis family; his sreat grandmother, Barbara, as shown
at page 37 was undoubtedly Znd surviving (szc page 39) daughter (born as
shown by baptismal certificate now belore me, 24th Februry, 1698} and
fuphemi who was probably voungest 1s mentioned in her will dated 8th June,
1785, thus =~ "Item the sum of £30 sterling o uheni (tyoing note: tinils
iemi could be "am") Hodgert, my sister, relict of Baillie Jamos ratsrson
merchant in Kilmarnock. Ttem £10 sterling to cach of Janct and Zuphemia
Patersons, thelr deughters.” “Jean Hodgert was probably wife of Heid
(see page 39) as mentioned by my f@her. CIf Baillie James Faterson was,
ss is most probable, also a relation tnrough his grandmother, Annabella
Paterson, it scems all the mors curious. (see Paterson pedigree).

Robert Swmith of Kilmarnock must have been a man of considerable importance
inKilmarnock both from his wealth and his trade of skinncr or tanner being
one of he principle industrics of the place. He nave no record of the
stock from whicn he sprung but it does not necessarily follow that because
"skinmer" does not s ound very aristocratic in modern esrs, he may not have
bzen of gentle blood. (sce correspondence with Mr. George iulr of
kilmarnock, page 36; also page 1o, 17.)

FPairliec of Holmes. Paterson's Kyle part 3 page 526 says "Thomas Fairlie
settled in Irvine about the middle of the 17th century, his only son was
twice married and had a family by both wives. By his first, Jean Davidson,
fhere werc three sons', from the eldest of whom he traces the descent of
the family. The second wife (according to Paterson), was doubtless our
crsat great grand aunt, a daughter of John Findlay, though he does not
nsme hor. (Red ink note added later: No - see ludre poligree) . But

2s he is not accurate in many points, he may be at fault in this. dJean
Davidson mey not have been The first wife, and whether first or second

msy not have been pregenetrix of the Ffamily. Iy father was much Too
scrupulous in his statements, andt from old associztions could hardly but
have known whether there was a relestionship such as nc mentions at vage 1.
Irobably the family records of Fairlie of Hdolmes may be ablce to solve the
question (note added: seeg corrcspondence withir. Georwe Muir which clears
up this point: page 3%6).
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The morc anyone reads family histories, the morec he will see, no doubt with
some surprise at first, that yvounger sons and others of gzooa family took o
occupations to our modern ideas even less suitable to thelr rank in 1ife
than that of a skinner or tanner, which I do not sup.osec was less consistent
ir those days with the rank of a centleman than is at the present the
cccupation of manufacturers of various kinds.

o TFindlay's record now before me Says his father's mother was "Margaret
Smith dauvghter to Robert Smith, 2 wealthy skinner there' (Kilmarnock)

hwho by & sccond marriase had a son James, merchant in Ssltmercat, Glasgow,
=nd a daughter, Asnes, married to Robert dunter in Ayr, He yet marricd a
“hird time a girl of 16 who afterwards in hor widowhood married William
Dickie and was mother of the Dickics there which last wife was sister to the
0ld Baron, so I have been informea" sd. R.F. (margin note: the Dickics
appear frequently among the Baillies of Kilmarnock) From this I conclude
that Margaret Smith wgs the only child of the first marrisge and in my

egreat grandfather's time there is no evidence of there having been any
secgquaintance witn the other branches. What 1 nave said above as to
scccupotions, resorted to by men of good famlly is no doubt to be explained
by remembering the utter poverty of this capital kingdom oT Scotlsnd prior
+o its union with fngland; poor DY nature =2nd impoverished beyond powcr of
concepbion in these modern days, by centurics of war and trouble, almost
cntirely without foreign Commercs, and the little there was carried on under
the greatest difficultices; men who would live, and that honestly, had to
turn their hands to whatever calling offerud,

(Tvping note: pecisree of Boyd of Fitcon scittefd meantime).
At page T 1 have mentioned a wedding present of china from the Jountess of

Flerncairn, but on consideration it appears impossible that the ordinerily
received tradition in the family of its having been a ¢ift to our grand-

mother can be correct. T thercfore asked our sistygr, Blisabeth, to rub
wo hor momory on the subject, and this 1S what she writes. "I have

thought about the china and feel perfectly sure 1t came from the College.
It certainly did not come Trom our grandmother Findlay'!s housc and ny
remembrance is that my father always said it was the weddingpresent of the
Countess of Glencairn, to this grandmother, or it might be his great grand-
sother, I also Think he said the last Countess, to whom the sald zrand-
parent had gonec as 2 girl (or when young) to pay a visit and never returned
*o her home (if she h=d one) and was married from the house of the saild

Countess of Glencairr . This entirely corroborates the conclusion I had
arrived at from comparison of circumstances and dates., Tilias Cam:bell,

our great great grandmother, wife of James Dunlop of Garnkirk, daugnter of
Kathorine Napicr, the sister of Wargaret, Countess of nlencairn,was left
sn orphan in infancy, and no doubt would be brought up very rmach under her
sunt's care, more especially after the merriage of her stopmother, Jean
Dunlop, to Wr. Coutts, and the tea service of very curious china was no
doubt a very costly gift such as the Countess would give her nicce. I
cannot explain how it should have “ound its way to Basterhill from "the
Collegs", indicating & Pirdlay relic; but certainly we have no reason to
suppose the Countcess could give it To any of our Torebears exccvt Lilias
Campbell. Her sccond son, Rebert Dunlop of Househill, may have inherited
it, but there is no explanation of why it has descended in the Tanily of
nis youngest daughter! Sch is an instance of the disadvantage of not
veeping family rccords.

(¥=rgin note: I have no doubt that Elicabsth's memory was at fault. The
chins could onlycoms down Through our srandmother, Dorothy Dunlop, to whon
it was no doubt given or beguuathed snd her father 3lso doubtloss inhrited
it as second son and heir of his mnother) .






