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CHAPTER 4 

ECONOMIC ACTIVITIES 

While. the previous chapter has provided a detailed account 

of the general occupational and economic structure of 

Edinburgh, together with an occupational classification, 

and analysis of the changes in occupational distribution 

between mid-and late-seventeenth century, it is necessary 

also to provide evidence of the occupational activities of 

individual groups within the general economic structure to 

complement the general analysis. The following groups 

have been chosen as being of significance in the economic 

order, and will be investigated, in relation to their 

economic/occupational activities: 

Merchants 

Women 

Shops and Shopkeepers 

Burgesses and Apprentices 

The middling sort 

The professions 

All of these groups provided important products or 

services, and analysis of their activities is therefore 

central to the provision of a comprehensive occupational 

structure. 
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MERCHANTS AND THEIR ACTIVITIES 

Several detailed surveys of merchants and their activities 

are available (1), and it is not within the scope of the 

present investigation to provide a further analysis on 

similar lines. However, since the merchants formed a 

substantial group in relation to the occupational 

structure of Edinburgh, some reference to their activities 

is essential. This section will therefore provide 

complementary analysis to those already available, and 

will deal in the main with the types of commodities dealt 

in by these men, and an estimate of the proportions of 

those designated 'merchant' who were active in some 

financial enterprise or in the Merchant Company, which was 

founded in 1681. 

It is apparent from even a superficial survey of the goods 

entering and leaving Edinburgh via Leith that a very wide 

range of commodities was involved, ranging from the import 

of large amounts of wood, iron and household goods, to 

'luxury' articles such as fans, spices, musical 

instruments and toys. Appendix 9 lists the items named on 

the various port records examined, as an indication of the 

types of goods regarded as necessary for sustenance, 

comfort and luxury. It is clear also that the variety of 

exports was very much more limited, and heavily based on 

finished cloth, ' leather and various animal skins. 

Individual merchants tended not to specialise in any 
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particular commodity, and appeared in the main to deal in 

whatever goods became available. For example, George 

Clerk, one of the most prominent merchants in civic as 

well as commercial life, together with his son of the same 

name, imported on various occasions brandy, wine, ham, 

bacon, beer, salt, vinegar, tobacco (in large quantities), 

gunpowder, locks, pistols, carbines, swords, tow, hemp, 

cordage, wood and iron (2); while Robert Todd, on a single 

occasion in November 1688 was named as merchant for a 

cargo of aniseed, mace, nutmeg, confections, dates, 

barley, rice, sugar, oil, pepper, starch, almonds, 

raisins, cordage, tobacco, thread, drinking glasses, 

cradles, eathenware, brushes, brass buttons, children's 

toys, lint, knittings, buttons, silk, needles, brass and 

coloured thread, (3). The wide variety of goods suggests 

that Todd and other prominent merchants acted as local and 

regional wholesalers for grocers, clothiers, drysalters 

and hardware retailers. Todd did not feature among the 

Darien Scheme or Bank investors, but did participate in 

the political life of the town as Kirk Treasurer, handling 

fairly large sums of money in relation to burial fees and 

other income, mainly for distribution to the poor (4). 

Most of the imports credited to individual merchants were 

of this general type, with food, construction, hardware 

and luxury goods regularly being imported at the same time 

by the same individual. Some of the-more exotic examples 

included ink horns imported by George Lind. (The Town 
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Council minutes of 1696 recorded a sum paid out, to Hugh 

Lind for £13 10s 'despursed be him for inkhornes to the 

foresaid use' - the High School (5). Thus it may be that 

the Linds were contractors to the council for various 

items of school equipment. Other items entering Leith 

were ivory headed canes and 860 thimbles, while Andrew 

Inglis imported frying pans, besoms and 'common beir 

glasses' (6). The culinary tastes of the pre-Enlightenment 

Scots are illustrated by the wide variety of spices, 

fruits and other foods-, all to be washed down with 

copious quantities of French and Spanish wines. 

The records for overland entry to Edinburgh are rather 

less varied, usually consisting mainly of cloth, silk, 

thread and other requirements of the clothing industry. 

An entry for 1 March 1690 (7) recorded goods for Mr Robert 

Blackwood, another prominent merchant, comprising 'coarse 

cloth, hair and thread plush, silver lace, wrought silk, 

12 pair worsted stockings and gimpe lace', all of which 

required duty of £87 18s 4d. Most of the entries recorded 

similar goods, although several did refer, to small 

hardware items, such as gilded swords, carving knives, 

penknives, tobacco boxes, razors, boxwood combs and, 

'80,000 pinns' acquired at a duty of £2 by John Smith. 

The import books incidentally also give a flavour of the 

life of a seventeenth century shipmaster plying his 

cargoes through often hazardous waters. The Leith port 
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book for 1689-90 listed the name of each ship, the master, 

and a declaration that the cargo was intact,, together wih 

a list of items contained in the hold. One such entry was 

that of 'ane small boat called the Providence of Leith, 

Pat Anderson master, from Newcastle. Who declares by God 

himselfe that bulk is not broken of my'boat since she came 

within the Scotts seas directly or indirectly and that all 

the underwritten goods are all was aboard this present 

voyadge. To the best of my knowledge'. The fairly small 

cargo- comprised 18 cradles, ', '21 children's chairs, five 

boxes, one barrel and 'ane bagelof corks' (8). 

The 'difficulties faced by the shipmasters in making 

correct declarations are evidenced by the entry' for 

William Hall, master of the 'Mayflower of London from 

Virginia' (9) who recorded 105 hogsheads of tobacco but 

'can not be positive whither there be two or three more or 

less. As, -also ane considerable quantitie of louss tobacco 

but can not condishend upon the weight'. Also, the perils 

of the sea are indicated by, one master who 'left Bilbae 

with 149 tuns and ane'hogshead french wyne qrof there was 

3 piece taken out by a'French privateer' (10). 

As well-as individual merchants importing various' goods, 

the cargoes carried by the ships were equally mixed. Many 

large cargoes included quantities of wood from Norway and 

Sweden, iron from Sweden, wine and brandy from Hamburg and 

window glass from Bremen. Other ships brought figs from 
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Middleburg, and the David of Kirkcaldy from Belfast 

arrived wih '200 hydes in the hair, 12 tanned hydes, 19 

salt hydes and 160 barrels of butter'. Thus, the main 

sources and destinations for imports and exports were 

Northern Europe and London. One account of the 

Scottish-Norwegian timber trade in the sixteenth and 

seventeenth centuries estimated that in the first half of 

the seventeenth century 'between 50-100 Scottish vessels 

crossed the North sea yearly to exchange cereal products 

and linen cloth for timber, mainly boards, beams, hoops 

and firewood' (11) -a large proportion of these vessels 

would have used Leith as a port of entry. A further 

account of trade to Scotland from Gothenburg states that 

between 1685 and 1703, some 80 vessels sailed to Scotland 

(12). 

Some individual merchants were responsible for large 

proportions of the goods entering and leaving Leith. For 

example, on 14 October 1689 George Clerk imported 16886 

piece of tobacco costing £1266 9s 2d in dues (13). The 

main importers of heavy industrial and construction goods 

were usually among the elite group of prominent merchants 

(Chapter 2). A further document entitled 'Ane abraviat of 

the Accompts belonging to the Collector at Edinburgh 1690' 

(14) detailed imports with a total customs valuation of 

£5741 9s, of which Mr Robert Blackwood was responsible 

for some £620 18s (10.79% of the total). William 

Blackwood's share comprised a further 8%, thus almost 
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one-fifth of the total was accounted for by two men. From 

the available evidence, scant though it may be, it appears 

that the merchants all handled a large variety of goods, 

and a fairly small number controlled the majority of 

imports, although there were many indivuals whose names 

appeared only once on the extant port books: Although the 

previously compiled 'investors' group (15) were heavily 

involved, they by no means monopolised the traffic of 

goods through Leith. For example, the imports- to Leith 

1690-92 (16) listed 337 entries, of which 38% were in the 

names of members of the investors group, thus 6090 were 

non-investors. Other lists give similar proportions (17), 

although in the main the larger cargoes were in the names 

of investor members. The figures are shown in Table 4.1. 

From these figures it is clear that the elite investor 

group by no means dominated the import/export market (some 

at least of the merchants may have been burgesses of other 

burghs). Although the years for the port books are 

slightly in advance of the Poll Tax and Darien Scheme, it 

seems valid to make a-general. comparison, since the time 

scale involved would be well within the active life of 

many of the merchants. Although this is only a general 

survey of merchant activity in relation to foreign trade, 

in the context of an occupational analysis, it is 

reasonable to assume that most merchants named in the 

investment lists had been active merchants for some time 

previously, in order to acquire the financial base 
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necessary to participate in such activities. 

The extant port records show some corporate trading. For 

example, James Smith is noted as importing 162 bars of 

iron and a quantity of pitch 'for the whole company 

merchant' (18). The imports of heavy industrial goods do 

however appear to have been rather more in the hands of 

the 'elite'. For example, in two import books, the 

cargoes of wood and iron were dominated by George Clerk, 

with five entries for wood and five for iron, and John 

Marjoribanks two for wood and three for-iron (totals of 15 

entries for wood and 16 for iron) - their combined share 

amounting to half of all imports of those commodities. 

Wine 

A further important aspect of merchant activity related 

to the import of French and Spanish wines. The customs 

book for wine imports for 1688-89 (19) listed 103 entries 

for 43 individuals, in 13 ships registered in various East 

of Scotland ports - Aberdeen, Burntisland, Fisherrow, 

Kirkcaldy, Leith, Pittenweem, Prestonpans and Queensferry. 

In all, 534 tuns of French wine and 358 butts of Spanish 

wine were listed, with a total customs valuation of £71602 

Scots (total duties calculated at £96/tun French and 

£57/butt Spanish). Here again, relatively few merchants 

dominated proceedings - some of their contributions are 

shown in Table 4.2. 
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Single' cargoes were usually in the names of several 

merchants. For example, the Sophia of Pittenweem brought 

in 76 tuns of French wine for 13 merchants, while on 11th 

February 1689 the Lyon of Leith landed 125 butts of 

Spanish wine for 15 merchants. Thus, although a small 

group of men dominated the wine scene, it appears that 

they played safe, given the innate perils of seventeenth 

century waters, by importing in several ships. The wine 

merchants again, however, featured men involved in general 

imports, not exclusively wine. A case reported in the 

APS dealt with a group of Edinburgh merchants who were 

refusing to pay duties due for wine which had been lost at 

sea. John Marjoribanks and three others contested the 

dues on a cargo of wine because as a result of storms some 

of the cargo had to be jettisoned, and of the rest 'a 

great pairt of it was laiked and decayed' (20). 

Thus, the evidence, albeit from a few import books, tends 

to confirm Devine's view that 'only 20-25% of all 

merchants were committed to foreign trade and invariably 

they were among the wealthier elements of town society' 

(21). Of the 15 merchants importing in the George of 

Edinburgh in May 1689, nine featured later in the 

investors group, six were in the highest Poll Tax category 

and one in the second highest. On the other hand, 

however, of the twelve merchants supplied by the Janet of 

Burntisland, six were non-investors, two of whom paid the 

second highest tax rate and one the third level 
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(equivalent to 500-5000 merks of stock), indicating that 

it was possible for lesser men to become involved in 

foreign trading on their own account, in however modest a 

manner. Admittedly, the last-mentioned merchant accounted 

for only two hogsheads of wine, while the others mentioned 

in the same cargo imported between five and twelve tuns 

each. The main conclusion from examination of the import 

records which survive is that a very wide variety of goods 

was imported by a fairly large number of merchants, of 

whom a smaller group controlled at least one-third of all 

traffic. 

Exports 

As well as importing a vast range of goods, many merchants 

were involved in the export market. The commodities were 

less varied and more commonplace, consisting principally 

of textiles and animal skins. The export book for 1690 

(22) shows 104 entries in the names of 54 individuals, 

showing that again a relatively small number of merchants 

, 
(out of the estimated total of c550, see below) were 

actively engaged in the export trade. 

The main goods listed on the export records were 

stockings, linen, sheepskins, feathers, leather, dog 

skins, tallow, salt hides, highland plaids, gloves, goat 

skins, rabbit skins, serge, yarn, Aberdeen, Kilmarnock and 

Leith Wynd hose, lambswool, brass, cow hides, oysters, 

meal, rabbit wool. It can be seen immediately that these 
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exports were predominantly related to the clothing trade, 

together with the oysters, which were not then the luxury 

food of the twentieth century, but an everyday dish. 

(23). The major destinations of these exports were 

Belfast, Bilbao, Bremen, Coleraine, Danzig, Hamburg, 

Holland, Sweden and Veere. Of these, 33 entries were 

bound for London and 42 to Holland, showing the still 

strong pull of Northern Europe as an °export market, and 

also that the Edinburgh merchants had close contacts with 

London merchants and the London export market. Comparison 

of the names on the import and export books reveals- that 

many of the same merchants were involved in both 

activities. For example, George Clerk featured 

prominently, exporting such items as 55 stones of feathers 

to London in the Sophie; cloth, wool and serge to Holland; 

leather to London and 200 pairs of Leith Wynd hose to 

Danzig, while his son exported linen and dressed leather 

to London. 

A" further list of exports from Leith in (24) shows the 

volume of cloth exported. George Clerk Jun, for example, 

appears to have run the cloth-exporting side of his 

father's commercial enterprises, being named- as exporter 

of a total of 70P20 ells of cloth, while James Nairne is 

credited with the quantity of 34,650 ells. Here, of the 

70 entries, 37 were in the names of members of the 

investors group. The picture that emerges of the trading 

merchants is one of opportunism and risk taking. There 
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seems to be little evidence of specialisation, rather a 

more pragmatic attitude to the buying and selling of 

whatever might be available at the time. The trading 

ledgers of James Kerr, a relatively small-scale merchant, 

show that 'partnership' ventures were being undertaken 

fairly frequently. For example, on 30th February 1690 his 

records show a cargo of wood from Norway in the names of 

himself, James Riddell and Robert Cullen (25). It is also 

evident that financial arrangements were fairly fluid. 

Kerr was owed £42 by cooper Alex Deas, and this was partly 

repaid in the form of 12 oaken casks (26), while a sum of 

money owed by John Currie was to, be paid to Andrew Brown, 

doubtless as payment of a debt owed to Brown by Kerr (27). 

Kerr's books were carefully kept, and show the standard 

moneylending practices as well as his dealings in various 

commodities from wine to lampblack. Incidentally, 

contemporary medical fees are seen from an entry in 1690 

when Kerr°paid surgeon David Baillie £14 on behalf of his 

sister-in-law for 'cureing a fracture in her shoulder'. 

(28). 

The papers of merchant Andrew Russell, factor in 

Rotterdam, survive in copious quantities, and these have 

been analysed in detail by Smout (29)., The evidence from 

the present general assessment entirely concurs with 

Smout's view that 'many, merchants, apart from being 

exporters and importers, wholesalers and retailers, also 

acted as factors, moneylenders and bill brokers' (30). A 
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limited perusal of Russell's correspondence in the late 

1680s amply supports this conclusion. Much of this 

correspondence relates to Russell's business dealings with 

Alexander Baird and Robert Turnbull, two prominent 

Edinburgh merchants, and illustrates also the fluctuations 

in price and scarcities of various commodities. For 

example, a letter from John Cochran, limner, dated 6 March 

1685 (31) asks for '2 boalls of madder, but if the pryce 

exceeds 15 gild-per hundred-you buy but one boall', while 

a letter from Baird dated 22nd May expresses the hope that 

iron would soon be available, 'ther having been no fyne 

iron this two months to sell in Leith but qt is in shops 

although qt was not much' (32). 

It is also evident that communication between Scotland and 

mainland Europe was a precarious matter during the 

turbulent years of the late 1680s. On 9 November 1688, 

Baird writes of the difficulties 'as the pacquet boat 

having been many times stopped either in the dutch or 

English syde'. Also the post was once robbed of all the 

letters within two miles of Edinburgh and yesterday all 

the letters are missing again being taken away near Dunbar 

horse and all from the post' (33). A further letter from 

James Graham states 'I have not had any yr letters this 

long tyme - itt may be that thir confusions & disorders 

men are in att this wonderfull Jounctor of tyme has been 

the occation'. Little wonder then that the Poll Tax entry 

made by James Adamson, merchant, states that 'considering 
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the crossis he has sustained within thes twelvemonth is 

noe better at present than 3000 merks' (34). 

Thus, although there were a fair number of wealthy and 

influential merchants in Edinburgh at the end of the 

seventeenth century, it is evident that merchant life was 

hazardous, and that the circumstances of the 1680s and 

1690s with wars and conditions of dearth must have made 

the situation even more precarious. However, the main 

factors to emerge are that merchants participated in 

various activities, and traded in whatever commodities 

became available. A major part of merchant life was 

devoted to moneylending and investment, the moneylending 

being contributed to by merchants and others at many 

social levels, not just the wealthy elite. 

'Active' merchants 

A further factor in the general picture relates to an 

estimate of the numbers of merchants who were rather more 

active in the important areas of 'investment and the 

Merchant Company. To this end, the roll of members of the 

Merchant Company has been consulted and this, together 

with the lists of investors in the Darien Scheme and Bank 

of Scotland have been correlated with the Poll Tax data 

to provide an estimate of the proportion of the merchant 

community who were active in some capacity (35). An 

'active' merchant is here defined as a merchant who was 

named in the Merchant Company, Darien Scheme, Bank of 
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Scotland or Newmills Cloth Manufatory as an investor or 

participant - some merchants were involved in all of these 

ventures. 

A recent analysis of merchant activity in the earlier part 

of the seventeenth century demonstrated the increasing 

practices of trading partnerships and investment in 

business enterprises, and 'a willingness on the part of 

the elite to gamble with their capital' (36). It is a 

natural progression for a broader co-operation to emerge 

with the establishment of the Merchant Company in 1681 

(37). This seems to be in contrast with the situation in 

Aberdeen in the early part of the century where, 

'partnerships between Aberdeen burgesses seemed to have 

been uncommon, which must have hampered the funding of 

large and potentially profitable ventures' (38). 

Table 4.3 gives the numbers and percentages of poll Tax 

merchants in each parish who were 'active' or 

'non-active', and shows that in three of the inner 

parishes - New Kirk, Old Kirk and Tolbooth, there were 

more active merchants than non-active. Although 

Greyfriars had a fairly substantial merchant body, only 27 

of the 77 were active in any capacity, the majority being 

members of the Merchant Company rather than large-scale 

financial speculators. Almost half of the total of 168 

'active' merchants resided in Old Kirk or Tolbooth. 

Conversely, in College Kirk parish, for example, 22 of 
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the total of 31 merchants were non-active. The 

percentages of parish merchants who were non-active are, 

as expected, much higher on the fringes, with 85% of 

Canongate and 77% of Lady Yester merchants being 

non-active-(although the finite numbers involved here are 

small). However, even in an urban, central parish such as 

Tron, ony 40% of the total of 45 merchants were active. 

Therefore, in spite of the confined geography of old 

Edinburgh, there were significant differences in merchant 

activity, even in the 'inner' part of town. 

Table 4.4 shows the breakdown of activities of the Poll 

Tax merchants by parish, and also shows the numbers 

engaging in more than one activity. The 68 merchants who 

were both Company members and investors were concentrated 

in the four central parishes, with Tron being slightly 

less active than the other three., Greyfriars is fairly 

well represented in the Merchant Company, but less well in 

the investors group, while Canongate's solitary active 

merchant was a member of the Merchant Company. College 

and Lady Yester parishes were poorly represented. 

The overall position is fairly clear. The percentages of 

active merchants per parish varied in line with the 

now-familiar gradations of urbanness. There were more 

merchants living in the central parishes, and it is to be 

expected that more of the active merchants would be found 

here, but even in the centre there were differences, 
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reinforcing the view that late seventeenth century 

Edinburgh, although compact, had a fairly complex social 

structure. 

Size of the merchant community 

A combination of evidence from several sources allows an 

estimate to be made of the actual number of merchants in 

Edinburgh in the 1690s. (39). The Merchant Company roll 

contained 357 men who were deemed (by comparison with the 

Burial Register) to be alive in 1694. Correlation with 

the investors group and Poll Tax gives an estimate of 585 

mechants. Of the Poll Tax Merchants 191 were not 

'active' in any financial capacity, and there were 37 

merchants in the investor group who could not be traced in 

the Poll Tax. This gives a total of around 585 merchants. 

This is probably a maximum, since there would be some 

duplication between Merchant Company members and those not 

traced on the Poll Tax as a result of the condition of the 

record. Therefore, The figures tend to corroborate the 

hypothesis that the Poll Tax as a whole covered some 

two-thirds of the population, and also serves to refute 

McMillan's claim that there were 700-800 merchants in 

Edinburgh at this time. (40). 
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BURGESSES AND APPRENTICES 

Burgesses 

Because of the nature of occupations and their 

distribution at the end of the seventeenth century, an 

analysis of the registered apprentices and burgesses is 

inadequate to give an authentic picture of the population 

as a whole. However, the burgess and apprentice 

communities did form a sizeable group and the present 

analysis will help to indicate their distribution among 

the various trades and professions, as well as allowing an 

estimate of the proportion of the community who were 

registered burgesses to be made. 

A detailed analysis of the burgess community in Edinburgh 

from 1600-1680 has been carried out, and it was estimated 

that there were around 1800-2000 burgesses in Edinburgh at 

any given date, representing some 7% of the total 

population, and 30% of households (41). Table 4.5 shows 

the numbers and occupational distribution of the burgesses 

as derived from the Poll Tax (although the numbers will be 

less than the actual number, given the deficiencies of the 

Poll Tax record), and this shows a rather smaller number. 

For the present analysis, the 'other' category includes 

persons with no stated occupation or rank. Although many 

gentry burgess-ships were granted to members of royal 

entourages or for some specific historical event, the 

gentry burgesses paying Poll Tax have been included, as 

they were resident in Edinburgh, and formed *part of the 
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community. The total of 1185 represents some 77 of the 

adult polled population, and 12% of the adult male 

population excluding domestic servants. Even allowing 

for the inadequacies of the surviving records, it would 

appear that the burgess community was numerically rather 

smaller than previous estimates, although agreeing with 

McMillan's percentage figure. This corresponds with the 

evidence of an apparently declining, or at least' static, 

merchant population towards the end of the century, and 

also perhaps reflects the fact that the manufacturing 

community (as opposed to the craft community) did not 

function exclusively through burgesses. From Table 4.5 it 

can be seen that, as expected, the burgess community was 

almost exclusively confined to the inner parishes, with 

West Kirk and Leith almost completely unrepresented. A 

fair number resided in Canongate, being burgesses of that 

burgh, only four men having dual burgess-ship with 

Edinburgh, including David Denoon, a saddler with a fairly 

substantial household, and politically active as a bailie 

of the Canongate. The four inner parishes had numbers of 

burgesses in the legal profession - they were not 

considered by McMillan, but their burgess status may have 

been rather more than ceremonial, given that lawyers were 

paying stent by the end of the century-(several lawyers' 

sons were admitted to Heriots Hospital - see Chapter 5-a 

privilege not open to those granted 'gratis' 

burgess-ships). The number of manufacturing burgesses was 

almost exactly twice that of the merchants, but individual 
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parishes showed significant differences. For example, the 

numbers were almost identical in Old Kirk, but widely 

divergent in College. Old Kirk had a large merchant 

presence, and College a preponderance of tailors, who made 

up a large proportion of the craft burgesses. 

Therefore, the distribution of burgesses was dependent to 

a large extent on the social and occupational 

configuration of the parishes. One interesting feature, 

not apparent in surveys of merchant and craft burgesses 

only, is that in, Old Kirk, New Kirk and Tolbooth parishes, 

the combined professional and merchant burgesses 

outnumbered the craft burgesses, and thus rather alters 

the previously assumed numerical dominance of craft 

burgesses in all areas. The numbers in Tron are almost 

identical, and even in Greyfriars with its strong 

manufacturing presence, the combined professional and 

merchant total is 84, as against 98 craft burgesses. 

Thus, even although a parish was heavily -orientated 

towards manufacture, it is not necessarily the case that 

craftsmen dominated its burgess community. This is 

further justification for assessing 'manufacturing' rather 

than 'craft' occupations as a group in relation to 

production. It may be that the main relevance of the 

burgess community at the end of the century was not their 

contribution to trade and industry, but their 'watching 

and warding', stentpaying and other tax burdens, which 

probably ensured continuing attempts to recruit new 
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burgesses. 

As a means of estimating the proportions of burgesses in 

various occupational groups, some 35 occupations were 

selected as being a cross-section of the main merchant 

and manufacturing activities, and the numbers in each 

occupation compared with the number of burgesses, both for 

the seven 'inner' parishes, and for all eleven parishes. 

The results are shown in Table 4.6. It is. immediately 

apparent from the totals that, even in inner Edinburgh 

less than two-thirds of all these groups were burgesses, 

44% in greater Edinburgh. Although the figures cannot be 

taken as absolute, they give a reasonable estimate of the 

proportions involved. Even the merchants, who should have 

had 100% burgess-ship, show that around one-fifth of their 

number in inner Edinburgh were not burgesses. It is 

assumed that most of these would be smaller men, who did 

not participate in large-scale trading, but they did 

nevertheless designate themselves, or were designated by 

the Poll Tax enumerators, as merchants, and they must be 

considered as such. It is thus not surprising that the 

Town Council Minutes are punctuated with complaints 

against unfree trading (42). Other groups with 

surprisingly low percentages of burgesses include brewers 

(40% inner and 38% greater Edinburgh), cordiners at 48% 

and 25% (emphasising the peripheral location and low 

occupational status of the shoemaking), and tailors (50% 

and 35%). It is therefore clear that an assessment of 
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burgesses alone will give serious numerical 

misrepresentation of such occupations, with resultant 

errors in the assumed occupational balance as derived from 

burgess rolls only. 

While 62% of the inner Edinburgh weavers were burgesses, 

only 20% of the greater Edinburgh total had that status. 

This indicates that the burgess weavers in the inner area 

may have been more substantial men, supervising the work 

of several others, while most of the outlying weavers were 

part-time workers, and cottars in the West Kirk parish. 

The burgess roll alone, once again, must seriously 

underestimate proportions of individuals following any 

particular trade or craft. On the other hand, occupations 

with high burgess-ship included the up-and-coming 

wigmakers, at over 80%, the surgeons at 86% and 

apothecaries at 83%, in the inner area. It is perhaps 

surprising that all of the five cooks in the inner area 

were burgesses, but only eight of the 19 glovers. 

This comparison provides evidence of differences between 

the numbers of burgesses and the overall numbers in these 

selected occupations, and emphasises the point that, while 

the burgess community still had social, political and 

taxation relevance, it is dangerous to assess occupational 

structure from burgess rolls alone. The Poll Tax 

therefore provides a unique opportunity in allowing this 

comparison to be made. 
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A ranking list of the numerical 'top ten' occupations from 

table 4.6 in relation to (a) burgesses (b) total 

occupational group in inner Edinburgh and (c) total 

occupational group in greater Edinburgh, is as follows. 

BURGESSES TOTAL (INNER) TOTAL (ALL) 

1. Merchant Merchant Merchant 
2. Tailor Tailor Tailor 
3. Wright Wright Wright 
4. Baker Workman Workman 
5. Skinner Baker Cordiner 
6. Wigmaker Cordiner Weaver 
7. Cordiner Stabler Baker 
7. Stabler 
7. Surgeon 
8. Weaver Skinner Smith 
8. Goldsmith Mason 
9. Apothecary Doctor Smith 

10. Candlemaker Brewer Gardener 
10. Doctor 

This shows that, although there were fairly close 

similarities among the three lists, the top three places 

being identical, there were also significant differences. 

For example, wigmaker, surgeon, goldsmith, apothecary and 

candlemaker do not appear on either of the occupational 

group lists, while brewer, workman, gardener and smith are 

unrepresented in the burgess list. 

While the brewers may not have had a high burgess-ship 

rate as a result of the previous female dominance of the 

trade, comparison of the burgess status of some 

incorporated crafts should provide further clarification, 

and it appears from Table 4.6 that 797 of the bakers in 

inner Edinburgh and 52% in greater Edinburgh were 
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burgesses. The -percentages of apothecaries were 83% and 

787, respectively, cordiners 48% and 25%, fleshers 66% and 

50%, goldsmiths 70% and 70%, masons 327 and 33%, and 

skinners 75% and 75%. 

While it may be the case that many of those not burgesses 

in 1694 would achieve this status later, this does not 

detract from the hypothesis that the burgess community at 

any given time was probably not as large as previously 

assumed. The facility provided by the Poll Tax of 

allowing comparisons to be made between the burgesses and 

the whole occupational group is extremely useful in 

assessing the structure of some trades. It is evident 

that, while burgess status was still of some importance, 

there were many tradesmen and merchants without 

burgess-ship who were apparently prospering and able to 

participate in their various pursuits. 

Apprentices 

Although registration of apprentices was declining towards 

the end of the seventeenth century, the Poll Tax lists 

include 732 individuals designated as 'apprentice', a 

status obviously -still well recognised. As with the 

burgess group, a detailed analysis of the apprentice body 

from 1600-88 has been carried out (43), and the present 

assessment affords a useful comparison. Appendix 10 shows 

the distribution of apprentices by occupation and parish. 

The total includes 52 legal apprentices, seven females, 
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and 38 where the occupation of the householder could not 

be determined. Although legal apprentices may not be 

strictly comparable with the more traditional body of 

craft and merchant apprentices, they were designated as 

such, and should be included here - it has been stated 

that 'legal bodies refer to themselves as if they, were 

corporate bodies, rather resembling the craft 

incorporations' (44). Thirty-two of the 52 legal 

apprentices lived in New Kirk, old Kirk and Tolbooth, 

consistent with the concentration of the legal community 

in these parishes. 

The private papers of procurator William Leggate, a 

resident of Old Kirk parish, include a document dated 20th 

February 1700, which states that: 

'Thomas Seton, son of Sir Walter Seton, advocate, does 
hereby become prentice and servant to the said William 
Leggat for the space of fyve years, to attend his said 
master's service at all tymes and occasions as well be 
night and be day and at no tyme to absent himself 
therefrom during the space of his apprenticeship... and 
that he shall not willinglie hear or see his said master 
harmed or skaith'd in his name or goods. But shall hinder 
and impede the same to his power and with all convenience 
reveal the same to him. The said William Leggat binds 
himself to instruct the said Thomas Seton in his vocation 
as ane procurator during the space above rehearsed and to 
conceal no part therof from him sua farr as his capacity 
is able to reach and to entertain him to bed and board as 
appertains' (45). 

This graphically illustrates the relationship between 

master and apprentice, and . confirms that such 

relationships were still an integral part of the social 

order at many levels. This sort of contract was probably 
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very similar to merchant and craft apprentice indentures. 

Appendix 10 shows the distribution, and the numbers of 

apprentices in the various trades, which in the main 

reflected the distribution of the main occupational 

groups. The apothecary apprentices were mostly in the 

central area and the 17 baker apprentices in Canongate 

were commensurate with the size of that occupational 

group. However, one of the largest occupational groups, 

the cordiners, illustrates the situation which arises when 

a large proportion of the tradesmen were not burgesses. 

There were 45 cordiners in West Kirk, but only nine 

apprentices. 'Thus, the occupational distribution of the 

apprentices mirrors that of the burgesses, but not of the 

the community as a whole. Trades with proportionately 

large numbers of apprentices included the up-and-coming 

wigmakers, the nine tradesmen in' College Kirk alone 

employing 23 apprentices, and the total of'29 wigmakers 

(24 of whom were burgesses) had 39 apprentices. 

It is notable from the list of trades and occupations 

listed in Appendix 10 that this included several which 

were not formally incorporated or affiliated to' trade 

guilds. These included cottar, gardener and tobacconist, 

and it is clear that the designation of 'apprentice' was 

not confined solely to formally indentured apprentices in 

the craft incorporations. Of the 38 'unspecified' 
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apprentices, 25 were in West Kirk and Canongate, and-is is 

probable that many of these would be 'informal' rather 

than formal apprenticeships to Edinburgh burgesses. 

The apprentice registers are seriously deficient in the 

registration of apprentices originating from Edinburgh, 'as 

the vast majority are listed as migrating from outwith the 

capital. One possible explanation is that record keeping 

of 'internal' apprentices was more lax, and' that less 

formal arrangements may have applied in the case of 

apprentices who `were' well known, and, perhaps more 

importantly, whose fathers were well known' to the 

craftsmen 'Wand merchants to whom they were to be 

äpprenticed. It has not hitherto been possible to 

determine whether or not this was the case, or whether in 

fact, as seems most unlikely, few'Edinburgh youths took up 

formal apprenticeships. However, the availability of the 

Poll Tax allows comparison to be made between the 

apprentices *on the tax roll and those on'the printed 

register of apprentices (46). "To' this ' end, the 

occupations, of all apprentices in the printed register 

between 1687 and 1694 were noted - 'this allows for a 

maximum seven-year apprenticeship - and most of these 

should have appeared on the Poll Tax. The actual numbers 

should theoretically however have been markedly different, 

with the addition of many Edinburgh apprentices on the 

Poll Tax. The numbers and occupational distributions of 

the two groups of apprentices are shown in Table 4.7, and 
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the results are intriguing. The totals for the Poll Tax 

and Apprentice Register groups' are suprisingly similar, 

although the number on the Poll Tax is undoubtedly 

deficient. Even allowing for this deficiency however, it 

seems that the apprentice community may not have been as 

large at any particular time as may previously have been 

assumed, similar to the situation vis a vis the burgesses. 

Examination of the composition of the group should provide 

some illumination. Although the numbers were relatively 

similar in both groups, the poll tax group included a 

large number, who did not appear in the register, thus 

suggesting that there was a fairly high 'drop-out' rate 

amongst immigrant apprentices, which was 'topped' up by 

internal apprentices who were not formally indentured 

according to the register, but who probably had fairly 

well-defined agreements with the master and/or craft 

internally. For example, ten feltmakers appear on each of 

the inner Edinburgh Poll Tax and apprentice register 

lists, but of the ten on the Poll Tax list, only five can 

be traced in the register. One of those not on the 

register, Edward Bunkle, became a burgess in 1699, as 

apprentice to Robert Handyside, beltmaker, and according 

to the burgess roll his master had 'omitted to book him in 

guild court books' (47). This suggests that central 

registration may have been more lax towards the end of the 

seventeenth century, but that the overall size of the 

apprentice community was not markedly different from that 

calculated from the official register. 
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The main deduction from this comparative exercise is that 

there was in any event a very high drop-out rate among 

apprentices, although the years under review may have been 

anomalous, given the harsh conditions of famine and 

shortages, which produced increased death rates (48). 

Examination of the baker apprentices shows that 14 of the 

20 in inner Edinburgh appear on the apprentice register 

(707. ), but the 30 registered during this period indicates 

a high turnover. It may be that certain crafts tended to 

replace apprentices more frequently than others, and the 

work may have been carried out by unindentured labour 

available at the time. Such may have been the case with 

the apothecaries: the Poll Tax contains 26 apprentices, as 

compared to 18 on the printed roll. Of the 26, only nine 

were on the apprentice register, indicating that the 

apothecaries may have been one instance of a craft with 

less formal apprenticeships and a high drop out and 

replacement rate, although the medical profession was 

generally becoming more"'professionalised' (see section on 

professions below). 

However, although central registration may have been 

declining, there is evidence to show that crafts were 

still maintaining their own records. The goldsmiths are a 

case in point. The apprentice register contained only 

four goldsmiths during the period in question, and eleven 

appear on the Poll Tax, but the goldsmith's own records 
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show that 20 apprentices were indentured between 1694 and 

1696 - and a total of 105 between 1694 and 1709. (49). 

This large number again points to a very fluid apprentice 

community, with perhaps only a minority completing their 

allotted apprenticeship, thus accounting for the small 

percentage who eventually became burgesses of Edinburgh. 

The goldsmiths' records included Robert and Hugh Law, sons 

of burgess William Law, neither of whom was officially 

registered or became burgess. William Melvill and James 

Scott are noted as coming from Herioth Hospital, and again 

neither became burgess, although they must have been sons 

of burgesses (the entry requirement for Heriots). The 

distances travelled and the apparent social status of 

goldsmithing are seen in the note of apprenticeship in 

1695 of Charles Middleton, son of the Principal of King's 

College, Aberdeen (50). The goldsmiths' records also show 

some transfers between masters. For example, in 1695 

Richard Rae was transferred from Walter Scott to Edward 

Cleghorn, and Richard Preston from Walter Scott to Andrew 

Law (51). 

Internal discipline, however, appears to have been 

maintained. One entry in the goldsmiths' minute book 

dated 7 December 1695 states that James Kerr, apprentice 

to Andrew Law, had 'deserted his service and committed 

severall other faults contrar to the obleidgements of his 

indentures' (52). His name was accordingly deleted from 
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the roll. Also, notwithstanding the apparent relaxation of 

regulations, the burgesses still Jealously guarded their 

liberties, but were apparently having some difficulties in 

controlling the activities of their peers. Alex Kincaid 

was a persistent offender. The minutes note on 23 March 

1695 that he had committed 'ane egregious fault' by 

trading with unfree goldsmiths, but was reprimanded-rather 

than fined because he was 'but ane young entrant' (53). 

He did not learn his lesson, however, as° witnessed by a 

further entry dated 14 September 1695, when he and five 

other goldsmiths-were found guilty of the same offence and 

fined £40 each. 

Of the 27 apprentice skinners listed in the Poll Tax for 

inner Edinburgh- (Table 4.7); 19 were registered, as 

compared to 37 on the apprentice register, indicating-less 

vigorous replacement of dropouts, and it may be that this 

apparent topping-up was related to certain trades more 

than others. 

The most obvious discrepancy between the- two lists, 

accounting for most of the total numerical difference, is 

with the merchant apprentices. The apprentice register 

contains 147, while the Poll Tax listed only 90 (it may be 

that merchant apprenticeships were shorter than those of 

the crafts, and this may explain the discrepancy to some 

extent). Of the Poll Tax apprentices, only 45 can be 

located in the apprentice register. There must therefore 
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have been a very high turnover to account for these 

figures. This is also in line with the apparent decline 

in the overall number of merchants in Edinburgh during 

this period. 

Thus, while the large gaps in the apprentice register 

caused by the non-entry of Edinburgh-derived--apprentices 

mask the apparently very fluid nature of the apprentice 

community, the actual numbers involved are apparently not 

so seriously underestimated. Glass has stated, - in 

relation to apprentices in London, that 'the sharp decline 

in the number of admissions does not necessarily mean that 

apprenticeship declined, but only that freedom of the City 

became less attractive' (54). The situation in Edinburgh 

was similar, but the apparent decline in apprentice 

registration was compensated to some extent by the numbers 

of unregistered, and less formally indentured apprentices. 

In her detailed survey of the Edinburgh burgess community, 

McMillan calculated from an alphabetical sample of 

apprentices from 1600-1699 that 167 of these were surgeons 

(55) - the highest percentage she noted, whereas 6% of the 

Poll Tax and 47 of the apprentice register samples under 

consideration here were surgeons. McMillan's sample 

showed 147 to be wigmakers, while the current analysis 

shows 77 of Poll Tax and 37 of apprentice register 

apprentices were wigmakers. This would suggest that 

samples taken over large time periods are probably 
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somewhat misleading if taken to represent the situation at 

any given point, also that registration probably 

fluctuated in individual trades according to prevailing 

economic and social circumstances. Of the 37 apprentice 

wigmakers in greater Edinburgh, only nine can be traced to 

the apprentice register, indicating that although 

wigmaking was a flourishing occupation by the end of the 

century, its apprentice procedures were fairly informal. 

Although it may be argued that those apprentices who were 

not centrally registered were not in fact meant to be 

equivalent to those who did appear, the fact that most of 

these seem to have been Edinburgh residents suggests that 

this is not likely to be the explanation. It is probable 

that they were treated in relation to training and 

supervision just as formally as the officially registered 

immigrants, but the fact that they and their fathers were 

well known, probably substituted for documented indenture. 

There is, furthermore, evidence that unregistered 

apprentices were gaining burgess status by means of their 

apprenticeship. For example, Alexander Anderson, wright, 

appears on the burgess roll on 3 April 1700, but is not 

listed on the apprentice roll. The burgess roll, however, 

indicates that he gained burgess states 'as p. to William 

Alexander, wright, and thereafter to Patrick Anderson, 

wright'. (56). Thomas Yorkston, merchant appears on the 

burgess roll in 1699, but not on the apprentice register, 

and merchant John Dickie is similarly unregistered but 
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gained burgess status in 1700 as 'servitor to G Lawson, 

as p. to John Watson, mt'. (57). His burgess status was 

'gratis' and it may be that there was some other 

circumstance in this particular case, but is is fairly 

clear that non-registration in the apprentice register did 

not debar the acquisition of burgess status. 

Table 4.8 shows the percentages of apprentices in each 

parish who became burgesses. These range from 13% in Lady 

Yester to 30% in New Kirk, although the Lady Yester figure 

is rather misleading since there were only 15 apprentices 

listed on the Poll Tax for that parish. Of the other 

parishes, the range was fairly narrow, with around a 

quarter of the apprentices eventually achieving burgess 

status, old and New Kirk having marginally higher 

proportions. Thus inter-parish differences did not play a 

significant part here. 

However,, it may be more illuminating to analyse the 

occupational structure of those apprentices who became 

burgesses, and this is shown in Table 4.9. Of the 22 

merchant apprentices who became burgesses, half lived in 

Old Kirk, while four of the nine surgeons lived in New 

Kirk. Four of the six feltmakers were located in College, 

and five of the ten skinners in Tolbooth, indicating a 

fair degree of 'occupational zoning'. All of the seven 

goldsmiths were to be found in Old and New Kirk. 
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The type-of-product breakdown is detailed in Table 4.10. 

Of the 137 apprentices who became burgesses, 97 were 

involved in manufacturing and processing (the candlemakers 

have been included in the wood and construction category, 

which here has been designated 'wood, construction and 

furniture' - indicating once again the difficulties 

contained in any system of classification). Almost 

one-third of the 97 were involved in the wood and 

construction area. Only nine functioned in the textile 

sector, but this belies the large, peripheral textile 

production on the fringes of Edinburgh. A similar 

situation obtained in relation to the clothing industry, 

where much of the production was apparently carried out 

peripherally. Areas of production where burgess-ship 

still apparently had some importance were metal, 

construction and food and drink. The centre of town was 

evidently the hub of the construction industry. 

As a final comparative exercise, Table 4.11 gives a 

comparison, over 13 occupations, of the numbers of 

apprentices, burgesses and total occupational groups for 

inner and greater Edinburgh. In relation to inner 

Edinburgh, the apprentices numbered approximately half of 

the burgess group, and one-third of the total occupational 

group (this is a more important comparison than with the 

occupational group for greater Edinburgh, given that 

burgess status applied " mainly to the seven inner 
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parishes). However, the proportions varied among the 

different occupations so that, for example, the apprentice 

wigmakers outnumbered both the burgess group and the whole 

occupational group, as did the apothecaries and surgeons, 

while the other apprentice groups were outnumbered by the 

burgess groups and total occupational- groups. 

The masons appear to have had a particularly low 

apprenticeship rate. A recent analysis of this trade has 

been carried out in relation to the total membership of 

the incorporation of masons and wrights (58) and it was 

stated that there were only 14 master masons in Edinburgh 

in 1709. Of the 37 masons in the inner parishes in the 

Poll Tax, only twelve were burgesses in 1694. One 

explanation given for the low number of apprentice masons 

was that they were perhaps more likely to come from 

further afield than apprentices in other trades (59), but, 

if this were the case, they would be much more likely to 

appear, on the apprentice register, and only two were 

recorded on the sample shown in table 4.10. Since, 

according to the Poll Tax, there were a fairly high number 

of masons in Edinburgh, although only a few of these were 

burgesses, then perhaps the reason for the lack of 

formalisation was that it was becoming less necessary in 

this particular trade in order to be able to practise, 

given the perennial, supposed shortage of skilled labour 

(60). According to the same article, there were 63 master 

wrights in 1709, as compared with 63 burgesses on the Poll 
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Tax; five coopers as compared with four burgesses on the 

Poll Tax; 17 glaziers (eight burgesses on the Poll Tax) 

and five slaters (four burgesses on Poll Tax). Thus the 

only trade in this group to have increased formal 

burgess-ship were the glaziers, and this is to be 

expected, given the now prevalent use of glass in all 

buildings. The conclusion reached by the analysis 

referred to was that 'in the generation that followed 

1700, the powers of craft incorporations to regulate the 

lives of craftsmen gradually withered away as ideas of a 

strictly regulated economy and social hierarchy collapsed' 

(61). Although there is evidence to show that, for 

example in the case of the goldsmiths, internal 

formalities were still maintained in individual crafts to 

some degree, it is possible that the free-enterprise 

economy, together with the 'collectivisation' of the 

merchants and the broadening of the manufacturing sector 

to include many unfree labourers, combined to diminish the 

corporate powers of the crafts. 

The situation vis a vis the merchant apprentices may be 

explainable by other means, and perhaps serves as the 

antithesis of the crafts. While manufacture was becoming 

less institutionalised, and apprenticeship apparently less 

centrally regulated, the merchants were becoming more 

institutionalised, under the aegis of the Merchant 

Company, though paradoxically their apprenticeships were 

perhaps less strictly enforced. It may also be the case 
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that increased participation in trading by 'unfree' 

burghs1 however illegally, it was not considered crucial 

for a merchant to be 'Edinburgh trained'. There is, 

however, no evidence from the current analysis and sources 

to confirm or refute this hypothesis. Also, burgess-ship 

by marriage may have been more widely 'available to 

merchants than craftsmen. 

Thus, this is one of the many paradoxes of pre-industrial 

town economic life. On the merchant side, the apparent 

lessening of the bonds of indenture were countered by the 

increasing institutionalisation of trade, as opposed to 

the institutionalisation in previous centuries of the 

merchant guild. As with most aspects of seventeenth 

century life, the apparently simple was in fact rather 

more complex and open to a wider range of explanatory 

hypotheses than might appear. 

In relation to the apprentice community, Gilhooley gives a 

total of 286 apprentices indentured by the Council from 

1746-53, and this would confirm the decline in 'official' 

registration (62). However, as has been seen from the 

present analysis, the situation regarding the apprentices 

was rather more complex. 
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SHOPS AND SHOPKEEPERS 

Although shops separate from manufacturing areas are an 

integral part of twentieth century economic structures, 

this was not always so, as many goods were simply sold 

direct from the workshop to the general public. However, 

by the end of the seventeenth century Edinburgh appears to 

have been fairly well endowed with retail premises (a 

contemporary butcher's shop survives in Mary King's Close 

in the Royal Mile), and therefore this aspect of economic 

structure must be given some attention. A survey of 

shopping from 1660-1730 concluded that by the early 

seventeenth century 'shops catering principally for. the 

retail trade began to appear in the larger towns, 

especially London' (63), while Davis in his analysis of 

the history of shopping stated that 'the hundred years 

that began with the accession of Elizabeth and ended with 

the restoration of the Stuarts saw a transformation in the 

supply of consumer goods of all kinds to the London 

market' (64). 

It is probable that Edinburgh would follow the lead of 

London, and while there may not have been many shops 

catering for the upper classes' 'undiscriminating passion 

for, the exotic' (65), it is clear from perusal of the Town 

Council minutes that shops were fairly numerous, and that 

the Council did attempt to supervise standards. A 

visitor to Edinburgh in 1689 described Parliament square 

on the south side as consisting of: 
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'The Privy Council chamber and not far from it the Royal 
Exchange, made up of a double row of shops, very-small and 
meanly furnished. In the first floor level with the yard 
are three or four booksellers and as many goldsmiths whos 
shops are sufficiently stockt to let us see their 
occupations and trades'. (66). 

Evidence that the Council tried to ensure that the fabric 

of the shops was maintained comes from several entries in 

the Council minutes. For example, one entry dated 22 

February 1678 decreed that 'ruinous goldsmiths shops at 

the end of the Tolbooth are to be rebuilt' (67). 

Unlicensed cramers were also encouraged to take shops 

(68), while an entry dated 5 December 1683 intimated that 

the physicians were to inspect the apothecaries' shops 

(69). 

The Poll Tax listed 23 shopkeepers, 13 of whom were in old 

Kirk, Tolbooth and Tron, the hub of Edinburgh's economic 

activity, but no information is gleaned as to the nature 

of these" enterprises. The Hearth Tax is similarly 

unforthcoming, with few shops being specifically 

designated (only six in Old Kirk and one in Tolbooth, for 

example), although public buildings such as the bakers' 

and weavers' convening houses, the 15-hearth Tolbooth and 

four-hearth Advocate's Library were specified). Two 

apothecaries' shops appear in the College Kirk list, 

together with a slaughterhouse, but the Hearth Tax is 

generally somewhat disappointing in this regard. 

One source which does provide rather more information is 
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the 1699 Stent Roll. Despite its more limited population 

coverage, of stentpayers only, this list contains some 115 

commercial premises (see Appendix 11), covering the seven 

parishes of inner Edinburgh. These included 72 'shops', 

six bakehouses, three coffee houses, 31 stables and three 

'workhouses' (workshops). The proprietors included 22 

women. A similar stent roll for Canongate' in 1687 (see 

Appendix 12) contained 23 commercial premises, including 

five bakehouses, three 'kiln and barn's, and seven shops. 

Three of these shops belonged to a barber, a feltmaker and 

a wright - indicative of the strong manufacturing bias of 

that burgh. The five bakehouses (compared to six in 

Edinburgh) confirms the strength of the baking fraternity 

in Canongate. 

While many of the shops were probably extensions of craft 

workshops, there is also some evidence that retail 

specialisation was beginning to develop. For example, a 

Council Minute dated 29 March 1689 noted that 

'John Crichton, perfumer in Dublin, who with his wife had 
to fly from Ireland because of the troubles and dangers on 
account of the papists, petitions and is granted a licence 
to sell perfumes and to keep a shop for selling the same' 
(70). 

An earlier entry in the minutes dated 27 November 1678 

stated that the 

'Counsell grants libertie and licence to Marjorie 
Campbell, lawfull dochter to umquhill Collonell Campbell 
of Lundie to keep a publict chop or chamber within this 
burgh and to sell such lawful commodities and merchant 
wair therein as hir abilitie can reach to without truble 
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or molestatione' (71). 

Several entries in early editions of the Edinburgh 

Courant, a four-page weekly newspaper, confirm the 

apparent tastes of the day. Merchant George Mowbray 

featured prominently in the advertisements in this 

publication, and seems to have run a chemist's shop, 

specialising in medicaments such as 'the Famous Loozenges 

for Curing the Cold... ' (72). These were to be sold by 

Mowbray at his shop 'opposite to the Main-Guard', while 

other miraculous substances to be found in this 

establishment included 'The most successful Plaister for 

Curing all sorts of Gouts', and 'the True German spirit of 

scurvy .. a great deal better than any made in England' 

(73). Cramer John Duncan advertised 'all sorts of whips', 

while 'all sorts of Glass Bottles and Vial Glasses' were 

for sale 'at the Black Bull in Edinburgh and at Thomas 

Wilsons, cooper in Leith'. 

Prominent merchant William Blackwood was not to be outdone 

in these press campaigns, as witnessed by his entry in the 

edition for 7-9 May 1705: 

'Any person or persones that have any fine round pearl 
pierced or unpierced, above six grain weight, upon a 
reasonable pennyworth, they will get a merchant for the 
same, to the Ware-house of William Blackwood, merchant in 
the Parliament Closs, as they may likewise for pearl fit 
for the apothecaries' (74). 

Incidentally, the risks of depositing money in the nascent 

banking system are apparent from the news in the 14-19 
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February 1705 edition that Robert Pringle, teller in the 

Bank, was to be 'tryd for Life before the Lords of 

Justiciary' since he had lately 'run off with about 425 

lib sterling of the Bank's money''(75). 

This weekly publication was sold at the Exchange Coffee 

House, and was an obvious medium for shopkeepers to 

advertise their wares. According'to the stent roll, 22 

women were shop proprietrixes, and this is in agreement 

with the view of one early twentieth century historian 

that 'the employment of selling was singularly adapted to 

the circumstances of women ... ' (76) Although the role of 

women is difficult to assess they were certainly well to 

the fore in retail selling, but their activities aroused 

the wrath of the Merchant Company, who petitioned the Town 

Council because of some young women who 'pretend to keep 

chops'' (77). The role of women in the general economic 

structure will be discussed below. 

The Poll Tax gives no information on the sort of 

activities followed by shopkeepers, and testaments are 

similarly bereft of detail. However, scraps of indirect 

information are obtainable. For example, the private 

papers of clockmaker Andrew Brown (78) include a document 

dated 19 May 1711 showing that he had borrowed 300 merks 

from Elizabeth Antone, one of the shopkeepers listed in 

the 1699 stent roll. This indicates that females were 

also involved in the widespread business of money 
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manipulation. 

Although there is limited direct information about shops 

and shopping habits from the- available sources, these 

premises were apparently fairly numerous, and formed a 

vital link in the chain of buying and selling. Almost 

one-quarter of the shopkeepers listed in the Stent Roll 

were women, and is is clear that women were active in many 

areas of economic life. The situation in Edinburgh would 

appear to be fairly similar, in organisation if not in 

dimension, to that of London, where, according to Wrigley 

'the shop.., was a normal feature of the London scene by 

the latter half of the seventeenth century' (79). No 

doubt the expensive tastes of the more affluent citizens 

would be satisfied with the retail wares of wright James 

Turner, who was 'skilled in the art of making of 

cabinetts, dressing boxes, chists of drawers and the like 

curious work of fyne olive and princess wood, ... not 

formerly made or practized be any native of this kingdome' 

(80). 

Although the available sources do not provide detailed 

information on particular shops or retail outlets, it is 

clear that shopping as opposed to buying direct from the 

merchant or craftsman must have had some part in Edinburgh 

life. The variety of small household goods noted on the 

import records bear witness to the types of merchandise 

available to be retailed to the general public. While a 
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large proportion of shops may have been mere workshop 

extensions, there is evidence to suggest that the notion 

of retailing for its own sake was present, if not firmly 

established, by the turn of the century. 

WOMEN AT WORK IN LATE SEVENTEENTH CENTURY EDINBURGH 

A topic which is frequently alluded to in economic 

historical assessments is the role of women, but, partly 

because of the relative dearth of direct evidence, this 

role has been difficult to quantify. While women are 

acknowledged to have played a significant part in the 

household economy, as domestic servants or part-time 

assistants in the trade followed by the head of the 

household, economic activities pursued by women in their 

own right are less well documented. Although it is 

difficult to directly assess the economic effort of women 

in pre-industrial life, the most difficult task of all is 

to analyse their independent contribution. This is for 

the most part due to the nature of the surviving source 

material, consisting mainly of household and taxation 

lists and burgess rolls, which did not feature women to 

any great extent. However, fragments of information are 

to hand, which show clearly that women were economically 

active during this period. Although the brewing 

industry, long the province of women, had been taken over 

by men, apart from notable exceptions such as Widow Boog, 

who presided over a large brewing concern, there is much 
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evidence to contradict the view of Clark that 'Restoration 

women were but shadows of the vigorous personalities of- 

their grandmothers' (81). Perhaps women were apparently 

less vigorous, but they undoubtedly did participate in 

many areas of business and management. 

The Poll Tax gives little information about the 

occupations of women, but two women with large business 

enterprises were the brewer Widow Boog, and Agnes Campbell 

(Mrs Anderson), who ran her late husband's printing 

empire. Although it may be the case, as Clark postulates, 

that 'though women might own and direct the printing 

houses, there is no indication that they ever engaged in 

the manual process of printing' (82), Mrs Anderson was not 

a mere figurehead. Her name appears on the import records 

as importing paper in her own right; she also features in. 

the Town Council records, negotiating with the Council for 

'space in the College to erect a printing press' (83), and 

was thus involved, at least in a managerial capacity. 

The main women's occupations listed in the Poll Tax were 

(apart from brewer and printer) butterwife, fruitwife, 

midwife, schoolmistress, seamstress, servant and' lace 

maker. From perusal of this list only, it might appear 

that, with the exception of schoolmistress and perhaps 

midwife, women followed very low status, largely manual, 

occupations. Taken in isolation, Clark's observations 

would therefore appear to be justified. However, in terms 
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of sheer numbers, the 3276 female domestic servants 

entered on the Poll Tax represented a substantial 

proportion of the total workforce, providing plentiful, 

cheap labour at fairly low cost to the householders. The 

numbers of butter and fruitwives would no doubt be much 

higher than those that appear on the Poll Tax, given that 

these would be poorer women, perhaps also occupied as 

domestic servants. Ale-selling was another very popular 

and growing source of secondary income (according to a 

listing in the 1750s, there were well over 100 in inner 

Edinburgh) (84). The Poll Tax listed several female 

shopkeepers - two in Tolbooth, one in Canongate, two in 

Greyfriars, one in Tron and one in College, and of the 

total of 23 shopkeepers in the Poll Tax, seven were 

female. Thus, on the basis of the Poll Tax evidence alone 

(notwithstanding the fairly large number of merchant and 

other widows who may have been economically active and 

paid higher rates of tax), it is apparent that even in the 

lower status occupations women were significant in the 

overall economic life of Edinburgh. 

However, this is the point at which assessments of women 

tend to falter because of lack of evidence. Fortunately, 

however, there are several other sources which provide 

helpful information. These include Merchant Company 

records, import/export records, commercial buildings 

listed in tax records, and various private papers. None 

of these is a source with the primary intention of 
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highlighting women's activities, but they provide 

unexpected and welcome sources of information. 

Merchant Company 

The Merchant Company was established in 1681 (85), and the 

manuscript list of members includes eleven women who were 

elected members in their own right, in the early years, on 

production of a certificate from-the Dean of Guild in lieu 

of a burgess ticket (these women were conveniently ignored 

by a Victorian historian of the Company), and the records 

show also that men could be admitted members by right of 

their wives - on the same basis, perhaps, that they could 

obtain burgess status through their wives. The records 

state, for example, that in 1702 'Mary Campbell now spouse 

to Robert Lightbody, merchant, having formerly consigned 

her dues. The said Robert is allowed the benefits therof 

and to signe the book as a member' (86). 

The election of women to the Merchant Company did not 

continue, however. Although eleven out of a total of 357 

merchants deemed to have been alive in 1694 is a fairly 

trifling number, the fact that these women were 

participating at all in a male-dominated organisation 

must be given some significance. Although the Merchant 

Company regulations still do not debar women from 

membership, it is of interest to note that since the early 

eighteenth century no women have applied to join (87). A 

survey of women in English society from 1500-1800 
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concluded that women were becoming less able to be 

economically prominent 'because of increasing separation 

of home and workplace' (88) - but it is evident that a few 

Edinburgh women were still able to attain a degree of 

'prominence'. 

it would appear that with the flourishing of the 

professions and academic life during the later seventeenth 

century, the lessening of women's economic opportunities 

may have been rather more the result of the specialisation 

and formalisation of occupations, which meant that the 

professions (apart from that of midwife) were closed to 

any high-level participation by women or, indeed by 

unqualified men. Perhaps it was not the difference in sex 

which caused women to be apparently increasingly 

economically subjugated, but the widening gap between the 

economic potential of professional qualifications and that 

of the more manual pursuits which could still be carried 

out by unskilled or uninformed labour. As has been shown, 

the balance of occupations was changing in favour of the 

professions vis a vis the merchants at this time, and it 

has also been shown that the professionals and others 

gained much of their wealth from 'outside' activities, 

such as moneylending. Thus, while a small number of women 

could take over their husband's businesses, or create 

their own, or lend money to a greater or lesser extent, 

they could not take over their husband's profession, and 

were thus denied access to an area of considerable 
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wealth-creating potential. 

A more general hypothesis in relation to occupations might 

be that the 'formalisation' of at least the professional 

occupations served to separate the participants- in these 

occupations both from women and from men who had not 

attained the necessary formal qualifications (as opposed 

to craft apprenticeships). The fact that the entry of 

women to the Merchant Company was apparently tacitly, but 

quickly, terminated, indicates that the occupation of 

merchant, or at least trading merchant, was becoming more 

formalised and regulated under the aegis of the merchant 

Company, despite the long history of the Merchant Guild 

which, though representing the interests of merchants 

against unfree trading, did not indulge to any great 

extent in collective or corporate trading on their own 

behalf. This may correlate with the apparent alteration 

in the importance or relevance of burgess status (see 

section on burgesses above). However, although indications 

of the impending exclusion of women from the forefront of 

economic activity may have been present, it seems that the 

final decades of the seventeenth century formed a sort of 

watershed in the progress of women at work, as there were 

a fairly substantial number who were still able to be 

economically active, and thus influence the ecomomic 

structure. 
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Port Books 

The export and import books for the period, though few in 

number, contain numerous entries in the names of females 

(these women are not listed as acting on behalf of men, 

although admittedly a -proportion may have been acting 

merely as signatories, as occurs in some instances of male 

servants accepting goods on behalf of their employers), 

but were apparently trading in their own right. These 

included: 

Mary Campbell, Margaret Campbell, Margaret Christie, 
Elizabeth Meldrum, Isobel Dunbar, Agnes Bell, Janet 
Douglas (Mrs Hogg), Helen Johnston, Isobel Campbell (Mrs 
Melville), Helen Cameron, Mrs Innes, Eupham Johnston, 
Grisell Edmonston, Mrs Wallace, Mrs Simpson, Mrs Anderson 
(Agnes Campbell), Elizabeth Dobson, Mrs Charteris, Sarah 
Gairns, Margaret Cheisly, Mrs Graham (member of Merchant 
Company), Margaret Johnston, Jean Dunbar, Mrs Fraser, Mrs 
Brown, Mrs Davidson, Margaret Paterson, Sarah Campbell, 
Mrs Cummine, Elizabeth Alexander, Mary Omand, Margaret 
Moorehead (89). 

it is clear therefore that a substantial number of women 

were participating actively in the practical organisation 

at least of overseas trading - the above names come from a 

small number of port books. Although there is a 

possibility of duplication of some of the names on the 

list, as married women could also be referred to by their 

maiden names and these are difficult to correlate, there 

is no doubt that women were not excluded from trading 

despite the supposed exclusivity of the Merchant Company. 

Of the women listed, Agnes Anderson was the printer 
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previously mentioned, and Margaret Campbell was the widow 

of merchant James Edmonston. Mrs Graham appears in the 

1699 stent roll as the proprietrix of a shop, and it is 

reasonable to conclude that the merchandise accredited to 

her in the import records refers to goods to be 

subsequently sold in her shop. While the net contribution 

of women to the total volume of trade through Leith was 

small, it was nonetheless significant. 

The types of goods dealt in by these women were varied, 

but did not normally include heavy industrial items such 

as wood and iron. For example, Mary Campbell was 

credited with a consignment of crepe, soap, needles, pins 

silk, lemon juice and mushrooms on 4 March 1690 (90). 

Mrs Melville appears to have been fairly active, with 

several large cargoes - one of these being for sweets, 

saffron, spectacle cases, sealing wax, lead shot, barrels, 

files, nails, clapper bells, compasses, spoons, sand 

glasses, baskets, floor rubbers, senna, musk, gallipots 

and earthenware (91). Clearly Mrs Melville was willing to 

buy and sell almost anything, and this confirms the view 

that the notion that 'women whose husbands could afford it 

should be ladies of leisure was just coming into fashion 

among-the nobility and richest mercantile families in the 

seventeenth century' was not yet quite applicable to 

Edinburgh merchants and their wives. (92). Although many 

of these women were widows, the fact that most merchant 

capital was disbursed in risky financial speculation would 
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have precluded even women whose husbands were still alive 

from leading a leisurely life. 

Women also appear in the export records, but to a much 

lesser extent. For example, one entry in the Leith export 

records for 1691 relates to Elizabeth Alexander exporting 

90 ells of brown linen and 751b of feathers (93). Such 

entries were few, and it appears therefore that women were 

much more active in importing than exporting, giving 

credence to the hypothesis that most of the goods imported 

by women were intended for immediate retailing in the 

shops and markets of Edinburgh. 

The sheer variety of goods dealt in by both men. and 

women, and the extensive financial sideline activities 

pursued by many, gives the clear impression of a 

continuing opportunist outlook. This probably functioned 

on several levels - the merchants and professionals on the 

opportunism of conscious wealth building, and at the lower 

levels the necessary opportunism of subsistence living in 

the absence of systematic provision for the poor. 

Commercial premises 

As was mentioned briefly in the previous section, women 

featured in the lists of commercial premises gleaned from 

the 1699 stent roll. There were 22 premises listed in the 

names of women (although- this is probably a serious 

underestimate of the actual numbers - these were 
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stentpayers only). Whether or not these women 

participated full-time in these commercial enterprises, 

their contribution cannot be ignored. For example, Mrs 

Graham, featured in both Port Books and -Stent roll, 

indicating continuity of evidence between sources. There 

were 72 shops 'listed to stentpayers, 22 of whom were 

women, i. e. 30% -a fairly high percentage. Although it 

has been stated that it was 'extremely unlikely that any 

woman, or at least any tolerably wealthy women, worked 

with her hands' (94), it is clear that they were involved, 

at least at the managerial level. 

Private papers 

A final, indirect, source relating to women is that of 

private papers. These give further clear evidence of the 

participation of women in the economy in its widest sense. 

For example, the papers of clockmaker Alexander Brown show 

that on 19 May 1711 he was lent 300 merks by Elzabeth 

Antone (95) - one of the shopkeepers on the stent roll. 

William Leggate, procurator, paid £18 8s 8d to Mrs 

Calderwood, widow of a bookseller, for several legal 

books, including Scotani Examen Juridicae and Corpus Juris 

Civilis (96). James Nimmo, tailor, bought cloth from 

several women; for example in 1702 he bought buttons, 

ribbon and thread from Margaret Glen (who is mentioned in 

the import records) (97). He also bought cloth from Livia 

Henderson and Margaret Pearson. Livia Henderson is noted 

by Nimmo as being the wife of John Corsbie, and they were 
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located in the Poll Tax records in the Greyfriars parish. 

Corsbie was a small merchant, paying tax at the rate for 

under 5000 merks and kept two domestic servants. The 

burgess roll shows him to have gained burgess status in 

1687 by right of his father, a tailor, and although he is 

designated merchant in the Poll Tax, it is highly probable 

that his merchanting was either exclusively or principally 

related to the clothing trade. 

Two other business women from the Port Books were located 

in the Poll Tax. Mrs Brown (Elizabeth Todd) lived in Old 

Kirk parish, the widow of a merchant. She paid the lowest 

tax rate, but had two 'upper class' lodgers, an advocate 

and a writer. Margaret Glen (who sold cloth to Nimmo) 

lived in Old Kirk also, in apparently better 

circumstances; she was the wife of merchant John Chatto, 

and paid tax at the highest level. Her household 

including two apprentices, three children and a 

maidservant. 

It is abundantly clear, therefore, that women played a 

significant part in many levels of economic life, from the 

very large number of domestic servants to the 

businesswomen featuring in import records and the Merchant 

Company. Although the low status of most of the female 

occupations listed in the Poll Tax (for example ale 

seller Isabel McLurg, butterwife Christian Juve and 

fruitwife Margaret Stevenson) suggests that most women 
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followed low status occupations, evidence from other 

sources serves to contradict this evidence and to show 

that women were active at the upper economic levels also. 

Although Clark took the view that capitalism was the 

reason for the gradual exclusion of women from economic 

prominence, and that capitalism while providing 'wealth 

beyond the dreams of avarice' had 'robbed us of so large 

a part of the Joy of creation' (98), it is apparent that 

some women were still able to "create' economic activity 

and wealth in the broadest sense of the terms, despite the 

background of increasing formalisation and 

institutionalisation of the economy. 

THE 'MIDDLING SORT' 

One conclusion from most analyses of urban society in the 

pre- and early - industrial period, has been that the 

presence of a 'middle' sector is a strong indicator, 

indeed producer, of 'urbanness'. For example, D. George, 

writing on London in the eighteenth century, stated that 

the century was conspicuous for the number of men who rose 

from the humblest positions to distinction in science and 

literature' and that merchants and other businessmen 'may 

rise from the bottom of the ladder to established 

positions' (99). Also, Clark and Slack took the view that 

the 'middling sort' were beginning to prosper during the 

latter decades of the seventeenth century, and that 

members of this group aspired to the physical 
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accoutrements of gentry status, such as 'modern' housing 

and the latest fashions (100). These middle men were said 

to emulate the physical and social trappings of 

aristocracy, and thus probably contributed to the economy 

as purchasers of expensive and 'luxurious' items as well 

as in the role of entrepreneurs or manufacturers. Clark 

and Slack also state that the growing stock market, the 

Bank of England and more stable government finances, 

together with the expanding professions, all provided 

financial security and this supported the development of a 

class with 'the tastes, wealth and leisure of the gentry, 

but an urban residence' (101). Although this may 

exaggerate the position in Edinburgh, where most led a 

relatively unsophisticated life, these 'middle sort' were 

apparently clearly recognised as a group, many of whom 

would no doubt have been customers of the many wigmakers, 

glovers and goldsmiths trading in late seventeenth century 

Edinburgh. 

The foregoing analyses of household and wealth derived 

from the Poll Tax revealed a sector of. the community who 

lived in households which were larger than average, but 

not as large as some of the rich merchant, professional 

and gentry establishments, and who paid tax in the middle 

range, between the standard 6s or 12s householders and the 

upper levels of surtax. It was seen from the analysis of 

tax paid that some 9% of households paid tax at the rates 

applicable to between 5000 and 10,000 merks of stock, the 
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'middle range'. 

In the analysis of wealth in Chapter 2, a 'tax-elite' 

group was drawn from those households paying three times 

the average householder's tax and above. For the present 

purpose, therefore, it was decided to analyse the 

occupational structure of all those paying between two and 

three times the average tax, as being representative of 

the 'middle sort'. The overall householder average was 

£2 10s and the occupations of all those paying £4 and 

over, and less than £10 have been included in the sample. 

The lower figure is rather less than twice the average, 

but the Poll Tax categories were fairly broad at this 

level, and it was *decided that all those with taxable 

resources of 5000 merks - 9999 merks should be included. 

Although a large number of householders in this group paid 

tax at a professional rate rather than according to stock, 

it is believed that such professional assessments would be 

decided upon in the light of the assumed financial value 

of those practitioners, so that it is valid to include a 

£6 writer as 'middle sort', although the £6 is derived 

from an assessment of professional rather than financial 

worth. The legal profession was generally financially 

comfortable, and thus it is reasonable to include its 

members here, in an assessment of the economic structure 

of the whole community. 

Table 4.12 shows the distribution by occupational class of 
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the householders who came into this group (including 

suitably qualified lodgers). Of the total of 349 

households, almost 60%e were in the professional category. 

Although there is room for some debate as to the 

legitimacy of their inclusion in this group, the evidence 

from other analyses appears to justify their economic 

position being deduced in relation to their profession. 

Professionals formed almost two-thirds of the 'middle' 

group in New Kirk and Old Kirk, and 70% in Tolbooth, but 

only 377. in College and 339. in Lady Yester (although there 

were only nine individuals in this class in the latter 

parish). The class 2 householders were distributed, as 

would be expected, in New Kirk, Old Kirk and Tolbooth, 

and, surprisingly, Greyfriars, with an overall total of 

209 individuals in this group. These included all of the 

writers, procurators and notaries, by virtue of their 

professional taxation, including men such as John 

Anderson, living in Greyfriars parish with his wife 

Catherine Cunningham, two daughters and a maidservant. He 

gave his occupation as 'deput clerk to the justiciare 

court and writer', and had been granted burgess status in 

1680 'for services to the good toun in Leith' (102). 

Writers Mr John Burdon and William Wilson (both old Kirk) 

worked in the chambers of Mr Alexander and Mr George 

Gibson, Principal Clerk of Session 'in Ludo Cant's land in 

the Fishmarket' (103). Wilson evidently had something of 

a social conscience, as his household included James Reid 

'a fatherless and motherless child is maintained upon 
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charity' (104). 

Class 3, the merchants, provided 76 members of the group, 

(22%). As expected, most of these were to be found in the 

central parishes, with Greyfriars also fairly well 

represented. This- is entirely in keeping with the 

distribution of merchants in relation to household, wealth' 

and other activities. However, although New Kirk provided 

23% of the merchants in the group', these represented only 

29% of the entire-middling sort group in that parish. In 

contrast, the six merchants in College Kirk accounted for 

only 8% of the middling merchants, but 18% of the middle 

group in College parish, the only parish in which the 

middle merchants accounted for a higher percentage in the 

parish than the professionals. 

The middling merchants included Robert Smith (Old Kirk), 

who had a household of ten, including an apprentice who 

was the son of a Burntisland merchant. Smith pledged £100 

to the Darien Scheme. John Little,, also in Old Kirk, was 

in this group according to his taxpaying status, but was 

evidently experiencing cash flow problems. His return 

states 'if I get in a part of that is oweing me beside 

that which I looke upon as lost that I cannot expecte 

anything of I think I will be worth 5000 merks' (105). 

Little is noted in the Poll Tax as 'late merchant', and 

this confirms the evidence from testaments, which 

indicates large numbers of unpaid debts, owed to, 
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presumably, older, retired merchants. 

Class 4, the manufacturers, provided 47 invidivuals, 

13.46% of the total, and these, in contrast to the 

merchants, were concentrated mainly in College and 

Greyfriars, which had strong manufacturing communities, 

the two parishes providing 50% of the total of middle 

level manufacturers. Included in this group were 

coppersmith John Anderson, Greyfriars, who stated himself 

to be worth 7000 merks, and who employed three apprentices 

in an apparently well-established business. Mason 

Alexander Gavinloch, also in Greyfriars, was worth 6000 

merks, and had two apprentices, one of whom was his 

namesake, the son of James Gavinloch, mason in Bemersyde, 

and probably a relative. Gavinloch was the builder of 

'Gowanloch's land on both sides of the high street' (106), 

and was thus a substantial businessman, typical of, the 

industrious image of the 'middle sort'. Goldsmiths, as 

expected, featured in this middle group. Robert Bruce 

(Old Kirk) 'admitted to 8000 merks and had three 

apprentices, including a glazier's son. His large 

household contained his sister, his wife's sister, a 

journeyman and a Frenchman 'stayes only from week to week' 

(107). 

This group is perhaps the most interesting, given that 

manufacturing activities are a major facet of any economy, 

although it was not generally assumed in relation to 
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pre-industrial towns. that the manufacturing sector would 

produce a strong 'middle' group in the broadest sense of 

the term, which has been assumed for this analyses to 

include social (i. e. household and wealth) factors as well 

as purely economic considerations. Table 4.13 gives a 

detailed occupational breakdown for class 4, and shows 

that opportunities to acquire some degree of economic 

substance were available to manufacturers and processors 

in a wide range of occupations, some 23 in all, from 

apothecary to Wright. Although none of these had large 

numbers, it is the wide range which is impressive. In 

small, rural parishes it would be much more difficult for, 

say, a tailor or baker to achieve a higher level of social 

standing. 

Table 4.13 includes six wrights and five tailors, together 

with six-apothecaries and four goldsmiths, indicating that 

the range of opportunity was wide, from the basic 

manufacturing carried out by tailors and carpenters, to 

the highly specialised and expensive products made by the 

goldsmiths. The-apothecaries, wrights and tailors were 

spread fairly widely among the main parishes, but three of 

the four goldsmiths resided in Old Kirk. The two brewers 

in the group were located in Greyfriars, appropriate to 

the concentration of brewing in that area. The single 

maltman was also to be found in that parish. 

Classes 6 and 7 and the 'Indwellers' (Table 4.12) provided 
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only four out of the total of 349 'middle sort', with none 

in Class 7, the manual and farming groups. While 349 

individuals may not seem a significant number in the 

context of the total employed population, the variety of 

the membership of the group renders it of interest in 

relation to the overall analysis. The 47 members of the 

manufacturing class perhaps provide the key to the 

'urbanness' of the group, indicating that opportunities 

for economic growth were available to a wider range of 

occupations than in smaller, less urban areas. 

Of the 37 craftsmen who pledged money to the Darien Scheme 

(Appendix 3), 29 were located in the Poll Tax. Nine paid 

highest level tax, six in the 'middle sort' group and the 

rest at lower levels. Those in the 'middle' group were: 

goldsmiths John Borthwick and Robert Bruce, glaziers David 

Burton and William Jamieson, painter Thomas Warrender and 

harness-maker William Brotherstone (Canongate). The 

Darien Scheme craftsmen- came from 17 different 

occupations, and it. is clear that the manufacturing group 

had opportunities to progress economically. No doubt 

members of the 'middle sort' who wished to embellish their 

dwellings in the style of their gentry neighbours (often 

sharing the same crowded closes) might patronise Patrick 

Thomson, deacon of the wrights and accomplished craftsman, 

among whose creations was 'ane finnered box -exceedingly 

well made and flourished wherein the present King's 

majesty his letters is to be put' (108). 
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It seems therefore that there were opportunities for the 

formation of a strong middle sort group. This was 

fairly small in relation to the total population, but its 

variety of membership renders it of interest and 

significance for the progress of Edinburgh into the 

proto-industrial and intellectual period of the eighteenth 

and nineteenth centuries. Although legal men and other 

professionals may not have participated in the practical 

aspects of technological processes or aggressive 

merchandising, their financial security and legal advice 

played no less a part in forming a solid foundation for 

later development. 

THE PROFESSIONALS 

As a group, the professions have been less thoroughly 

researched than other inhabitants of pre-industrial towns. 

However, particularly in the case of Edinburgh, this group 

formed a significant proportion of the 'employed' 

population, outnumbering the merchants by the end of the 

seventeenth century, and, although not involved directly 

in municipal affairs, must have contributed considerable 

indirect influence on the social and economic structure of 

the town. Although direct primary sources are limited, 

consisting in the main of the same taxation and 

testamentary sources as used for analysis of merchants, 

craftsmen and others, it should nonetheless be possible to 
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provide useful information on the numbers and occupational 

distribution of the professional class. This is not, 

however, intended to provide an in-depth analysis of any 

particular profession or occupational group, but rather a 

general assessment in the context of the overall 

occupational structure. 

According to the occupations listed in the Poll Tax, some 

596 individuals in greater Edinburgh pursued a 

professional occupation, of whom by far the largest 

numbers resided in the three central parishes of New Kirk, 

Old Kirk and Tolbooth (see Appendix 4 for distribution by 

parish of professional occupations). There was very 

little professional representation on the outskirts, and 

it is clear that such services were centralised. The 

numbers in individual occupations were as follows. 

Advocate 36 Precentor 1 
Apothecary 19 Procurator 15 
Archbishop 1 Reader 1 
Arithmetician 1 Regent 5 
Assay master 1 Schoolmaster 18 
Bishop 2 Schoolmistress 7 
Clerk 22 Secretary of War 1 
Commissary 5 Senator/College Justice 2 
Doctor of Divinity 1 Sheriff 3 
Doctor of Medicine 33 Student 9 
Fencing master 4 Surgeon 23 
Keeper of Signet 1 Surveyor 4 
Messenger 22 Teacher 1 
Midwife 1 Teacher of Book Keeping 1 
Minister 82 Warden of Mint 1 
Musician 6 Writer 179 
Notary 38 Writer to Signet 49 

Writing master 1 
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The legal profession 

It is immediately apparent that by far the largest 

proportion of the professionals was accounted for by 

members of the legal profession, with the 179 writers 

alone comprising almost 30% of the group. A large number 

of these men were evidently required to deal with the 

large- and small-scale money and property dealing that 

formed the bedrock of the 'invisible' economy, and which 

was participated in by a substantial -number of 

individuals. 

There is little direct evidence from the sources analysed 

of the various legal tasks undertaken by writers, but 

several of the advertisements in the Edinburgh Courant 

refer to lawyers using their own houses as auction rooms 

for the sale of property. The issue for 14-19 February 

1705 includes the-following-advertisement: 

'A convenient dwelling house near the Kirk of Collingtoun 
with six fire-rooms, a yeard, stable and other 
Office-Houses; enquire at William Brown's writer in 
Edinburgh in the back of Bess wynd' (109) 

A further entry in the same publication related to a 

larger sale: 

'The lands of Pirnatown lying within the regality of Stow 
and Sheriffdom of West Lothian are to be exposed to a 
voluntar roup and sale, in the house of James Gibson, 
writer, living in the Advocates Close, opposite to the old 
kirk style, on Thursday the 12th day of April 1705, 
betwixt the hours of 2 and 5 in the afternoon. Whoever 
has a mind to bid for the same may see an exact and 
compleat Progress of the Writs of the said lands, in the 
hands of William Wilson, one of the under-Clerks to the 
Session' (110). 
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There is also evidence that members of the -legal 

profession were able to collaborate in business ventures 

on their own account, as witnessed by an entry in the APS 

which stated that advocate William Hogg 'copartner and 

trustie of Marmaduke Henderson, mathematician in London' 

was applying for patents for 'ane-engine and device for 

draining of coallsinks, limepitts and others of that kinde 

and freeing them entirely of water, exceeding, by far all 

the devices and engines hitherto made use of for that end' 

(111). Doubtless the engineering/mechanical contribution 

would be made by the mathematician, but this is clear 

evidence that professionals were willing to become 

involved in business enterprises, and in new technologies. 

Writing on overseas trading in the late seventeenth 

century, Smout has stated that 'the gentry and nobility 

seem to have played a larger part than was admitted at the 

time' (112) and this is confirmed by the various sources 

examined in the present study. There are some instances 

of members of the legal profession importing, on their own 

account, or at least participating actively in the 

process. The Leith import list for 1690 includes an entry 

in the name of Commissary Scougall for 'two hatts, silk 

and playing tables' - obviously luxury items, while the 

land customs list for 1690 notes a consignment of silk on 

behalf of Mr Robert Innes, Writer to the Signet. 

A recent socio-economic analysis of Shrewsbury from 
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1660-1760 entitled 'The emergence of a leisure town' 

offers an occupational breakdown comprising nine divisions 

- leather, leisured class (gentry), textiles, clothing, 

victualling, building, merchanting, luxury trades and 

services and professions (113). This is a fairly 

conventional breakdown, but a more controversial aspect 

emerges when the author concludes that the services and 

professions should be subsumed within the 'leisure class' 

(114). The analysis was derived from freeman's rolls only, 

and thus must provide a restricted occupational survey, 

however, it is debatable whether professions should be 

included under the mildly pejorative label -'leisured'. 

The immediate inference from this assertion is that 

professionals did not 'work' in the sense of either 

producing or selling goods, but the variety of 

professional occupations undertaken in Edinburgh rather 

negates this hypothesis. Although members of the legal 

profession may not have participated in manual labour, 

they did 'work' in terms of making an active contribution 

to the economy and generation of wealth, undertaking vast 

amounts of routine legal formalities involved in the days 

before banking made financial transactions less 

complicated. The prevalent system of money lent by bond 

generated copious amounts of legal work, which was 

essential to the financing of the economy at the trading 

and manufacturing levels. 

Because of its unique social and political position, 
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Edinburgh also housed the highest levels of the justiciary 

and legal profession, the Poll Tax containing 36 

advocates, 22 clerks, five commissaries, the Keeper of the 

Signet, 22 messengers, 15 procurators, the Secretary of 

War, two Senators of the College of Justice, three 

sheriffs and 49 Writers to the Signet. These 

professionals were perhaps numerically out of proportion 

to the needs of Edinburgh residents, but were necessary 

because of the status of Edinburgh as capital and seat of 

government before 1707. 

Although it is apparent from the Poll Tax and other 

records that the legal profession were generally of above 

average wealth, there were some poorer members of the 

profession. For example, the testament of writer Robert 

Innes (115) showed that his inventory value was only £130, 

including 'some old small books and pamphletts'. He was 

owed a total of £1392 3s by various individuals in 

Glasgow, Ireland, Heartwoodhill, Davoch and Edinburgh, 

indicating that it was not only the very wealthy who had 

financial contacts over a wide geographic area. 

As would be expected from the overall social and economic 

distribution of Edinburgh, the legal profession resided 

mainly in the central part of town, close to the law 

courts, the Exchange and other centres of importance. Of 

the 179 writers, 147 lived in New Kirk, Old Kirk, Tolbooth 

and Tron, the four central parishes of Edinburgh, while 

432 



the geographically much larger West Kirk parish housed 

only one writer, and there were none in Canongate. 

Thirty-nine of the 49 Writers to the Signet also lived in 

these parishes, as did 29 of the 36 advocates, 12 of whom 

lived in New Kirk, the apparent hub of legal life. 

It has been stated that the lawyers formed 'one of the 

most obscure groups in seventeenth century society' (116), 

and although the present survey has added little to 

general information as to the mechanics of legal practice, 

it is clear that writers as a group performed vital, 

albeit routine, tasks in the general economic life of 

Edinburgh. The large number of basic grade lawyers, who 

were not concentrated in Edinburgh as a result of of 

unemployment, as was the case with the ministers, 

indicates that there was enough routine legal work 

available to fully employ these men and their various 

servants. The total of 179 writers in greater Edinburgh 

gives a ratio of roughly one writer per 120 poll tax 

inhabitants, or one per 165 of an estimated population of 

around 30,000. This seems a particularly generous 

provision of legal facilities, but since every document 

had to be hand-written, and since most financial 

transactions of any substance were based on exchange of 

complex bonds and other legal formalities, the number of 

writers is not surprising. Edinburgh lawyers would no 

doubt carry out tasks on behalf of clients over a wide 

area of Scotland, not just within the confines of the 
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town. 

The Writers to the Signet and advocates have been a little 

better served by historians, and listings of these, 

containing details of their social background are 

available (117). From these it is quite clear that the 

upper strata of the legal-profession were drawn in the 

main from upper merchant and landed households, and often 

married into equivalent families. Many of the advocates 

and Writers to the Signet came from, or married into, 

gentry and upper class families. Advocate Mr Thomas 

Skein, - living in old Kirk, was the son of John Skein of 

Hallyards and married Beatrix Hepburn, daughter of the 

laird of Brunston. He served as Clerk of Justiciary 

1681-82) (118). John Fairholme, also of old Kirk, married 

Margaret Lauder, daughter of Sir James Lauder of 

Fountainhall, and served as Treasurer of the Faculty of 

Advocates from 1696-1702 (119). Advocate Mr Robert 

Pringle was the son of Sir Robert Pringle of Stichel, 

married Chrisian Sandilands, daughter of Walter, Lord 

Torphichen in 1704. He died in Rotterdam in 1736, having 

served as secretary of war in 1718 and as Registrar 

General of Shipping (120). 

However, it was still possible for men of lesser pedigree 

to participate in the legal profession. Writer to the 

Signet John Lightfoot, resident in College Kirk parish, 

was the son of a tailor of the same name (121) William 
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Forrester, New Kirk, was the son of an 'outed minister', 

although he subsequently married Rachel Balfour, daughter 

of a Senator of the College of Justice, in 1686 (122). Mr 

Robert Cook, living in Old Kirk, was the son of John 

Cook, shipmaster in Pittenweem, and was himself Vice 

Admiral of the East Ports of Fife in 1690 (123). William 

Black, College Kirk, was the son of an Aberdeen merchant 

(124), as was advocate James Leslie, living in Tron 

parish. He married'Elizabeth Fletcher, daughter of the 

Bishop of Argyll in 1688, and died in 1712 (125). 

Although a detailed analysis of the the social origins of 

the legal profession is outwith the scope of the present 

investigation, it is fairly clear that they tended on the 

whole to originate and perpetuate in in the ranks of the 

gentry or their own profession. The high Poll Tax charges 

applied to this profession bear witness also to their 

intrinsic economic value. The writers were charged £6, 

which was equivalent to stock of at least 5000 merks, and 

there is little doubt that most of these men could well 

afford to pay' the charges, as could those at°the higher 

levels bf the law. 

The legal profession made a significant contribution to 

investment (see Chapter 2), and thus in several ways 

formed a substantial economic, if not political, force in 

Edinburgh, further showing that assessments based on 

merchants and crafts alone give a markedly distorted 
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overall picture. Although the political influence of the 

lawyers may have been 'covert' (126), there is no doubt 

that their presence and activities contributed 

substantially to the general economic structure of 

Edinburgh. 

The Clergy 

The situation with regard to clergy living and working in 

Edinburgh in the 1690s was complicated by the tortuous 

course of religion itself during the preceding decades 

(127). In 1688 many ministers who refused to conform to 

the new regime had been ejected from their livings, and it 

appears that substantial numbers of these men headed for 

Edinburgh to seek sanctuary and sustenance. According to 

the Poll Tax, the 'outted' ministers flocked to Edinburgh 

from many parts of southern Scotland., including Maybole, 

Newbattle, Kirknewton, Stoneybank, Reston, Hawick, 

Duddingston, Carstairs, Sprouston, Srathaven, Colinton. 

It was apparently thus almost routine for ministers 

rendered sine stipendio to*seek support'in Edinburgh. The 

Poll Tax contained a total of 82 ministers, the majority 

of whom were 'without parish or stipend', and, as noted 

above, it is debatable whether they should be included in 

this class, when they were not gainfully employed as 

ministers of the gospel. However, it was decided to 

include them, as there is no means of determining which 

members of any economic group were actually 'working' at 

the time of Poll Tax registration, as at least a 
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proportion must have been retired or unemployed, and there 

was no provision for Poll Tax exemption on these accounts, 

should the householder be deemed to have sufficient 

resources available to him or her to pay the tax. 

Many of the ejected and rejected preachers of the gospel 

came from clerical backgrounds. Mr Robert Ramsay, 

resident in Canongate, was the son of the Bishop of 

Dunblane and married the daughter of the minister of 

Morebattle. He graduated MA in 1668, and held charges in 

Monteith and Prestonpans before his deprivation in 1689. 

He died in 1699 at the age of 51 (128). Mr Thomas Wilkie, 

also residing in Canongate according to the Poll Tax list, 

was the nephew of the minister of Tolbooth Kirk, married 

Rachel Sinclair, daughter of the minister of Ormiston, who 

was the widow of-a Writer to the Signet. He died in 1711 

at the age of 66 years (129). Of particular note, in an 

age not noted for longevity, is Mr George Henry, Tron. He 

gained his MA in Glasgow in 1656, and was variously 

minister at Dalry, Stoneykirk and Corstorphine before 

ejection. He died in 1723 at the age of 91 years (130). 

The enclave of deprived ministers who found lodgings in 

the almost equally deprived Lady Yester parish included Mr 

Robert Merchiston described in the Poll Tax as 'pict from 

exerce of his ministry in anno 1681 for not taking the 

test'; James Brown 'ane abdicat minister', and Mr Patrick 

Reid whose occupation was described as 'preacher of the 
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gospell, hes no kirk'. Thus the plight of so many indigent 

clerics must have added to the already substantial 

problems of catering for Edinburgh's large and burdensome 

group of poor. However, what is clear from the limited 

amount of family information available, is that the 

ministers tended to marry the daughters of ministers, and 

were often sons of the cloth. 

Of those ministers fortunate enough to retain their 

charges, Mr John Hamilton of Greyfriars was the son of a 

minister at Wigtown. He graduated in Edinburgh in 1668, 

and had ministered in Ireland and Cramond prior to his 

move to Edinburgh. He married four times, and at the time 

of the Poll Tax stated that he had four children. His 

third wife, Mabel Campbell, was Irish, his son James 

succeeded to his Ballykelly estate, and his daughter 

Dorothy married an Irishman (131). This family therefore 

had strong Irish connections. Hamilton died in 1701 at 

the age of 51. Irish connections are also apparent in the 

case of Mr John Law, one of the ministers in St Giles. He 

gained his degree in Glasgow in 1653 and held a charge in 

Campsie. He married Isabella Cunningham, daughter of a 

minister at Holywood, Ireland. His son William became 

Professor of Moral Philosophy in Edinburgh University 

(132). 

Thus the ministers were among the most educated groups in 

terms of university degrees. They possessed wide 
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geographical and pastoral experience, and were no doubt 

able to make a significant contribution to the 

professional and intellectual life of the capital. It may 

be that this concentration of redundant theologians and 

educated men helped in some way to focus ideas and 

generate discussion in the decades prior to the 

Enlightenment era and the development of 'classical' 

Edinburgh. Although they were without pulpits, their 

universal literacy and classical education must have 

increased the availability of books at least to other 

members of the community. Although most ministers paid tax 

in the lower classes, and most pleaded poverty, their 

sheer numbers must have resulted in some contribution to 

the socio-economic life of the town. Only two ministers 

subscribed to the Darien Scheme, and, surprisingly, 

neither lived in central Edinburgh. They were David 

Williamson and David Wishart, ministers at West Kirk and 

South Leith respectively. 

Education 

Educationalists do not receive particular prominence in 

the annals of the time. The Poll Tax shows 25 

schoolteachers, together with five College Regents and 

nine individuals listed as 'student', although there were 

many more students studying at the College. Specialist 

teachers taught book-keeping, writing, fencing and music. 

It is not clear whether the arithmetician lodging in New 
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Kirk parish taught in school or college, but it is to be 

assumed that he would have made some general contribution 

to the subject. 

It is fairly clear that, for most poor children in 

particular, schooling was an intermittent, seasonal or 

non-existent facet of their lives. Although there appears 

to have been some sort of schooling generally available, 

many children were employed as domestic servants or "farm 

labourers for most of the time. Wrightson's view was that 

children 'spent only a brief time at school', and that 

much schooling was disrupted by harvest and other 

labouring occupations. (133). High class establishments 

such as the High School were populated by the sons of 

gentry and the better off, who could afford both the fees 

and to spare the services of their children at home. 

These establishments provided a concentrated diet of 

rote-learning, mainly of the classics, as preparation for 

entrance into the College, or some other further 

education, such as a legal apprenticeship. 4 

The educationalists who appeared in the Poll Tax were a 

varied group, ranging from widow Christian Porteous (Tron) 

who paid basic tax and 'teacheth a few children', to 

Halbert Kennedy and Andrew Massie (Greyfriars), both 

Regents of Philosophy. Five men, - William Skein, John 

Johnston, James Anderson, Thomas Darling and John Goodall 

- were listed as 'doctor of the high school'. Skein was 
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rector of that establishment and was in post there from 

1680-1717. The others were classics masters (134). 

Records of the school indicate that at the time of the 

Poll Tax there were six classics masters, together with 

writing master James Alexander (Greyfriars) and 

book-keeping teacher Andrew Herries (not on Poll Tax). 

Schoolteachers were not generally in the higher tax 

categories. Only two were liable for the highest rate - 

Andrew Massie, who paid £12 on property with valued rent 

between £500 and £1000, and William Skein, who paid on 

stock of 10,000 merks. Of the others, 16 paid basic rate 

tax, two at the rate for 100-500 merks, one at 500 merks 

and one as 'gentleman'. This was Mr Alexander Laing, Old 

Kirk, described as teacher of a private school in 

Castlehill. He obviously was proud of his status, if not 

his financial situation, saying that his 'pretences to 

gentry are small yet is willing to pay three pounds scots 

for his poll' - the sum due by 'gentlemen' (135). 

It is likely that the female teachers taught basic 

literacy, sewing and other practical skills in what would 

be classed as local primary schools, where much of the 

attendance would be intermittent. Elizabeth Campbell, 

Tolbooth, declared that she 'doth only keep a skool for my 

livelihood and can vellew myself to nothing but leives 

upon my employment' (136). It is not known how many 

Edinburgh children were able to to obtain at least basic 
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education, but the Poll Tax records show a fair number of 

wealthier children boarded with Edinburgh families for the 

purpose of attending school. These included Josiah, son of 

Walter Welsh, merchant in Dalkeith, and Mary, daughter of 

William Arbuckle, merchant in Glasgow, who resided in the 

household of Alexander Gray in Old Kirk parish, described 

as 'occasionallie in my house being for a little tyme at 

schools' (137), while Nicol Somerville, writer in Old Kirk 

included in his list Katherine Gray, Elizabeth Abercrombie 

and James Mitchell (not servants) 'whom I entertain and 

educate upon naturall affectione' (138). Although one 

historian has based much of his social analysis of 

literacy on an individual's ability to write his/her name 

(139), this would appear to be a rather unsafe method of 

estimating general levels of educational achievement. 

Whether or not a person could read or write cannot be 

deduced from signature alone, since many children are able 

to write their names, however laboriously, before the 

acquisition of any of the main elements of literacy. 

However, the Poll Tax lists yield little evidence on the 

topic of literacy. Only a few of the lists contained 

signatures, which were of individuals at most of the 

taxation levels, but were not in sufficient numbers to 

afford generalisations as to the efficacy of education in 

Edinburgh. 

However, a variety of schooling was 

who had the means to pay for it. 

available for those 

The Poll Tax included 
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William Mochrie (Tron), fencing master; Alex Heriot (Old 

Kirk), book-keeping teacher; William Thomson and Charles 

Kirk, music teachers. These, together with men such as 

Robert Blair (Old Kirk - 'private schoolmaster') helped to 

ensure the cultural development of-the upper echelons of 

society atýleast. Lady Grisell Baillie's detailed and 

fruitful household account books include several 

'educational' entries. For example, a bill for dancing 

lessons' is entertainingly phrased 'for Grisie's dancing a 

month with the Frenchman' £14 4s 5d (140). Singing 

lessons were £7 8s per month, together with '6 dollars to 

the playing master and a dollar for tuning' (141). Young 

Gri. zeli was obviously receiving the best possible training 

in the necessary accomplishments of ,. a young lady. 

The recently produced Directory of Edinburgh in 1752 (142) 

contains 42 teachers, showing the expansion in educational 

provision in the half-century which had elapsed since the 

Poll Tax, although this is probably an underestimate, 

given that the-sources used were not as comprehensive as 

the Poll Tax. Evidently French, dancing, writing and 

fencing were still popular subjects. The 1752 list also 

included eleven members of staff of the University, who 

variously taught botany, mathematics, law, history, Hebrew 

and philosophy. It is apparent from the few libraries 

detailed in testaments for the Poll Tax period that 

philosophical and historical books formed the major part 

of such collections. For example the testament of 
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merchant Robert Blackwood included many books, such as 

Pool's Annotations, Calderwood's Church History, Fowler's 

Holy State and Dillon's On the Resurrection. (143). 

The College staff are not adequately reflected in the Poll 

Tax information, with only five regents included. 

However, there is no doubt that the 'College' provided a 

further attraction for those with sufficient money and 

intellect to enrol as students. Several detailed 

histories of the University are available which provide 

accounts of university life in the period which cannot be 

deduced from study of taxation rolls. Grant indicates 

that during the 1690s the College staff comprised the 

Principal (Professor of Theology), Professors of Hebrew, 

Law, Mathematics, Divinity, Regent of Humanities and four 

Regents of Philosophy, while according to Horne there were 

around 300 students in residence during this period. 

(144). It is clear, however, that, while those 

professionals involved in education were not economically 

productive in terms of fin ancial gain, they did provide a 

considerable intellectual input into the unique atmosphere 

of a town containing a very substantial minority of 

educated men. 

The records of the Town Council refer to several schools, 

and in addition George Heriot's hospital provided housing 

and education for sons of indigent burgesses (see Chapter 

5). The records of the investors group indicate that 
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Thomas Darling (High School), James Gregory, Professor of 

Mathematics, one of a dynasty of mathematical Gregorys, 

Alex Rule (Oriental Law) and William Scott (Philosophy) 

all participated in the Darien Scheme venture (145). Thus, 

while many of the educationalists, particularly the 

females, may have lived in fairly reduced circumstances, 

and taught basic elements of literacy and numeracy, 

several were fairly well-to-do. As indicated in Appendix 

4, the schoolmasters were evenly spread among the 

parishes, but the schoolmistresses were mainly in the 

central two parishes, and Tolbooth and Greyfriars, while 

West Kirk had no recorded teacher of either sex, Canongate 

two male teachers and South Leith one. Despite the 

physical and recording deficiencies of the records, it is 

clear that the poorer, more rural parts of the capital 

were considerably lacking in educational provision. 

The medical profession 

Together with the services provided by lawyers, teachers 

and clergy, those of the medical profession were much in 

demand in an age of poverty, epidemic disease, rudimentary 

hygiene and war. The medical profession were called upon 

to minister to all levels of society, and there was even 

some provision for free treatment for the poor. The Poll 

Tax included 19 apothecaries, 33 doctors of medicine and 

23 surgeons, representing the three main branches of the 
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seventeenth century profession. There had been for some 

considerable time a great deal of friction between the 

physicians and surgeons, and between the surgeons and 

apothecaries. The 'surgeon-apothecaries' were a somewhat 

amorphous group, whose relations with the surgeons were 

rather complex. In 1657, however, matters appear to have 

been settled, with the surgeons and surgeon-apothecaries 

uniting. Eventually the calling of apothecary would 

develop into the profession of pharmacology. The apparent 

differences between the surgeons and surgeon-apothecaries 

seem; to have been that surgeon-apothecaries could 

prescribe drugs, as did the physicians, but the surgeons 

were not officially entitled to. R. Stott has compiled a 

detailed analysis of Edinburgh surgeons and their 

corporate life (146), and this gives an account of the 

progress and organisation of the profession. Arnott notes 

that in 1657 the surgeons and apothecaries were united 

into one community and 'the corporation laid aside 

entirely their business as barbers' (147), thus apparently 

ending the long connection between the two trades, and it 

appears that wigmaking was becoming the main pursuit of 

many barbers. Stott rather grandly describes the 

amalgamation of the surgeons and apothecaries as the 

'utilisation of intellectual and utilitarian skills 

towards a morally and economically virtuous end' (148), 

and also concludes that following this, surgical 

apprenticeships were taken up more often by the sons of 

gentry, thus ensuring a higher social profile for the 
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profession. Although the surgeons were the senior craft, 

always represented on the Town Council, having been 

incorporated in 1505, the fact that they were craft based 

meant that their social composition and aspirations had 

been on a rather lower level than those of the physicians, 

or 'doctors of medicine'. 

Surgeons 

The' records of the Incorporation of Surgeons show that 25 

masters were entered between 1661 and 1696, and a further 

21 between 1696 and 1705, pointing to a substantial 

increase in entries. Of those entered before 1696, twelve 

appear on the Poll Tax lists, and provide evidence that 

the distinction between the various branches of the 

profession still persisted, (149). James Muirhead, master 

from 1683, is listed in the Poll Tax as 'apothecary' and 

Robert Clerk (1689), John King (1690) James Auchinleck 

(1691) and Alexander Fisher (1694) are all stated in the 

Poll Tax to be 'surgeon-apothecary'. Therefore, despite 

the legal moves earlier in the century, these men, or the 

Poll Tax clerks drawing up the lists, still made the 

distinction. 

Of the surgeons who were masters of the incorporation, 

several were related to gentry, such as Robert Clerk, the 

brother of `Clerk of Penicuik; Thomas Veitch, son of an 

advocate; and John Hay, son of the Royal apothecary. The 

testament of druggist David Rorison (150) indicates that 
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he was owed £400 by Clerk, but this was by bond, and 

probably therefore represented lent money rather than 

drugs or equipment acquired for his surgical practice. 

Clerk was apparently fairly lax in settling his financial 

affairs, as the testament of Writer to the Signet Robert 

Watson includes a debt of £450 owed to him by Clerk for 

two years' rental of his dwelling house. According to the 

Poll Tax, several of these surgeons were prospering 

economically. James Auchinleck (Tron) paid tax at the 

highest level, and was married to Janet Windram, daughter 

of an advocate. He pledged the considerable sum of £600 

sterling to the Darien scheme, and employed two 

apprentices and three servants to assist in his household 

and surgical practice. Surgeon-apothecary Robert Clerk 

(College) also paid the highest level tax and was training 

three apprentices. He invested £200 sterling in the 

Darien Scheme, and was married to Margaret Brown, daughter 

of surgeon Hugh Brown - one of the-senior surgeons in age, 

at least, as he had taken burgess-ship in 1663. Hugh 

Brown lived in the neighbouring old Kirk parish and also 

paid tax at the level for 10,000 merks and over. 

Alexander Monteith appears to have had a thriving practice 

in Tron, where he lived with his wife, five children, 

three maidservants and four apprentices. Although he also 

pledged £200 sterling to the Darien scheme, he paid tax at 

the lower rate for between 5,000 and 10,000 merks. 

Some indication of the activities pursued by surgeons can 
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be gained from indirect sources. The papers of James 

Nimmo, tailor (151) include an item dated 30th August 1704 

referring to a bill from James'Hamilton, surgeon for 8s 

for '3 leeches in a box'. Other accounts noted 

bloodletting on several occasions, but this'apparently-was 

performed free of charge. On rather sad document relates 

to a bill from Hamilton for 'plasters and balsomes to a 

Turner on your Child's- Neck and F3 times bloodletting' 

(152)-. - The-discomforts suffered by the unfortunate, child 

can-scarcely be-imagined. 

Although relationships between surgeons and physicians 

were -not always amicable, they, did co-operate 

professionally on occasion. The Privy Council records for 

15 January 1691 contain reference to Major J Middleton, 

prisoner in Blackness to the effect- that 'he by the 

unwholesomeness of- the prison has contracted- such a 

considerable tumor in his thigh that unless the greatest 

care be taken of it by phisitians and chirugeons .... it 

will -certainly corrupt and endanger the petitioner his 

lyfe' (153). This medical opinion was signed by William 

Eccles, doctor of medicine and John Baillie, surgeon. Both 

men were prominent members of their respective branches of 

the medical profession. 

Surgeon Gideon Elliot featured in the import records for 

1691 (154) as importing various. medical accessories 

including brass, pewter, balances, oil, glasses, 
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gallipots, earthenware and drugs - indicating that such 

items could be acquired without the services of merchants. 

Elliot lived in New Kirk, and listed a household of ten. 

He did not gain burgess status till 1696, indicating that 

the restrictive practices of merchants and burgesses could 

be bypassed in relation to import of goods. Elliot 

pledged £500 sterling to the Darien Scheme, one of the 

largest single pledges. The Darien Scheme investors list 

included 17 Edinburgh surgeons, who invested a total £4400 

sterling, a considerable sum (see Appendix 3). In contrast 

with the high surgical profile of Edinburgh, the Poll Tax 

lists for Old and New Aberdeen include only one surgeon 

and three apothecaries. As'a group, the surgeons appear 

to have been thriving, at least at the end of the century. 

The 'incorporation itself was apparently solvent enough to 

indulge in moneylending, as shown by the papers of James 

Craig, wigmaker in Leith (155) which indicate that-he 

borrowed £100 from the incorporation in 1716. 

The Directory of Edinburgh in 1752, compiled from more 

restricted sources than the Poll Tax, contains, 

surprisingly, only 29 surgeons, together with twelve 

apothecaries or druggists. This gives a combined total of 

41, compared to 42 listed in the Poll Tax (156) and 

suggests that surgical practices perhaps increased 

geographically, rather than the number of surgeons rising 

in keeping with the expanding population. One tentative 

conclusion which may be drawn in relation to the 

450 



professionals as a group is that, while the merchants and 

craftsmen were either fairly static or reducing in numbers 

as a result of the straitened economic circumstances of 

the 1690s, the professionals were approaching peak 

strength, having been rather less affected by the 

political, economic and other upheavals. This may be one 

reason why so much of the intellectual output of the 

eighteenth century was centred in Edinburgh. 

In a detailed study of the London barber-surgeons, 

Margaret Pelling concludes that they were still located in 

numbers in the less socially desirable areas, and rather 

more sparsely in the more prosperous areas, which had a 

'considerable complement of resident physicians' (157). 

However, the rising medical, if not social, status of the 

surgeons is illustrated by Pelling's view that the London 

surgeons 'showed great initiative in rising to the 

challenges and changing circumstances characteristic of 

the period' (158). This was evident in their willingness 

to try new techniques and in their 'creating of a body of 

medical literature, .. much of it in the vernacular; the 

academically qualified physicians of the London College 

lagged behind in both respects, and were not very 

productive even in Latin' (159). This is clear 

illustration of the transitional status of surgeons. 

echoing the situation deduced from the Edinburgh taxation 

sources. While surgeons may not have achieved the highest 

social levels, they did make considerable efforts to 
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improve their professional skills. There may be some 

connection here with the success of the 'middle sort' in 

commerce and industry, who were quick to embrace emerging 

technologies and industrial procedures, shunned by the 

hereditary landed gentry. 

it is clear from the records that surgeons and 

apothecaries carried out similar tasks, and by the end of 

the century the surgeons had completed the transition from 

craft to profession, at least in the eyes of their 

contemporaries, as witnessed by the fact that from the 

1695 Poll Tax onwards, they were taxed as equivalent to 

physicians, and not on stock as the merchants and 

craftsmen. 

It was, admittedly, a crude surgery that was practised in 

the days before anaesthetics, antiseptics and the other 

accoutrements of modern medicine. The sorts of procedures 

carried out are illustrated indirectly by Paul Martin, 'a 

distressed French Protestant', who was admitted to 

membership of the hammermen's incorporation, for the 

puspose of manufacturing 'lancets, razors and all manner 

of chirurgical instruments' on production of an essay 

consisting of 'a dismembering saw for the leg, a trepan, a 

razor and a lancet' (160). 

The Faculty of Medicine was established in 1726, and 

amalgamated much of the training of surgeons and 
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physicians, but prior to this the surgeons had sought to 

increase their level of science by arranging with the 

Professor of Botany that he should give demonstrations in 

the Physic Garden, described as 'a solemn public 

herbarizing in the fields' (161). Rather more gruesome, 

however, were the surgeons' arrangements for the 

acquisition of bodies for dissection. -In addition to the 

bodies of executed criminals, they concluded an agreement 

with the Town Council for 'the bodies of fundlings who dye 

betwixt the time that they are weaned and their being put 

to schools or trades, also the dead bodies of such as are 

stiflet in the birth, which are exposed and have none to 

own them' (162). 

Gilhooley noted only four apprentice surgeons in his 

Directory, but the evidence from the Stent Rolls of 1635 

and 1699 show an increase in stentpaying surgeons from 8 

to 23, and the Poll Tax showed a similar number, together 

with 29 apprentices, and it is clear that the profession 

was not declining, but that, following the creation of the 

Medical Faculty, the surgeons may have been trained and 

certificated by other means. 

Physicians 

The 33 physicians who served the population were located 

mainly in the central areas, and all paid professional tax 

of £24 (as did the advocates and Writers to the Signet). 

They were evidently drawn from the upper levels of 
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society, and generally had large households. of the 21 

original Fellows of the College of Physicians founded in 

1681, twelve can be located in the Poll Tax. These 

included Sir Thomas Burnett, son of a lord, who graduated 

in Montreal in 1659 (163). He was designated 'their 

Majesties Physician', and clearly held a position of 

importance. His household was located in Old Kirk parish, 

where the twelve members inhabited a" seven-hearth 

dwelling. 

Sir Archibald Stevenson was the son of a Professor of 

Philosophy and graduated in London in 1660, as did Dr 

Robert Sibbald, son of the Keeper, of the Great Seal. 

Archibald Pitcairne, another founder-member of the 

College, lodged in Stevenson's house°together with his 

daughter and her nurse. Pitcairne was a graduate of 

Rheims in 1680. A brief account of Pitcairne's career is 

included in a recent book entitled Scottish Lifestyle 300 

years Ago. From this, it appears that Pitcairne's second 

wife was Stevenson's daughter. Although it was indeed the 

case that 'Physicians were held in great esteem and by the 

1690s.. -. were producing highly extravagant and complex 

prescriptions, which - together with. their high fees 

enhanced their status' (164), the °Kelsalls' rather 

dismissive reference of the surgeons as 'at a very 

different level in the social hierarchy' (165) belies 

their growing professional skills. It is admitted, 

however, that the surgeons 'contribution towards healing 
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the sick was an important one' (166). In contrast, 

Smout, referring to the career of Sir Robert Sibbald, 

another leading physician, states that 'the closing 

decades of the seventeenth century were also brightened by 

the verstatility of Sir Robert Sibbald, the co-founder of 

the Royal College of Physicians - 'the first small germ of 

Scotland's later reputation for great medical education' 

(167). Sibbald appears in the Poll Tax record as residing 

in College Kirk parish with his wife Anna Orrock, and a 

household of ten. 

Not all the physicians prospered, however, at least 

towards the end of their careers. The testament of Robert 

Trotter (168) indicated a gross estate of £1573, including 

£340 for his household inventory, and £1233 in unpaid 

debts. It is not known how much Trotter himself owed his 

creditors. David Dickson, however, appears to have fared 

rather better. His testament (169) included a household 

inventory of £3239, indicating a well-stocked and 

appointed house, and he was owed £8635 in unpaid debts. 

However, the problems caused by the relative dearth of 

available coinage are seen in the plight of Dickson'sý 

wife, who was forced to borrow ready cash in order to make 

immediate arrangements following his death. The Kelsalls 

describe in their book the difficulties in paying the 

doctor in particular, for 'he was always given coins' of 

high value' (170). It may be that medical visits were not 

paid for immediately, but accumulated to larger amounts, 

455 



paid for by other means. The Kelsalls state that 'one of 

the relatively minor irritations of life in Scotland in 

the 1690s was the shortage of coins to use in ordinary 

transactions' (171), but it appears that this irritation 

may have been rather more major. 

Stott lists an 'active membership' of the College of 

Physicians in 1696 numbering 28, most of whom featured in 

the Poll Tax list of 33 (172). It is thus fairly likely 

that the physicians as a group were not seriously 

under-represented on the Poll Tax, despite the physical 

deficiencies of the taxation lists. Of these 28 'active' 

(presumably meaning politically active within the College) 

physicians, six were graduates of Leiden, the hub of 

pre-Enlightenment medical education. 

A detailed narrative of the early days and progress of the 

Royal College of Physicians has been written by WS Craig 

(173), who indicates that the members originally met in 

Fellows' houses before the acquisition of a formal meeting 

place, and that the charter of the College prevented 

medical practice without a diploma (although it is not 

known if this ban was more effective than attempts to halt 

unfree merchanting). The possession of such a diploma 

excused the holder from community duties of watching, 

warding and jury service - the physicians were evidently 

possessed of political influence as well as medical 

expertise. 
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Besides catering for the medical needs of the population, 

the Fellows also supervised the Physic Garden, which 

produced medicinal plants and herbs, and provided a free 

dispensing service for the poor, funded by fines for 

non-attendance by Fellows at College meetings. Two 

physicians were elected for a period of one year 'for 

giving advyce to the sicke and poor gratis' (174). 

Publication of the Journal Pharmacopaea commenced in 1699. 

Besides sharing a home, Stevenson and Pitcairne were both 

College librarian (1683-5), Stevenson was President in 

1681 and 1685, and Pitcairne Secretary in 1684. The Royal 

Physician Sir Thomas Burnett served as President in 1696. 

Although they were drawn from the upper ranks of society, 

the physicians were called upon to treat common diseases, 

and could do little to alter the very high child mortality 

rate, even among the upper classes and with the benefit of 

second opinions. The account books of Sir John Foulis of 

Ravelson contain a poignant illustration. On 1 December, 

1693, Foulis notes a visit from Dr Sinclair 'qn he 

consulted with. Dr Dundas about my dear babi' (his daughter 

Barbara) - Matthew Sinclair and Alexander Dundas were both 

listed in the 'active' membership of the College of 

Physicians. The consultation was to no avail, however, as 

on 7th December 1693, Foulis notes that 'my dearest chylde 

babie departed this morning about 6 o'clock in our lodging 

at Forresters. wynd head' (175). (Incidentals listed below 
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this entry included '4 quair mourning paper', black wax 

and 'grave makers drink, to lift the stone)'. The cost of 

£14 lOs for 'my dear chlyd's dead kist' is ample 

illustration of the need for mortcloths, as few would be 

able to afford proper coffins - the cost being equivalent 

to a year's wages for a domestic servant. 

Gilhooley lists 26 doctors in Edinburgh in 1752, as 

compared to 33 on the Poll Tax, and this would be in 

keeping with the discrepancy between stentpayers and the 

wider Poll Tax recording, and indicating a relatively 

static number of physicians (the Burgess Roll sample in 

Table 3.3 contained only eight physicians, but this may be 

explained by the fact that many physicians came from 

gentry backgrounds, and did not require to be burgesses, 

as was ostensibly the case with the surgeons, in order to 

practise their calling). It may be that as a result of 

their more 'landed' background, the physicians were less 

'in contact' with Edinburgh in terms of burgess-ship, and 

similarly burials, which in 1694 recorded only four 

internments of physicians. The College of Physicians, 

founded in 1681, had almost two centuries of corporate 

activity to make up on the surgeons. However, they were 

involved in investment activities, and the list of Darien 

Scheme investors includes 16 physicians, almost half of 

the total complement recorded in Edinburgh. 

It is thus evident that the four main professional groups 
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made a substantial contribution to the economic life of 

Edinburgh in its broadest sense, as well as to the 

intellectual development and health of the citizens. 

CONCLUSION 

it is clear, therefore that a wide variety of economic 

activities were pursued by the various sections of the 

population analysed in detail. Apart from the usual 

merchant and manufacturing communities, women were 

economically active, and the professions were growing in 

number and significance, with increasing demand for 

professionalisation of their services. The burgess 

community was probably numerically smaller than might have 

been anticipated, but it is clear that the status, if not 

the official registration, of apprentices was continuing. 

This and the previous chapter have indicated the unusual 

variety of occupations and activities in late seventeenth 

century - Edinburgh, - and shown that the balance of 

occupations was changing in favour of the professionals, 

and that there was a strong middling sort group, to which 

belonged men of many occupations, and not merely merchants 

and a few craftsmen. Occupation is one of the major 

themes in the assessment of any urban centre, and the 

present analysis has provided the first detailed view of 

late seventeenth century Edinburgh in economic terms. 
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Table 4.1 

PROPORTIONS OF IMPORTS BY INVESTORS AND NON-INVESTORS 

RECORD ENTRIES NON-INV INV %INV 

--------- 
E72/8/21 

-------- 
(Land) 

----------- 
85 

---------- 
48 

------- 
37 

------- 
43.52 

E72/8/24 (Land) 87 55 32 36.78 
E72/15/43 (Sea) 88 34 54 61.36 
E72/15/45 (Sea) 341 241 100 29.32 
E72/15/49 (Sea) 337 209 128 37.96 

Source: SRO Import/Export Records (E72) 

Table 4.2 

WINE IMPORTS BY MERCHANTS 1688-89 

MERCHANT FRENCH SPANISH TOTAL DUTY 

------ ------------------- 
George Clerk 

----- 
20 

------ 
tuns 

------ 
40 

------- 
butts 

----- 
2280 

John Marioribanks 44 tuns 38 butts 6390 

Andrew Myreton 67 tuns 32 butts 8194 

Sir Magnus Prince 28 tuns 8 butts 3144 

James Steill 25 tuns 2400 
------ ------------------ 

TOTAL 
----- 

184 
------- 

tuns 
------ 

118 
------ 
butts 

------ 
22408 

Source: SRO E72/15/42 

These five men accounted for 35% of the French and 
33% of the Spanish wine imported, some 31.29% of the 
total duty due. 
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Table 4.3 

PERCENTAGES OF 'ACTIVE' and 'NON-ACTIVE' 
MERCHAN TS BY PARISH 

PARISH A %A 79PAR NA %NA %P TOTAL 
-- ------ 

COL 
--- 

9 
-------- 

5.35 
--------- 

29.03 
------ 

22 
---------- 

11.51 
------- 
70.97 

--- 
31 

GF 27 16.07 35.06 50 26.17 64.93 77 

LY 2 1.19 22.22 7 3.66 77.77 9 

NK 31 18.45 55.35 25 13.08 44.64 56 

OK 44 26.19 66.66 22 11.51 33.33 66 

TB 36 21.42 52.94 32 16.75 47.05 68 

TR 18 10.71 40.00 27 14.13 60.00 45 

CG 1 0.59 14.28 6 3.14 85.71 
--- 

7 
----- ------ 

TOTAL 
--- 
168 

-------- 
100.00 

--------- 
46.79 

------ 
191 

--------- 
100.00 

----- 
53,50 359 

Sources: Poll Tax 
Appendix 3 
List of Merchant Company members 

A= 'active' 
%A = percentage of 'active' merchants as located in 

Poll Tax 
NA = 'non-active' 
ANA = percentage of 'non-active' merchants as located 

in Poll Tax 
%P = percentage of merchants in parish who were 'active' 

or 'non-active' 
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Table 4.4 

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION OF 'ACTIVE' MERCHANTS 

PARISH 
- 

MC INVEST MC/INV NON-ACTIVE TOTAL 
---------- 

College 
----- 

4 
--------- 

- 
-------- 

5 
------------ 

22 
------ 

31 

Greyfriars 15 5 7 50 77 

Lady Yester 1 1 - 7 9 

New Kirk 19 - 12 25 56 

Old Kirk 22 4 18 22 66 

Tolbooth 15 6 15 32 68 

Tron 5 2 11 27 45 

Canongate 
----------- 

1 
----- 

- 
--------- 

- 
-------- 

6 
------------ 

7 
----- 

TOTAL 82 18 68 191 359 

Sources: Poll Tax 
Appendix 3 
MS list of members of Merchant Company 

MC - Members of Merchant Company 
INV - Investors in Darien Scheme, Bank of Scotland, 

Newmills Cloth Manufactory 
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Table 4.5 

DISTRIBUTION OF BURGESSES BY PARISH AND 
OCCUPATIONAL GROUP 

PARISH GENTRY PROF MERCHANT CRAFT OTHER TOTAL 

------------ 
College 

------- 
4 

------- 
16 

----------- 
20 

------- 
105 

-------- 
7 

----- 
152 

Greyfriars 1 19 65 98 7 190 
Lady Yester 1 5 8 31 - 45 
New Kirk 3 29 39 45 7 123 
Old Kirk 9 35 63 64 6 177 
Tolbooth 7 27 59 79 7 179 
Tron 4 27 36 64 5 136 
West Kirk 3 1 2 4 1 11 
Canongate 1 6 45* 91* 2 14 
North Leith - 1 1 11 - 1 
South Leith - 1 4 8 - 4 

---- ------------ 
TOTAL 

------- 
33 

------- 
167 

----------- 
342 

------- 
600 

------- 
42 

-- 
1185 

* Refers to burgesses of Canongate. Two of the 45 
merchant burgesses were freemen of Edinburgh, as were 2 
of the 91 craft burgesses. 

Sources Poll Tax 
Burgess Rolls of Edinburgh and Canongate 
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Table 4.6 

BURGESSES AS PROPORTIONS OF OCCUPATIONAL GROUPS 

OCCUPATION B(INN) NO IN % INN B(ALL)NO ALL % ALL 
----------------------------------------------------- 

Apothecary 15 18 83.33 15 19 78.94 
Baker 38 48 79.16 46 88 52.27 
Barber 3 5 60.00 7 17 41.17 
Brewer 12 30 40.00 23 60 38.33 
Candlemaker 14 14 100.00 15 16 93.75 
Cook 5 5 100.00 6 7 85.71 
Cooper 4 5 80.00 7 35 20.00 
Cordiner 19 39 48.71 39 156 25.00 
Doctor 14 33 42.42 14 33 42.42 
Dyer 10 12 83.33 11 19 57.89 
Feitmaker 7 12 58.33 14 23 60.88 
Flesher 14 21 66.66 15 30 50.00 
Gardener 5 13 38.46 8 58 13.79 
Glazier 8 9 88.88 9 ii 81.81 
Glover 8 19 42.10 8 19 42.10 
Goldsmith 17 24 70.83 17 24 70.83 
Gunsmith 2 10 20.00 6 23 26.08 
Maltman 1 3 33.33 1 30 3.33 
Mason 12, 37 32.42 16 48 33.33 
Merchant 283 352 80.39 289 379 76.25 
Pewterer 12 14 85.71 12 16 75.00 
Saddler 5 15 33.33 9 19 47.36 
Skinner 28 37 75.67 28 37 75.67 
Slater 4 10 40.00 6 15 40.00 
Smith 9 20 45.00 19 60 31.66 
Stabler 19 39 48.71 21, 47 44.68 
Surgeon 19 22 86.36 20 23 86.95 
Tailor 96 192 50.00 111 311 35.69 
Tanner, 6 9 66.66 9 16 56.25 
Vintner 6 9 62.50 10 22 45.45 
Waulker - 3 - -. 8 - Weaver 17 27 62.96 22 110 20.00 
Wigmaker 23 28 82.14 24 29 82.75 
Workman 7 52 13.46 8 157 5.09 
Wright 
-------- 

63 196 65.62 75 167 44.91 
---- 

TOTAL 
------ 

805 
------ 

1282 
--------- 

62.01 
------ 

940 
------- 

2132 
-------- 

44.09 

Sources: Poll Tax 
Burgess Roll 

B(INN) - burgesses in 7 inner parishes 
NO INN - total of each occupation in Poll tax in 

these parishes 
B(ALL) - burgesses in all 11 parishes 
NO ALL - total of each occupation in all parishes 

472 



Table 4.7 

COMPARISON OF APPRENTICE OCCUPATIONS FROM POLL TAX 
AND APPRENTICE REGISTER 

OCCUPATION PT (ALL) PT (INNER) APP REG 
n % n % n 7e 

------- ------------- 
Apothecary 

------ 
26 

--------- 
3.78 

-------- 
24 

-------- 
4.59 

------ 
18 

- 
3.14 

Armourer 4 0.58 4 0.76 4 0.69 
Baker 48 6.98 20 3.83 30 5.24 
Barber 17 2.47 10 1.91 21 3.67 
Beltmaker - - - - 1 0.17 
Blacksmith 2 0.29 - - 2 0.34 
Bookbinder 3 0.43 3 0.57 1 0.17 
Bookseller 1 0.14 - - 1 0.17 
Bowyer 3 0.43 1 0.10 1 0.17 
Candlemaker 5 0.72 5 0.95 21 3.67 
Clockmaker 1 0.14 1 0.19 3 0.52 
Cobbler 1 0.14 1 0.19 - - 
Cooper 12 1.74 6 1.14 8 1.39 
Cordiner 40 5.82 7 1.34 10 1.74 
Coppersmith 10 1.40 6 1.14 7 1.22 
Cottar 5 0.72 - - - - 
Currier 1 0.14 1 0.19 4 0.69 
Cutler 3 0.43 - - 2 0.34 
Doctor 1 0.73 1 0.19 - - 
Dyer 12 1.74 10 1.91 14 2.44 
Embroiderer 1 0.14 1 0.19 1 0.17 
Feltmaker 12 1.74 10 1.87 10 1.74 
Flesher 4 0.58 4 0.76 1 0.17 
Founder - - - - 1 0.17 
Gardener 2 0.27 2 0.38 - - 
Glasier 9 1.31 8 1.53 13 2.27 
Glover 3 0.43 3 0.57 - - 
Goldsmith 11 1.50 11 2.10 4 0.69 
Gunsmith 5 0.60 - - - - 
Hammerman 1 0.14 - - 2 0.34 
Hatmaker - - - - 2 0.34 
Jeweller 3 0.43 2 0.38 - - 
Legal 52 7.56 50 9.57 - - 
Locksmith -- - - 12 2.09 
Mason 6 0.87 4 0.76 2 0.34 
Merchant 90 13.10 88 16.51 147 24.54 
Painter 7 1.01 7 1.34 8 1.39 
Perfumer - - - - 1 0.17 
Pewterer 18 2.62 17 3.25 18 3.14 
Pipemaker 1 0.14 - - - - 
Printer 5 0.72 5 0.95 - - 
Razormaker 2 0.29 2 0.38 - - 
Saddler 14 2.03 12 2.29 16 2.79 
Silkweaver 4 0.58 4 0.76 - - 
Skinner 27 3.93 27 5.17 37 6.46 
Skipper 1 0.14 - - - - 
Slater 4 0.58 2 0.38 4 0.69 
Smith 17 2.47 10 1.91 8 1.39 
Stationer 1 0.14 1 0.19 5 0.87 
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Table 4.7 (contd) 

OCCUPATION PT (ALL) PT (INNER) APP REG 

n % n % n % 
----- ------------- 

Surgeon 
------ 

29 
--------- 

4.22 
-------- 

29 
-------- 

5.55 
------ 

24 
--- 

4.19 
Tailor 39 5.67 28 5.36 26 4.54 
Tanner 9 1.31 4 0.76 10 1.74 
Threadmaker 2 0.27 2 0.38 - - 
Tobacconist 1 0.14 - - - - 
Trunkmaker 1 0.14 1 0.19 - - 
Veneerer - - - - 1 0.17 
Vintner 3 0.43 3 0.57 - - 
Upholsterer - - - - 1 0.17 
Watchmaker 3 0.43 3 0.57 1 0.17 
Waulker 1 0.14 1 0.19 1 0.17 
Weaver 13 1.80 5 0.95 17 2.97 
Wigmaker 39 5.67 37 7.08 16 2.79 
Woolcomber 3 0.43 3 0.57 - - 
Wright 48 6.98 37 7.08 36 

---- 

6.29 

--------- ------------- 
TOTAL 

----- 
687 

---------- -------- 
523 

------- -- 
573 
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Table 4.8 

PERCENTAGES OF APPRENTICES BECOMING BURGESSES 

PARISH APPRENTICES BURGESSES % BURGESSES 

----------- 
College 

-------------- 
118 

------------- 
27 

------------- 
22.88 

Greyfriars 77 20 25.97 

Lady Yester 15 2 13.33 

New Kirk 73 22 30.13 

Old Kirk 115 32 27.82 

Tolbooth 81 20 24.69 
Tron 
----------- 

57 
-------------- 

14 
------------- 

24.56 

------------- 

Sources: Poll Tax 
Burgess Roll 
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Table 4.9 

OCCUPATIONS OF APPRENTICES WHO BECAME BURGESSES 

OCCUPATION 
------------- 

CL 
--- 

GF LY NK OK TB TR TOTAL 

Legal 
--- 

- 
---- 

- 
----------- 

-- 
----- 

2 
----- 

2 
----- 

- 
------- 

4 
Merchant 3 3 -2 11 2 1 22 
Apothecary - - -1 1 1 - 3 
Armourer - - -- 1 - - 1 
Baker 1 - -1 3 3 2 10 
Barber - - -- 1 - - 1 
Candlemaker - 1 -- - 3 - 4 
Cooper - 1 -- 1 - - 2 
Dyer - - -- - 1 - 1 
Feltmaker 4 - -1 - - 1 6 
Flesher - 1 -- 1 - - 2 
Glazier - 1 -- 2 - 1 4 
Glover - - -2 - - - 2 
Goldsmith - 1 -3 4 - - 8 
Litster - 1 -- - - - 1 
Mason - 1 -- 2 - 1 4 
Painter 1 - -- - 1 1 3 
Pewterer 1 1 -- - 1 - 3 
Saddler 1 1 -1 - - - 3 
Silkweaver - -1 - - - 1 
Skinner 2 1 -2 - 5 - 10 
Smith - 1 -- - - 2 3 
Surgeon 3 - -4 1 - 1 9 
Tailor 2 - -1 - 1 - 4 
Tanner - 1 -1 - - - 2 
Trunkmaker - - -- - - 1 1 
Watchmaker 2 - -- - - - 2 
Waulker - 1 -- - - - 1 
Weaver - - 1- - - - 1 
Wigmaker 4 1 -- 1 - - 6 
Wright 

-------------- 
3 

-- 
2 -2 3 - 3 13 

TOTAL 
--- 
27 

---- 
19 

----------- 
1 22 

----- 
34 

----- 
20 

----- 
14 

------ 
137 

Sources: Poll Tax 
Burgess Roll 
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Table 4.10 

TYPE-OF-PRODUCT ANALYSIS OF APPRENTICES BECOMING BURGESSES 

PRODUCT CL GF LY NK OK TB TR TOTAL 
----------------- 
Textiles 4 

--------- 
-2 

----- 
1 

----- 
- 

----- 
1 

---- 
1 

------ 
9 

Clothing 4 1- 3 1 1 - 10 

Leather 3 3- 4 - 5 - 15 

Metal 4 2- 3 5 2 1 17 

Wood/Constr 4 9- 2 7 4 5 31 

Food/Drink 4 1- 1 4 3 2 15 
-- ----------------- 

TOTAL 23 
-------- 
16 2 

----- 
14 

----- 
17 

------ 
16 

---- 
9 

---- 
97 

Sources: Poll Tax 
Burgess Roll 
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Table 4.11 

COMPARISON OF APPRENTICES WITH OTHER OCCUPATIONAL GROUPS 

OCCUPATION 

----------- 
AI 

-------- 
AA 

------- 
BI 

--------- 
BA 

--------- 
TI 

-------- 
TA 

------ 

Apothecary 26 26 15 15 18 19 
Baker 20 48 38 46 48 88 
Cordiner 7 40 19 39 39 156 
Flesher 4 4 14 15 21 30 
Goldsmith 11 11 17 17 24 24 
Mason 4 6 12 16 37 48 
Merchant 86 90 283 352 289 379 
Skinner 27 27 28 28 37 37 
Smith 10 17 19 21 37 37 
Surgeon 29 29 19 20 22 23 
Tailor 28 39 96 111 192 311 
Wigmaker 37 39 23 24 28 29 
Wright 
----------- 

37 
-- 

48 63 75 96 167 

TOTAL 
------ 
326 

------- 
424 

-------- 
646 

---------- 
779 

-------- 
888 

------ 
1348 

Sources Poll Tax 
Apprentice Register 
Burgesses Roll 

Key AI- apprentices in seven inner parishes 
AA- apprentices in all eleven parishes 
BI- burgesses in seven inner parishes 
BA- burgesses in all eleven parishes 
TI- total occupational group from 

Poll Tax in seven inner parishes, 
TA- total occupational group from Poll Tax 

in all eleven parishes 
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Table 4.13 

COMPOSITION OF CLASS 4 MIDDLING SORT 
MANUFACTURING/PROCESSING 

OCCUPATION PARISH 

CL GF LY NK OK TB TR CG TOTAL 

Apothecary 2 - - 1 2 1 - - 6 
Baker - 1 - - - - - 1 2 
Beitmaker 1 - - - - - - - 1 
Bookbinder - 1 - - - - - - 1 
Brewer - 2 - - - - - - 2 
Candlemaker - - 1 - - - - 1 
Cooper - 1 - - - - - - 1 
Coppersmith - 1 - - - - - - 1 
Glasier - - 1 - - - 1 - 2 
Goldsmith - 1 - - 3 - - - 4 
Jeweller - - - 1 - - - - 1 
Litster 1 2 - - - - - - 3 
Maltman - 1 - - - - - - 1 
Mason 1 1 - - - - - - 2 
Painter 2 - - - - - - 2 
Saddler - - - - - - 1 - 1 
Skinner - - - - - - 1 - 1 
Slater - - 1 - - - - - 1 
Tailor 2 - 1 1 - 1 - 1 6 
Tanner - 1 - - - - - - 1 
Wigmaker 1 - - - - - - - 1 
Wright 

------------ 
1 

---- 
1 

----- 
- 

-- 
- 1 1 1 1 6 

TOTAL 11 13 
-- 

3 
--- 

4 
----- 

6 
---- 

3 
---- 

4 
---- 

3 
----- 

47 

Source Poll Tax 

Parishes - CL 
GF 
LY 
NK 
OK 
TB 
TR 
CG 

College 
Greyfriars 
Lady Yester 
New Kirk 
Old Kirk 
Tolbooth 
Tron 
Canongate 
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CHAPTER 5 

THE POOR 

One of the major limitations of most sources used for the 

analysis of urban (and indeed rural) populations is that 

they do not include a significant section of the community 

- the subtaxation group - who were not liable for taxation 

on account of poverty. By virtue of'the very fluid nature 

of that group, many of whom were not permanent residents 

of Edinburgh, (and who were in the case of vagrants 

apprehended and ejected as quickly as'possible), the poor 

and destitute remain largely unquantifiable, although by 

all accounts constituting a considerable drain on already 

meagre resources. The Edinburgh Town council records are 

punctuated with regular references to the problems of 

controlling the poor. For example, in November 1693 the 

Town Council employed two officers -, ', for keeping the 

streets free of beggars', and in July 1701 passed an act 

to 'discharge all vagabond boyes to' beý- seen within the 

Cittie or suburbs' (1). Robert Sibbald, a prominent 

Edinburgh physician, published a tract outlining the 

various plants, game and fish which could be used to 

supplement the diet of the poor, since 'God Almighty our 

gracious Father ... requires of us a due care for relief 

of the poor, this is one of the tributes we owe to Him and 

He hath disposed the poor amongst us as his Substitutes 

and Receivers, to whom it is to be payed' (2). Writing of 

English towns, Clark and Slack state that 'immigrants of 
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lower social status, paupers and vagrants, increasingly 

occupied the energies of constables and courts in each 

city, and aggravated their most pressing problem, that of 

poverty' (3). 

Wrightson's view was that although during the fifteenth 

century poverty was not a major feature of either urban or, 

village life, 'by the end of the sixteenth and-still more 

by the mid-seventeenth century, the poor were no longer 

the destitute victims of misfortune or old age, but a 

subtantial proportion of the population living in constant 

danger of destitution, many of them full-time wage 

labourers' (4). This is- borne out by the statements of 

many Poll Tax payers, who were not unemployed, and paid 

the tax, . but pleaded poverty and reduced circumstances. 

James Shepherd (Canongate) stated himself to be 'jurniman 

shoemaker, poor'; James Service, journeyman wright (Old 

Kirk) had 'nothing att all and scarchlie can get-breid to 

our bairnis'. Another wright, James Law, had 'not two 

pennies at tall and has no servants but ane old hagie 

named Marion Thomson that hie would fayne be quett aff'. 

Thus it was not only the taxpayers who had 'no stock or 

trade' who found it difficult to survive and those who 

could be classified as poor included many who were not 

unemployed, and were deemed capable of paying the Poll Tax 

(although this group would not appear on more restricted 

tax lists, such as stent rolls, which had a higher 

threshold for payment). 
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Although the finite numbers of poor cannot be established 

with any degree of confidence, it has been claimed in 

relation to England that 'even during difficult harvest 

decades like the 1690s there is little evidence of a major 

leap in the level of urban destitution' (5). It is not 

clear what what proportion of the population of Scottish 

towns was formed by the poor, but it is abundantly clear 

that they were recognised as an insoluble and continuing 

problem, and it will be shown below that there was a 

substantial increase, at least in the pensioned poor, 

during the 1690s. While the poor have 'remained 

unexplored territory, largely because there was no 

compulsory poor rate which would have left behind it 

adequate records' (6), there are nonetheless several 

sources available which will allow at least an impression 

of the scale of the problem, and a more detailed account 

of how it was tackled by the city fathers, church leaders 

and other benefactors. 

The 'poor' were not a homogeneous body but comprised 

several groups, who received different treatment according 

to whether or not they were deemed to be deserving: 

Foundlings, orphaned children and children of poor parents 

Aged and infirm 

The sick 

Employed but poverty stricken 
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Vagrants and 'sturdy beggars' 

Mitchison has stated that there were two main groups of 

poor: 'those in no way contributing to the local economy 

and unlikely to do so for some time, and those marginal to 

it, whose contribution, -- often interrupted, was not 

commensurate with their needs' (7). Added to these groups 

were the unemployed and those who were in work but were 

still unable to provide for themselves or their families. 

A clear distinction must be made here between the resident 

and the transient poor. It is the former group who will 

be the subject of the main body of analysis here, as a 

result of the confines of the extant source material. It 

is not possible to assess numerically the 'vagrants' 

largely since they were vagrants and thus not registered 

for any purpose for which records might have survived. 

However, it is fairly clear that the generally straitened 

economic circumstances of the 1690s would guarantee a 

substantial increase in numbers in this mobile section of 

the population. The 'ill years' of famine during the 

1690s greatly exacerbated the predicament of the poor, but 

it is doubtful whether there were as many as '200,000 

people begging from door to door' together with 'a great 

many poor families very meanly provided for by the Church 

boxes with others, who long living upon bad food fall with 

various diseases' as claimed by Sir Andrew Fletcher of 

Saltoun (8). 
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Vagrants, and the poor in general, did not benefit from 

public sympathy for their plight. Writing in 1691, 

Richard Baxter stated, on the topic of poor husbandmen, 

not vagrants, that there was 'no doubt but the poor 

themselves are the chief causes- of their own calamity. 

Did not their sin provoke God to afflict them, he would 

have saved them from oppression' (9). He did, however, 

concede that they were ruthlessly exploited by their 

employers and landlords. Baxter's advice to the poor was 

'Flatter not yourselves with the thought of long life, but 

spend every day in preparation for death' (10). It must 

be remembered that this was an age where sin and the 

attendant wrath of God were uppermost in the minds of most 

citizens, so that the poor were largely deemed to be at 

fault in allowing themselves to reach such a state. Also 

of considerable significance to the rich was the sense of 

the danger threatened by large numbers of wandering poor. 

According to Sir Robert Sibbald, the poor must be 

sustained because they became 'unquiet, rapacious, 

frantick or desperate', and thus 'where there are many 

poor the rich cannot be secure in the possession of what 

they have' (11). This sentiment was echoed by Fletcher, 

who stated that the 'Famine may very probably be followed 

by a Plague; and then what man is there even of those who 

sit in Parliament that can be sure he shall escape' (12). 

There is thus a strong instinct towards self-preservation 

masked by exhortations to Christian charity. 
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These sentiments probably contributed to the generally 

haphazard arrangements for sustaining the poor in 

Scotland, given that the better off were divided between 

the duty of Christian charity and the notion that poverty 

was a just punishment for sin. in the case of the 

so-called idle poor, or 'sturdy beggars', the consensus 

was that hard labour must form a significant part of their 

treatment. Fletcher's view was that 'there have always 

been in Scotland such numbers of- poor, as by no 

regulations could ever be orderly provided for, and this 

Country has always swarmed with such, numbers of idle 

vagabonds as no house could ever restrain' (13). 

Parliament had long been concerned with legislating for 

the apprehension of vagrants, stating curtly on one 

occasion that 'nane salbe tholit to beg' (14), but 

although similar legislation to that in England had been 

passed, it was never properly implemented. In 1634 the 

Town Council had been granted a charter to erect a 

correction house to contain 'robustos mendicos homines' 

although others were accorded a grain of sympathy, so that 

'cruiket folk, seik folk, impotent folk and waik folk' 

would be allowed to beg (15). The largely ad hoc 

provision for the sustenance of the poor is evident in one 

Town Council edict which stated that the women in Trinity 

Hospitalý(an establishment for poor burgesses and/or their 

wives) were to be given 'the auld communion buird claythes 

to be their courtches' (16). Illegally brewed and 
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'apprehendit' ale was also be be put to the same purpose 

(17). However, a glimpse of humanity, or perhaps 

superstition, is seen in the case of David Duly. He was 

hanged, but survived because the rope broke, and was 

consequently freed because he was 'ane pure man with small 

bairnis' (18). 

Although the vagrant poor can be viewed only through the 

narrow lens of legislation and punishment, the resident, 

'deserving' poor are somewhat better served by the 

records, although realistic estimates of their numbers are 

difficult. The major portion of this chapter will 

therefore be devoted to: 

1. An estimate of the poor as a proportion of 

the population. 

2. Sources of revenue for poor relief. 

3. An assessment of the methods of provision for the poor 

by analysis of the following: 

Regular pensions administered by the Kirk Sessions and 

Kirk Treasurer. 

Intermittent, single payments to'non-enrolled poor. 

Corrective and containing institutions (Trinity Hospital, 

St Paul's Work, Correction House). 

Educational Establishments (Heriot's Hospital, Merchant 

and Trades Maiden Hospitals). 

Trade and craft pensions and payments. 
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THE POOR AS A PROPORTION OF THE COMMUNITY 

The main source used for the preceding sections of this 

work, the Poll Tax, is of marginal use in assessing the 

poor, since by. virtue of the scope of the Tax, the 

certificated poor were not liable for taxation, and thus 

did not appear on the lists. The main evidence yielded by 

the Poll Tax is that many of those actually paying the tax 

considered themselves to be poor, but the certificated 

poor only appear infrequently as members of other 

households, sometimes boarded out at the town's expense. 

George Mitchell in Old Kirk included in his household 

Helen Honeyman who 'lives on charitie', while in the same 

parish 'ane old woman toun pensioner' resided in the 

household of skinner Thomas Foreman. Widow Elizabeth 

Henderson, Greyfriars, provided a home for Mrs McKay, 

'charity lodger'. Widow Magdalen Robertson in Canongate 

lived on charity herself, and cared for 'ane fundling 

maintained by the kirk'. Although this provides welcome 

details of individual circumstances, that is the limit of 

the usefulness of the Poll Tax in relation to the poor. 

The Hearth Tax also provides very little direct 

information, although in theory all charity hearths should 

have been noted. However the numbers of hearths thus 

designated in each parish appear much too small to be a 

realistic estimate of poor households. As was detailed in 

Table 2.29, the charity hearths provided no more than 4% 

of the total in any parish, and thus it seems that this 
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source is similarly of little value in an examination of 

the poor. In a survey of Stirling based on the 1691 Hearth 

Tax records, JG Harrison has concluded that 168 hearths 

were poor out of a total of 1233 hearths, or 13.62% of 

hearths (19). These were hearths, not households, and 

included non-domestic heaths, and thus, if the accuracy of 

recording is comparable with that of the Edinburgh Hearth 

Tax, an underestimate of the actual total. 

However, one source is available which does permit a more 

credible assessment. The annuity-roll for 1696-97 (20) 

was a list specifically drawn up for the purposes of 

determining which householders should pay towards the 

poor, and to other town expenses, the list decreeing that 

it was for 2% (of valued rent) for the poor and 36s 'for 

the streets' ('watching and warding'). All households 

were listed, including those designated poor, and the 

numbers are detailed in Table 5.1. For the inner 

Edinburgh area (where the seven parishes were divided into 

eight 'bounds'), there were a total of 5185 domestic 

households. Shops and other commercial premises were not 

included, although the accuracy of the numbers depends on 

the reliability of the recording clerks in designating 

non-domestic households. Of this total, 1259, or 24.28% 

were 'poor', and it would appear that this is a more 

realistic estimate of the poor as a proportion of the 

community, although it is not known whether those 

designated poor in this instance would correspond with 
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those exempted from paying the Poll Tax. Assuming that 

the bounds were numbered clockwise from the north-west, 

the largest percentages of poor were to be found in the 

southern areas of Edinburgh, although no area had less 

than 15% of its households labelled poor. 

According to the Poll Tax, the number of households in 

inner Edinburgh was 3237 (although known to be an 

underestimate of the true figure), and together with the 

1259 poor households on the Annuity Roll makes a total of 

4496. Given the physical deficiencies of the Poll Tax, 

this total is remarkably close to the Annuity Roll, which 

appears physically intact, with a difference of 689 

households, which could easily be accounted for by the 

lost portions of the Poll Tax. The 1635 annuity roll for 

the provision of ministers' salaries, has been examined in 

detail by Makey (21), who calculated a minimum total of 

some 4000 households, and an increase of 1000 in the 

period to 1695 seems not unreasonable given the population 

increases in mid-century, although probably slowing down 

by the end of the period. 

The annuity roll also 

bound, and for the whole 

information appears in 

average valued rent for 

poor households within 

valuation was £67, in an 

gives total 

of inner Ei 

Table 5.2, 

Bach bound and 

that bound. 

area roughly 

valuations for each 

3inburgh, and this 

together with the 

the percentage of 

The highest average 

equivalent to New 
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Kirk parish, and this would be in'line with most of the 

other parameters examined in the preceding chapters., it 

is apparent that those bounds with highest average valued 

rent also housed the lower percentages of poor households, 

although not in a strict ranking order. The lowest 

percentage, in bound 5, corresponded to the second highest 

average valued rent, while the highest, in bound 6, 

corresponded to the second lowest average valued' rent. 

While these figures cannot in themselves be proof of the 

hypothesis, it does seem that parishes with good dwellings 

contained fewer dwellings of low rental, inhabited by the 

poor. The total valued rent of inner Edinburgh was 

assessed-at over £200,000, at an average of £41 per 

household. 

Thus, most of the available evidence indicates that around 

a quarter of the inhabitants of Edinburgh comprised the 

resident subtaxation group. Taking the 1259 poor 

households on the annuity roll, and using a multiplier of 

5, which was the inner parish average in the Poll Tax, 

this gives a total of some 6295 - indicating a poor 

population of. some 6000 individuals. A multiplier of 4, 

the average for the whole of greater Edinburgh, would give 

a figure of 5036, and this perhaps is more realistic, 

given that large families would be less common among the 

poor community. The numerical total for inner Edinburgh 

as deduced from the Poll Tax was 13612, and together with 

the 5036 estimated poor, totals 18648, with 27% of that 
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total formed by the poor. Again therefore, combination of 

sources tends to confirm the estimate that around one 

quarter of the residents of inner Edinburgh were poor. As 

was seen in Chapter 2, over 50% of the population paid tax 

at the basic rate, applicable to those with stock worth 

between 0 and 99 merks. It is not possible to assess how 

many of these could be classed as being on the margins of 

poverty, but most were not unemployed, and probably 

therefore would not be regarded as 'routinely' poor, but 

would perhaps have required occasional assistance. It is 

however probably fairly safe to claim that at least 

one-third of the population lived in less than comfortable 

circumstances, and the transient poor descending on 

Edinburgh, particularly in times-of food shortages would 

serve only to exacerbate the situation. 

To summarise therefore, the best available evidence 

suggests that around a quarter of the population of inner 

Edinburgh were below the poverty line in terms of 

liability for taxation, although in reality many taxed 

citizens may have had an equal struggle to survive. The 

fluctuating population of vagrants added to the 

population, but it is doubtful if the citizens, of inner 

Edinburgh greatly exceeded the 25,000 that has been 

estimated at the end of the seventeenth century (22). 

Gilhooley has estimated 23,568 inhabitants in 1752, 

although based on similar annuity and taxation rolls (23), 

and thus probably an underestimate, but this would appear 
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to be more in line with the present assessment. Hoskins 

stated that 'fully two thirds of the urban population in 

the 1520s lived below or very near the poverty line' (24) 

but this is difficult to substantiate without some 

definition of 'the poverty line'. There is little doubt 

that many town dwellers not receiving benefit were poor, 

but in relation to poverty as defined by exemption from 

any form of tax liability, the figure is probably around a 

quarter, with perhaps a further quarter living in some 

sort of difficulty, particularly in times of general 

shortages. 

SOURCES OF FINANCE FOR POOR RELIEF 

Supervision and organisation of poor relief was in the 

hands of the Kirk Session, with day-to-day management the 

responsibility of the Kirk Treasurer. The Kirk 

Treasurer's accounts are preserved for the whole of the 

period under review (25), and show that substantial sums 

of money were involved. The main sources of revenue were: 

1. Interest on money lent out on bond, often to the Town 

Council 

2. Church door collections. 

3. Household taxation as a percentage of valued rent. 

4. Fees for hire of mortcoth, burial warrants, baptism 

and marriage fees. 

5. Fornicators' fines 

6. Various mortifications and legacies. 

493 



As an example, the Kirk Treasurer's accounts for 1693 show 

the following sums entered as income: 

Three principal bonds 
Collections 
Marriage fees 
Baptisms 
Burials 
Fornicators 
Mortifications 

£13030 7s 2d 
£14,252 3. 6d 

£898 16s 8d 
£158 3s Od 

£1718 14s 8d 
£1800 10s Od 

£1967 3s 9d. 

This gave a total of £33ß03 its 7d, a considerable sum, 

with some £20,793 as non-capital stock, and there was an 

overall deficit of around £500 on the year's accounts. 

The fornicators' fines provided a fair proportion of the 

available money, and this perhaps coloured the views of 

the individual Kirk sessions, who relentlessly pursued 

fornicators, ostensibly for their moral wellbeing, but no 

doubt with more earthly purposes also. The surviving Kirk 

Session records are almost entirely devoted to detailed 

accounts of the detection and punishment of fornicators. 

The Session minutes for the wealthy New Kirk parish are 

extant for the year 1706, and contain numerous instances. 

For example, Agnes Rutherford, who had 'adhered to her 

former confession professed her sorrow for her great 

wickedness promising to walk more circumspectly in time 

coming' (26). She was exhorted to repentance and to 'fly 

to the blood of Christ-for mercy'. John Short, accused 

of immoral dealings with Isobel Gray, had clearly decided 

to make himself scarce and could not be brought before the 

Kirk Session as 'he hath taken on to be a souldier and 
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either gone or is to goe aboard one of the Inglish men a 

warr that are in the road' (27). 

A further protracted case involved writer David caw, who 

protested that he could not have 'committit wickedness' 

with Bessie Drummond, since his friend had been present at 

the time of the alleged offence (28). However the lady 

claimed that the friend had been asleep in the next room 

'when the said David was struggling with her in the study 

and hurt her back upon a bed stock that was there before 

he got his will with her'. The case was referred to the 

'Committee of the Presbytery of Edinburgh for difficult 

cases', but the outcome is not known. 

The convicted fornicators were listed by name in the Kirk 

Treasurer's accounts, together with the sums paid, but on 

several occasions, where the offender was obviously an 

individual of influence, 'a certain persone' was noted 

instead of the name. 

The following sums were expended on poor relief in 1693: 

Weekly poor 
Quarterly pensioners 
Supports 
Others 

£10918 4s Od 
£7695 18s Od 
£9787 4s Od 
£1947 18s Od 

The total expended was £21341, indicating that the 

non-capital sum was overspent by £548. It therefore fell 

to the Kirk Treasurer to manage the finances carefully. 

The recipients and individual amounts -paid will be 
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assessed in detail below. 

PENSIONS 

The Kirk Sessions of the various parishes, under the 

overall supervision of the Kirk Treasurer, were 

responsible for the day-to-day management of the 

'legitimate''poor, "and money was disbursed in two main 

ways - regular payments to the 'weekly poor' and to 

quarterly pensioners, and single payments for those deemed 

to be-in temporary need, often during periods of sickness. 

In essence therefore, the Kirk sessions provided a 

rudimentary welfare state, although with restricted scope, 

catering for 'old age pensions' and 'sickness benefit'. 

Help was also give with funeral bills and clothing. 

The, General Session, which appears to have co-ordinated 

the work of the six individual Kirk, Sessions laid down the 

rules for the award of pensions and other benefits. The 

minutes of the General Sessions recorded on 5 December 

1692 that: 

'The sixe sessions considering that the Lords of their 
Majesties Privie Councell had emitted an act of the 11 of 
August last for mentaning of the poor and preventing of 
ordinary begging and that the magistrats and counsell of 
this burgh had in prosecution of the said act thought fit 
that a voluntary monthly contribution be demanded from the 
inhabitants and householders for the mentenance of their 
poor and had recommended this to the ministers and 
sessions. Therefore the sixe sessions do recommend to the 
severall elders and deacons that with all convenient 
diligence they take up an exact list of the householders 
within their respective bounds and desyre from them a 
voluntary monthly contribution for the effect foresaid and 

496 



show such as refuse to contribut that the magistrats will 
stint them according to their degree as Heritors or 
householders and mind them that the present collection is 
for the months of November and December instant' (29). 

It is abundantly clear from perusal of these General 

Session minutes that the Kirk Sessions were extremely 

anxious to prevent begging, stating on 6 March 1693 that 

they desired the magistrates to 'take such course-as no 

strange beggars frequent this town to beg therin' (30). 

Their policy was apparently also to increase amounts paid 

to some recipients to prevent their having to resort to 

begging. On 2 July 1694. the session noted that 'It was 

represented by the magistrates that severall of our weekly 

pensioners do begg. The session recommends to the 

particular sessions to visit their poor and augment 

pensions to such as ar necessitat to beg because of the 

smallness of their pension and cannot work' (31). This is 

however at odds with the advice of the South Leith Kirk 

session, who declared on 14 October 1697 that no pensions 

were to be given to the poor 'but such as are not able to 

beg, and next to persons that hath been of some note in 

the place and are fallen back' (32). The South Leith 

session was also concerned at the expense of burying the 

poor, stating on 24 December 1696 that no coffins were to 

be given to the poor 'except such persons as have been 

some considerable note and credit in the place and are 

fallen back' (33). However, this rather unsympathetic 

view may have been due to the straitened circumstances of 

the 1690s, when 'there are severalls of the poor dying 
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dayllyie' (34). It was the view of McPherson that 'The 

story of the seventeenth century is the story of fruitless 

endeavour on the part of the parish authorities to 

suppress the sturdy vagabonds and to keep the parish free 

for its own poor to cultivate and gain a subsistence' 

(35), but the reduced circumstances of even the better off 

meant that this was a difficult problem, even for wealthy 

urban parishes. 

Weekly pensions 

Those poor members of each parish who could establish 

their state of poverty to the satisfaction of the Kirk 

Session representatives were enrolled as regular poor, and 

given a weekly amount of benefit. Conditions were 

apparently strictly imposed, and the poor were to be 

visited regularly to discover 'such as should not have 

pension or may be diminished, also of such as ar in 

necessitie and get not supplie' (36). The Session decreed 

that a pensioner could not be enrolled unless a visit had 

been made by an elder and two deacons, lodgers could not 

be taken in by pensioners without permission, and that 

pensions should be removed from 'such persons as health 

can permitt who do not attend the dyets of catechising' 

(37). 

The Kirk Treasurers Accounts contain details of the sums 

of money allocated to the deacons of the various parishes 

for distribution to the pensioners, but unfortunately do 
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not give the names of the recipients, nor numbers of 

pensioners. However, a single list is extant in the 

records of the General Sessions for 1683 (38), which 

enumerates the recipients in each parish. Correlation of 

this list with the amounts of money expended for each 

parish permits an estimate to be made of the number of 

weekly poor, although the list of names does not indicate 

the amounts paid, nor whether families or single people 

were represented. However, an average amount per person 

can be calculated, and this will give an impression, 

although no more than that, of the number of recipients in 

the various areas of inner Edinburgh. 

The 1683 list of enrolled poor gives a total of 412 

individuals (although probably representing a larger 

number assuming that at least a proportion of the 

pensioners had families or other dependants to support). 

The various sums of money allocated to the deacons for 

distribution are also available from this list, and 

indicate average payment of 8s per head to these 

pensioners. This is in line with records of other 

payments, and payments in Canongate and West Kirk (see 

below). The numbers of weekly pensioners in each area of 

Edinburgh are noted in Table 5.3, together with estimated 

numbers for the years 1694 to 1700. The sums of money 

allocated for poor relief to the weekly pensioners 

according to the Kirk Treasurer's accounts were used to 

estimate the weekly poor for the later years, since no 
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list of names survives. However, comparison with the sums 

of money given to individual deacons shows that the sums 

noted in the Kirk Treasurer's accounts for 1683 were 

smaller than those detailed in the list of enrolled poor. 

Examination of the financial calculations provides the 

likely solution. 

The surviving 1683 details show money allocated to deacons 

in the six parishes of inner Edinburgh on a two-monthly 

basis, and the accounts are detailed as in the following 

example: 

John Gardner (deacon) 
In two (for two months) 
Discharge to 74 
In eight (weeks) 
Odd (extra payments) 
Deficients 

Summa 
Superexpendit 

£ s d 
32 10 
65 00 
28 6 8 

226 13 4 
6 4 0 
3 12 

----- 
236 

---- 
9 

--- 
4 

181 9 4 (39) 

It is fairly clear from the above example that the 

'superexpendit' figure refers to the total expenditure 

less the £65 accruing from church collections. 

Correlation with the Kirk Treasurer's central accounts 

shows that the sum noted by the Treasurer as allocated to 

the deacons does in fact correspond with this 

'superexpendit' total, and presumably was the portion of 

annuity money and other general revenue allocated to 

supplement the church collections. Thus, in all cases the 

amounts noted in the Kirk Treasurer's accounts are less 
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than those detailed in the Session records. 

Returning to the 1683 list of names, which is the only 

finite list available, and correlating it with the Kirk 

Treasurer's accounts gives a figure of 6s per head. 

Although the actual sums received by the poor were around 

8s per head, the figure of 6s was used to calculate the 

weekly poor from the sums detailed in the Kirk Treasurer's 

accounts, since this figure gives a similar number of 

individuals when compared with the alternative source in 

the General Session minutes. Using this method, the total 

number of weekly poor were as follows: 

1683 - 412 
1684 - -490 
1685 - 412 
1686 - 386 
1687 - 453 
1688 - 471 
1689 - 496 
1690 - 419 
1691 - 593 
1692 - 558 
1693 - 696. 

As will be shown below, the prices of various food and 

clothing commodities rose fairly substantially during the 

1690s, and it was therefore decided to assume a figure of 

7s per head from 1694 onwards, and the totals and parish 

breakdown are given in Table 5.3. Although the obvious 

difficulty with this method of estimation of numbers is 

that the proportion of money 'superexpendit' may have 

varied greatly from year to year, and thus for the years 

with reduced numbers the explanation may be higher church 

door collections rather than lower numbers of poor, it is 
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fairly clear that numbers generally rose steadily, 

especially during the 1690s period. The financial burden 

was certainly becoming greater. 

It must be stressed that these numbers are an estimate of 

the weekly pensioners, and cannot be put forward as 

definitive numbers. Also, the numbers of possible 

depend ants of these pensioners are not possible to 

ascertain. However, there are no other lists or sources 

available which provide a better estimation. It is only 

the fortuitous survival of the 1683 list of names that 

allows any sort of numerical estimation to be made. Table 

5.3 shows that the areas of town sustaining the largest 

numbers of weekly poor were College Kirk, Greyfriars and 

Old Kirk, with the affluent New Kirk parish apparently 

housing relatively small numbers. It is apparent however 

that in all parishes, should the figures be even 

approximately accurate, between 1683 and 1699 the numbers 

of weekly poor in each parish doubled, with the exception 

of Tron parish, and even in 1700, which showed a large 

drop in numbers (which may be explained by enhanced 

finance not documented), the overall total was still over 

100 higher. A further possible explanation for the 

apparently dramatic fall in numbers in 1700 is that the 

actual sums paid may have been reduced. Estimation of the 

numbers of weekly poor in 1705,1710 and 1715 gives 

numbers of 703,630 and 632, showing a levelling off 

during the early decades of the eighteenth century. The 
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numbers of quarterly pensioners in these years were 340, 

387 and 337, respectively. In an examination of seven 

London intra-mural parishes, Herlan has estimated annual 

expenditure of £28 to £48 per head on pensions, (i. e. 

around £326 to £416 Scots) (40). At an average figure of 

8s per week for the Edinburgh weekly pensioners, this 

provides an anual expenditure of around £21 Scots, very 

much lower than the London scale. There is also evidence 

of a fall in the price of staple foods in 1700, for 

example Flinn gives a price for oatmeal in Midlothian in 

1699 of £10, and in 1700 £6 13s 4d (41). This may also 

explain the reduced expenditure, if falling food prices 

meant smaller payments to similar numbers of pensioners, 

rather than a substantial reduction in the numbers 

involved. 

It has been stated in relation to a survey of London that 

in some intra-mural parishes the regular pensioners 

comprised 2.8-4.4% of the population (42). The 769 

pensioners in 1694 formed 4.4% of the estimated total 

population of 18648, and this is in close agreement with 

the London data, indicating similar conditions in urban 

centres, although the London estimates may not have 

represented exactly comparable population coverage to that 

of Edinburgh. 

Whatever the actual numbers involved, considerable sums of 

money were necessary to sustain the 'legitimate' poor of 
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the six parishes of inner Edinburgh. In 1685 the 

expenditure on weekly poor was £6249 (although this is 

less than the actual figure, which would be supplemented 

by money from invidual sessions, assuming that the 

evidence from the 1683 figures may be extrapolated to all 

other years under review). By 1691 the figure had risen 

to £9248, although there were fluctuations in the 

intervening years, and in 1699 the sum was £17,147, 

showing that the amount of money expended on the weekly 

poor had increased dramatically, whatever may have been 

the finite numbers involved. The Kirk Treasurer's 

accounts however usually showed an overall deficit. In 

1693 this was £551; in 1705, £230; in 1710 £35; and in 

1715, £1945, showing that whatever the capital value of 

the poors stock, this was not easily retrievable and the 

actual day-to-day financing of the poor was a difficult 

task. 

Quarterly pensioners 

In addition to the weekly poor,, the town also supported a 

number of quarterly pensioners, who received sums of money 

quarterly rather than weekly pensions. These people were 

noted individually by the Kirk Treasurer, and therefore it 

is possible to provide accurate totals rather than 

estimates. The numbers and parish distribution of the 

quarterly pensioners from 1683 to 1699 are shown in Table 

5.5 and in Figure 5a. 
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As with the totals of weekly pensioners, it is clear that 

the burden of catering for the poor was increasing 

substantially, with two and a half times the number over a 

17 year period. From 1699, the pensioners were not listed 

separately by parish, but the distribution by parish is 

seen for the years up to 1699, and with minor fluctuations 

there was a steady rise in all parishes over the period, 

so that the Old Kirk pensioners numbered 88 in 1698 as 

compared to only 29 in 1683. Similarly the Greyfriars' 

figure rose from 45 to 83. The totals of pensioners 

correlated to a degree with the relative size of the 

parishes, so that the New Kirk, one of the smaller 

parishes, had the lowest number of pensioners, while 

Greyfriars and Old Kirk, with the larger numbers of 

households, had the most pensioners to support. 

The amounts paid to the pensioners were much more variable 

than the apparently fixed sums given to weekly poor, and 

for 1693 the 25 New Kirk pensioners received sums ranging 

from £6 13s 4d to Thomas Kerr (who appears on the 1691 

Hearth Tax list as 'on charity), to £53 6s 8d paid to 

James Brown. A payment of £72 was made to three sisters, 

but the most common sums ranged from £24 to £32. This 

would mean quarterly sums commonly ranging from £6 to £8, 

and assuming this was for one person, a weekly sum of 

around 2s - 3s. This is rather less than the amounts 

assumed for the weekly poor, and the conclusion is that 

the quarterly pensions were paid to those who were not 
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totally destitute but required some support, and often in 

recognition for services done during working life. 

Appendix 13 lists, as an example, the quarterly pensioners 

and 'supports' paid in the various parishes in 1693. 

The Town Council records for 15 November 1693 (43) note 

the following additions to the list of quarterly 

pensioners: 

Alison McCalla (daughter of surgeon) £10 per quarter 
Christian Bell (widow of vintner) £6 per quarter 
Jean Warrock (widow of wright) - £8 per quarter 
John Brown (locksmith) £6 per quarter 
Abraham Paterson (skinner) £8 per quarter 
Janet Inglis (daughter of merchant) £12 per quarter 
Robert Crichton (slater) 10 merks per quarter 
Janet Dawson (widow of merchant) - increase from £6 to £7. 

Robert Crichton is noted in the 1694 Kirk Treasurer's list 

for Greyfriars parish as receiving £26, and this would 

correlate with the figure of 10 merks per quarter, Janet 

Dawson appears in the list for the old Kirk parish as 

receiving £31. Abraham Paterson is located in the 

Tolbooth parish, receiving £32. This'shows that the'sums 

actually paid did generally reflect the amounts allocated 

by the Town Council. 

Of the 82 quarterly pensioners in the South Kirk parish in 

1694, only ten could be traced on the Hearth Tax return 

for 1691, and were listed there as being 'on charity'. 

Similarly, of the 78 pensioners in that parish-in 1693, 

only 14 could be traced in the Hearth Tax, indicating 

that, although the Hearth Tax ostensibly listed all poor 
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households, it was in fact considerably deficient in this 

respect. 

It is clear also that the Town Council was fairly 

sympathetic in its treatment of deserving poor. On 29 

November 1693 the records note that Euphan Gilmore, widow 

of wigmaker Alexander Hepburn, should have her pension 

increased by 5 merks to 25 merks because of 'her sad and 

indigent condition and that hir daughter was afflictit 

with epileptick fitts as is sufficiently evinced by an 

attestatioun under the hand of Doctor Spence' (44). A 

list of town pensioners from 1719 (45) includes several 

individuals who had been fairly prosperous previously. 

The sum of £25 sterling quarterly was awarded to Bailie 

John Duncan, 'he having long and faithfully served the 

good town in a great variety of offices but being now 

reduced by providence' (46), while pensions were awarded 

to several ex-craft deacons, including Adam Somerville, 

furrier, James Lein, hammerman, and the widow of William 

Baird, bonnetmaker (47). 

Margaret, Piggot, widow of Mr John Goodall, Professor of 

Hebrew, was awarded £25 sterling 'on account of her 

indigent condition' (48), while, a similar pension was 

awarded to Joseph Ford, preacher of the gospel, 'for 

several great and weighty reasons' (49). It is clear 

therefore that the pensioners were drawn from most levels 

of society, and also that higher sums were awarded to 

professional and merchant pensioners. 
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When the estimated numbers of weekly poor and the 

quarterly pensioners are added together, the totals are: 

1694 - 1083 
1695 - 1104 
1696 - 1255 
1696 - 1289 
1698 - 1246 
1699 - 1313 

Given a multiplication factor of 2 (probably a maximum, as 

many of the pensioners appeared to be single women), the 

number of those dependent on some sort of regular pension 

in 1699 would be 2626. The total of weekly and quarterly 

pensioners in 1683 was 570, giving an estimated 1140 

dependent on parish relief. Thus, the burden on the 

General Session and the individual Sessions had increased 

by a factor of 2- thus amply justifying the annuity roll 

collections of the 1690s at least. As was stated above, 

the numbers of quarterly pensioners levelled off in the 

following few decades. 

Single payments 

A further-category of poor supported by the Kirk Session 

was those who received single payments for special needs, 

or regular payments for a limited period, in cases of 

sickness or other circumstances. These payments were 

noted as 'supports' in the Kirk Treasurer's accounts, and 

the recipients were not always named individually. The 

1694 Kirk Treasurer's accounts include 'supports' such as 

£1 15s to 'a sick woman', £184 15s to 'necessitous 
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persons', and £155 19s to 'indigent persons'. Thus, 

although the numbers involved cannot be deduced from these 

entries, it seems that fairly large sums were expended on 

these payments. There is some evidence that small 

legacies to the poor were distributed in this manner - one 

entry refers to 'Mrs Colvill's legacie to severall' (£39 

10s), while a further entry noted payments of £212 to 

'honest householders'. The 1693 accounts include several 

entries for payments to 'a funling', one to 'burying a 

child' and one to 'a student'. The payment of £9 4s to 

'beggars' indicates that despite their better judgement, 

some support was given to the non-enrolled poor. 

Thus, those not continually destitute, but requiring 

intermittent support, were also numerous. Their number 

included men such as George Bower, who did pay the Poll 

Tax but was 'a poor weak infirm man not able to work my 

trade by reason of a rupture I am much troubled with .... 

and has neyther free money nor any other thing' (50). 

Evidently Sheriff Officer Hugh Kerr (Greyfriars) received 

financial assistance from the town. He stated on his Poll 

Tax return that he had six children under 16, two of whom 

were 'maintained by the goodwill of the toune of Edinburgh 

and the rest most miserabell'. 

It is abundantly clear therefore that the Kirk Sessions 

faced a difficult task in trying to cope with an 

increasing number of resident poor. Whether payments were 
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made weekly, quarterly or occasionally, the amounts of 

money involved were considerable. It must, however, be 

emphasised that, particularly in relation to the numbers 

of weekly poor, the numbers calculated for the years under 

review can only be taken as estimates, since the evidence 

is fragmentary, and extrapolation from the data for a 

single year (1683) may provide a misleading picture. 

However, general evidence of famine and increasing number 

of poor as witnessed by Town Council and other records 

does support the view that responsibility for the 

legitimate poor was not diminishing, but rather steadily 

increasing in the final decades of the seventeenth 

century. 

Other parishes 

The Kirk Treasurer was responsible only for the main 

parishes of inner Edinburgh, but the Kirk Sessions of the 

outlying parishes faced similar problems. Some Kirk 

Session records survive for Canongate, West Kirk and 

Leith, but these are rather fragmentary, although 

indicating similar problems and similar methods of solving 

them to those used by the larger Edinburgh Sessions. 

Canongate 

The accounts of the Canongate Kirk Treasurer survive for 

1689-1690 (51), and show that income came from the usual 
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sources - collections, mortcloth fees, burial, baptism and 

marriage fees, seat rents and fornicators' penalties 

(which included £60 paid by the Laird of Coates). The 

discharge shows regular amounts of around £9 spent weekly 

on the 'ordinary poor', and if similar amounts were paid 

to those in inner Edinburgh, then around 30 individals 

received benefits, although there is some evidence that 

smaller-amounts were given. On 9 January 1690 Isobel 

Walker's pension was increased by 2s, and the week's 

expenditure was £9 4s. A few weeks later the weekly sum 

spent on the poor was £8 18s - 'Isobel Walker being deid' 

(52). This would suggest that she had originally been 

paid 4s before the increase a few weeks before her death, 

perhaps to pay for medicines or other medical treatment. 

There was therefore probably some variation in the amounts 

paid, according to individual circumstances, but if 4s 

were the norm, this would give a total of around 44 weekly 

pensioners. The most that can be claimed, therefore, is 

that there were probably between 30 and 45 regular 

recipients of Kirk Session benefits. Mitchison has stated 

that 'the remarkably stable nature of parish rolls shows 

that small payments could keep these people alive for many 

years' (53), and indeed the weekly amounts paid in 

Canongate were remarkably consistent, although it is not 

possible to determine whether the actual individuals 

survived for long periods as a result of these payments, 

or whether there was a larger turnover, replaced by 

similar numbers. 
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Apart from the payments to the weekly poor, around £3 

seems to have been paid to 'monthly poor', perhaps 

representing some eight to ten individuals, and there were 

a fairly large number of single payments, including 

several entries 'for keeping a fundling till it gott a 

nurse'. Some charity was also shown by a payment of £12 

to 'persones who suffered losse by the late fyre in 

Edinburgh (54). 

The Session records for earlier years show similar 

payments. For example, on 4 December 1666 six dollars 

were paid to slater George Wilson, who complained of the 

'sad accident that befell me in going about your wisdom's 

imployment and what lyke I have been under the hands of 

the chirugeons, now that I am not abell to get them paid, 

and that your godly wisdoms take it to serious 

consideration' (55). On 12 August 1688 Andrew Small was 

allowed 7s per week 'till he recover his health' (56). 

However, the resistance to apparent malingering is seen in 

the payment of £1 8s 'to the officers for their paines in 

putting away the beggars' (57). 

The Canongate treasurer's accounts for 1692-93 (58), which 

are not complete in detail, state a total charge of £1922 

16s, and a total discharge of £1829 7s 6d, indicating that 

most of the money ingathered was expended, with only 

around £100 remaining to be added to any capital residue 
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from previous years. There is no evidence available in 

relation to whether or not Canongate poor money was lent 

out at interest, as was the case with inner Edinburgh and 

West Kirk, but the total for 1692-93 was entirely made up 

from collections and other fees, together with a total of 

£288 for seat rents. However, it is clear that the 

procedures employed by the Canongate elders and deacons to 

care for the poor, whether on a regular or an intermittent 

basis, were similar to those used by the more affluent 

parishes of inner Edinburgh. 

West Kirk 

The West Kirk accounts for 1682-85 survive (59), and are 

in most respects similar to those of Canongate and 

Edinburgh. Payments to the regular poor are not detailed, 

but there are the usual payments for special needs, 

including £2 18s 'to a man who was robbed at the west 

port' (60), £2 10s 'to the women that keept the fundline' 

(61), and, perhaps a unique event in the medical annals of 

the time, 14s (a fairly miserly sum under the 

circumstances) 'to a poore woman who brought fourth four 

children at once' (62). 

The accounts for 1684 include monthly recordings of sums 

paid 'to the ordinar poor', of around E37. It is not 

clear whether these represented monthly payments, or a 

cumulative sum for weekly payments, and it is consequently 

difficult to make any estimate of the numbers of 
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recipients. For example, if weekly sums were included, 

only around 30 individuals would benefit, which seems 

unlikely given the large area within the bounds of that 

parish. Many of the single payments recorded were for 14s 

or multiples of this sum, and if the monthly entry 

referred to payments per month of around 14s, then some 50 

recipients could be included. However, these calculations 

are purely speculative, since no information is recorded 

as to the nature of the sums listed in the treasurer's 

outgoings. Two of the sadder entries relate to the payment 

of £1 8s to 'Helen Wilson in time of her seikness, who is 

now deid' (63), and 'a poor stranger having a cancer in 

his face' (64) while some general sympathy is apparent 

from the entry in January 1689 of £16 14s in extra 

payments 'being cold stormy weather' (65). 

There is evidence that the West Kirk Session tried to 

place their poor relief on a firm foundation, by lending 

out their capital stock at interest, and details of the 

amounts lent, and to whom, for the years 1688 to 1690 are 

detailed in Appendix 14. This list shows a total stock of 

almost £8000, lent in the main to gentry, although the 

annual amount available depended on whether or not those 

borrowing money paid in the annualrents. The accounts for 

1682 show a total charge of £3891, and this presumably 

included payments of interest as well as collections and 

other sources of revenue. Because of the large, rural 

nature of the West Kirk parish, and the generally lower 

514 



levels of wealth and financial resources, it seemed 

prudent for the managers of the money intended for the 

poor to try to achieve a fairly sound financial basis, to 

cater for periods, like the 1690s, when the numbers of 

poor seem to have been increasing fairly steadily in all 

parts of Edinburgh. According to Lorimer, the West Kirk's 

roads 'were infested by numerous objects of pity, who had 

come from other quarters and had no legitimate claim on 

it' (66). Also, in order to increase revenue the Session 

in 1700 purchased all the trades' mortcloths so that they 

could use the money for the poor (67). The same author 

states that in 1700 the capital stock for the poor was 

£10,000 and monthly expenditure on poor relief averaged 

£300 (68). 

North Leith 

Only limited information is available about poor relief in 

this basically poor parish. The Kirk Session records for 

1685 (69) include sums of around £6 paid to the ordinar', 

but again it is not clear whether these represented 

monthly or weekly payments. Several single payments of 6s 

to 14s were noted, but the almost complete illegibility of 

this particular record makes realistic conclusions 

impossible. The records for 1697 are also extant (70) and 

are completely legible, but unfortunately are not 

forthcoming as to numbers of poor receiving regular 

payments, although again 14s is a common sum in relation 

to single payments. In April 1697 there is a note to the 
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effect that Isobel Reuch was to have a pension of 14s per 

month (71), and single sums of 14s were paid to four other 

women, while in July of the same year Widow Nimmo was paid 

10s 'for the orphan' (72). Other entries for single 

payments referred to sums paid to 'a poor scholar to buy 

books', a 'wounded soldier', a 'criple woman', and several 

sums for coffins and other funeral expenses. The records 

suggest that each month around six single payments were 

made, but there is no information available as to numbers 

of pensioners, although is seems clear that there were 

such individuals catered for here, as in all the other 

parishes. 

South Leith 

As with the other outlying parishes, only fragmentary 

information survives in relation to the care of the poor 

by the larger South Leith session, where two ministers 

were employed to serve the spiritual needs of the 

community. The Kirk Session accounts are available for 

most of the 1680s (73), but lack specific details 

regarding numbers of pensioners. The 1690 records indicate 

monthly payments of around £50-60 to the poor - equivalent 

to 'some 35 individuals at 7s per week. Table 5.5 details 

the South Leith Kirk Session income and expenditure on a 

monthly basis for 1690, together with the amounts paid on 

weekly poor and the percentage of the monthly discharge 

used for this purpose. It is clear that although there 
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was an overall credit balance, the monthly financial 

situation was rather more precarious, with several 

negative balances. The sums given to the regular poor 

were constant, but the percentage varied markedly 

according to the other outlays. The quarterly payment of 

the minister's salary increased the expenditure. At the 

end of the year the balance was saved by a legacy of £266 

and payment of land rents of £248. Thus, as in most of 

the other parishes of inner and greater Edinburgh, while 

capital stocks may have been fairly substantial, the 

actual sums of money available often did not meet the 

needs of the poor. The session was determined to maintain 

the level of funds available to the poor, as witnessed by 

the edict in the printed records for 1692 that 'it is 

recommendit that no ground be broken within the church for 

burying before satisfaction be given to the poore for the 

same' (74). 

The King James Hospital, which provided a refuge for the 

destitute in Leith, under the overall supervision of the 

Kirk-Session, maintained six residents, generally women, 

who received a total of around £90 per annum, and there 

were the usual crop of small payments to individuals. It 

is, however, not clear whether those noted as receiving 

weekly and monthly payments were the same individuals, as 

a note dated 12 May 1709 stated that the session 

instructed 'the Master of the Hospital to give Andrew 
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Watson the ordinary allowance both weekly and quarterly 

which is payed to such as are received into the hospital' 

(75). The 1691 accounts indicate single payments each 

month to an average 15-20 individuals, including 14s paid 

to Marjory Cruden 'who fell over the shore among the 

shipes ancors and was sore hurt' (76). Various sums were 

given to 'a poor distressed man', 'ane honest neighbour in 

great distress', and 'ane honest old man'. Coffins, 

funerals and winding sheets'were paid for. £16 was given 

to workman John Burnside in 1695, and the records for 1696 

include £1 12s towards John Burnside's funeral, and £16-to 

John Burnside's wife (77), while several payments to 

Bessie Erskine are noted, until 1697, when a payment of £4 

was made, with the proviso that 'noe more to be paid'. 

Obviously this lady was deemed unworthy of future support. 

Vagrancy was a particular problem in Leith because of its 

nature as a port. Marshall states that large numbers of 

begging poor were attracted from Edinburgh and Fife, as 

well as members of the armed services (78). He also 

indicates that a significant source of revenue from poor 

relief was the large number of fines imposed for 

'irregular' marriages (i. e. marriages by declaration) 

(79). 

Thus, ' as with the centralised records for the Kirk 

Treasurer of inner Edinburgh, the outlying parishes 

provided poor relief along similar basic lines, on a 
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smaller scale. The fragmentary nature of the surviving 

records precludes more accurate estimation of the numbers 

involved, but the available information does provide an 

impression of at least the attitudes of the providers of 

poor relief, which were apparently sympathetic to those 

deemed to be in genuine need and of good character. 

CORRECTIVE AND CONTAINING RESIDENTIAL INSTITUTIONS 

As well as the provision of outdoor relief on a regular or 

occasional basis, the Town Council also instituted and 

supervised three main residential institutions for the 

purposes of containing criminals, housing poor boys, and 

catering for poor burgesses or their wives (residential 

schools will be considered below). These were the 

Correction House, St Paul's Work and Trinity Hospital. 

The Correction House 

This establishment at the foot of Leith Wynd was intended 

to cope with 'the numerous idle vagabond sturdie beggars 

that dayly trubles nobleman, gentlemen and others' (80). 

The running of the house was, like many council services, 

let out to tack, and in 1684 this passed to silk weaver 

Robert Mowbray. He was to be allowed 2s per day for the 

maintenance of the crippled and blind, and 1s per day for 

the able-bodied, who were obviously expected to contribute 

to their keep by some sort of productive work. Inmates 

were to include criminals, sentenced for from three to 
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seven years, together with 'old, decrepit or mad persons'. 

As well as those sentenced for criminal offences, children 

over the age of eight years, disobedient servants, and 

'lewd livers, common scoldis and incorrigibill harlottis' 

(81) faced various periods in the Correction House, the 

main aim of which was to persuade sturdy beggars to 

'betake themselves to sum vertew and lawfull calling for 

winning of their leiving (82). These aims were very much 

in keeping with the prevalent clear distinction between 

the deserving and the non-deserving poor. 

It is probable that the majority of apprehended vagrants 

were single men, 'as concluded by Slack inra survey of 3000 

vagrants in the south of England '(83), and Beier noted 

that the most common occupations among vagrants were 

labourers, servants and cloth workers - 'the most common, 

poorly paid and precarious trades of the'period' (84). 

While most of the 'sturdy beggars' apprehended in 

Edinburgh would have been ejected rather than incarcerated 

in'the Correction House, it is probable that many of those 

admitted to that institution would have come from similar 

occupational backgrounds. 

It is evident that similar institutions for the purpose of 

corrective incarceration were established, often on a much 

larger scale, in other parts of Europe. A survey by 

Depauw of the legislation on poverty and vagabondage in 
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France in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries 

describes, besides the penalties of 'fletrissure et 

banissement', large residential 'Hopitaux', sometimes 

containing thousands of individuals, which housed 

'lesquels maltraiteront leurs peres et leurs meres, ceux 

qui ne voudront pas travailler par libertinage ou par 

paresse, et-les filles qui auront et, 6 debauchees. et celles 

qui seront un peril evident de 1'estre' (85). The system 

of residential corrective establishments developed in 

England in the form of Bridewells, the main purpose of 

which was to reform the vagrants to- produce more 

productive members of society (86), but generally such 

institutions had little effect on-the overall problems. 

Pearl has provided a detailed account of the foundation of 

the London Work house during the period 1640-60, based on 

the tradition of 'hospitals' such as Christ's Hospital, 

and the London Corporation of the Poor was established to 

administer such indoor relief, in institutions separated 

from Bridewells (87). Although the London Workhouse 

terminated early in the Restoration period, its stated 

aims were reformatory, and attempt-to 'put the people to 

work' (88). 

St Paul's Work 

This institution was'established for the maintenance and 

training of poor boys, and by 1672 housed 22 boys, the aim 

being to teach them 'all the poynts of their calling of 

spinning, fyning, weaving of stuffs or making of seyes 
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(89)., In 1683 the products were changed from basic woollen 

cloth to the manufacture of silk and linen, but the 

establishment was never a financial success, as witnessed 

by frequent transfers of the tack. 

Trinity Hospital 

Trinity Hospital was established to cater for poor 

burgesses and/or their wives, and by-the 1690s housed 

around 50 indigent persons. The building was in the yard 

of Trinity College 'for such foresaid honest poor and 

impotent persons, aged and advanced in years ... and also 

for such other old, indigent and impotent people as shall 

be found fit for receiving such benefits and charity' 

(90). The Town Council records picturesquely record that 

'their salbe prepairit and maid raidy ane dousoun of 

furneist beids for the pure, and that their salbe plaicit 

thairintil one dousoun of aigit peiple, seiklie and 

unabill to labour for their leiving, quhilkis peiple salbe 

sustenit upoun the commoun box in the said hospitall' 

(91). Thus Trinity Hospital was a foundation whose 

purposes were markedly different from those of the 

Correction House. The number of inmates rose from the 

original 12 to 50 by the 1690s. The Town Council records 

for June 1703 stated that the number of inmates was to be 

kept at 50, and also that Thomas Spence was expelled 'for 

ane scandalous carriage with one of the women servants' 

(92). Residents were chosen for their previous character 

rather than for any notions of punishment. For example in 
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1652 Agnes Henderson was admitted 'in respect she is ane 

old maid impotent of her richt arm and syde, and ane 

burges bairne' (93), while the Town Council records for 27 

December 1693 note that Margaret Watson, widow of merchant 

John Watson was to be admitted provided she 'bring alongst 

with her a sufficient feather bed and cloaths' (94). The 

council also stipulated that any stock in the possession 

of inmates must be surrendered 'for the use and behoof of 

the said hospital' (95). 

Apart from information as to the type of person admitted 

to Trinity Hospital, the hospital accounts survive (96), 

and provide useful insight as to the expense of providing 

care for the inmates. Income was derived mainly from land 

rentals, crops grown on Hospital lands, and interest on 

lent money. For example, the total charge for 1693 

included £1104 in interest due by the Town Council on a 

sum of £18408, and at the other end of the scale, £12 from 

gardener John, Frame 'for the south yard'. The hospital 

finances were in the hands of a merchant and a craftsman, 

and in 1693 these were merchant John Miller and lorimer 

George Dalgleish. Table 5.6 gives details of the 

financial status of Trinity Hospital during the 1690s, 

together with a note of that part of the yearly charge 

derived from crop values. It is clear that there was a 

fairly dramatic improvement in the financial basis of the 

hospital, even during a period of considerable economic 

difficulty. Part of the answer clearly relates to the 
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revenues from crops, as evidenced by the rise from £2618 

in 1693 to £5585 in 1698. The drop in 1700 coincides with 

reduced grain prices, as mentioned above. The increasing 

total charge was also related to the increasing overall 

balance, as this balance was added to the charge for the 

following year. The total charge in the short period 

under review increased by a factor of 2.68, and the 

discharge by a factor of 2.13, but the overall balance 

increased by a factor of 19'. This would indicate an 

increasingly healthy financial situation. One note of 

caution, however, is that while figures for annualrents 

due were included in the charge, it is not always clear 

whether these sums were in fact paid. This is perhaps one 

of the paradoxes of times of food shortages, the increased 

grain prices resulting in increased income for landowners, 

in this case Trinity Hospital. 

Further useful information can be gained from an 

examination of the details of the accounts, and Table 5.7 

shows the amounts paid for certain commodities during the 

1690s. The figures show that the prices for grain-related 

foodstuffs increased steadly over the relatively short 

period, with ale rising from £821 to £1061, bread from 

£490 to £898, meal from £121 to £390, with an average cost 

per head (assuming 50 inmates) of ale £16 to £21, bread 

£10 to £17 and meal £2 to £S. Meat was similarly 

increasing in price, no doubt related to shortage of 

animal fodder in the 'ill years of the 16904. The cost of 
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shoes, a derivative of the cattle trade, also rose 

steadily, although costing little in comparison to the 

consumable items. Stockings did not represent too much of 

a drain on resources, but the most inconsistent figures 

related to cloth for clothing the inmates. The years 1694 

and 1686 contained no entries for cloth, and it would 

appear that replacement clothing, at least in the latter 

four years of the period, was provided on alternate years. 

The average outlay per head in 1695 and 1699 was £15 and 

£12 respectively, while 1698 and 1700 saw costs of only £2 

and £3 per head; 

It seems therefore that major items of clothing were 

replaced every second year or so, and that basic food 

costs rose steadily during the 1690s, but would appear 

from the 1700 figures to be starting to fall, and this 

would again be in line with the sudden drop in the price 

of staple grains (97). The inmates were clearly proving 

more expensive to maintain during this time of reduced 

circumstances generally, and it is probably the case that 

many of- the general public fared much worse in terms of 

food and clothing than the inmates of Trinity Hospital. 

Some examples of other costs included regular payments by 

the Hospital of 29 bolls of bear and £100 in cash to Lord 

Balmarino; small sums 'for tobacco and pypes at the 

communion' - indicating the occasional provision of 

'treats' for the inmates. The 1693 accounts include £69 
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8s 'for washing the mens and womens clothes', and £311 16s 

as the chaplain's salary. Butter was occasionally listed, 

at a cost of around £4, but was evidently not in regular 

use in the hospital. Incidental expenses in the 1695 

accounts were £1 'for gathering the muck at the hospital 

wall'; £16 for a porridge kettle, and £2 'for a chair to 

carry James Hamilton to Wrighthouses'. The sum of £12 

appears 'for bringing in the water'. Although the annual 

balance appeared to be steadily increasing, the managers 

still sought to make economies where possible. In 1685 

they complained of the rising cost of funerals, and 

managed to obtain a dispensation from the Town Council to 

prevent the mortcloth keeper, bellman and gravedigger from 

charging fees for their services in relation to burials of 

hospital inmates (98). 

Trinity Hospital therefore provided a haven for 50 men and 

women judged to be in need and of sufficient character. 

The costs were increasing during the 1690s, but even if 

all the annualrents may not have been paid, the 

establishment nevertheless seemed to have been able to 

cope with the situation and even increase the apparent 

financial value of the hospital. The strenuous efforts to 

restrict the numbers of inmates might however suggest that 

the financial situation was not as healthy as it might 

appear, and this was probably related to non-payment of 

interest on capital sums. 
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RESIDENTIAL SCHOOLS 

A further aspect of provision for the poor in Edinburgh 

was 'privately' funded residential schools. There were 

three main establishments - The Merchant and Trades Maiden 

Hospitals and George Heriot's Hospital. These 

institutions provided residential care and education for 

the sons and daughters of indigent burgesses and other 

deserving citizens. The early records of both the 

Merchant and Trades Maiden Hospitals are unfortunately now 

lost, but narratives of their development have been 

published (99). 

Merchant Maiden Hospital 

This establishment was founded as a result of a bequest of 

10,000 merks by Mary Erskine, the wife of a druggist, and 

the statute was ratified by an Act of Parliament in 1707 

(100). The girls were originally housed in part of the 

old Merchant Hall in the Cowgate, before moving to their 

own premises in Bristo. The original school housed around 

16 girls, daughters of merchants, who were provided with 

board and lodging, and suitable education, according to 

the constitution of the school, which noted grandly that 

'no charity is more pleasing to God and profitable to 

mankind than the erecting and providing of hospitals for 

the maintenance of the aged and young, who can do nothing 

for themselves (101). 
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Trades Maiden Hospital 

This institution was also established as a result of 

financial help from Mary Erskine, and was the 'trade 

equivalent' of the Merchant Maiden Hospital, although 

perhaps with a more practical educational aim - the girls 

were to be taught 'to read, work stockings, lace, coloured 

and white seams, spinning, carding, washing and dressing 

of linens, dressing of meat, cleaning of house and all 

sorts of needlework and other ordinary household thrift', 

as well as 'writing,, arithmetic andýthe common parts of 

vocal music' (102). Unfortunately the early records of 

the Trades Maiden Hospital have not survived, but one 

reference to at least the initial inter-trade discussions 

regarding the foundation of the hospital is to be found in 

the minute book of the Edinburgh weavers incorporation. 

This minute, dated 15 April 1707, states 

'The quhilk day the incorporation being mett for cheysing 
of thrie men to meitt with. the commissioners and uther 
persones of the haill trades of Edinburgh for falling upon 
methods in order to having ane house for breding of 
tradesmens childrene of the famell sexe als well as the 
merchants hes' (103). 

Clearly the crafts were not to be outdone'in being seen to 

care for the dependents of their poorer members. 

George Heriot's Hospital 

Perhaps the most notable charitable foundation of the 

seventeenth century was that by goldsmith George Heriot of 

a hospital-for the sons of poor burgesses. The minutes of 

the Trust which administered the funds and ran the 
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hospital are complete and provide a detailed narrative of 

the development and progress of this institution (104). 

The management of the hospital was in the hands of a Trust 

comprising some 20 prominent merchants, craftsmen, lawyers 

and clergy, including the provost, bailies, Dean of Guild 

and town treasurer, thus ensuring a degree of civic 

influence on the affairs of an institution not directly 

run by the Town Council. 

Boys were generally admitted twice a year, and between ten 

and 20 were enrolled on each occasion. A typical 'entry' 

is that for June 1689 when 'The Council admitted and 

received the children underwritten to be educate and 

intertained in the hospital with the rest of the children' 

(105) 

Alexander Kinross son of wright 
William Bannatine son of deceased tailor 
William Williamson son of merchant 
John Binnie no occupation given 
Mungo Murray no occupation given 
Thomas Hutchison son of deceased tailor 
James Clark son of glazier 
William Galloway son of wright 
Thomas Bogle no occupation given 
Gavin Oswald son of beltmaker 
William Thomson son of deceased tailor 
Andrew Vert son of merchant 
Robert Porteous son of wright 
Robert Douglas son of feltmaker 
Robert Brown son of deceased saddler 
Thomas Brown son of deceased merchant 
Alexander Nicoll son of deceased shearsmith 
John Purves son of wright 

There was thus a fairly wide range of occupational groups 

represented in the fathers of the boys. A chronological 

list of the boys admitted from 1659 to 1852 provides 
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following totals of admissions (106): 

1660-69 48 
1670-79 68 
1680-89 123 
1690-99 223 
1700-09 284 
1710-19 197 
1720-29 175 
1730-39 184 
1740-49 182 

These figures indicate a significant rise in admissions 

during the 1690s and 1700-09, which would be in line with 

the difficult economic conditions of the period. The 

numbers remained fairly high after 1710, but were still 

considerably less than the peak of 284 in the 1700-09 

period. Appendix 1'5 details the occupations of the 

fathers of boys admitted in four decades, including the 

1790s', as an impression of a century after the period 

under review, and shows the wide variety of occupations 

represented, from aleseller to writer. The totals for 

sons of merchants showed the highest numbers in the 1690s 

and 1700s, and tend to confirm the conclusions made above 

in relation to the occupational assessment, that the 

fortunes of the merchants were declining, or at best 

static, in the latter years of the seventeenth century. 

The numbers of indigent bakers appeared to be rising, 

while the admission of 22 barbers' sons in the 1790s 

suggests something of a crisis in that occupation. The 

ministers appear to have recovered their circumstances by 

the end of the eighteenth century, as a result of a 

relatively more stable period in terms of the organisation 

and practice of religion in Scotland. The main evidence, 
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however, from this breakdown of occupations, is that many 

trades and professions were involved in poverty, or the 

death of the breadwinner, which necessitated the admission 

of their children to the care of the hospital. 

Among the eight boys admitted in October 1689 were-James 

and Lawrence Crawford 'sons to the deceist Patrick 

Crawford, merchant, who were Twans' (107). As with the 

provision of outdoor relief under the aegis of the Kirk 

Session, certain conditions for entry had to be met. The 

records relating to the admission of the Crawford twins 

and others in 1689 indicated that 'before the Thesaurer 

take them to the Hospital that he try thay be qualified 

according to the statutes and that thay be of the age 

prescribed be the statutes and that he take inspection of 

their Fathers-burgess tickets and also an extract of their 

age' (108). Further notice was given in 1692 that before 

scholars could be elected they had to 'provide ane 

Testificate that the parents are not able to maintain and 

educate them' (109). 

It is clear from perusal of 

of the Trust took care to 

the hospital, including the 

July 1689 it was noted 

neglegant as to his duty 

conform to the statutes 

the records tha- 

closely oversee 

conduct of the 

that Mr Henry 

in overseeing 

of the council' 

t the members 

all aspects of 

masters. In 

Morrison 'was 

the children 

(110). It was 

decided to 'judiciously give the said Mr Henry Morrison a 
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reproof and exhort him to the better observance of his 

duty'. In 1696 the master was again admonished because he 

had 'not taken care to visit the childrens chambers that 

they were keept sweept and clear and visit them when they 

were seik' (111). By 1701 the conduct of the master, now 

Mr Thomas Heriot, was no better, as he had 'intertained 

strangers at unreasonable times of the night within the 

hospital and played at games with them' (112). Apparently 

the masters caused the Trust greater problems at times 

than the increasing numbers of inmates. 

With regard to educational matters, it appears that all 

boys were given basic educational training until a 

decision was made whether they should be sent to the High 

School and thence to the College, or put out to 

apprenticeships in the various-trades. It does appear, 

however, that those to be apprenticed were given some say 

as to which trade they pursued. The minutes of June 1696 

note that all boys due to be sent to trades that year were 

to be interviewed 'as to what trades they are inclined 

for' (113). 

There was ongoing debate throughout the records as to the 

choosing of boys who were 'inclined to-be scholars', and 

it appears that these boys were regularly tested as to 

their grasp of basic literacy and Latin, before a decision 

was made regarding their academic future. In July 1697 

the committee-had 'examined several boys and found some of 
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them qualified and some of them altogether unfitt for 

going to the High School' (114), although it was stated in 

defence of some of the failures that although they were 

'very imperfect in the Latin Rudiments and hardly not 

capable to read and write Scots distinctly', the reason 

was 'as much from their want of years as from any defect 

in their ingine'. There were however instances of boys 

going to College but having to give this up and go to 

trade, such as the case of George Bell, 'one of the 

children of Heriots Hospital who was put to the colledge 

and throw an infirmity fallen into his Eyes is not able to 

follow his studies but is necessitate to take himsef to 

the manual trade of bookbinding' (115). 

The increasing burden on'the teaching staff as a result of 

the rising numbers resulted in the appointment of a master 

to assist the resident master in the teaching of reading 

and writing, 'the number of boys being increased to that 

hight that one man cannot be able to do sufficiently for 

himself' (116). The second master was to be paid by the 

resident master, zlthough he was allowed a salary increase 

to cover this cost. 

It seems clear therefore that considerable efforts were 

made to ensure that the boys admitted to Heriots Hospital 

had a good grounding in basic education, together with an 

opportunity for the more able to benefit from higher 

education, and for the rest to acquire some practical 
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skills through apprenticeship (several apprentices in the 

Poll Tax were referred to as 'ane Heriots work boy'). 

Admission to this, and similar institutions, therefore 

probably ensured that the inmates were protected from the 

worst of the food shortages and other deprivations of the 

latter decades of the seventeenth century. 

The totals for income, expenditure and annual balance were 

noted in the minutes, and Table 5.8 details the sums of 

money involved during the 1690s. This shows that revenue 

was apparently halved between 1693 and 1694, but 

thereafter rose fairly steadily, and rather more 

dramatically between 1698 and 1699. Similarly the 

expenditure fell initially and then rose, but did not 

dramatically increase between 1698 and 1699, resulting in 

a greatly increased balance for that year. Expenditure 

was increasing fairly markedly towards the end of the 

decade, as was that of Trinity Hospital (although much 

larger sums were involved in Heriot's Hospital), but the 

overall balance had trebled between 1692 and 1700, showing 

again that, at least on paper, prudent management of 

finances was carried out by the members, of Heriot's 

council. 

In summary therefore, while increasing poverty led larger 

numbers to seek admission to educational and other 

residential institutions, once a person had been admitted, 

it was likely that he or she would be fed and clothed 
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rather better than many who were not deemed to be 

destitute outside their walls. The careful checking of 

credentials suggests that unqualified individuals sought 

entry, and is another reason why burgess-ships . may have 

been purchased by professionals and others, who did not 

require this status to carry out their work as ostensibly 

was the case with merchants and craftsmen. Possession of 

a burgess ticket could ensure provision for children 

should poverty descend - Heriot's Hospital contained the 

sons of several writers and ministers. Although in the 

present century the roles of Heriot's Hospital and the 

Merchant Maiden Hospitals have almost completely reversed, 

in that they are now fee-paying establishments, the 

original purposes of these institutions probably prevented 

the early death of many children who otherwise could not 

have been provided for by their parents or other 

guardians. 

PROVISION FOR POOR BY TRADES 

A final means of sustenance for poor tradesmen and/or 

their wives was the provision of benefits by individual 

crafts, in the form of pensions or single payments, the 

criteria being similar to those required for town or 

church' pensions. The records of several trades in 

Edinburgh and Canongate survive for the 1690s, and provide 

some information, albeit fragmentary, on the treatment of 

poor tradesmen and their families. - 
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The minute book of the Canongate weavers (117) contains a 

detailed account of the reduced circumstances of the trade 

in the period and attempts to cope with the situation: 

'The quhilk day (13 November 1700) ... taking to their 
consideration that their debts have increased upon them by 
reason of the late dearth and wanting trade and that the 
poor also increase and are not supported and that the 
intrest of the trade doth much suffer. Therefor and for 
relieff thereof and that the blessing of God may be the 
more upon our honest labours and indevours it is enacted 
and ordained that each member and frieman of the 
Incorporation in present and to come sail pay monethlie by 
advance the soume of four shillings Scots money for each 
ginny or working loome that is within that moneth employed 
and to be collected by such persons whom the Deacon and 
Masters sail appoynt from time to time and quhich 
Collections to begin the first day of Feruary nixtocome 
for that moneths advance ..... And what member sail 
refuise and be deficient in the said advance do bind 
themselves and each of them for their own parts to be 
lyable as the Deacons command or his Collectors and 
officer by his order in the-soume of two shillings Scots 
for each loome by and attour. And doe subject themselves 
to be poynded in their readiest goods for that effect and 
that the same be apprysed at the deacon and two Masters 
sight for payment of the said dues and penalties and the 
penalties to be for the use of the poor'. 

This clearly illustrates the situation with regard to the 

apparent decline in the weaving industry in and around 

Edinburgh as detailed in the Poll Tax and other 

occupational ý sources, and the problems created by 

increasing numbers of poor and unemployed. The minutes do 

not provide a'great deal of information on whether or not 

regular payments were made to the poor weavers, but it is 

clear that some attempt was being made to try to deal with 

the problem. 

The records of the Canongate wrights and coopers (118) 
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provide some information on provision for their poor 

members in the 1660s. These records show around six 

annual payments of small amounts, usually in 'dollars' 

(around £1' 18s). For example, on 4 May`1669 the following 

payment were made: 

Widow of Thomas Smith 1 dollar 
Widow of William Mein 40s 
'Bairnes of Hew Armour' 1 dollar 
Widow of William Gray, 2 dollars 
'the orfon of umquhil Adam Orr' 1 dollar (119). 

Widow Mein had been receiving benefit since at least 1662, 

and Adam Orr, father of the 'orfon' received benefit in 

1661 and 1662. Hew Armour's widow and children received 

benefit in 1666 and 1667, but Mrs' Armour had apparently 

died by 1669, when only the children were mentioned. 

Although it appears that large amounts of benefit were not 

expended by this particular trade, clearly some effort was 

made to provide for their widows and children. 

The records of the Edinburgh 'Hammermen provide further 

welcome detail (120). This craft was"apparently more 

financially substantial than those of the Canongate 

crafts., Annual income was contributed to by rentals for 

some 20 dwellings, and calculation of the amounts noted as 

being given to, the poor shows that around 10%0' of the 

annual discharge was related to poor relief, totalling in 

£350 in'1696, and £308 in 1699. 

It appears that widows and orphans were paid quarterly 
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sums, and on each occasion around 20 individuals were 

named, and sums of £3 to £6 were usual. In August 1696 it 

was noted that 'the house ordains the boxmaster to give to 

Janet Henderson for John Anderson smith, his son, 40s 

besyde his quarter pension and to John Bruce 40s to help 

him in his present straits' (121). Similar sums were 

awarded to three others for the same reason. Quarterly 

expenditure on pensions amounted to £50 - £60, and the 

rest of the discharge to the poor comprised single 

payments for special needs, including several funerals. 

In October 1695 £12 was allocated 'to John Tuidie 

locksmith by the houses order towards defraying of 

expenses he was att in his daughters seikness and for her 

funerall' (122); while on the same day £9 was given 'to a 

poor man Robert Borthwick who had his legg cutt off'. A 

payment of £2 4s was made to 'Thomas Brown, locksymth - 

ane old distressed man' (123), and £5 16s was paid out in 

1695 'to Adam Dickie blacksmyth in Ireland by the houses 

order to help to carry him to Ireland' (124) Charity was 

also shown to those outside the trade, as evidenced by the 

payment of £12 to Mr William Cameron 'a distressed 

minister' (125). 

Thus the larger and apparently well organised'Edinburgh 

hammermen maintained a fair number of poor widows, 

children and tradesmen. Their methods were similar to 

'municipal' poor relief, consisting of regular payments to 

pensioners, and individual payments for special needs, 
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amounting to around one-tenth of their annual expenditure. 

The goldsmiths similarly sought to provide for distressed 

members of their trade, and pensions were awarded to 

deserving cases, although the number of recipients is not 

clear. The minutes record that in July 1693 David Boig 

was granted a pension of £8 quarterly as a result of 

poverty 'through fortuitous accidents and the infirmity of 

his old age' (126), while £20 per quarter was awarded to 

the grandchildren of Alexander Reid who 'is in bad 

circumstances himself', this pension to 'continew during 

the calling's pleasour' (127). 

A final source of 'trade' provision for the poor was 

Trinity House in Leith, which cared for poor seamen and 

their dependants. The records do not give particularly 

detailed information, but the minute books do show that in 

1691 pensions were paid to 14 women (128), and in 1699 to 

14 women and four men. There were the usual single 

payments to 'four ship brook seamen', 'a distressed seaman 

and seven children from Aberdeen going to Ireland', 

'funeral of a poor woman', and the more international 

focus of a seaport is shown in payments to 'thrie French 

persones', 'five distressed Suades' and 'Jan the poor 

Dutchman'. 

Thus the trades for which records are available apparently 

did their best to provide for their indigent members and 
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their dependants, and formed a vital part of the overall 

provision of poor relief in a time of increasing poverty 

and financial stress on all sources of poor relief. In a 

detailed description of Bordeaux in the ° eighteenth 

century, Butel and Poussou state that many tradesmen lived 

in considerably reduced circumstances, particularly during 

periods of shortages, such as the mortality crisis of 

1693-94, which was one of the 'periodes terribles ou le 

peuple grondait et out s'installait une veritable noria de 

sepultures' (129) - an evocative description of increasing 

numbers of burials. 

CONCLUSION 

In summary, therefore, it is abundantly clear that the 

poor and their sustenance was a growing problem in the 

late seventeenth century. It is difficult to estimate 

accurately how many of the people were involved, but study 

of the available sources seems to indicate that around 25% 

to 30% of the population were deemed 'poor', while, of 

those, perhaps 8%-10% were in receipt of regular pensions 

on a weekly or monthly basis. The sources of revenue for 

poor ' relief were varied, but mainly derived from 

collections, local tax, fees for baptisms, marriages and 

funerals, and annualrents on stock lent out at interest. 

Perhaps the main problem in relation to the management of 

poor relief ý lay in this practice of lending out the 

capital stock, which might not have been readily 

redeemable in times of crisis, and it is not clear whether 

or not the interest payments were made regularly. For 
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example, the Town Council records note on 11 August 1699 

that the poors stock was 'altogether exhausted' (130), and 

£100 sterling was allocated to the Kirk Treasurer. to 

supplement his funds, and in 1701 the council had to 

borrow £1000 sterling, as funds had again run out (131). 

The West Kirk minister petitioned the council, also in 

1699, on account of the 'great increase in begging poor' 

(132), and 200 merks were donated to this cause. Whatever 

the methods of poor relief used, it was clear that there 

was a definite distinction made between those deemed to be 

deserving of poor relief and those who were not, but, 

according to one Victorian historian, writing of the West 

Kirk parish, 'the struggle for existence was hard, the 

average income low, and yet we see proofs of a generosity 

which certainly need fear no comparison with that of the 

present day' (133). These sentiments are echoed by di 

Folco. In an examination of small parishes in Fife, he 

states in relation to poor relief that there was 'an open 

charity of spirit' (134). 

Beier states that expenditure on poor relief rose 

dramatically during the seventeenth century, and 

outstripped both price inflation and population growth 

(135), and the Edinburgh figures certainly confirm 

increasing expenditure. However, over-close comparisons 

with the English system may be dangerous, since the 

Scottish system of poor relief was not centralised to the 

same extent and depended on individual parishes, 
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particularly in rural areas, persuading their heritors to 

contribute. Mitchison has prepared a detailed analysis of 

rural provision for the poor, and this indicates that many 

parishes did not assess their landowners for poor rates, 

while others did so regularly (136). Whatever the system, 

however, it is clear that the poor of greater Edinburgh 

were substantial in number and financially draining on the 

town during a difficult period. It is difficult to 

determine changes in the 'intensity' of poverty from the 

available evidence - Slack draws a distinction between 

'shallow' and 'deep' poverty in his wide-ranging study of 

poverty in England, relating this to the poverty of 

complete destitution and that of the need for intermittent 

support (137), but in the context of the general aim of 

this study, to examine the social and economic structure 

of Edinburgh as a whole, useful insight has been possible 

both into the approximate numbers of poor, and into the 

ways in which they were sustained. 
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Table 5.1 

ANNUITY ROLL 1696-1697 

NUMBERS OF POOR HOUSEHOLDS NOTED 

BOUNDS 

--- 
HOUSES* No POOR % BOUND % TOTAL POOR 

- ---- 
1 

---------- 
689 

----------- 
158 

------------ 
23.8 

------------- 
12.54 

2 560 102 18.2 8.10 

3 536 105 19.5 8.33 

4 367 88 21.2 6.98 

5 605 100 16.5 7.94 

6 721 268 37.1 21.28 

7 921 166 18.0 13.18 

8 
----- 

786 
--------- 

272 34.6 21.60 
-- 
TOTAL 

- 
5185 

----------- 
1259 

----------- 
24.28 

--------------- 
100.00 

* Only domestic premises were included, so far as 
could be determined from the information on the roll. 

Source: ECA Annuity Roll for the Poors Money 1696-1697 
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Table 5.2 

ANNUITY ROLL 1696-1697 

VALUATION AND PERCENTAGE OF POOR HOUSEHOLDS 

BOUNDS TOTAL NO OF VALUE PER % OF POOR 
VALUATION* HOUSES HOUSE HOUSEHOLDS 

----- ------- 
1 

------------- 
17804 

-------- 
689 

------------- 
25 

------- 
23.8 

2 26969 560 48 18.2 

3 36170 536 '67 19.5 

4 14111 367 38 21.2 

5 31760 605 52 16.5 

6 21379 721 29 37.1 

7 47267 921 51 18.0 

8 19782 
-- 

786 25 34.6 

------- 
TOTAL 

----------- 
215242 

-------- 
5185 

------------- 
41 

--------- 
24.3 

* Figure is total valuation of bounds, including 
non-domestic households, as quoted in the Annuity Roll 

Source: ECA Annuity Roll for the Poors Money 1696-1697 
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Table 5.3 

ESTIMATED NUMBERS OF WEEKLY POOR BY PARISH 

PARISH 

YEAR NW N NE SE S SW SSE TOTAL 

---- ------- 
1683 

-------- 
62 

---- 
32 

------ 
66 

----- 
73 

----- 
74 

----- 
85 

----- -- 
412 

--- ------- 
1694 

-------- 
92 

---- 
65 

------ 
133 

----- 
75 

----- 
121 

----- 
189 

----- 
94 

--- 
769 

1695 97 75 126 85 122 187 95 787 

1696 111 86 146 99 149 222 112 925 

1697 129 77 129 102 162 220 119 938 

1698 128 61 116 88 153 208 120 874 

1699 147 71 128 92 163 210 127 938 

1700 90 41 74 92 76 99 73 545 

Source: ECA Kirk Treasurer's Accounts 

NW - Tolbooth 
N - New Kirk 
NE - College 
SE - Tron 
S - Old Kirk 
SW - Greyfriars 
SSE - Lady Yester 
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Table 5.4 

QUARTERLY PENSIONERS BY PARISH 1683-1700 

PARISH 

YEAR SW SE N NW NE S TOTAL 
------- 
1683 

------- 
45 

----- 
29 

----- 
10 

------ 
17 

----- 
28 

----- 
29 

----------- 
158 

1684 45 33 12 19 30 27 166 
1685 41 28 11 15 31 22 148 
1686 43 33 10 13 29 23 151 
1687 40 38 16 12 32 27 165 
1688 40 39 22 17 35 30 183 
1689 42 42 21 15 39 42 201 
1690 52 47 26 35 45 53 258 
1691 55, 53 25 31 37 68 269 
1692 56 52 23 34 40 74 279 
1693 53 49 25 29 39 78 273 
1694 70 54 32 30 46 82 314 
1695 72 63 29 26 49 78 317 
1696 70 60 30 33 52 85 330 
1697 79 67 32 38 50 85 351 
1698 83 71 32 40 48 88 372 
1699* 375 
1700* 400 

* For these years the pensioners were not divided 
by parish but included in single lists. 

Source: ECA Kirk Treasurer's Accounts 

SW - Greyfriars 
SE - Tron 
N - New Kirk 
NW - Tolbooth 
NE - College 
S - Old Kirk 
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Table 5.5 

SOUTH LEITH KIRK SESSION FINANCES 1690 

MONTH CHARGE DISCHARGE BALANCE WEEKLY PERCENTAGE 
PENSIONS DISHARGE 

= 
AS WP 

------ 
Jan 

--------- 
245 

---------- 
141 

---------- 
+104 

--- ------- 
61 

-------------- 
43.2 

Feb 180 99 + 81 49 49.5 

Mar 195 67 +128 59 73.1 

Apr 182 153 + 29 49 32.0 

May 132 87 + 45 61 70.1 

Jun 138 69 + 69 49 71.0 

Jul 134 140 -6 50 35.8 

Aug 49 77 - 28 50 65.0 

Sep 101 110 -9 50 45.5 

Oct 310 307 +3 61 19.9 

Nov 61 106 - 45 49 46.2 

Dec 562 

----- 
172 +390 49 28.5 

-- ------ 
Total 

-- -- 
2289 

---------- 
1528 

--------- 
+761 

------------ 
627 

----------- 
49.0 

Source: SRO CH2/716/221 
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Table 5.6 

TRINITY HOSPITAL ACCOUNTS 1693-1700 

TOTAL INCOME AND EXPENDITURE (EScots) 

YEAR INCOME FROM TOTAL TOTAL BALANCE 

-------- 
CROPS CHARGE DISCHARGE 

1693/4 
------------- 

2618 
--------- 

4663 
------------- 

4412 
-------- 

251 

1694/5 2653 4539 3917 622 

1695/6 3456 8342 7985 357 

1696/7 5027 6749 5617 1722 

1697/8 3979 9976 7647 2329 

1698/9 5585 13844 9421 4423 

1699/0 5306 13350 8489 4861 

1700/1 3979 12878 6251 6627 

Source: ECA Trinity Hospital Accounts 
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Table 5.7 

TRINITY HOSPITAL ACCOUNTS 

AMOUNTS SPENT ON VARIOUS COMMODITIES 1693-1701 (£Scots) 

YEAR 

PRODUCT 

---------- 
1693 

------ 
1694 

------ 
1695 

------ 
1696 

------ 
1697 

------ 

1698 

------ 

1699 

------ 

1700 

------ 

Ale 821 886 935 990 1054 1251 1061 1205 

Bread 490 504 524 576 637 880 898 884 

Candles 34 26 38 32 33 48 62 74 

Cloth 732 --- 181 --- 759 109 620 150 

Meal 121 138 285 292 223 372 390 303 

Meat 670 527 689 778 994 936 1127 1186 

Shoes 34 63 55 66 53 59 --- 83 

Stockings 30 33 30 39 39 45 49 52 

Source: ECA Trinity Hospital Accounts 
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Table 5.8 

FINANCIAL STATUS OF HERIOT'S HOSPITAL IN THE 1690s 
(£ Scots) 

YEAR 
- 

CHARGE DISCHARGE BALANCE 
---------- 

1692-93 
-------------- 

58334 
----------------- 

54614 
------------ 

3719 

1693-94 27480 24921 2561 

1694-95 27807 22786 3021 

1695-96 32249 28990 3258 

1696-97 32031 27167 4864 

1697-98 33594 27507 6086 

1698-99 48070 32787 15283 

1699-00 48271 38826 9445 

Source: SRO RH4/152/2 George Heriots Hospital Trust 
Minutes 
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CONCLUSIONS 

Writing of seventeenth century England, Christopher Hill 

stated, '... in noting the very real constitutional, 

economic and intellectual advances, let us also remember 

how much of the lives of how many men and women is utterly 

unknown to us' (1). This study, of the major burgh of 

pre-Enlightenment Scotland, has attempted to identify at 

least some of these 'unknown' inhabitants. While the 

activities. of cowfeeders, poultrymen, horse hirers, 

porters, workmen, ale sellers and fruitwives may not have 

influenced the course of Edinburgh's political or 

religious development, they were a necessary part of the 

general social and economic structure of the community 

(and indeed any community), and thus the present study has 

attempted to give them a place, however, insignificant, in 

the life of the town. 

The survival of the Poll Tax, the basis for a major part 

of the study, afforded a unique opportunity to produce a 

comprehensive baseline analysis, against which other 

sources could be compared, and allowing an evaluation of 

the sources themselves, as well as of the community, or 

parts of the community, to which they referred. 

The main sections of this concluding chapter will 

therefore be concerned with: 

559 



A summary of the main conclusions reached from each of the 

themes studied. 

An estimate of the 'urbanness factor' for each of the 

parishes, derived from comparison of several parameters of 

urbanness analysed in detail in the study. 

An evaluation of, the sources used, together with some 

possible guidelines for similar studies of other 

communities for which Poll Tax and other records survive. 

Outline, of possible areas for development of the study, 

and for comparative analyses, with the ultimate aim of 

attempting to establishing a 'hierarchy of urbanness', to 

complement assessments of the relative political, 

religious or economic importance of, the burghs. 

GENERAL CONCLUSIONS 

Household and family structure 

The household information derived from the Poll Tax 

revealed that, while there were differences among the 

parishes in relation to household size, numbers of 

children, servants and lodgers, the average household was 

not the large, extended family group claimed by Sjoberg 

(2) to be typical of European households in the period. 

The reverse was in fact the case, with a general average 

of no more than three or four members in each household. 
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Even in the rich urban centre, with exceptions such as the 

28-person household listed by Viscount Tarbet, households 

were generally not large. For those households entered in 

the Poll Tax which were known to be complete, the average 

did not exceed six in any parish. The nuclear family with 

or without servants was the predominant family type; 

lodgers were commonest in the central areas, and resident 

kin were not a major feature, with no more than 2% of the 

population of any parish being in this category. The 

keeping of servants was evidently of considerable social 

significance, with even the poorest households in many 

cases listing a maidservant, who was often rewarded only 

with board and lodging. 

The sex ratio of the adult population was rather more 

biased towards females than might be expected in rural 

areas (76 males: 100 females for greater Edinburgh, 72: 100 

for inner 'Edinburgh, as compared with 93: 100 for West 

Kirk), and this was partly a reflection of the very large 

group of female domestic servants working in Edinburgh. 

The outlying, rurally-orientated parishes had sex ratios 

closer to parity than the inner, more urban areas. A 

recent analysis of urbanisation in early modern Scotland 

has highlighted the mobility into towns of female domestic 

labour, and this may be one reason for the altered sex 

ratio (3). 

In relation to parameters of urbanness, the inner areas 
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showed higher percentages of large households (over nine 

persons) and higher percentages of large sibling and 

servant groups. This is in agreement with the conclusions 

of Clark and Slack that 'there were unusually large 

households in the more prosperous urban parishes, 

providing a 'family' for apprentices and servants' (4), 

although their statement that 'lodgers and single- and 

two-person households were-common in the poorer parts of 

towns' (5) was not confirmed by'the present study, with 

regard to lodgers, who were shown in Edinburgh to be 

mainly congregated in the central areas of the town. The 

household, configurations of the various parishes showed a 

gradual shading inýurbanness from the central parishes, 

through the intermediate -communities, particularly 

Canongate, to the overtly rural West Kirk parish. 

Wealth, taxation and investment- 

It was apparent from the detailed analysis of tax 

liabilities that the higher level tax payers tended to be 

concentrated in the central parishes, which housed the 

highest numbers paying tax on over 10,000 merks of stock. 

The professionals, who were charged fixed sums, from £4 

for notaries and procurators, to £24'for advocates and 

doctors of medicine (at the upper end of the scale 

generally much larger than those charged on stated stock), 

also inhabited the central parishes, 'particularly New and 

Old Kirk. It was also shown that the social topography of 

the various parishes determined the proportions of parish 
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tax paid by the various broad social groups. For example, 

while the 'proportion of gentry households did not vary 

markedly from parish to parish, the proportion of parish 

taxation paid' by gentry households varied from 8.70% in 

New Kirk to 43.79% in West Kirk, the most rural of the 

eleven 'parishes. Similarly, the inner parishes had 

stronger groups liable for the middle levels of taxation - 

higher than the basic or craft rates, but below the 

'supertax' rates for' professionals and those with 10,000 

merks or more in stock. This middle group was poorly 

represented -"in the outlying parishes. Wealth as derived 

from taxation payments therefore showed, as did the 

household structural 'analysis, gradations from inner to 

outer, parishes, with Canongate again showing its 

intermediate status. 

An important feature of wealth was- its functional 

capacity, in a period before the development of an 

organised banking system. Consequently, several functions 

were ' examined, particularly those of. investment and 

moneylending. The large group of Edinburgh citizens who 

pledged money to the Darien Scheme, Bank of Scotland and 

Newmills Cloth Manufactory was seen to be composed, not 

only of merchants, ' but also of a substantial number of 

members'of the legal and medical professions, together 

with gentry, clergy and members of various crafts. Some 

of the crafts also invested corporately, as shown by an 

entry in the minute book of the incorporation of Canongate 
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cordiners, which recorded the decision made on 26th 

October 1696 by 27 masters to pledge £100 sterling to the 

Darien Scheme (6). Perhaps previous merchant-focussed 

economic analyses have drawn attention away from the 

activities of other groups, but in relation to the 

functions of wealth, merchants were by no means the only 

participants. The investors were found once again to be 

located in the centre of town, although in this instance 

South Leith, with its long history of overseas trading 

links, was moderately well represented, particularly in 

the Darien Scheme investors list. 

Moneylending was a major function of wealth which was 

carried out by inhabitants at all social levels, from 

advocates to servants, and was a source of much of the 

accrued wealth in the period. Evidence from testaments 

showed that the great majority of all debts owing to 

deceased persons resulted from money lent out at interest. 

Apparently manipulation of funds rather than residence in 

opulent households was the priority with many wealthy 

citizens. While Devine stated, in relation to merchants' 

trading activities, that 'virtually every will and 

testament of overseas merchants showed the popularity of 

lending out- surplus funds on personal or heritable bond' 

(7), the present analysis has amply demonstrated that 

wealth and its attendant functional capabilities were by 

no means restricted to merchants. 
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Occupational structure 

Central to the s-uctural analysis of any community is the 

enumeration and evaluation of the occupations followed by 

its inhabitants. For this purpose, a classification 

system was devised which allowed the inclusion of all 

occupations, without necessitating a large miscellaneous 

group, which is a meaningless designation. 

Type-of-activity and type-of-product analyses were carried 

out, and these both showed that the proportions of 

professionals and merchants were much higher in the 

central areas, again conforming to the urban-rural trends 

previously established. Manufacturing took place in all 

parishes, but was much more strongly represented in the 

outer areas, 'particularly Canongate and Greyfriars 

parishes. Some geographical bias was noted, with brewing 

concentrated in Greyfriars and tailoring in College Kirk, 

although thisýwas not a phenomenon unique to the later 

century. Perhaps of more interest, however, the apparent 

professional zoning of the legal profession, all of whom 

could have lived in any of the inner parishes, in easy 

walking distance of the court, but who were concentrated 

in New and Old Kirk parishes. While the tailors in 

College Kirk may have settled there because of the 

proximity to the port of Leith, there was apparently no 

physical reason why the legal profession should congregate 

in one area. Thus a more 'social zoning' may have been 

taking place among the upper professional classes. 
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Comparison of several sources from which occupations can 

be derived, such as stent and burial rolls and burgess 

registers, illustrated the problems associated with the 

use of sources with restricted population coverage, such 

as stent rolls, which only included those inhabitants 

liable for civic charges, although the composition of that 

group had become more varied by the end of the century. 

However, comparison of stent and burial rolls for mid- and 

late-seventeenth century indicated that the balance of 

occupations had changed relative to the professionals and 

merchants, with the professionals holding the balance at 

the end of the century, and outnumbering the merchants. 

This apparent change may- be partly due to the 

configurations of the tax rolls, but the fact that the 

pattern was confirmed by the more comprehensive burial 

register would tend to indicate that this was not a false 

impression due to inadequate source material. The 

recently produced Directory of Edinburgh in 1752 contains 

a 'Trade Directory' which lists the various occupational 

groups, and this indicates that the merchants had 

apparently regained their ascendancy by the middle of the 

eighteenth century, with 268 professionals as compared to 

397 merchants (8). However, these figures must be treated 

with a measure of caution, since, comparison of the Trade 

Directory with the 'A-Z' alphabetical list of inhabitants 

showed that 39 members of the legal profession appeared in 

the 'A-Z' list, who had not been entered in the Trade 

Directory section (9). Similarly, the 'Trade Directory 
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listed 397 merchants, 

Although it may be 

Directory Trade sec, 

the situation vis a 

the numerical lists 

completely reliable. 

while the A-Z section-contained 428. 

that the proportions involved in the 

tion are an accurate reflection of 

vis the merchants and professionals, 

must be regarded as less than 

Whatever the situation in the mid-eighteenth century, it 

is clear that during the period of the present study the 

balance had, albeit temporarily, changed in favour of the 

strengthening professions, and this was confirmed from 

several sources. While it was probably true of smaller 

urban communities that 'Scottish towns had, until well 

into the seventeenth century, a rather narrow range of 

occupations' (10), Scotland's principal urban centre had a 

very wide variety of occupations, with some 180 different 

pursuits listed by Poll Tax householders. Whyte's survey 

of the occupational structure of a group of burghs 

indicated that the 'luxury' occupations, such as 

goldsmiths and wigmakers were rarely-to be found outwith 

the major urban centres (11). 

Economic activities 

As well as the general occupational structure, the 

activities of several groups were assessed, in order to 

provide a fuller picture and a complementary perspective. 

Although merchants and their trading organisation have 

been widely reported elsewhere (12), their activities in 
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relation to overseas trade and investment were highlighted 

here, and an estimate of the actual size of the merchant 

community made. As expected, the more active merchants 

inhabited the inner parishes, while the establishment of 

the Merchant Company in 1681 led to an increasing degree 

of institutionalisation of the merchants' activities, in 

contrast to the historical institutionalisation of their 

ancient privileges under the auspices of the Merchant 

Guild. The number of merchants present in Edinburgh in 

the closing decades of the seventeenth century was 

estimated to be between 550 and 600, and the evidence of 

their activities tends to confirm Devine's view that in 

the late seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries 'there 

does seem to be sufficient evidence to suggest significant 

changes in the institutional framework of mercantile 

activity' (13). 

Shopkeeping has been shown to be a growing part of 

economic life, with a number of retail premises in the 

central area, and the economic activities of women were 

apparently influential in many areas. Women were among 

the founder members of the Merchant Company, and were seen 

to be participating in trading and shopkeeping in their 

own right, as demonstrated from import records and private 

business papers, as well as fulfilling more menial roles 

as domestic servants and ale sellers. 

The burgess community was apparently somewhat smaller than 
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previously estimated, with varying proportions of 

burgesses in the different trades and crafts, and some 

interesting conclusions were derived from evidence 

relating to the patterns of registration, or apparent 

non-registration, of apprentices. It appears that there 

was a fairly fluid community of apprentices, with a 

considerable amount of 'topping up' with apprentices not 

formally registered, but registered with the individual 

craft concerned. This activity was apparently more common 

in some trades than others, and helps to explain the 

similarities in totals of apprentices in Poll Tax and 

apprentice register, although the composition of these 

totals was rather different. 

It has been stated that 'urban society was, especially in 

the larger towns, gradually developing a complex middling 

sort, partly dependent on the old guild structure but 

also, particularly in the service sector, quite unrelated 

to it' (14). The evidence from the various sources 

analysed here confirms that this was indeed the case, with 

the status and attendant economic potential of the 

middling sort being open to a much wider variety of 

occupational groups than would be the case in smaller 

burghs or more rural communities. The parishes of greater 

Edinburgh provided examples of a range of urban 

configurations, in a small geographic area, and 

demonstrated that groups such as the middling sort were 

present in much greater strength in the inner areas. 
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As a group, the professions appear to have taken a pivotal 

role in the economic and social structure of late 

seventeenth century Edinburgh. The legal and medical 

professions were particularly strong, once again in the 

central areas, with consultations and services for the 

outlying parishes apparently being supplied therefrom. A 

large number of redundant clergy were resident in 

Edinburgh, as a result of the revolution of 1689-90, which 

meant that many had been ejected from their livings both 

before and after 1690 for refusing to publicly pray for 

William and Mary. This may give a false impression of the 

importance of the professional group as a whole, but even 

without the ministers, the other professions were well 

represented, and occupational assessments which do not 

include professionals as a group in their own right cannot 

adequately illustrate the complex occupational structure 

of large towns. 

The poor 

Finally, assessment of the poor community has estimated 

that at least one-quarter of the population suffered some 

sort of deprivation, while the lists of official weekly 

and quarterly pensioners grew steadily during the 'ill 

years' of the 1690s. The trades provided for their own 

indigent members, while further help was given in the form 

of residential hospitals and schools. The poor were a 

large body and continually occupied the energies of the 
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Kirk Sessions, who were responsible for their care and 

sustenance. 

URBANNESS FACTOR 

The foregoing chapters have analysed in detail several 

aspects of the urban community, and several parameters of 

urbanness have been assessed. The main indicators of 

urbanness as opposed to a more rural orientation are:. 

High proportion of large households (over nine persons) 

High proportion of 'supertax' payers 

High proportion of investors resident in parish 

High proportion of professional occupations 

High proportion of merchants 

Large middling sort group 

All of the above, except perhaps the investors category, 

may be applied to most large urban centres which contain 

internal divisions into parishes or districts. 

The eleven parishes of greater Edinburgh have been ranked 

according to each of the above parameters, and the results 

are displayed in Table C. 1, It is immediately apparent 

that the higher rankings were in the central area. The 

rankings for the various indicators have been totalled to 

provide an 'urbanness factor' for each parish, and this 

ranged from a figure of 10 for New Kirk, to 61 for North 

Leith. The final rank of urbanness was therefore obtained 
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by' ranking the parishes from the lowest, New Kirk, as the 

most urban, to the highest, North Leith, closely followed 

by West Kirk, as the least urban. This confirms the 

distinct shading of urbanness from centre to outskirts, 

and the consistency of the rankings, bearing in mind the 

constricted geography of Edinburgh, confirms the 

indicators of urbanness. Figure C. 1 shows'the rankings 

three-dimensionally, and the pictorial evidence amply 

illustrates the conclusions reached by the study. Figure 

C. 2 indicates the final ranks geographically, and 

illustrates the differences between neighbouring parishes, 

for example between New 'Kirk, in first position, and 

College, ranked sixth. Perhaps most striking of all IS 

the 'relationship between Tron and Lady Yester parishes, 

which for much of the century had been a single parish. 

Tron' had a 'central' urbanness factor of 24, and Lady 

Yester an intermediate factor of 44. The reasons for this 

contrast are not clear, ' as the two parishes' had only 

recently been separated, but it may be that even within 

individual 'rich' parishes, there were areas with 

different degrees of urbanness. 

While it may be claimed that too much is being made of 

these apparently complex differences in parish structure 

within the small area of Edinburgh, it is the'very 

compactness of this area-which would indicate the social 

and economic significance of such consistent differences. 

It would therefore be most instructive to compare these 
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patterns with other large urban centres where suitable 

sources were available. 

EVALUATION OF SOURCES AND POSSIBLE GUIDELINES FOR SIMILAR 

STUDIES 

Although the major part of this study has centred on the 

Poll Tax, a wide variety of other sources has been used in 

order to add further dimensions and perspectives. 

However, most of the available sources are incomplete or 

restricted in scope, and therefore the records themselves 

must be assessed if the conclusions-derived from them are 

to have credibility. Thus, in terms of the present, and 

possible future studies of other Scottish towns, some 

statement on the degree of reliability or usefulness of 

the various sources is necessary. 

The most comprehensive source of all, the Poll Tax, is 

unique in its provision of details on individual household 

members, and must therefore provide the baseline, and 

indeed the only reliable general source for household 

structural analysis, although estimates of numbers of 

households are possible from-other sources. Should Poll 

Tax lists , survive with a- reasonable degree of 

completeness, they should form the basis for the study of 

any town. In relation to numbers of households, Hearth 

Tax rolls should in theory provide the most reliable 

source, as all households, including the poor, should be 
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included. Annuity rolls provide a further, fairly 

reliable, estimate of household numbers for Edinburgh, as 

they also included the poor. For later periods, 

examination rolls, such as that for Arbroath in 1752, 

provide useful information on numbers of households (15). 

For analysis of wealth, again the Poll Tax forms the 

basis, as details of the amounts of tax paid for all 

household members are included. Hearth Tax lists provide 

information on numbers of hearths, but this is difficult 

to extrapolate directly to wealth, since it'was shown that 

wealth did not routinely mean large dwelling houses. 

Stent rolls and other local taxation rolls indicate valued 

rentals of property, but these are much more restricted in 

scope than Poll and Hearth Tax lists, and therefore can 

only give details of the household rentals of taxpayers, 

as opposed to the whole community. Also, particularly in 

Edinburgh, wealth and household size were not generally 

correlated. To complement the numerical assessment, 

additional information on wealth may be gained from 

examination of testaments, but only insofar as they 

provide an impression of the range of wealth and its 

functions, as their limited population coverage renders 

them of limited value in estimating numbers of 

householders or individuals in any particular wealth 

category. Testaments also provide details of the 

prevalence of the wide-ranging activity of moneylending. 

If available, investment lists also indicate which members 
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of a particular community are able and willing to 

speculate their capital in risky financial ventures. 

occupational distribution is also well served by the Poll 

Tax records, which, at least in the case of Edinburgh, 

only rarely omit to record the occupation of the 

householder and any lodgers, although the secondary 

occupations of wives and female domestic servants are not 

given. The Edinburgh Hearth Tax, and the various 'annuity 

rolls consulted disappointingly frequently do not a 

indicate occupation (which the clerks were'not obliged to 

do), so that conclusions drawn from these sources must be 

viewed with caution. For analysis of the occupations of 

specific groups, stent rolls, burgess rolls and apprentice 

registers are fruitful, although only in relation to 

stentpayers, burgesses and apprentices, not the general 

population. 

A further source, which proved useful in the present study 

is burial registers. These, by their very nature should 

provide comprehensive occupational coverage, as the 

occupation of a father is usually noted in relation to the 

burial of a wife or child, thus giving a fairly reliable 

distribution over the whole population over a specific 

time period (although, for reasons of mobility, female 

domestic servants are probably not adequately reflected in 

this source). Complementary details on occupation are 

available also from testaments, trade records and business 
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papers, but these all give qualitative rather than 

quantitative information. 

The stumbling block to most comprehensive socio-economic 

analyses is the poor, who are largely undocumented in 

quantitative terms. The most. productive means of 

evaluating their social and economic position is by 

assessment of the means and cost of their sustenance, 

using Kirk Session, trade and charity records, although a 

fairly reliable estimate of the numbers for inner 

Edinburgh has been made from annuity rolls. Hearth Taxes 

were supposed to list all hearths on charity, but 

apparently were deficient in this regard. Approximate 

numerical assessment may also be gained from examination 

of annuity rolls, but again this relates to household 

numbers, not numbers of inhabitants. 

To summarise, when assessment of the social and economic 

structure of any community is made, care must be taken to 

distinguish between qualitative and quantitative sources, 

so that numerical estimates of numbers in any particular 

socal or economic group are made, as far as possible, 

from quantitative sources, and additional information of a 

complementary, or qualitative nature is derived from 

sources which provide detail rather than quantity. 

Providing care is taken to define sources and use them in 

the correct way, a combination of quantitative and 

qualitative evidence will provide the most comprehensive 
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overall view. When possible, entire populations or 

groups, rather than random or alphabetical samples should 

be used, as this helps to obviate the need for complex 

statistical analysis. Appendix 16 lists the various 

sources available for the study of 'Edinburgh, some of 

which may be applied to other towns, and divides them into 

quantitative and qualitative sources, with an indication 

of their usefulness in the assessment of whole communities 

and their social and economic composition, as a rough 

guide to the best types of sources for the various themes 

examined. 

Family reconstruction, as a further dimension, indicating 

social mobility and kin relationships over periods of 

time, is a useful adjunct to examinations of whole 

communities, but necessitates the survival of suitable 

runs of parish registers. This technique is not easily 

applicable to larger Scottish towns (16), but may enhance 

assessments of small burghs or rural communities. 

POSSIBLE PROBLEMS WITH THE APPROACH USED IN THE STUDY. 

AND AREAS FOR FURTHER DEVELOPMENT 

Although care has been taken to allow for deficiencies in 

records, and to avoid over-rigorous compartmentalisation 

in any particular area, it may be argued that, in relation 

for example to occupation, any classification system is 

too rigid to allow for ambiguities, and anomalies in the 

seventeenth-century records (17). '" However, the 
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construction of an occupational classification which 

obviates the need for an amorphous miscellaneous class 

helps to counterbalance this argument. The combination of 

the type-of - activity and type-of -product analyses has 

allowed for a comprehensive view of structure and function 

to be made. The occupational category of 'manufacturing 

and processing', as opposed to 'craft', affords a more 

meaningful assessment, and the domestic servants have been 

incorporated here, while they are unaccounted for in most 

assessments. Also, while a few households may have been 

classed differently for the purposes of household, wealth 

or occupational analysis, it was felt that a more flexible 

system would provide the most useful results. 

Numerical assessments of populations are fraught with 

difficulty, particularly when incomplete sources must be 

used. However, as many sources as possible have been 

combined, and emphasis has been placed on proportions of 

various social and economic groups, rather than stressing 

absolute numbers. The finite numbers in some groups may 

be open to dispute, but conclusions on the overall 

proportions and inter-occupational and inter-social group 

balances would seem to be justified. It is impossible to 

arrive at a system which provides a totally reliable 

numerical estimate, but the approach used here of 

combining quantitative and qualitative assessment may be 

the optimum solution in relation to examination of 

communities before formal censuses began to be made at the 
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end of the eighteenth century. The various sources used 

in this study give the impression of a maximum population 

of not more than around 36,000-40,000. This seems 

markedly at variance with a recent figure of 50,000 given 

by Whyte, whose figure was derived from the application of 

a mathematical formula to the number of paid hearths 

listed in the 1691 Hearth Tax records (18). However, the 

difficulty with this method is that the totals of hearths 

included a substantial number of commercial premises. 

Also, the multiplier of 4.5 is probably too high. For the 

present study the number of households listed in the 

Hearth Tax was around 9000 (see Chapter 2), and, even with 

the multiplier of 4.5, provides a total of 40,500. 

However, the Poll Tax average household for greater 

Edinburgh was 3.7, and allowing a figure of 4 to 

compensate for omitted children, the total becomes 36,000, 

which is more in keeping with estimates derived from other 

sources. The estimation of urban populations is a topic 

which will continue to generate debate, and no figure can 

be assumed to be completely reliable, but the general 

impression is that Edinburgh was perhaps not quite so 

populous as previously assumed. 

In relation to the parameters of urbanness, it has been 

stated that 'what is and what is not urban is moreover 

incapable of being determined with any great statistical 

accuracy at any one time... owing to the wide variety in 

census conventions and local conditions, which also makes 
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the application of standard criteria even within the same 

community, over a long period of time, somewhat suspect' 

(19). However, the fact that the present study has 

concentrated on a short time span, the 1690s, and all the 

sources used were related specifically, to that period, 

helps to negate these difficulties. Also, it is Lynch's 

view that 'historians have perhaps become over-conscious 

of the pitfalls and deficiencies in using the evidence of 

tax or stent rolls' (20). Provided these sources are used 

carefully, much useful information may be acquired. 

A further criticism which may be levelled against the 

present study is that many comparisons have been made with 

English towns rather than Scottish burghs. This is 

principally because no comparable studies on Scottish 

towns have as yet been undertaken. Poll Tax records have 

previously been used to study merchant activity (21) and 

the comparative occupational structures of a group of 

Scottish burghs (22), but no detailed assessments of 

individual towns have been made. In a recent article, 

Whyte has emphasised the need to study the smaller 

Scottish towns in order to assess general degrees of 

urbanisation in Scotland in the early modern period (23). 

Also, it was necessary* to make some comparisons with 

London, as the two urban centres, though vastly different 

in physical scale, nevertheless performed similar 

functions, and apparently had fairly similar general 

social and economic structures. 

580 



One area of the study which might benefit from more 

detailed treatment using other sources is the professions 

and their socio-economic influences, during the late 

seventeenth century and perhaps also the eighteenth. The 

Poll Tax list contained a large number of practitioners in 

the legal and medical professions, and further assessment 

of these groups would be fruitful. Ideally, comparative 

assessment over a period of time would indicate whether or 

not the economic force of the professions as a community 

continued, or whether, as Gilhooley would indicate, the 

merchants eventually regained the upper hand. 

Implications for the study of other Scottish burghs 

Using the suggested guidelines as to the usefulness of 

various types of source material, it should be possible to 

carry out similarly detailed socio-economic examinations 

of other larger, and, where possible, smaller, Scottish 

towns. Although the various criteria of urbanness may not 

be appropriate to very small towns, it would be 

instructive to try to provide comparisons between larger 

towns, particularly between Edinburgh and Glasgow in this 

period, to provide a complete socio-economic comparison, 

not just an account of merchants or craftsmen. 

Unfortunately, however, comprehensive Poll Tax records for 

Glasgow have not survived. It has been stated that 'the 

characteristics of Glasgow ... need to be viewed as part 

of the wider question of the striking variations amongst 
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larger towns in their social and economic structures... ' 

(24), and it would be valuable to be able to ascertain 

whether Glasgow was less urban than Edinburgh in relation 

to these various parameters at the end of the seventeenth 

century. Detailed comparisons with Aberdeen, and perhaps 

with comparable English towns might usefully provide 

indicators of degrees of urbanness which could then be 

related to longer time'-scale comparisons of economic 

advance or decline. 

CONCLUSION 

Edinburgh in the late seventeenth century was crowded, 

diverse and fascinating. Compressed by geographical 

constraints into a very small area, nevertheless her 

social and economic make-up was complex, in line with the 

many functions performed by the capital in relation to 

local, national and international politics and trade. The 

existence of the Poll Tax has provided a unique 

opportunity to evaluate the community as a whole, and the 

various themes examined have provided an impression of a 

multi-faceted society. Many occupations were followed, 

from advocate to workman, and many levels of wealth were 

achieved. A fairly large number of individuals, in a 

variety of occupational groups were able to acquire at 

least some of the trappings of middle-rank wealth. 

Although the study has been related mainly to a 

comprehensive analysis of the socio-economic structure, 
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and not the political structure or activities of 

Edinburgh, some connections may be made with ongoing local 

and national events. For example, although the proportion 

of the population engaged in manufacture was relatively 

constant in comparison to earlier in the century, the 

'luxury' trades such as glove-making and wigmaking were 

flourishing in line with current modes of fashion. The 

political and religious tensions of the 1690s must have 

been heightened in the capital by the influx into it of 

many episcopalian clergy who had been ejected from their 

livings. Most of Edinburgh's own ministers were also 

deposed, causing the Town Council considerable problems, 

as episcopalian conventicles sprang up, an ironic contrast 

to the presbyterian house conventicles that had emerged in 

the 1670s and 1680s (25). The minutes of 2 April 1691 

record that 'severall ministers depryved in the town have 

presumed to preach and exercise their ministerial 

function' (26), and proclaimed that they should be 

'strictly and peremptorily discharged' until they 

'obtemper the foresaid Act of Parliament'. 

The apparent reduction in numbers of active trading 

merchants may also be related to international events, as 

the war with France restricted free trading activities, 

not the least of the problems being attack from French 

privateers. Also, the lives of the general population 

were hampered by the forced quartering of English and 

Dutch troops en route for Ireland in 1690. Thus, while 

583 



the primary intent of the compilers of the various sources 

used here was not to convey information on political or 

other events, some links with the events and trends of the 

1690s may be made. 

Although there were many levels of socio-economic 'status' 

to be found within the tightly packed tenements of 

Edinburgh, the modern idiom of social 'class' is not 

usefully applied here. Seventeenth-century Edinburgh 

citizens, although having some potential to improve their 

social standing, appreciated their 'station' relative to 

other social groups. While there were several levels of 

household, occupation and activities related to wealth, it 

is doubtful whether any of the inhabitants of the capital 

would have considered the more sociological notions of 

class distinction. They were separated by tradition and 

practice, but nonetheless Edinburgh was, however crowded 

and insanitary, a multi-faceted and surprisingly complex 

town. 
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NOTES - CONCLUSIONS 

1. Hill, C., The Century of Revolution, 1603-1714 
(London, 1961), 266. 

2. Sjoberg, G., 'The nature of the pre-industrial city', 
45, refers to the extended household as the 
'functional social unit'. He does, however, admit 
that this sort of establishment is, for economic 
reasons, less common in the lower social groups. 

3. Whyte, I. D., 'Urbanization in early-modern Scotland: a 
preliminary analysis', Scottish Economic and Social 
History, ix (1989), 33, states that the mobility of 
apprentices and servants 'would have tended to create 
an imbalance between urban and rural population 
replacement levels'. 

4. Clark and Slack, English Towns in Transition, 14. 

5. Ibid, 14. 

6. SRO GD1/14/1 Minute Book of the Canongate Cordiners, 
1583-1773,26 October 1696. 

7. Devine, 'Merchant class', 106. 

8. Gilhooley, Directory of Edinburgh., 85-101. 

9. Ibid, 3-56. 

10. Lynch, 'Continuity and change', 111. 

11. Whyte, 'Occupational structure', 237, Table 10.4. 
(Totals given here included apprentices, who were 
dealt with separately in the present study) 

12. See, for example, Brown, 'Mercantile princes'; Devine, 
'Merchant class'; Smout, Scottish Trade on the Eve of 
Union. 

13. Devine, 'Merchant class', 96. 

14. Lynch, 'Continuity and change', 88. 

15. The Examination Roll of Arbroath 1752. Town Duty Roll, 
1753, ed. F. Davidson (SRS, 1987). 

16. Flinn, ed., Scottish Population History, 45-51, 
discusses the problems of the incomplete and 
fragmentary nature of many Scottish parish registers. 
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17. Patten states that 'the acceptance of any occupational 
classification at face value carries with it the 
possibility of mis-classification or distortion'. 
Patten, J., 'Urban occupations in pre-industrial 
England', 306. 

18. Whyte, 'Urbanization in early-modern Scotland', 
24, Table 2. 

19. Dyos, H., Exploring the Urban Past: Essays in Urban 
History (Cambridge, 1982), 32. 

20. Lynch, 'Whatever happened'. 10. 

21. Devine, 'Merchant class'. 

22. Whyte, 'Occupational structure'. 

23. Whyte, 'Urbanization in early-modern Scotland', 34, 
states 'we also need to know more about functional 
specialization in the small towns and how they were 
integrated into the urban system'. 

24. Lynch, 'Continuity and change', 91. 

25. Cowan, I. B., The Scottish Covenanters 1660-1688 
(London, 1976). 83, states 'the number of house 
conventicles certainly increased after the issue of 
the Indulgences and by 1674 constituted a serious 
rival to the services of the established church in 
many quarters'. 

26. Edin Recs 2 April 1691. 
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TABLE C. 1 

RANKING OF PARISHES 

PARAMETERS OF URBANNESS 

RANK 

House Tax Inv Mert Prof Middle Factor 
---- 

Rank 
---- ---- 

Col 
-------- 

5 
----- 

5 
----- 

6 
------- 

6 
------- 

7 
-------- 

6 
---- 

35 6 

GF 5 6 4 2 5 4 26 5 

LY 8 7 8 7 6 8 44 7 

NK 1 1 2 4 1 1 10 1 

OK 2 2 1 3 3 3 14 2 

TB 3 4 3 1 2 2 15 3 

TR 4 3 5 5 4 5 24 4 

WK 9 9 10 10 10 10 58 10 

CG 7 7 8 8 8 7 45 8 

NL 11 11 11 9 8 11 61 11 

SL 9 9 7 11 10 9 55 9 

Rank for each parameter derived from percentage of 
households in each group by parish (as detailed in 
chapters on respective topics) i. e. the highest percentage 
of each parameter gives a rank of 1 for that parish, and 
the lowest a rank of 11. 

'Urbanness factor' derived from the sum of ranking values. 

Final rank derived from urbanness factor - i. e. the lowest 
figure (New Kirk) indicating the highest degree of 
urbanness. 

House - percentage of households of 13+ in parish 
Tax - percentage of households in highest tax class 
Inv - percentage of householders who were investors 
Mert - percentage of householders who were merchants 
Prof - percentage of professional households in parish 
Middle - percentage of middling sort households in parish 
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APPENDIX 1 

MODIFIED 'CAMBRIDGE' FAMILY STRUCTURE 
(based on family 'core') 

1. Solitaries 

Al widowed - no servants 
A2 widowed - with servants 
A3 unspecified single - no servants 
A4 unspecified single - with servants 

2. 

3. 

4. 

S. 

No family 

B1 co-resident 
B2 co-resident 
B3 co-resident 
B4 co-resident 
B5 persons not 
B6 persons not 

Simple family 

siblings 
siblings 
relatives 
relatives 
related - 
related - 

no servants 
with servants 

- no servants 
- with servants 
with servants 
no servants 

C1 married couples - with servants 
C2 married couples - no servants 
C3 married couples - with children and 
C4 married couples - with children, no 
C5 single householder - with children 
C6 single householder - with children, 

Extended 

Dl extended 
D2 extended 
D3 extended 
D4 extended 
D5 extended 
D6 extended 

Multiple 

upwards - with servants 
upwards - no servants 
downwards - with servants 
downwards - no servants 
laterally - with servants 
laterally - no servants 

servants 
servants 

and servants 
no servants 

El secondary units upwards - with servants 
E2 secondary units upwards - no servants 
E3 secondary units downwards - with servants 
E4 secondary units downwards - no servants 
E5 secondary units laterally - with servants 
E6 secondary units laterally - no servants 
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APPENDIX 2 

POLL TAX 1693-4 

SCHEDULE OF PAYMENTS 

Tax to be ingathered to pay for arrears due to the 
country and army 'in such a manner that all officers, 
regiments & troops may be first brought up to ane equal 
foot and thereafter compleated" (1). 

'All persones of whatever age sex or quality shall be 
subject and lyable to the pole of 6s Scots per head. 
Except poor persons who live on charity and the children 
under the age of sixteen years and in Familia of all those 
persons whose poll is one pound ten shillings Scotts or 
under the same' (2). 

TAX CATEGORIES AND RATES: 

Basic rate: 6s 

Trade: 12s 

Servants: 20th part of fee 
including 6s 
general poll 

Tenants: 1 merk for each 100 
merks of 
masters valued rent 

Persons with stock of: 

100-500 merks: 13/4d (1 merk) 
500 merks: £1 lOs 
501-4999 merks: £2 10s 
5000 - 9999 merks: £4 
10,000 merks and over: £10 

Gentlemen 
(if not otherwise classified): £3 

Heretors £50-£200: £4 
£200-£500: £9 
£500-£9999: £12 

Heretors at £1000 and over, 
+ knights, Baronets: £24 (£3 for children) 

Lords: £40 
Viscounts: £50 
Earls: £60 
Marquises: £80 
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APPENDIX 2 (Contd) 

Dukes: 

Eldest sons of noblemen: 
Youger sons of noblemen: 
Daughters of noblemen: 

£100 

according to rank 
£24 
1/3 of poll paid by eldest 
brother 

Widows: 

Unmarried and forisfamiliat 
gentlemen: 

Notaries, procurators before 
inferior courts, 
Messengers at arms: 

Writers, not to the Signet, 
Agents, 
Clerks of inferior courts, 
Macers: 

1/3 of husband's poll from 
£1 1Os+, except for 
Heiresses 'who will be 

subject to the same pole 
their predecessor would 
have been'. 

1/3 of eldest brother's 
poll 

£4 

£6 

Writers to the Signet, 
Clerks to sovereign courts, 
Advocates, 
Sheriffs and deputes, 
Commissaries and deputes, 
Doctors of Physic: £24 

Ministers with benefices 
or stipends: £12 

Army officers: 1 day's pay 

'All persons, though they be polled in different 
capacities are to be polled at the greatest rate' 

CHANGES TO THE REGULATIONS IN 1695 (2) 

Servants: 1/40th of yearly fee 

Seamen: 

Army officers: 

Surgeons and Apothecaries: 

12s 

2 days' pay 

£24 
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APPENDIX 2 (Contd) 

CHANGES TO THE REGULATIONS IN 1698 (3) 

No charge for stock under 1000 merks 

1000-4999 merks: £2 10s 
5000-9999 merks: £4 
10,000-19,999 merks: £10 
20,000-29,999 merks: £15 
30,000+ merks: £12 

Writers to the Signet, 
Clerks to sovereign courts, 
Advocates, 
Sheriffs and deputes, 
Commissaries, 
Surgeons and apothecaries, 
Doctors of physic: £12 

REFERENCES 

(1) APS ix, 266. 
(2) APS ix, 381. 
(3) APS x, 152. 
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KEY TO APPENDIX 3 

Column headings refer to: 

1. Name 
2. Parish of residence where known 
3. Occupation 
4. Date and means of acquisition of burgess-ship: 

F- father 
W- wife 
G- gratis 

5. Number of persons in household 
6. Number of hearths in house 
7. Poll Tax sum paid by head of household 
8. Gross estate as recorded in testament 
9. Sum (£ sterling) subsribed in Darien Scheme. 

10. Sum (£ Scots) pledged to Bank of Scotland. 
11. Sum (£ sterling) invested in Newmills 

Cloth Manufactory 
12. Number of occasions served on Town council - in all 

capacities i. e. water bailie, craft councillor etc 
from 1689-1718 

13. Value of household inventory as stated in testament. 

SOURCES 

Poll Tax 
Hearth Tax 
Edin Tests 
Edin Tests 
BOS Subscribers list 1696 
Edin Recs 
The Darien Papers 1695-1700, ed. J. H. Burton (Bannatyne 
Club, 1849). 
Presbyteries and Profits: Calvinism and the development of 
capitalism in Scotland 1560-1700 G. Marshall. Oxford, 
1981,154-155. 
Wood, M., 'Edinburgh Poll Tax Returns', BOEC, xxv (1945). 
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APPENDIX A 

OCCUPATIONS - POLL TAX 

OCCUPATION PARISH 

CO GF ' LY NK OK TB TR WK CG NL SL TOTAL 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 
ADVOCATE 7-- 12 3851--- 36 

ALESELLER ---31-4-3-- 
11 

APOTHECARY 31-5423---1 19 

APPRENTICE 118 77 15 73 115 81 57 49 95 17 35 732 

ARCHBISHOP ----1------1 
ARITHMETICIAN ---1-------1 
ARMOURER 4---1------5 
ASSAY MASTER ------1----1 
BAKER 4 10 267 10 95 21 68 Be 

BARBER 11--12-1 11 -- 17 

BEADLE -----1-1-114 
BELLMAKER ----------11 
BELTMAKER ----------11 
BISHOP ----1-1 -' ---2 
BLACKSMITH --------11-2 
BLOCKMAKER ----------11 
BONNETMAKER ------- 

1' 2--3 

BOOKBINDER -1--211----5 
BOOKSELLER ----11-----2 
BOWYER 3------1---4 
BREWER 1 17 9-12- 11 9- 10 60 

BUTTERWIFE -----2-----2 
BUTTONMAKER 1----------1 
CALICO GLAZER ----------11 
CANDLEMAKER 361-1.2 1-2-- 16 

CAPMAKER ----------33 
CARTER -----1-4-- 

12 17 

CHAPMAN 11-1--31--18 
CHEESEMONGER -----I-----1 
CLERK 53-1423-112 22 

CLOCKMAKER ---1-------1 
COACHMAN 1------13--5 
COBBLER 143-2-5-31- 19 

COFFEE HOUSE --1-1-----2 
COMBMAKER ----------33 
COMMISSARY 11--1-2----5 
CONFECTIONER 1----------1 
COOK 31--1--11--7 
COOPER -3-- '1 -1 10 -1 19 35 

COPPERSMITH 13---4--3-- 11 

CORDINER 19 711434 45 29 3 40 156 

CORK CUTTER ------1----1 
COTTAR ------- 435 -1 37 473 

COUNCIL POST ---1-3-----4 
COWFEEDER --1----23-28 
CRAMER ---23------5 
CURRIER sý ------3---7 
CUTLER 1---1---1--3 
DR DIVINITY ----1------1 
DR MEDICINE 43-663 11 ---- 33 
DRAWER 1----------1 
DYER 55--11-1213 19 
EMBROIDERER 1-1--------2 
ENGRAVER ------1----1 
EXECUTIONER -----1-----1 
EXTRACTOR -211-2-----6 
FACTOR ------1----1 
FELTMAKER 7-11--3-9-2 23 
FENCING MASTER ---1--3----4 
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APPENDIX 4 (Contd) 

CO 
-------------------- 

GF 
------ 

LY 
------ 

NK 
------ 

OK 
----- 

TB 
------ 

TR 
- 

WK CG 
_NL __ _ 

SL 
_ 

TOTAL 

FISHERMAN - - - - - - - - - 11 - 11 

FLESHER 3 7 - 3 2 2 4 2 2 1 4 30 
FLETCHER 4 1 - - - - - - - - - 5 
FOOTMAN - - - - - 2 - - - - - 2 
FRUITWIFE - - - - 1 - 1 - - - - 2 

GARDENER 4 4 2 1 1 - 1 25 7 1 12 58 

GENTRY/TITLED 35 25 19 24 31 32 41 76 26 - 23 332 
GLAZIER 2 2 - - - 3 - 2 - - 11 
CLOVER 2 1 5 4 1 1 5 - - - - 19 
GOLDSMITH - 4 - 6 7 1 - - - - - 18 
GUNSMITH 1 - 8 - - - 1 - 11 - 2 23 
HAMMERMAN I - - - - - - - 5 - - 6 
HATMAKER - - - - - - - - 1 - - 1 
HEELMAKER - - - - - - - - - - 1 1 
HERALD - - - - - - 1 - - - - 1 
HERD - - - - - - - 2 - - - 2 
HORSE HIRER 3 1 - - - 1 - - 1 - 1 7 
HOY BOY - - - - - - - 3 - - - 3 
JANITOR - 1 - - - - - - - - - 1 
JEWELLER - - - 1 - - - - 2 - - 3 
KEEPER OF " 1 2 - - 3 - - 2 - - - 8 
CIVIC PROPERTY 
KEEPER OF - - - - - 1 - - - - - 1 
MORTCLOTH 
KEEPER OF - - - - - 1 - - - - - 1 
SIGNET 
LACE MAKER - - - - - - 1 - - - - 1 
LOAD CALLER - - - - - - - - - - 3 3 

LOCKMAKER - 1 - - - - - - - - - 1 

MACER 1 - - - - 2 - - - - - 3 

KALTMAN - 3 - - - - - - - 4 23 30 
MASON 8 9 1 1 7 1 10 - 4 2 5 48 
MASTER OF - - - - - - 1 - - - 1 
REVELS 
MEALMAKER - - - - 1 - "- - - - 1 
MERCHANT 31 77 9 56 66 68 45 7 7 1 5 372 
MESSENGER - 4 2 5 8 1 1 - 1 - - 22 
MIDWIFE 1 - - - - - - - - " - 1 
MILLER - - - - - - - 1 - - 4 5 

MINISTER 4 7 14 4 8 9 23 4 5 2 2 82 
MIRROR MAKER - - - - 1 - - - - - - 1 
MUSICIAN 1 1 - - 1 - 3 - - - - 6 
NOTARY 5 8 - 9 5 3 3 - 3 - 2 38 
PAINTER 5 - - - - 1 2 - - - - 8 
PERFUMER - - 1 - 1 - - - - - - 2 
PEWTERER 5 6 - 1 - 2 - - 1 - 1 16 
PINMAKER - - - - - - - - - - 1 1 
PIPEMAKER - - - - - - - - - - ti 4 
PLASTERER - - - - - - 2 - 1 - - 3 
POULTRYMAN - 3 1 - - 3 - - - - - 7 
PRECENTOR - - - - - 1 - - - - - 1 
PRINTER - 1 2 1 2 - -" - - - - 6 
PROCURATOR 1 5 - 3 4 - - 1 1 - - 15 
PURSUIVANT - - - - 1 - 1 - - - - 2 
OUAICH MAKER - - - - 1 - - - - - - 1 
RAZOR MAKER - 1 - - - - - - - - - 1 
READER - - - - - - - 1 - - - 1 
REGENT - 2 - 1 1 - - 1 - - - 5 
RIBBON WEAVER - - - - - - - - - 1 - 1 
ROPEMAKER - - - - - - - - - 1 - 1 
SADDLER 8 2 1 1 - 3 - - 4 - - 19 
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APPENDIX 4 (Contd) 

CO GF LY NK OK TB TR WK CG NL SL TOTAL 

SCHOOLMASTER 1212322-2-3 18 
SCHOOLMISTRESS 21--22-----7 
SEAMAN ----11--- 19 22 43 
SEAMSTRESS ----2------2 
SECY OF WAR ------1----1 
SCOJ ---1-1-----2 
SERVANTS 371 382 119 313 563 390 423 223 225 50 217 3276 
(FEMALE) 
SERVANTS 96 139 32 102 165 109 130 173 73 8 57 1084 
(MALE) 
SERVANTS 9 12 10 3 24 14 19 4 11 3 17 126 
(NON-DOMESTIC) 
SERVANTS 13 39 53 67 9 11 62 9 10 32 97 402 
(OTHER) 
SHERIFF 1----1--1--3 
SHERIFF OFFICER -2--3---1--6 
SHOPKEEPER 1211463-221 23 
SILK DYER ------1----1 
SILK WEAVER 1-12-11----6 
SKINNER 43-55 20 ----- 37 
SKIPPER ---------3 10 13 
SLATER -1321-3-2-3 15 
SMITH 4-1-528 13 23 22 60 
SOAP BOILER ----------33 
SOLDIER 10 2-65- 11 1576 53 
STABLER 8 22 21-6--62- 47 
STATIONER --112------4 
STOCKINGWEAVER 1------1---2 
STUDENT 1-11-23--1-9 
SURGEON 62623211--- 23 
SURVEYOR 11--1-1 -_ ---4 
TAILOR 74 24 17 15 29 10", 33 41 41 7 20 311 
TANNER 15-111-61-- 16 

TEACHER 1-----1 
TEACHER OF ----1------1 
BOOK KEEPING 
TENANT ------- 65 --- 65 

THREADMAKER 2--------24 
TOBACCONIST -----11-24 
TOWN OFFICER 1---111----4 
TRAFFICKER --------1--1 
TURNER 1---1---1--3 
TURNKEY --------1--1 
UPHOLSTERER ---1----1--2 
USHER ----1------1 
VIOLER 1--221---1-7 
VINTNER 32-86-3---- 22 

VIRGINAL MAKER 1------1 
WAITER 3--1111--15 13 

WARDEN OF MINT -1-------1 
WARDROBER -------1---1 
WATCHMAKER 11--1---1-37 
WAULKER -2---1----58 
WEAVER 568-341 55 9613 110 
WIGMAKER 9313624-1-- 29 
WOOLCOMBER 5---------16 
WORKMAN 2 10 816 16 9 49 17 5 34 157 
WRIGHT 14 12 12 4 22 9 23 21 19 2 29 167 
WRITER (LAWYER) 4 26 1 32 47 44 24 ---1 179 
WRITER/SIGNET 73- 20 955---- 49 
WRITING MASTER 1----------1 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 
TOTAL 993 1029 381 834 1258 933 1043 1362 716 208 849 9606 
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APPENDIX 5 

CLASSIFICATION OF OCCUPATIONS 

1. Gentry 
Gentry, titled, landowners. 

2. Professional Services 
Advocate, Apothecary, Archbishop, Arithmetician, Assay 
Master, Bishop, Clerk, Commissary, Doctor of Divinity, 
Doctor, of Medicine, Extractor, Fencing Master, Keeper of 
Signet, Messenger, Midwife, Minister, Musician, Notary, 
Precentor, Procurator, Reader, Regent, Schoolmaster, 
Schoolmistress, Secretary of War, Senator of College of 
Justice, Sheriff, Student, Surgeon, Surveyor, Teacher 
Warden of Mint, Wardrober, Writer, Writer to Signet, 
Writing Master. 

3. Merchant 
Bookseller, Merchant, Shopkeeper, Stationer, Vintner. 

4. Manufacturing/Processing 
Apprentice, Armourer, Baker, Barber, Bellmaker, Beltmaker 
Blacksmith, Blockmaker, Bonnetmaker, Bookbinder, Bowyer, 
Brewer, Buttonmaker, Calico Glazer, Candlemaker, 
Capmaker, Clockmaker, Combmaker, Confectioner, Cooper, 
Coppersmith, Cordiner, Corkcutter, Cutler, Drawer, Dyer, 
Embroiderer, Engraver, Feltmaker, Flesher Fletcher, 
Glazier, Glover, Goldsmith, Gunsmith, Hammerman, 
Hatmaker, Heelmaker, Jeweller, Lacemaker, Lockmaker, 
Maitmen, Mason, Mealmaker, Miller, Mirrormaker, Painter, 
Perfumer, Pewterer, Pinmaker, Pipemaker, Plasterer, 
Printer, Quaich Maker, Razormaker, Ribbon Weaver, 
Ropemaker, Saddler, Seamstress Silk Dyer, Silk Weaver, 
Skinner, Slater, Smith, Soapboiler, Stocking Weaver, 
Tailor, Tanner, Threadmaker, Tobacconist, Turner, 
Upholsterer, Violer, Virginal Maker, Watchmaker Weaver, 
Wigmaker, Woolcomber, Wright. 

5. Servants 
Domestic servants - male, female, unspecified; male 
servants with own households. 

6. Civic. Military, Ceremonial 
Beadle, Council Postman, Executioner, Footman, Herald, 
Janitor, Keeper of Tolbooth, Keeper of Mortcloth, Macer, 
Pursuivant, Sheriff Officer, Soldier, Town Officer, 
Turnkey, Usher. 

7. Manual Services/Farming/Sea 
Ale seller, Butterwife, Carter, Chapman, Cheesemonger, 
Coachman, Cobbler, Coffee House worker, Cook, Cottar, 
Cowfeeder, Cramer, Currier, Factor, Fisherman, Fruitwife, 
Gardener, Herd, Horsehirer, Hoyboy, Load Caller, 
Poultryman, Seaman, Skipper, Stabler, Stallenger, Tenant, 
Trafficker, Waiter, Workman. 
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APPENDIX 6 

OCCUPATIONAL CLASSIFICATION - TYPE OF PRODUCT 

1. Textiles 

Calico glazer, drawer, dyer, 
weaver, silk dyer, silk 
threadmaker, waulker, weaver, 

2. Clothing 

feltmaker, lacemaker, ribbon 
weaver, stocking weaver, 
woolcomber. 

Beltmaker, bonnetmaker, buttonmaker, embroiderer, glover, 
hatmaker, heelmaker, seamstress, shoemaker, tailor, 
wigmaker. 

3. Leather 

Bookbinder, currier, saddler, skinner, tanner, 
upholsterer. 

4. Metal 

Armourer, bellmaker, blacksmith, clockmaker, combmaker, 
coppersmith, cutler, engraver, goldsmith, gunsmith, 
hammerman, Jeweller, lockmaker, lorimer pewterer, 
pinmaker, pipemaker, quaich maker, razor maker, saddler 
(lorimer) smith, watchmaker. 

S. Wood and Construction 

Blockmaker, bowyer, cooper, fletcher, glazier, mason, 
mirror maker, painter, plasterer, slater, virginal maker, 
wright. 

6. Food and Drink 

Aleseller, baker, brewer, butterwife, cheesemonger, coffee 
house worker, confectioner, cook, fisherman, flesher, 
fruitwife, maitman, mealmaker, miller. 
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Appendix 7 

OCCUPATIONS FROM 1635 STENT ROLL 

OCCUPATION NW1 NW2 NW3 NE1 NE2 NE3 SE1 SE2 SE3 SW1 SW2 SW3 TOTAL 

AGENT - - - - - - 1 - - - - - 1 
ALESELLER - - - 1 3 - 1 2 - 1 4 - 12 
APOTHECARY 1 - - 8 - 1 - 1 - 1 1 - 13 
ARMOURER - - - 1 - 1 - - - - - - 2 
BAKER 2 2 - 3 - - 8 8 5 4 7 1 40 
BARBER - 1 1 - 1 - 1 - - - - - 4 
BONNETMAKER - - - - - 6 - - - - - - 6 
BOOKBINDER - - - - - - 1 - 1 - - 2 
BOOKSELLER - - 3 2 - - - 2 1 1 - - 9 
BOWYER - - - - - 1 - 1 - - - - 2 
BREWER 1 - - 1 1 1 - - - 2 1 1 8 
BUTTERMAN 1 2 - - - - - - - - 1 3 7 
CANDLEMAKER - - - - - - 4 2 1 1 2 - 10 
CASTELLAR - - - - - 3 - - - - - - 3 
CAUSEWAY LAYER - - - - - ,1 - - - - - - 1 
CHANGE KEEPER - - - - - - - - 1 - - - 1 
CHAPMAN 1 - - - - - - - - - - 1 2 
CIVIC OFFICER - - - - - - 1 - - - - - 1 
CLERK - - - - - 1 - 1 - - - - 2 
CLOCKMAKER - - - - - 1 - - - - - - 1 
COBBLER - - - - - - - - - - 1 - 1 
COOK - - 2 - - 1 1 1 - 3 2 - 10 
COOPER 2 - - - -" 1 1 - 1 1 - 1 7 
CRAMER - - - - 1 - - - - - 2 1 4 
CURRIER - - - - 2 1 - - - - - - 3 
COSTUMER 1 - - - - - - - 1 - - - 2 
CUTLERS - - - - - 1 - - - - - - 1 
DAGMAKER - - - - - 1 - - - - - - 1 
DOCTOR - - 3 - - - - 1 2 - 1 - 7 
DRAPER 1 1 1 - - - - 1 1 1 1 10 17 
DROVER 1 - - - - - - - - - - - 1 
EMBROIDERER - - - - - - 1 - - - - - 1 
FISHMONGER - - - 1 - - - - 6 - - - 7 
FLESHER 4 - - - - - 2 4 4 1 5 4 24 
FRUITSELLER - - - - 1 - 1 - - - - - 2 
FURRIER 1 - - - - - - - - - - - 1 
FYNESTER - - - - 1 - 1 - - - - - 1 
GARDENER - - - 1 1 1 - - 1 - - - 4 
GENTRY 2 5 4 7 6 8 7 9 - 5 5 2 60 
GLAZIER - - - - - - 1 - - - 1 - 2 
GLOVER - - - 1 - - - - - - - - 1 
GOLDSMITH - 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 - 10 - 18 
HARDWAREMAN - - - 1 - - - - 1 1 - - 3 
HATMAKER - - - - 6 3 - - - - - - 9 
HEELMAKER - - - - 1 1 1 - - - - - 3 
LAUNDRESS - - - - - 1 - - - - - - 1 
LITSTER 2 - - - - 2 2 - - 3 1 4 14 
LOCKSMITH - - - - - - 1 - - - - - 1 
MALTMAN 4 1 - - - 1 2 - - 1 1 4 14 

624 

A 



APPENDIX 7 (Contd) 

OCCUPATION NW1 NW2 NW3 NE1 NE2 NE3 SE1 SE2 SE3 SW1 SW2 SW3 TOTAL 

MARIKIN MAKER - 1 - - - - - - 1 - - - 2 
MASON 5 - - - - - - 2 - 1 2 - 10 
MEALMAKER - - - - 1 - - 1 - 1 - 1 4 
MERCHANT 74 67 43 29 17 25 13 26 28 23 59 40 444 
MESSENGER - - 1 1 - - - - - - - - 2 
MILLER 1 - - - - - - - - - - - 1 
MINISTER 5 2 - - 1 - 2 2 - 1 1 1 15 
PAINTER - - - - - - - 1 - - - - 1 
PEWTERER 2 - 1 - 1 4 - - - - - - 8 
POULTRYMAN - - - - - - 1 - - 1 1 2 5 
PRINTER - - - - 2 - - - - - - - 2 
REGENT - - - - - - - - 3 - - - 3 
SADDLER - - - - 1 4 1 - 2 - - - 8 
SCHOOLMASTER 1 - - - - - - 1 1 - - 1 4 
SHOEMAKER 2 2 1 6 3 7 1 2 3 4 - 1 32 
SKINNER 10 10 6 5 3 - - - - 2 2 1 39 
SKIPPER - - - - - 1 - 1 - - - 2 
SLATER - - - - - - 1 - - - - - 1 
SMITH 2 - - - - 4 2 - - 1 1 6 16 
STABLER 4 - - - - 5 2 3 - - 4 14 32 
SURGEON - - - 2 1 - 1 3 1 - - - 8 
TAILOR 10 7 13 15 8 17 8 11 7 9 11 6 122 
TANNER - - - - 1 - - - - - - - 1 
TAPSTER - - 1 - - - 1 - 1 - - - 3 
TIMBERMAN - - - - 1 1 1 - - - - - 3 
VINTNER - 1 1 6 4 2 4 3 1 4 7 1 34 
VIOLER 1 - - - - - - - 1 2 - - 4 
WAULKER 2 - - - - - - - - - - 1 2 
WEAVER 3 - - - - 5 - - 4 - - - 12 
WORKMAN - - - - 1 - - - - - - - 1 
WRIGHT 2 - 1 2 - 2 4 3 3 3 5 1 26 
WRITER - - - - - - 1 - - - - - 1 

FEMALES 12 11 14 5 8 8 10 8 13 10 11 6 126 
MALES (NO OCC) 30 7 10 13 13 16 10 18 13 10 11 6 157 
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Appendix 8 

OCCUPATIONS FROM 1699 STENT ROLL 

OCCUPATION BOUNDS 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 
- 

8 
----- 

TOTAL 
------ ------------- 

ADVOCATE 
----- 

- 
----- 

5 
----- 

3 
---- 

- 
------- 

1 
---- 

5 
--- - 

1 - 15 
APOTHECARY 6 8 7 - 3 - - - 24 
ARMOURER - - 1 2 - 1 - - 4 
BAKER 9 10 6 2 9 5 13 10 64 
BARBER - 2 - - - - 1 3 6 
BELTMAKER - - - 1 1 - - - 2 
BOOKBINDER - - - - - 1 1 - 2 
BOWYER - - - 1 - - - - 1 
BREWER - - - 1 3 3 5 9 21 
CANDLEMAKER - 1 1 2 1 1 3 8 17 
CHAPMAN - - - - 1 1 1 1 1 
CHEESEMONGER 2 - - - - - - - 1 
CLERK - - - - - 1 2 2 5 
COACHMAN - - - 1 1 - - - 2 
COBBLER - - - - - - 2 - 2 
COFFEEMAN - - 1 - - - - - 1 
CONFECTIONER - - - - 1 - - - 1 
COOK - - 4 - - 2 2 - 8 
COOPER - - - - 1 - 2 1 4 
COPPERSMITH 1 1 - - - - - 1 3 
CORDINER - 1 - 3 - 4 - 1 9 
COWFEEDER - - - - 1 - - 1 2 
CRAMER - - - - - - 2 - 2 
CURRIER - 1 - 1 - - - 2 
CUTLER - - - - - - 1 - 1 
DOCTOR - 1 1 1 1 - - - 4 
DRUGGIST - - 3 - - - - - 3 
DYER - - - 2 - - 2 2 6 
EMBROIDERER - - - 1 - - - - 1 
FACTOR - - 1 - - - - - 1 
FINGWORKER - - - - - - 2 - 2 
FLESHER - - 7 - - - 4 2 13 
FOOTMAN - 2 - - 1 - - - 3 
FOUNDER 1 - - - - - - - 1 
GLAZIER - - - - 1 - 5 1 7 
GLOVER 2 4 4 - 2 - 3 - 15 
GARDENER - - - 1 2 3 - - 6 
GOLDSMITH - 3 1 - - - 12 - 16 
HATMAKER - - 2 3 - - 2 - 7 
HORSEHIRER - - - 1 - - - 1 2 
IRONSMITH - - 1 - 1 - - - 2 
JAPANNER - - - - 1 - - - 1 
JEWELLER - - 1 - - - - - 1 
LIMNER - - - - 1 - - - 1 
MASON 2 - - 1 2 3 1 2 11 
MEALMAKER - - - - - - 1 - 1 
MERCHANT 31 69 31 8 16 20 49 14 238 

1 
i 

1 

i 
i 

i 

i 
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APPENDIX 8 (Contd) 

OCCUPATION BOUNDS 

1 2 3 4 5 6 
---- 

7 
----- 

8 
----- 

TOTAL 
------- ------------ 

MESSENGER 
----- 

- 
----- 

2 
----- 

- 
---- 

- 
------ 

- 
- 

2 2 3 9 
MINISTER 2 1 4 - 3 2 4 4 20 
MUSICIAN - 1 - - 1 - - - 2 
NOTARY - - - - - 1 - - 1 
PAINTER 1 2 2 1 - - - - 6 
PERFUMER - 1 - - - - - - 1 
PEWTERER - 1 4 2 - - - - 7 
PLASTERER - - - - - 1 - - 1 
POULTRYMAN - - - - - 1 - 3 4 
PRINTER - - 4 - - - - - 4 
PROCURATOR - - - - - 1 - - 1 
SADDLER - - 6 - 1 - - 1 8 
SCHOOLMASTER 1 - 1 - - 2 - 1 5 
SEAMAN - - - - - 1 - - 1 
SILK DYER - - - - 1 - - - 1 
SKINNER 12 

. 
19 - - 1 - 1 4 37 

SLATER - - - - - 1 - - 1 
SMITH - - - 3 - 3 4 5 15 
SOLDIER - - - 1 2 2 3 - B 
SPINNER - - - - 1 - - - 1 
STABLER - - - 5 2 2 5 17 31 
STATIONER 1 - - - - 2 3 - 6 
SURGEON 2 3 8 4 1 3 2 - 23 
TAILOR - 8 3 37 8 12 16 5 89 
TOBACCONIST - 3 4 - 1 2 2 - 12 
VINTNER - 5 9 2 2 1 10 1 30 
VIOLER - - 2 - - 1 - - 3 
WAITER - 1 - 1 1 - 1 - 4 
WAULKER - - - - - - - 1 1 
WEAVER 1 - - 1 1 - - 1 4 
WIGMAKER 1 1 7 1 6 7 - - 23 
WOOLCOMBER - - - - - - - 1 1 
WORKMAN 2 - - - - 1 - 1 4 
WRIGHT - - - - 1 - 1 - 2 
WRITER 4 15 9 4 18 9 12 7 78 
WRITER TO - 5 2 - 2 2 4 4 19 
SIGNET 

FEMALE 49 48 62 47 73 61 104 47 491 
NO OCC 10 87 128 74 198 103 235 149 1093 
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RANGE OF GOODS IMPORTED TO LEITH 

Almonds; alum; anchovies; aniseed; apples; arrows; bacon; 

barley; barrel staves; beer; books; bottles; bows; 

bowstrings; brandy: bridles; brimstone; brushes; camel 

hair; capers; carrots; chairs; cheese; chestnuts; 

chocolate; clapboards; clocks; coal; cochineal; coffee; 

cords; corks; cradles; cucumbers; currants; dates; drugs; 

figs; files; flax; flintstones; floor rubbers; frying 

pans; furniture; gallipots; ginger; glass; gum arabic; 

gunpowder; hats; hemp; hides; hoops; hops; hose; indigo; 

inkhorns; iron; lead; leather; lemons; lime; linseed; 

liquorice; locks; madder; mace; mead; mohair; mushrooms; 

musk; nails; nutmeg; oil; olives; onion seed; oranges; 

paper; parchment; peas; pepper; pewter; pipes; pistols; 

pitch; potash; prunes; puppets; raisins; rice; saddles; 

saffron; sasparilla; senna; shovels; soap; spectacles; 

spectacle cases; starch; sturgeon; sugar; tables; tar; 

thimbles; tiles; tobacco; tow; toys; turnips; turpentine; 

vermilion; vinegar; walking sticks; walnuts; wax; 

whalebone; wheels; wine; wode; wood; writing paper; yarn. 
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DISTRIBUTION OF APPRENTICES BY OCCUPATION AND PARISH 

OCCUPATION CL GF LY NK OK TB TR WK CG NL SL TOTAL 

LEGAL 9 7 - 12 12 8 2 2 - - - 52 
MERCHANT 6 16 2 6 32 15 9 2 2 - - 90 
FEMALE - - - 3 4 - - - - - - 7 
UNSPECIFIED - 3 - - 3 1 - 10 15 6 - 38 

APOTHECARY 2 - - 8 9 1 4 - - - 2 26 
ARMOURER 2 - - - 2 - - - - - - 4 
BAKER 2 4 - 1 4 6 3 3 17 7 1 48 
BARBER 3 2 - - 3 2 - 1 5 - 1 17 
BLACKSMITH - - - - - - - - - 2 - 7 
BOOKBINDER - - - - - 2 1 - - - - 3 
BOOKSELLER - - - - - 1 - - - - - 1 
BOWYER 1 - - - - - - - 2 - - 3 
CANDLEMAKER - - - - 1 4 - - - - - 5 
CLOCKMAKER - - - 1 - - - - - - - 1 
COBBLER - 1 - - - - - - - - - 1 
COOPER - 1 - - 2 2 1 - - - 6 12 
CORDINER 5 - - - 1 1 - 9 18 - 6 40 
COPPERSMITH - 2 - - - 4 - - 2 - 2 10 
COTTAR - - - - - - - 4 - - 1 5 
CURRIER - - - - - 1 - - - - - 1 
CUTLER - - - - - - - 1 2 - - 3 
DOCTOR - - - - - - 1 - - - - 1 
DYER 1 4 - - 2 3 - - - 1 1 12 
EMBROIDERER - -. - - - - 1 - - - - 1 
FELTMAKER 7 - - 2 - - 1 - 2 - - 12 
FLESHER - 1 - 1 2 - - - - - - 4 
GARDENER - 1 - - - - 1 - - - - 2 
GLAZIER 1 2 2 - 2 - 1 - 1 - - 9 
GLOVER - - - 3 - - - - - - - 3 
GOLDSMITH - 1 - 4 6 - - - - - - 11 
GUNSMITH - - - - - - - - 4 - 1 5 
HAMMERMAN - - - - - - - 1 1 - - 2 
JEWELLER - - - 2 - - - - 1 - - 3 
MASON - 2 - - 1 - 1 - 2 - - 6 
PAINTER 2 - - 2 - 2 1 - - - - 7 
PEWTERER 4 7 - 4 - 2 - - - - 1 18 
PIPEMAKER - - - - - - - - - - 1 1 
PRINTER - - - - 5 - - - - - - 5 
RAZOR MAKER - 2 - - - - - - - - - 2 
SADDLER 4 1 - 1 - - 6 - 2 - - 14 
SILK WEAVER 1 - 2 1 - - - - - - - 4 
SKINNER 2 2 - 3 2 18 - - - - - 27 
SKIPPER - - - - - - - - - - 1 1 
SLATER - - - - 1 - 1 - 2 - - 4 
SMITH - 2 2 - 1 - 5 1 - 1 5 17 
STATIONER - - - - 1 - - - - - - 1 
SURGEON 11 1 1 8 - 1 7 - - - - 29 

629 



APPENDIX 10 (Contd 

OCCUPATION ' CL GF LY NK OK TB TR WK CG NL SL TOTAL 

TAILOR 11 2 35 3 2 2 6 5-- 39 
TANNER - 3 -- - 1 - 5 --- 9 
THREADMAKER 2 - -- - - - - --- 2 
TOBACCONIST - - -- - - - - --1 1 
TRUNKMAKER - - -- - - 1 - --- 1 
VINTNER 1 1 -- 1 - - - --- 3 
WATCHMAKER 2 - -- 1 - - - --- 3 
WAULKER - 1 -- - - - - --- 1 
WEAVER 5 - -- - - - 4 4-- 13 
WIGMAKER 23 2 -3 7 2 - - 2-- 39 
WOOLCOMBER 3 - -- - - - - --- 3 
WRIGHT 8 6 33 7 2 8 - 6-5 48 

TOTAL 118 77 15 73 115 81 57 49 95 17 35 732 

630 



APPENDIX 11 

COMMERCIAL PREMISES IN EDINBURGH - 1699 STENT ROLL 

NAME 
------------------- 
AITKEN, John 
ANDERSON, James 
ANDERSON, John 
ANDERSON, Lawrence 
ANTONE, Elizabeth 
ARBUCKLE, James 
ARBUCKLE, Mrs 
BENNET, John 
BLAINE, John 
BONNER, William 
BOWDEN, Bailie 
BROWN, Bailie 
BROWN, Edward 
BROWN, John 
BROWN, Widow 
CAMPBELL, Robert 
CARSE, John 
CHRISTELL, Robert 
CHRISTIE, William 
COLVILLE, Janet 
COUSTON, John 
COVENTRY, John 
CREE, Mr John 
DENHOLM, Robert 
DENNET, George 
DOWIE, Mr James 
DOUGLAS, Widow 
DUNBAR, Alex 
FARMER, Mrs 
FINNIE, Widow 
FORBES, William 
FORBES, Widow 
GALBRAITH, James 
GARDINER, Margaret 
GRAHAM, Helen 
GRAHAM, Mrs 
GLASGOW, Robert 
GOVAN, John 
GRANT, Robert 
HAMILTON, John 
HAMILTON, Robert 
HAY, Alexander 
HAY, Charles 
HAY, George 
HENDERSON, Adam 
HENDERSON, Margaret 
HUNTER, Patrick 
HUTCHISON, Thomas 
INGLIS, Thomas 
INNES, Robert 
JACK, John 
JAFFRAY, Jean 
JOHNSTONE, Alexander 

PREMISES 
----------------- 
shop 
shop (baker) 
shop 
2 shops 
shop 
shop 
shop 
stable 
coffee house 
shop 
shop 
shop (stationer) 
stable 
shop and cellar 
2 shops 
bakehouse (merchant) 
shop 
stable 
stable 
shop 
stable 
coffee house 
shop and cellar 
shop 
shop and cellar 
shop 
stable 
shop (merchant) 
shop 
shop 
stable 
shop (merchant) 
stable 
shop 
shop 
shop 
shop 
stable 
stable 
shop 
stable 
shop 
bakehouse 
shop (merchant) 
shop 
shop 
stable 
stable 
workhouse 
shop (writer) 
stable 
shop 
shop 
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JOHNSTONE, David stable 
KEIR, Adam bakehouse 
KYLE, James stable 
LAING, James shop 
LINDSAY, Alexander 2 shops 
LINDSAY, William shop (merchant) 
LITHGOW, William shop 
LOWRIE, Patrick stable 
LUMSDAINE, Charles shop and cellar 
McKAY, John stable 
McMATH. John stable 
MAITLAND, Thomas stable 
MALCOLM, John stable 
MARSHALL, Mrs shop 
MILLER, David shop 
MILLER, Widow 2 shops 
MITCHELL, James stable 
MILLER, John shop 
MOORE, Widow stable 
MULZEAN, Daniel stable 
NICOLL, David shop 
NORRIE, James shop 
OGILVIE, Jean shop 
PEARSON, Alexander stable 
PORTEOUS, Thomas stable 
PROPHET, John shop 
PRINGLE, Ensign shop 
PURVES, Mrs shop 
RAMSAY, Margaret shop 
REID, Mrs shop 
RUTHERFORD, William shop and cellar 
SEATON, Margaret shop 
SELKIRK, James shop (merchant) 
SHAND, James shop and cellar 
SHAW, William shop (merchant) 
SIMPSON, William shop 
SMALL, Charles stable 
SMALLIE, Thomas shop 
SNOW, Egertoun stable 
SPENCE, Robert shop 
STEADMAN, Robert shop 
STEWART, Mrs shop 
SUTHERLAND, George coffee house 
SYDSERFF, Jean shop 
TELFER, Charles shop 
THOMSON, John bakehouse 
THOMSON, John shop and cellar 
WALLACE, Widow bakehouse 
WEIR, Janet shop 
WHITE, Alexander stable 
WILSON, James shop 
WILSON, Thomas stable 
WILSON, Robert stable 
YOUNG, George shop 
YOUNG, John bakehouse 
YOUNG, Joseph workhouse 
YOUNG, William workhouse 
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APPENDIX 12 

COMMERCIAL PREMISES IN CANONGATE 

STENT ROLL 1686-87 

NAME PREMISES 
----------------------------------------------------- 

BAILLIE, Richard 
BARROWMAN, Thomas 
BRAND, John 
BROWN, John 
CALDWELL, William 
DICKSON, John 
ELDER, Bailie 
FORSYTH, John 
GRANT, James 
GRIER, Henry 
HAMILTON, Margaret 
HEPBURN, John 
HOGG, John 
INNES, William 
JOHNSTONE, James 
LIVINGSTONE, Thomas 
McMILLAN, Robert 
MAXWELL, Alexander 
TAYLOR, John 
THOMSON, Alexander 
WATSON, Patrick 
WHITE, David 
WHITE, William 

Kiln and barn 
Bakehouse 
Bakehouse 
Bakehouse 
yard 
Byre 
Bakehouse 
Workhouse (wright) 
Shop 
Byre 
Shop 
Shop and workhouse 
Kiln and barn 
Shop (feltmaker) 
stable 
Kiln and barn 
2 booths 
Cellar and booth 
Bakehouse 
Shop (barber) 
Shop (feltmaker) 
Shop (wright) 
Stable 
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QUARTERLY PENSIONERS AND 'SUPPORTS' 1693 

QUARTERLY PENSIONERS 

North West 

ALISON, Janet 
ANDERSON, Margaret 
ANDERSON, Elizabeth 
BLAIR, Janet 
BURNETT, Elizabeth 
CAMPBELL, Elizabeth 
CAMPBELL, Margaret 
CAMPBELL, Marie 
CLARK, Patrick 
CRICHTON, George 
CRICHTON, Margaret 
FINLAYSON, Christian 
GRAY, Marion 
HUTCHESON, Elizabeth 
JOHNSTON, Jean 
JOHNSTON, Janet 
LIVINGSTON, Marion 
McALA, Marie 
MATHIE, Janet 
MUIR, Janet 
PATERSON, Abraham 
PORTEOUS, Thomas 
REID, Agnes 
SLATER, Catherine 
SMEATON, Margaret 
SOMERVILLE, Mr John 
SOMERVILLE, Janet 
WALLACE, Janet 
WILSON, Eliza 

North 

BLACK, Patrick 
BROWN, three sisters 
BRUCE, Margaret 
BROWN, Catherine 
BROWN, James 
BARBER, ELizabeth 
EWING, Elizabeth 
FINNIE, 

- 
Anna 

GRAY, Jeanette 
HAMILTON, John 
HARDIE, Margaret 
HALIBURTON, Sarah 
KAE, Elizabeth 
KERR, Thomas 
LEARMONTH, Jeanette 

£32 
£24 
£24 
£13 
£20 
£20 
£13 
£24 
£30 
£24 
£20 
£26 
£60 
£26 
£16 
£33 
£26 
£32 
£24 
£26 

£8 
£40 
£40 
£28 
£40 
£48 
£20 
£40 
£26 

£16 
£72 

£8 
£14 
£53 
£24 
£24 
£48 
£18 
£24 
£24 
£24 
£24 

13s 4d 

13s 4d 

13s 4d 

6s 8d 

£6 13s 4d 
£13 6s 8d 
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North (contd 
LIVINGSTON, Anna £18 
MUIR, Elizabeth £20 
MURRAY, Anna £48 
NICOL, Elizabeth £32 
OSLER, Janet £22 
PATON, Helen £20 
PARGILLES, Isobel £28 
SINCLAIR, Susanna £29 
SMELLIE, William £29 
SMITH, William £23 
TORIE, Jean £32 

North East 

AIRTH, Jean £60 
BOSWELL, John £24 
CADDELL, Margaret £12 
CAIRNCROSS, Margaret £18 
CARMICHAEL, Helen £28 
CHRISTIE, Marie £22 
CRICHTON, Sarah £28 
CUNNINGHAM, Agnes £24 
CURRIE, John £24 
DAVIDSON, John £6 
DOBIE, Jean £29 
DOUGLAS, Rebecca £28 
EDINBURGH, William £29 
HADDEN, Agnes 32 
HALL, Marie £18 
HENRY, Agnes £20 
HUTCHISON, Helen £16 
HUTCHISON, Margaret £29 
KIRK, James £24 
KNOX, George £48 
LACHLAN, Isobel £20 
LINN, Sarah £18 
LIVINGSTON, James £24 
LOOKUP, Janet £36 
MELDRUM, Margaret £24 
MUNRO, Grisel £28 
MURRAY, Marion £60 
PATON, Janet £28 
PHILIP, Janet £32 
PITILLO, Christian £24' 
PORTEOUS, Marion £8 
SANDILANDS, Margaret £24 
STANFIELD, David £72 
STRAITON, Catherine £40 
THOMSON, Janet £32 
TROTTER, Marion £40 

12s 

13s 4d 
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North East (contd) 

WATSON, John £40 
WEMYSS, Nicolas £50 
WISE, Janet £40 

South East 

ANDERSON, ALison £32 
ARTHUR, Isobel £32 
BOAG, Christian £24 
BONAR, Alexander £6 
BROWN, Thomas £40 
CALBERTSON, Margaret £26 
CRANSTON, -Agnes £40 
CRAWFORD, Margaret £16 
CUNNINGHAM, Jean £40 
DUFF, John £20 
EASTON, John £28 
FERRIER, Jean £32 
FLECK, Barbare £32 
GIBB, Margaret £20 
GIBSON, Janet £12 
GIBSON, Susanna £20 
GIVEN, Marion £36 
GRANT, Elizabeth £18 
HANDYSIDE, Janet £40 
HARVIE, Margaret £18 
HUME, Marie £26 
JOHNSON, Margaret £28 
LEARMONTH, Jean £30 
LINDSAY, Margaret £32 
LINN, Hugh £18 

'LITTLEJOHN, Isobel £32 
LUNDIE, Elizabeth £26 
McMILLAN, Agnes £32 
McQUARTER, Catherine £20 
MOOR, Jean £32 
MUIR, Jean £40 
MUIR, Jean £24 
MURRAY, James £24 
NEILSON, Catherine £24 
NICOL, John £12 
PARK, Isabel £6 
POLLSON, Margaret £24 
RATTRAY, Barbara £28 
RIDDELL, Margaret £100 
SHAW, Anna £15 
STURROCK, Euphan £24 
TEAR, Janet £13 
TOCH, Agnes £24 
WATSON, Margaret £32 

13s 4d 

13s 4d 

13s 4d 

6s 8d 
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South East (contd) 

WAUGH, Marion £32 
WEIR, Marion £28 

South 

ALEXANDER, George £33 
BROTHERSTONE, Margaret £32 
BROWN, James £28 
BROWN, Jean £36 
BROWN, John £6 
BROWN, Marion £36 
BELL, Walter £32 
BLAIR, Marion £36 
BURN, Bessie £10 
CAMPBELL, Margaret £24 
CHAMBERS, Anna £36 
CHURME, Moses £21 
COWAN, Catherine £40 
CRICHTON, Grisel £24 
DAVIDSON, Janet £24 
DAWSON, Janet £25 
DOUGLAS, Alexander £26 
DRUMMOND, Beatrix £32 
DUNCAN, Janet £32 
DUNDAS, Bethia £32 
DUNLOP, Margaret £20 
EDGAR, Jean £24 
EDINBURGH, Janet £8 
FOULIS, George £18 
FULLARTON, Isobel £28 
GEDDES, Helen £38 
HADDEN, Agnes £26 
HANDYSIDE, Robert £60 
HARDY, Anna £8 
HARROWER, Janet £16 
HAY, Agnes £24 
HOUSTON, Anna £45 
HUTCHESON, Alan £26 
INGLIS, Anne £13 
JOHNSTON, Elizabeth £45 
JOLLIE, Isobel £24 
KERR, Margaret £32 
KINNEAR, Elizabeth £26 
KENNEDIE, Jean £24 
LAWSON, Susan £36 
LEITCH, Isobel £48 
LEITH, Janet £32 
LAWRIE, Arthur £20 
LAWRIE, Thomas £5 

13s 4d 

13s 4d 

13s 4d 

13s 4d 
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South (contd) 

LAWSON, Isobel £24 
MEEK, Isobel £12 
MILL, Isobel £36 
MILLER, Elizabeth £15 
MORRISON, Elizabeth £24 
MURRAY, Marion £32 
NAPIER, Margaret £48 
NISBET, Margaret £32 
OGUE, Anna £18 
PRIMROSE, Janet £40 
PEACOCK, Margaret £26 13s 4d 
PEUTHERER, James £36 
REID, Elizabeth £48 
RENNIE, Margaret £24 
RICHARDSON, David £28 
ROBERTSON, Daniel £32 
ROW, Janet £24 
SEATON, two sisters £64 
SKIRVIN, Agnes £40 
STRACHAN, Alex £36 
SYDSERF, Agnes £24 
THOMSON, Mr George £27 
THOMSON, Margaret £24 
THORNTON, Christian £12 
TWEEDIE, Andrew £24 
TURNER, Anna £30 
URE, Jane £24 
WADDELL, Janet £24 
WALLACE, Barbara £28 
WILKIE, William £20 
WILSON, Alexander £32 
WILSON, Jean £18 
WINDSLEY, Thomas £20 
YOUNG, Margaret £32 

South West 
AUCHINLECK, Agnes 
BALD, James 
BINNIE, Alex 
BINNIE, Helen 
BOUSIE, Beatrice 
COCKBURN, Marion 
COCKBURN, Isobel 
CONOCHIE, William 
COCHRANE, Jean 
CRICHTON, Robert 
DAGER, Sarah 
DICKSON, Anna 
DOUGLAS, Margaret 
DICK, Janet 

£15 
£24 
£24 
£28 16s 
£24 
£28 
£32 
£16 
£16 

£6 13s 4d 
£32 
£60 
£32 
£26 13s 4d 
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South West (contd 
FORREST, Janet £57 
FINLAYSON, John £24 
FINNIE, Marion £24 
GOODFELOW, Christian £26 13s 4d 
GUTHRIE, Agnes £6 13s 4d 
HAMILTON, Jean £32 
HAY, John £40 
HEPBURN, Margaret £24 
INGLIS, John £26 13s 4d 
JOHNSTON, Robert £20 
KERR, Helen £20 
KIRK, Janet £40 
LINDSAY, Grisel £24 
LEISHMAN, Marie £36 
McKEAN, two sisters £80 
McINTOSH, Marion £24 
MANSON, Jean £28 
MANSON, Sarah £28 
MASON, Margaret £24 
MASON, Margaret £32 
MITCHELL, Margaret £40 
MITCHELL, William £40 
MORT, Agnes £13 4s 
MURRAY, ELizabeth £40 
MURRAY, Marie £40 
PEARSON, Robert £24 
POLLOCK, William £40 
RONALD, Marie £24 
SCOTT, Catherine £26 13s 4d 
SCOTT, Christian £32 
SCOTT, Helen £44 
SOMERVILLE, Bessie £24 
SOMERVILLE, John £40 
THOMSON, Edward £16 
THOMSON, Elizabeth £28 
THOMSON, John £24 
TWEEDIE, Margaret £18 
WARROCK, Jean £8 
YEALTON, Marion £26 16s 

SUPPORTS 

North West 

BLACK, James £3 18s 
CREPANZIE, Madame £18 16s 
CUNNINGHAM, Bessie £5 4s 
DUNCAN, Janet £14 14s 
FAIR, Jean £13 5s 
HAY, Elizabeth £14 6s 
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North West (contd 
HEPBURNE, Rachel £7 
HORNCASTLE, Margaret £15 16s 
LAW, Barbara £1 12s 
LESLIE, Anna £4 6s 
MONTGOMERY, Mrs £12 6s 
MORRISON, Janet £4 4s 
NEILL, £3 3s 
PRIMROSE, Mrs £3 3s 
RAMSAY, Robert £4 7s 
SEMPLE, Agnes £1 8s 
SIMPSON, Grisel £9 14s 
STEVENSON, John £13 
STUDENT £16 6s 
THOMSON, John £4 12s 
TUBB, Janet £5 

North 

BROWN, John £11 lSs 
BURNIE, William £14 3s 
CAMPBELL, Marie £5 
FERRIER, Anna £3 18s 
FOUNDLING £8 6s 
FOUNDLING £3 lOs 
HENDERSON, Mrs £4 14s 
JOHNSTON, Elizabeth £7 lOs 
McGEE, Malcolm £10 16s 
MONTGOMERY, Mrs £9 8s 
RUSSELL, Robert £6 18s 
SOMERVILLE, Margaret £13 
THORNTON, Ambrose £2 18s 
WHITEFORD, William £6 12s 
WILKIE, Janet £2 16s 

North East 

AIRD, William £8 8s 
ARNOTT, Margaret £18 8s 
BURYING A CHILD £12 4s 
HART, James £3 lOs 
HASTIE, Alexander £4 2s 
LINDSAY, Margaret £8 2s 
McINTOSH, Elizabeth £5 7s 
MONRO, Janet £4 19s 
MURRAY, William £8 18s 
STIRLING, Lilias £8 18s 
TURNER, Isobel £11 6s 

South East 

AIRD, William £10 6s 
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South East (contd) 

ALLAN, John £2 2s 
BEGGARS £12 4s 
CALDWELL, Jean £13 14s 
CHAMBERS, Edward £5 5s 
HAY, Elizabeth £9 14s 
GRANT, Lucie £16 14s 
JAMIESON, Catherine £17 12s 
MOOR, Isobel £10 6s 
SIMPSON, John £1 8s 
STEVENSON, Elizabeth £10 6s 
STEWART, John £6 14s 

South 

FINNIE, Elizabeth £11 4s 
FOUNDLING £12 2s 
LENNOX, Anna £6 is 
LESLIE, Mrs £11 8s 
LOW, Elizabeth £6 2s 
McALPINE, Hugh £14 lis 
MATHIE, George £4 14s 
MERCER, John £3 lOs 
PAGE, Isobel £5 19s 
PHILIP, Rachel £7 
SMITH, Samuel £16 8s 
THOMSON, John £5 12s 
WOOD, Alexander £7 12s 

South West 

ARCHIBALD, David £3 lOs 
BROUGH, Archibald £9 2s 
BROWN, George £8 as 
BROWN, Marie £4 2s 
CORSTOPHINE, Thomas £27 7s 
FLINT, Georg £7 as 
FORRESTER, Mr Lawrence £17 
GIBSON, Isobel £20 5s 
MASON, Margaret £16 18s 
NICOLL, Thomas £21 16s 
ROBERTSON, Elizabeth £10 is 
SHAND, Christian £15 
SIMPSON, Christian £8 12s 
THOMSON, Jean £4 18s 

South South East 

GARVIE, Agnes 
KILLOCH, Barbara 

£3 10s 
£4 

641 



APPENDIX 13 (contd) 

South South East (contd 

JAMIESON, Alexander £8 12s 
LINDSAY, Agnes £5 12s 
MARSHALL, Isobel £1 8s 
MONTGOMERY, Mr Hew £3 10s 
MOOR, Jean £11 8s 
TURNBULL, Jean £2 2s 
TURNBULL, Margaret £S 12s 
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APPENDIX 14 

'The Capitall Stock of the Kirk and Session of St 
Cuthberts belonging to the poor therof for which Mr James 
Hunter their Thesaurer is accomptable from March 15th 1688 
to Whitsunday 1690' 

Principal sums due by: 

£sd 
Alexander Shed 1666 13 4 

Sir Patrick Nisbet of Dean 1413 6 8 

Sir Patrick Nisbet of Dean 68 16 0 

Sir William Nicolson 1200 0 0 

William Tait 800 0 0 

William Dick of Grange 666 13 4 

William Dick of Grange 637 6 8 

Sir Henry Guthr ie 666 13 4 

Henry Nisbet of Dean (yr) 339 6 8 

Mr James Ellis of Stenhousmylnes 192 0 0 

Thomas Barclay 

Bessie Tait and Mr Adam Agnew 

TOTAL 

Source: SRO CH2/718/62 

33 68 

39 00 

7723 28 
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OCCUPATIONS OF FATHERS OF BOYS IN HERIOT'S HOSPITAL 

OCCUPATION 1680-9 1690-9 1710-19 1790-9 
--- ---------------- 

Aleseller 
------------ 

1 
---------- 

- 
--------- 

- 
---- 

- 
Apothecary 1 - 1 1 
Armourer - 5 - - 
Baker 8 5 13 17 
Barber 1 4 3 22 
Beadle 3 - 1 - 
Beltmaker 2 - - - 
Bonnetmaker 1 1 - - 
Bookbinder 2 - 1 1 
Brewer 6 - 2 1 
Candlemaker - 4 - 2 
Cook - 1 - - 
Cooper - - 1 3 
Coppersmith - 1 - 2 
Cordiner 3 4 8 8 
Currier - 1 1 - 
Cutler - - 1 2 
Dyer - - - 2 
Embroiderer 1 1 - - 
Feitmaker 1 1 3 - 
Fishmonger - - - 2 
Flaxdresser - - - 1 
Flesher - 1 - 8 
Founder - - 1 - 
Gardener - 2 - - 
Gentry 1 1 - - 
Glasier 2 - 3 - 
Glover 2 1 1 - 
Goldsmith 2 5 3 2 
Gravemaker - 2 - - 
Grocer - - - 11 
Gunsmith - - - 2 
Hairdresser - - - 1 
Hammerman - 1 - - 
Herald - 1 - - 
Indweller - - 7 - 
Jeweller - - - 1 
Litster 1 5 4 - 
Mason 2 3 5 4 
Merchant 29 52 46 21 
Messenger - - - 1 
Minister 1 4 11 - 
Musician - - - 1 
Painter - 3 - 7 
Poultryman - - 1 - 
Pewterer 1 2 4 - 
Plumber - - - 1 
Printer - 1 4 2 
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APPENDIX 15 (contd) 

OCCUPATION 1680-9 
-- 

1690-9 
---- 

1710-19 1790-9 

-------------------- 
Reedmaker 

------ 
- 

------ 
- 

---------- 
- 

--------- 
1 

Relation of Hospital 1 - - - 
Saddler 2 2 - 1 
Schoolmaster - 1 - - 
Seaman - 4 - - 
Silkdyer - - - 1 
Skinner 7 13 9 7 
Slater - - - 1 
Smith 3 2 3 12 
Soldier - - - 2 
Stabler 0 12 5 1 
Stationer 3 1 - - 
Stockingweaver - - - 2 
Surgeon - - 1 2 
Tailor 14 14 8 9 
Tanner 1 - 6 - 
Town Officer - 2 - - 
Upholsterer - 1 - 1 
Vintner 2 7 1 8 
Waiter - - 1 - 
Watchmaker - - 1 5 
Waulker - - 3 4 
Weaver - 10 3 12 
Whipmaker - - - 1 
Wigmaker - 4 2 1 
Woolmerchant - - - 1 
Wright - 6 8 8 
Writer 
------------- 

7 11 11 2 
------- 

No occupation given 
-------- 

13 
---------- 

20 
--------- 

10 
------- 

2 
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APPENDIX 16 

ANALYSIS OF SOURCES 

TOPIC QUANTITATIVE QUALITATIVE 
SOURCES 

------------- 
SOURCES 

-------------------- --------------- 
Household 

---------- 
Poll Tax 

numbers Hearth Tax 
Annuity Roll 

stentpayers Stent Roll 
------------ -------------------- --------------- 

Household 
----------- 

Poll Tax 
structure 

------ -------------------- --------------- 
Wealth 

----------------- 
Poll Tax Testaments 
Hearth Tax Business 
Investor list papers 

stentpayers Stent Roll 
---- -------------------- -------------- 

Occupational 
-------------------- 

Poll Tax Trade records 
distribution Burial Register Testaments 

Hearth Tax 
burgesses Burgess Roll 
apprentices Apprentice Register 
stentpayers Stent Roll 

----- -------------- 
Occupational 

----------------------- ---------------- 
Trade records 

activities Port books 
Business 

papers 
Merchant Co. 
Testaments 
Records of 

Professions 
Town Council 

records 
-------------- 
Poor 

----------------------- 
Annuity Roll 

--------------------- 
Kirk Session records 

List of pensioners Trade records 
Kirk Session lists Institution 
Institution records records 

Town Council 

-------------- ----------------------- 
records 

--------------------- 
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