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croes as the Market Cross of Btirlinﬂ. and it has
since been regularly used for all royal proclama-
tions, and military and other announcements. Mr
Small maintains the opinion that the steps of the
old cross must have been octagonal to harmonise
with the shaft, and if, as is recorded, the cross
occupied a large space in the street,and wss &
great incumbrance, or obstruction, the number of
steps must have been six, and not three as at
present. We think Mr Small is probably right,
and certainly the cross would look much better
if it were a little higher.

There is much else that is ::Fgeedve in Mr
Hutcheeon’s admirable Introduction, but to dis-
cuss all the points raised would lead us too far
afield. ‘He has rendered excellent service by his
disquisition on this interesting branch of Bcottish
antiquities. The publisher has also ormed
his well, the issue of this splendid volume
conferring upon him a distinction which will be

nlefW V:'l? are ‘;I:Sel;zd to Mr
ﬁchy or the te illustra: Small’s
artistic workmml‘:)ip. Eb
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THE CHIEFSHIP OF THE CLAN MURRAY.*

Wite NorioEs oF THE MORAYS oF BOTEWELL,
MURRAYS OF TOUCHADAM ANRD POLMAISH,
MORAYS OF ABHRCAIRNEY, AND MURRAYS
oF TULLIBARDINB (DUKRS OF ATHOLL).

On the second day after the funeral of the late
Earl of Mansfield in August, 1898, a leth!‘,c:is.lll:d
“ Moravia,” appeared in the Scotsman, con! t-
ing a statement made in that ne that the
Earl’s funeral was attended by his Grace the Duke
of Atholl, “as Chief of the Clan Murray,” and
adding that the writer was sure his Grace would
be the first to acknowledge that the Chief of the
Clan Murray was another gentleman, who was
also present at the funeral—namely, Colonel
Murray of Polmaise. I am not aware who the
writer of this letter was, nor is his personality of
any consequence. The subject interested me

*This articl the Bditor, appeared in the Switieh
Auqupmm.moo. » 8 the
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because it lay in the line of certain studies of my
own, and, although aware of the diﬂicul.? of
dullllngwitheom ing claims to the chiefship
of Bcottish clans, I have made an effort to arrive
at the truth of this matter, with the results here
set forth. The male repreeentation of the historic
house of Bothwell, a subject which involves the
question of the Chiefship of the Clan Murray, has
engaged the attention of men no less eminent
lt::;‘:he late Mr :%I;: }il.iddollati;[e }bluthggnﬁe&
antiquary of time, and Mr Josep! n,
F.8.A, Bcot.,one of our foremoet living genealogists.
Mr Riddell’s views and arguments, stated with
his customary force and fire, will be found in a
volume entitled Stewartiana, published in 1848,
while Mr Bain has expressed his opinions, in the
light of further information resulting from his
own researches, in his Preface to Vol. II. of the
Calendar of Documents relating to Scotland, and
in two excellent papers contributed to the Pro-
ceedings of the Bociety of Beottish Antiquaries.!
Anyone who follows men like those I bave men-
tioned, need not expect to glean much in a fleld
they have made their own; still I fancy I have
not been altogether unsuccessful in further
elucida an exceedingly obscure subject. I
am afraid I shall have to try the reader’s patience
not a little by a y tortuous course of
ent in order to make clear the points upon
which the decision of the question under con-
sideration depends. The authorities quoted from
are not always cited—a circumstance which I
regret *—but it may be premised that I have con-
sulted every source of information known to me,
:ng, li;y t:xie i{:ind&m of Colonel Murray, I;mﬂ:e
ad the priv perusing an inven of the
Polmdsg writ:.m vory
The latest and fullest pedigree of the Murrays
of Polmaise is to be found in a work published in
1892, and entitled Nisbet's Heraldic Plates, with

1Vols. x11. and XIX., new series, Ahutgtpnrbylr
based on & nnmber of deeds in the Laing GAarters, will

be found in TA¢ Genealogist for January, 1900.
1t be explained that this was originally written
foral Archssologioal Bodnty,pn:l:l“m authorities were all
um.smmmm.wm. The narration of
much that is 10 readers of the Scottish Antiguary is
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Genealogies by Messrs Ross, Marchmont Herald,
and Grant, &n'lek Pursuivant. I shall bave
something to say by-and-bye about this pedigree,
but at present I merely to mention that is
begins with a certain Sir William Moravia, who
is said to have been taken prisoner by the English
in 1306, and released after the battle of Bannock-
burn. I go back a full century and a-balf to
Freekin of Moray, a FI who came to Beot-
land in the reign of David 1., and settled in the
north. This the extensive
lands of Duffus and Petty in Morayshire, and
Strathbrock in Linlithgowshire, He left thiee
sons—VWilliam, Hugh, and Andrew. Hugh was
ancestor of the Earls of Sutherland, and it is still
undetermined whether he or his brother William
was the eldest of the sons of Freskin, Mr Riddell
was of opinion that William must have been the
senior, because he heired his father in the estates
above-mentioned, and if the large domain of
Sutherland was not also transmitted by Freskin
to his posterity, there would be no doubt that
such was the case. Bat there is some evidenoce to
the contrary. The arms of descendants of both
William and Hugh, sons of Freskin, are to be
seen on seals & ded to an important instru-
ment, dated 1357, and there, while the shield of
the Sutherland ancestor shows the three mullets
of Moray plain, in the Bothwell shield they are
surrounded by a bordure charged with eight
roundels or ts. The occurrence of the
bordure indicates the juniority of the branch
descended from William, and the besants th:fper—
formance by one of its members, the head of the
g:;:lo for the tin;e,qt s megthogoly

chre, & besant being a ysantium
in circulation among the Crusaders. On the other
hand, Burke, in his gives the arms of the
ancient Earls of Sutherland as thres mullets with-
in s bordure, 80 that heraldry, after all, leaves the
qusstion of senlority undecided. As Mr Bain
remarks, however, th: &Mon of seniority does
not affect the position of the male representative
of William, because the Sutherland family has
long failed in the male line, Of the youngest of
the three brothers, Andrew, nothing seems to be
known : but, As we shall eee, his name became &
favourite one in the family. .
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William, who was the first to take the name de
Moravia, had algo three sons, William Huﬁh, and
Andrew. Hugh inherited Duffus and Strathbrock,
and founded a fmng Aundrew was a churchman.
He was of Duffus, and is said to bave
refused the Bishopric of Ross. William, who
carried on the main line, had the exceptional
honour of being father to a real live saint. This
was @flbert Moray, Bishop of Caithness from 1223
to 1245. Of course, 8t Gilbert was not behind
other saints in per!orming miracles. He not only
restored speech to a dumb man by prayer and the
sign of the cross, but on one occasion, when a
oertain lessee of salmon-fishings had had such a
bad season that he was unable to pay his rent,
and came praying for the good bishop's interven-
tion on his behalf, he washed his hands in the
river, which attracted so many salmon that the

fisherman was soon relieved of all anxiety.

e built the cathedral of Dornoch, from whic
circumstance he is known as 8t Gilbert of
Dornoch. He is said to bave been the last Scots-
man canonised by the Roman Catholic Church,
and his relics continued to be held in veneration
till the eve of the Reformation, The eldest
brother of 8¢ Gilbert was called Walter, the other
brothers being John and Richard. Walter of
Moray bad a son and heir of the same name who,
by marriage with the daughter and heiress of
Olifard of Bothwell, add wtlhar. mny to the
family possessions. This Walter two sons,
Wmizm and Andrew. Both of them were
Knights, then the highest dignity except that of
an Karl, and Sir Wi Moray, Lord of Bothwell,
was 80 weal%thu in one place he is called, for
the sake of inction, “le Riche.” He was one
of twelve Morays, six of them Knights, who did
homage to Edward I in 1292, He held an office
which has caused some speculation among anti-
quaries, In the Latin tongue this office was
called Panetarius Scocie, and there are various
interpretations of the term. The late Sir W.
Fraser, in bis courtly style, ?ives the meaning as
“ Chief Butler;” Mr Riddell prefers “ Master of
the Household;” the: editor of the *Papal
Petitions ” translates by the archaic word,
“ Pantler;” while a bomely old chronicler calls
it “Pantrieman.” Whatever the office was, it
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'was undoubtedly regarded as a highly honourable
one, and like that of armour-bearer in the family
of Beton, it became heredi in the Moray family.
grantad chaciars of charch pationsge and avmoal
arters o pa and ann

rents to the Cathedral of Glasgow in 1292 and 1293,
He is mentioned as holder of the office as early as
1284' Probably the extent of his holding in Scot-
land, and the powerful influence he could exercise
under the feudal system, marked Sir William
Moray out My severe treatment by the
English mo , who took occasion to deprive
him of his Scottish estates, and when he retired to
his manor in Lincolnshire, subjected him to
further distraint, so much so that the once wealth
Baron of Bothwell had to get an allowance for hz
bare sustenance out of the Crown revenues ac-
counted for by the Sheriff of Lincoln. This cruel

no doubt intensified the family feeling
against the oppressor, and Edward and his suc-
cessors had good cause to fear the wrath of the
Morays. Sir William's brother, 8iz Andrew Moray,
took an active part in the resistance made by the
Boots to the English rule, and having been taken
prisoner, nlon%‘:ﬂith his son, Andrew, at the sur-
render of the e of Dunbar,® in April, 1296, he
was committed to the Tower of on, and his
son to Chester Castle, so that three members of the
family were now in Edward’s power.

Whether the victorious monarch thought that
80 long as he kept the two elder Morays in Eng-
ll:ng’ he w: :gcutg nst another rising in Scot-

od, or whether he [ Y purpose to serve
with the younger Moray, itdi‘:gmpo-ible to say,
but for some reason or other, Andrew was
mitted to return to Scotland after & few months’
detention. Edward never committed a greater
mistake, and this he realised when it was too late,
Inheriting all the courage and spirit of his ances-
tors, Andrew Moray soon showed that he intended
to resist the powerful family foe to the death.

”;nmdl Faedera, cited by Nisbet in his Heraldry (1722), p.

2 The Cottonian M8, says Bir William de Murreff and his
son were among the ers taken a$ Dunbar, and it appears
from the Rotwl: thas a Knight of thad pame was im-

risoned in the Castle of Rockingham, but it could nos be the
L«lotnoﬂnnll, who was not aé Dunbar, being detained in

England, and, moreover, he had no son.
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Joining William Wallace of Elderslie, soon to prove
himeelf the champion and guardian of his country,
he carried on a vigorous campaign in the nort!
sgainst the English enemy and their Scottish ad-
herents. It appears from the official records of
England that on 28th August, 1297, a safe-conduct
was issued by Edward to enable Andrew to visit
his father in the Tower, but surely in vain is the
net spread in the sight of any bird. The eaglet of
Moray was not to be trapped. Staunch to the
national cause betrayed by so many of the S&cottish
barons, he bravely followed the banner of Wallace,
and at the battle of Stirling Bridge, he was the
heroic patriot’s chief supporter. Our historians
bave got sadly confused in regard to the person-
ality of the Andrew Moray who fought so gallantly
at Stirling Bridge. The common account is that
it was 8ir Andrew Moray who was the compatriot
of Waliace, and that, being slain in the battle, his
son, Andrew, afterwards Regent of Scotland, was
assumed by Wallace as joint-governor of the king-
dom. Mr Joseph Bain has satisfactorily proved
that it was the son of Sir Andrew Moray who be-
haved so nobly at Stirling, and that the Regent,
who was the son of this youngr Andrew, was not
born till the following yesr, being a posthumous
child. Sir Herbert Maxwell, who, in his Life of
Robert Bruce, slanders Wallace and belittles bis
followers, is careful to point out that it was
Andrew the Esquire, not Sir Andrew the Knight,
who backed the popular leader so effectively at
Btirling. Sheriff Rampini, on the other hand,
maintains, in his History of Moray and Nairn,
that it was Sir Andrew the Knight who dis-
tinguished himself upon that memorable occasion.
Both may be right. It was certainly Sir Andrew’s
son who was in the battle, but it is not improb-
able he was also a Knight. There is also some
obscurity in regard to Andrew Moray’s death.
The historians who say he was killed in the fight
have to face the awkward fact that, immediately
after the battle, proclamations were issued in the
oint names of Andrew Moray and William
allace as leaders of the Scottish army. They
get out of the difficulty by giving Andrew a son,
who, as 1 have said, was still in his mother's
womb, and I am surprised to find Professor Muri-
son, in his recent Life of Sir William Wallace,
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slide out of the dilemma by stating that it was
probably another Sir Andrew Moray altogether
who was slain. Mr Andrew Lang, in his new
Hustory of Scotland, with characteristic tnsoucs-
ance, kills Sir Andrew Moray at the battle of Fal-
kirk in 1298, for which there is not the slightest
suthority. Thes tion that Moray was killed
outright at Stirling Bridge has been supposed to
receive confirmation from the record of an inquisi-
tion at Berwick in November, 1300, in which the
jury record as heir to Sir William Moray ot Both-
well, who had died in England, Andrew de Moray,
an infant who is described as the son of Andrew
de Moray, “snterfectus apud Strive contra
go;u'mms g K”—th“ﬁ is, tsl:nin at Stirling fﬁght-
against the King, But the apparent confusion

is cleared up if we t the statement of the
most credible of our Scottish chroniclers, namely,
Fordun, who wrote in the following century, and
who distinctly states that Andrew Moray was
mortally wounded. There are three manuscripts
of Fordun’s history which are regarded as authori-
tative, and in none of these is it stated that Moray
died on the battle-fleld. One has vulneratur oc-
cubuit, another cecidit vulneratur, and the third,
ladio occubat, so that the probable explanation

, that although mortally wounded, Moray sur-
vived for about three months, and then succumbed
to his wounds. Fordun calls him pater Andres
nebilis, and Abercromby no doubt bases upon this
expression the statement, in his Martial Achieve-
ments, that Andrew Moray was the founder
of a family called Noble. It is, however,
worthy of note that, in the charter-chest of
the Duke of Montrose, there are two deeds
referring to a family of that name, but at an
earlier period.

We are now free to resume our pedigree of the
Morays. We have seen that Sir William, Lord of
Bothwell, died before November, 1300, leaving no
issue, and that his grand-nephew, the two-year-
old Andrew, became his heir. Onlfy sixteen gens
of age at the date of the battle of Bannockburn,
Andrew, fertius, was of course too young to take
any share in assisting Robert the Bruce in crush-
ing the son of Edward the Oppressor, Malleus
Scotorum, the hammer of the Scots, as he is called
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on his tombstone. He was, in fact, at the time
detained in England as hostage, and was after-
wards one of three persons who were exchanged
for an English prisoner, Sir John de Segrave.?
But it was not long before King Robert had the
advantage of Andrew Moray’s services, and so
highly were these esteemed that after an import-
ant convention in Cambuskenneth Abbey, in
1326, he received in marriage the hand of Christian
Bruce, the King’s sister, widow of Sir Christo-
pher Seton, one of King Robert’s old comrades-in-
arms. It is almoat certain that at this time Sir
Andrew Moray was himself a widower, with a
family, because Lady Christian, as Mr. Bain
remarks, was old enough to be his mother, and
moreover was past child-bearing. Of course,
this little circumstance does not prevent the
g:‘enge—writ.ers from giving her two sons by Sir

drew. She survived her third husband, how-
ever, dying in 1357 at an advanced age.

The career of the Regent Moray may be briefly
sketched.

After the death of King Robert, which left the
kingdom at the mercy of the contending nobles,
Sir Andrew Moray faithfully guarded the interests
of the infant King David, and after the battle of
Dupplin, where the treachery of a namesake of
his own, Sir Andrew Moray of Tullibardine, led to

-the defeat of the Scots army, he was chosen
t. Our historians are not as to the
period of Sir Andrew’s regency. Bruce’s nephew,
the Earl of Moray, who was agfoint.ed Regent on
the Kinq’s death, survived until July, 1332, when
ihe En; ofdMl:r lm elected {:ﬁa sucgeuoi-ug%d
ugust), and the latter being slain at Dupplin tea
days afterwards, Sir Andrew Moray was chosen
to succeed him. In 1333 the nt, while
attacking Roxburgh Castle, fell into the hands of
the English, and was detained a prisoner in
England for two years, when Edward 111, repeated
the blunder of his grandfather, and released his
most dangerous foe, When the fortunes of Scot-
land seemed at their lowest, when none but

1 If a tombstone had been erected in memory of Bir William
‘Wallacs he might have been justly described as the terror of
the English, terror Anglorum, as the author of the Liber
Pluscardensis has it,
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children in their dared to call David Bruce
their King, Sir w came gallantly to the
rescue, and havi defeated the treacherous
Athole at Kilblain, he relieved his own Castle of
Kildummy, which his brave wife, Christian Bruce,
had held against the eaemy, and was again chosen
Regent of the kingdom at a Parliament held at
Dunfermline in December, 1335, Edward returned
to Scotland with a large army, but the Scottish
knight judiciously kept out of his way, his retreat
in close column, without losing a single man,
being a masterpiece of generalship ; and when the
Enlgﬁnh King was compelled to leave a count:
where every hillock seemed to shelter a foe, Sir
Andrew came forth from his fastnesses, and made
himself master of many of the fortresses
&dmned by the ememy, including his own
tle of Bothwell. He also invaded England to
ﬁt provisions for his army, and on his return
id siege to Btirling Castie, which, however, he
did not succeed in taking, Edward hastening
back to the assistance of the Governor. In the
struggle which ensued, the Regent more than held
his own, and had the satisfaction of seeing the
enemy retire, beaten by the resources of an heroic
woman, Black Agnes of Dunbar. He did not live
long after this event, dying in 1338 amid universal
lamentation. The Chronwcle of Lanercost says
there were two accounts of his death, one that it
resulted from dysentery, and the other that fall-
ing off his horse (an unbroken beast) his foot
caught in the stirrup, and he was drnfged slong
the iround sustaining fatal injuries. It is said in
his honour that he never swore fealty to the
English King, and by his intrepidity and public
irit he did his country splendid service.
ynton says of him—
Bchir Andrew Muref guid and wigh
That wes a stout nd‘!')“nld Knig';i, b
That nane better wes in his day,
Frae guid King Robert wes away.
He was buried in the chapel of Rosemartin, but
his body was afterwards raised and carried to
Dunfermline Abbey, where, says Tytler, it now
mingles with the heroic dust of Bruce and
Randolph, The anniversary of his death was
observed with due oeremonfy at the altar of the
Holy Cross in the Church of the Holy Trinity of
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Elgin, where a chaplainship was founded in 1351
by Chancellor Jobn of Inverness, for the good of
his own soul, the souls of his father and mother,
the soul of Lord Andrew de Moravia of good
memory, and the souls of all the faithful dead.
The Chancellor also gave to John of Moravia, Sir
Andrew’s eldest son and heir, the sum of 100
merks, 80 as to furnish an endowment of eight
merks annually. The Chancellor’s deed, providing
for the distribution of the money, contains the
following clauses :—

Item,—1 ordain and assign tem shilli of
annual rent to be distributed yearly, on the day of
the anniversary of Lord Andrew de Moravia,
among the chaplains and vicars who, with distin-
tion, are personally engaged in perfo: the
duties of his funeral rites—the absent and nn-
punctual are totally excluded.

Item,—I ordain two shillings to be paid yearl
for ever for the lighting of the Holy Cross, an
two shillings sterling for the lighting of the
Blessed Virgin Mary, so that the church and the
holders of said lights may be able yearly, on the
day of the auniversary of the foresaid Lord
Andrew, when they are performing the offices of
the dead for him, to serve four wax lights burning
round his tomb, May the grace of God Omnipot-
ent now visit and protect the conservers of this
my present ordination, but let Divine justice
strike the violators. Amen! ?

Sir Andrew Moray left at least two sons by his
first wife. The elder son, John, does not seem to
have possessed his father's military talents; at
least, the chronicles of the times do not iake
notice of him in this connection. His chief dis-
tinction was making & great marriage with the
heiress to the Rarldom of Menteith, a girl of
fourteen years of age. Sir W. Fraser,in his Red
Book of Menteith, adduces as proof that it was
the Lord of Bothwell the heiress married, a
charter ﬁranted by the widow of Bir William
Rose of Kilravock, which mentions as her overlord
John of Moray, Lord of Bothwell and of Avoch
who, in a duplicate of this charter, is atyled
“Earl of Menteith and Panetarius of Scotland.”
But 8ir William might have found the proof he wan-

1 Iwwernessiana, p. 54 |
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ted in the petition of Queen Joanna to the Pope for
a dispensation for this marri In this document,
John of Moray is called “Pantler of Scotland.”
The dispensation itself sets forth that through
descent from the same family, he was related in
the fourth degree to his bride, Margaret Graham,
but how this affinity arose is not known. The
mnrria?e took place in 1348, and three years later
John of Moray was in the hands of the English
King as a hostage for King David, who had been
taken prisoner at the Battle of Durham. He died
in exile, leaving no children, and his brother and
heir, Sir Thomas, took his place as hostage, as
was the custom of the time. The Rotult Scotie
contain, under date 5th September, 1351, a safe
conduct to Berwick or Newcastle-upon-Tyne, for
Thomas de Murreff, brother and heir of John de
Murreff, as hostage for King David Bruce.
Between 1356 and 1357 Sir Thomas seems to have
been relieved, but there is another safe conduct
for him to Berwick on the 13th Aniinst of the
latter year, and on the 3rd October following he
was one of the great lords of Scotland who placed
themselves in the English monarch’s hands as
security for payment of King David’s ransom.
For this service, it is presumed, he obtained a gift
of the lands of Airthrey, which was Crown %‘rl?-
gerty, during the pleasure of the King. e

heriff of Stirlingshire, in his account for the
period between Martinmas 1357 and 1359, takes
no note of the rent of Airthrey for the first year
of his account, because these lands were in the
bands of Thomas of Moray by permission of the
King. During 1358 Sir Thomas twice got license
to go to Scotiand about his affairs, and in 1359
(4th July) tbere is a safe conduct for several
horsemen coming to him in England, while there
is a similar protectien to himself on the 10th
November of the same year. On the 28th January,
1360, the King grants a safe conduct for Walter
de Moray, probably Sir Thomas’s wife’s uncle,
with an attendant, to come to Thomas de Moray,
hostage for David Bruce, and this is the last we
hear of him until his death (of the Jplague, it is
said) in 1361. He left a widow, Joanna. The
chroniclers and peerage-writers say she was his
daughter and heiress, but the Papal registers
twice call her Sir Thomas’s widow. According to
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one chronicler,! there was great rivalry for her
hand among the preuxr chevaliers of the period,
and Archibald Douglas (the Grim) only carried
her off after defeating five Englishmen in
successive duels.? Who this much sought-after
lady was remained a mystery until the publica-
tion of the Laing Charters, a most valuable
collection, carefully edited by the Rev. Mr
Anderson, assistant curator of the Historical
Department in the General Register House,
Edinburgh. From a number of charters in this
collection, it appears that the wife of Sir Thomas
Moray was the daughter and heiress of Sir
Maurice Moray of Drumsargard, Earl of S8trathern,
by Johanna de Menteith. She was a distant
relative of her husband.

Thus far all has been plain sailing with our
pedigree, but now we have to tackle a series of
difficulties of no ordinary kind. If the Regent-
Moray had no other sons than Sir John and Sir
Thomas, the direct mals representation of the
House of Bothwell came to an end in 1361 with
the death of Sir Thomas, and we must look to
some collateral branch for the chief of the Clan
Murray. It is upon this point that the whole
matter turns. Had the Regent a third son, and
was that son the ?rogenitor of the Murrays of
Touchadam and Polmaise? These are the ques-
tions to which we have to address ourselves. Mr
Riddell and Mr Bain are both of opinion that it is
very probable 8ir Andrew Moray of Manuel, who
is referred to in charters dated 1364 and 1368 or
1369, and who was unquestionably Laird of
Touchadam at the latter date, was the youngest
son of Sir Andrew, the Regent. But let us first
examine the evidence against such a probability,
8ir Andrew is not found in possession of any part
of the property which belonged to his father.
We have al shown that the Regent’s wife,
Lady Christian Bruce, could scarcely have had any
family to him, and the fact that at her death in
1857, no part of the Garioch, which she had
received from the King on her marriage, descended
to her husband’s second son, 8ir Thomas, who
survived her three or four years, proves that he

1 Gray.
llrnsdn shows this to be mere romancing.—Genealogist,
xvi. p. 187,
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was not her son. There is, therefore, nothing
strange in the fact that the later Sir Andrew
Moray is not known to have had possession of any
of Lady Christian’s lands. But we should natu-
rally expect him to have had a portion of his
father’s if he were a lawful son of the Regent.
Mr Riddell attempts to prove that Wicketshaw,
on the Clyde, which formed part of the Barony of
Touchadam at a later date, was previously com-
prehended in the Barony of Bothwell, but Mr Bain
ints out that this position is untenable, because
icketshaw was Crown land in 1308. The only
feasible explanation is that Archibald the Grim,
when he got possession of Sir Thomas Moray’s
widow, also seized the whole of the family estates,
to which she had no legal right, an outrage which
the lawlessness of the times made it ible for
such a powerful baron to commit. Mr Bain says
it is certain that Douglas obtained the Barony of
Bothwell in an irregular way, and that the carry-
ing away by his wife of the great Barony of
Bothwell, with many detached members in other
parts of S8cotland, from the rightful male line of
the Morays to the Douglases, who kept hold of it
till their forfeiture in 1455, is a unique occurrence
in Scottish eonveymcing. He adds that, of course,
it is just ible that Sir Thomas Moray put his
wife in the fee of his estate, but without direct
evidence this cannot be assumed, and in those
days was a moet unlikely act.!
here is the further difficulty that the hereditary
office of Panetarius, which had descended from 8ir
William Moray, Lord of Bothwell, first to his
brother Andrew, and afterwards to his grand-
nephew, the Regent, and from him to his two
sons in succession, was not held by Sir Andrew
Moray of Manuel. The rapacious Douglas seems
to have taken the pantrieman’s place along with
the Bothwell estates, for although he is nowhere
described as Panetarius Scotiz,the cups sculptured
on the tomb of his daughter-in-law in Lincluden
College,* favour the supposition that he considered
his wife had brought him that office along with
the rest of the Bothwell plunder. It apgom to
have been afterwards granted to Henry St Clair,

1 The Genealogist, loc. cit.
8 Fraser’s House of Douglas, vol. 1. p. 858,
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Earl of Orkney, who had married the grand-
daughter of Sir Willam Douglas, Lord of Niths-
dale, & natural son of Johanna Moray’s husband.?
That is the evidenoe against the P descent
from Bothwell, and it is clear that it must be met
by arguments of some weight, and not merely by
suppositions. It seems hopeless to e any
direct proof that Sir Andrew Moray of Manuel
was & son of the Regent. Such proof has been
diligently searched for, but without success® Of
in roof, however, there is a good deal.
There is first the fact that the later Sir Andrew
was of kin to m David II. This is proved by
an expression by the King in the o
charter of Touchadam and Touchmaler, dated 1368,
in which the grant is to 8ir Andrew Moray, dilecto

mufw nostro, our beloved Mr
Riddell states that such style of relationship was

was not then given in charters to parties unwarily,
or without due cause, 80 that Andrew was y
the King’s blood kinsman, and he goes on to say
the connection could only have been through Lady
Christian, the sister of Ro mother, as he
assumed (wmglg, I think), of the t Moray’s
children. But Mr Riddell overlooked the fact that
the Papal on for the e of the
Regent with C| ian Bruce, which he cites twice
in the same volume, proves that they were related
in the fourth degree of co: ty, 8o that, as
Mr Bain remarks, if S8ir Andrew Moray of Manuel
was the son of the Regent, he was a relative of
David Bruce, whoever his mother mighs be,
of course, he was as nearly related to his father’s
wife, Lady Christian, as be was to her brother,
Robert. It may be from this older connec-
tion with the Bruces that the Morays of Touchadam
derive the royal treesure on their coat of arms, of

1 Ibid. p. 856.
-w&mnmmmoxnnmm
stating that in addition to John and Thomas, the Regent had
another son, Ma; ‘‘ but, as I conoeive, died without suo-
cession ™ (Gen. Coll. 1i. 505). It is possible Sir Andrew M
of Manuel may have been the son of this Maurioe, in whi
s e s ok o e o i N
e, 8ir Thomas, y ts
Do would be all the more easy. There is & charter
vid II. to Maurice Moray of the lands of Atheren (Airthrey;
in Stirlingshire (Rod. Inda,&.’d'f No. 8), and o8
lumwim;ohuhﬂnl ﬁuﬂaw,p.mbnnhh
may have been Maurioe, Barl of Strathern.
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which something will be said later. Secondly,
there is the grant to 8ir Andrew Moray, designed
in 1384 as armigero nostro, the K.in%': armour-
bearer, of lands in Stirlingshire, these lands lyi

near Airthrey, which was in the hands of 8ir-
Thomas Moray of Bothwell in 1357, by concession
of the King, while 8ir Thomas was detained in
England as & hostage for David’s ransom. I am
not inclined to attach much importance to this
argument, which is one of Mr Riddell's. The
lands of Kepmad, 8ir Andrew Moray’s earliest
acquisition in the county of Stirling, were the
gift to him of Agnee Keloch, or Kelour, who had a
charter from David II. of Kepmad and the new
park of Stirling, and if we could only discover
who this lady was, some light might be thrown on

the of Sir Andrew.* Shemay have been
a mm::ﬁhe t's first wife, whose name,
unfortunately, is own. Our ancient chronic-
lers took as little care to preserve the names of
women in pedigrees as they did to hand down the
names of younger sons who were either unmarried
or had no issue. From this inexcusable neglect of
the fair sex has arisen no small part of the blun-
ders which are to be found in almost every old
i one examines critically. Thirdly, there
the Christian name of 8ir Andrew himself. It
would be strange indeed if a name 8o famous in
the family of Bothwell had not been given to one
of the Regent Moray’s sons. 1 should not have
been surprised if more than one son had been
baptised Andrew in order to make the preservation
of the name more assured, for it was not an un-
common practice at the period for two brothers to
have the same Christian name, and instances could
even be adduced of three brothers being called by
the favourite name, Under the regulations of the
Catholic Church, it was allowable to change the
baptismal name at confirmation, and this was done
when it was supposed there was no danger of the
selected name dying out. I find in the eqner
Rolls an Andrew of Moray mentioned as rendering
the accounts of the Provosts of Aberdeen, and as
he is not stated to be deceased in 1340, two years
after the Regent’s death, it is not impossible this
I“Kelanf"nv‘v’us 1 Annnein}(&r’ 3 uwﬂlus
name in — ince oray,
gl-oe e Burvey of ¥,
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Andrew was the son of the t, and identical
with the Andrew who got the lands of Kepmad in
1364. Fourthly, we have %retf.y good heraldic
evidence of the descent of Polmaise in the fact
that in 1463 the arms of the Murrays of Touchadam,
as proved by a seal affixed to a deed of that date,
are exactly the same as those of the Morays of
Bothwell, three mullets within a double tressure,?
which are to be seen to this day on a stone in the
east window of the choir of Bothwell Church,
These arms are impaled with another shield also
bearing three mullets, but without the tressure,
and if Mr Bain's conjecture that the arms com-
memorate 8ir Thomas Moray, last Lord of Bothwell,
and his wife Johanna, be correct, as no doubt it is,
we have here the arms both of the Bothwell line
and that of Drumsargard. A beautiful seal of
Johanna de Moray is attached, along with her
second husband’s, to a charter in the Swinton
collection, now in the Register House. It is
exactly the same as the arms impaled with those
of Bothwell. The fact that there is no mark of
cadency or difference in the Touchadam shield of
80 early a date, is considered a etrong proof that
this family continued the old line of Bothwell.
How the other claimants to the chiefship of the
clan have striven to be upsides with Polmaise on
this point of arms, will be explained when I come
to speak of them.

My own humble contribution to the discussion
of the subject comes in here. The clue I ob-
tained from Mr Riddell's suggestion that the
descent of the Murrays of Rm::, or Ruthwell,
afterwards of Cockpool, in friesshire, and
ancestors of the Earl of Annandale, who, it is
ssid, belonged to the House of Bothwell, might
possibly illustrate that of other lines. He quotes
a charter granted in 1411 by Archibald, Earl of
Dougles, to Sir Thomas Murray of Ryvale, in
which Robert, son of the deceased Sir Andrew
Moray of Manuel—he must bave been a {olu:‘ger
son—is called as one of the heirs of entail, and is
styled cousin—consanguineus—of Sir Thomas, the
granter, Here is an indisputable connectioa
between the Murrays of Touchadam and the
Murrays of Ruthwell, and if we can attach the

1 Nisbet's Heraldry, p. 254.
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Iatter to the Bothwell family, there is as least an
indication that the former may also belong to the
same branch of the Morays, which is the point
that requires to be established. Mr Riddell notes
the fact that the arms of the Murrays of Ryvale
~a saltier ed with three stars on a chief
—are distinot those of Touchadam, and sug-
g& that it may have been through his mother
that Robert was related to Sir Thomas. I do net
share this m because Robert’s mother was
in all likel anet Kirkhalch, who was his
father’s wife in 1893, and 1 think the difference
il: the arms is -eooqat:d for by l:slm Bothwell

orays’ vassalage to Bruces, who were Lords
of An!:mdsle. and whose arms—the saltier, or 8t
Andrew's cross, with the difference of being
ngnﬂed—-wm born along with the three stars
. of Moray. It was not uncommon for vassals to

bear the arms of their superiors. At a later
period, this branch of the Morays became them-
selves of Annandale. I may mention, how-
ever, that Stodart, in his Arme of Scotland, gives
a seal of Le Siewr de Copal—the Lord of Cockpool
—dated 1447, which shows the arms exactly the
same as thoss of Polmaise, with the exception
that the three mullets are within a single instead
of a double tressure. The charter cited by Mr
Riddell supplies us with the name of Sir Thomas
Murray’s father. It was Patrick, who y
‘Was oon eous with Sir Andrew Moray of
Mannuel, fa of Robert. Patrick’s father was
gmbﬁ the William de Moravia who is stated

y Cra in his on what a; to be
satisfactory evidence, to have recei a grant of
Ryvale from his father-in-law, Sir Thomas Ran-
dolph, Earl of Moray. Can this line be carried
farther back? I suggest that it can, through a
.eertain Patrick of Moray, junior, who received
homwme race a charter of the
lands of in the Vale of Clyde.! I have
not succeeded in finding the link between this
Patrick and the father of the Patrick mentioned
in the charter of 1411, but the identity of names
is at least significant, It is of even 'more impor-
tance to obeerve that, in King Robert’s charter to
the earlier Patrick, he is styled dilecto nostro

1 Rod, Ind., p. 7, No. T8.
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consanguineo, the exact words by which the un-
doubted progenitor of the Murrays of Touchadam
and Polmaise is described in the charter of 1368,
granted by King Robert's son, Davad Bruce. All
the Morays were not sib to the King, and there
can be little doubt that the Patrick Moray who
'was cousin to Robert Bruce, belonged to the same
family as the Sir Andrew Moray who required a
disgemﬁonfmmtho Popemmrryking
‘l;.o ert’sfaister, because the f.hml in sthe Afﬁlm
egree of consanguinity, e later 8ir rew
Moray of Manuel, whom David II. called his
cousin. There was also a double connection b;
marriage with the Brucee, if the desocent sup;
be correct, Rir William Moray of Ryvale, first
cousin of the Regent, having married Isobel
Randolph, sister of the Earl of Moray and daughter
of Isobel, sister of King Robert and of Christian -
Bruce, wife of Sir Andrew Moray of Bothwell.
There is still a little bit of evidence to strengthen
the connection between the undesigned Patrick
de Moravia of the reign of Robert I. and the
Hgn Pof %:thwoll. e lands oftgidi?ton. of
whi atri t a grant, are stal n King
Robert’s chattergt?) belong to the deceased Walter,
son of Roger. Now, I find from the Rotuls
Scotie that, prior to 1296, this Walter held the
lands of Odiston, which is the same place as
Ediston (and in fact Odiston is just Udston, near
Uddingeton, which adjoins the Barony of Both-
well), from William Moray of Bothwell. It is a
fair inference that the Patrick Moray who suc-
ceeded Walter, son of r, in the holding of
Odiston, was a member of the family who were
its superiors in 1296. If this be allowed, then I
should say that Patrick was in all probnbilitg [
younger son of the Sir Andrew Moray who died
about 1299, and a nephew of Bir William, the
superior of Odiston, as well as the brother of the
heroic Sir Andrew who was mortally wounded at
the battle of Stirling Bridge. With reference to
the term “ junior,” which occurs in the charter of
Odiston, it may be stated that at that time it was
customa to:gpl the term to the goun of
two brothers of the same name, and it is not
impossible that there was a Patrick Moray, elder,
who may have died prior to the date of the
charter. A diagram pedigree will make the
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descent a little clearer than I have been able to
describe it.!

WALTER MORAY, = , . . OLIFARD, Hzircss
1258-1278. or BoTHWELL.

[
Sir WiLLiax, 8ir Anal-w—(Not known).

1278-1800. 1287-1800.
d.s.p.
Sir Am!nw d. 19297, Parriox of

=] known Ryvale.
2 > =Isobel, sister of
Bruce.

JoRN, OMA
d.1851. d.1861. of Manuel
=JoRANNA  d. 1892

Moray ot’d- =JowzT KIREHALCHR. ll
i | Sir THOMAS, 1411,
o oousin anocestor of

It may be observed that Sir Andrew Mnmly of
Manuel, who was Sheriff of Stirlingshire in 1368,
describes himself in a charter dated in the year of
his death as of Ballynbruch, which I have ascer-
tained to be part of the lands of Manuel. How
these lands were obtained, or when they were
detached from the Murray estates, I cannot tell.
The charter referred to is one confirmed by
Robert III, 14th May, 1392, and bears that
Andrew of Murray granted to Janet of Kirk-
halche dilectue sue (i.e., his dear wife), for her life-
time, the lands of Tuchadam in recognition of her
advice and assistance, and in full of all claims
and right she might have by reason of her terce.?

‘ot ocourse, Ks&hdmwdmn‘n;l.wm the lonﬂ:
Maurice, and grandson of the Regent, that would make
relationship with the Ruthwell branch a degree more distant,
bat would not affect the argument.

% Reg. Mag. Big.
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This charter reads to me as if Janet were
Sir Andrew’s second wife. Bir Andrew was
dead before the Srd Octobexr of the same year,
when Robert III. ts & charter to his elder son
and heir, William Murray, of the lands and barony
ot Touchadam. :

Having shown, 80 far as the evidence available
will t, the descent of the Murrays of Touch-
adam and Polmaise from the Morays of Bothwell,
& descent of which any family might well be

roud, and the claim founded on this descent to
head of the Clan, I proceed to notice shortly
the other competitors for the Chiefship—namely,
the Morays of Abercairney and the Dukes of
Atholl, descending from Murray of Tullibardine.

With mrd to Abercairney, it was, until
recently, taken for ted that the old pedigrees
©0! y showed the descent to be from a Sir
Jobn de Moravia, who was said to be a yo:‘nlfer
son of Sir William Moray of Bothwell, also t:d

e

of an old ny now forming
mh%mlmg‘. But I have shown that
this Sir William Moray bad no sons, being suc-
ceeded either by his brother or his grand-nephew.
Official records prove that there was a Moray of
Dmmnrﬁ'ud long before the date of the “ I;g-
man Roll,” 1206, this being John, son of Sir
Maloolm, who flourished about 1250, and was the
son of John de Murreve, Sheriff of Perth, Play-
fair, in his Baronetage of Scotland, identifles the
Sheriff with John, brother of 8t Gilbert, and there
is reason to believe he may be right, although, as
a rule, he is not & very good authority to follow.
If this be 80, the family would branch off the main
line of Strathbrock and Duffus about 1220, and
accordingly ranks after the older branch, to which
Polmaise belm if our igree be well estab-
lished. The tehip of msargard is further
attested by the seal of Sir William Murray—who
must be distinguished from his contemporary, Sir
William Moray of Bothwell—as attached to ths
Ragman Roll, and still to be seen. It shows the
three mullets with a rose at either side for differ-
ence. This discovery is due to Mr Jossph Bain,
g:ll is most imporl’.tnl;.d 8ir Jfo:all: dsq l::l‘y of
msargard, great-grandson of the Sir colm
already mentioned, acquired Abercairney by
marriage with a daughter of Malise, Earl of
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Strathern, between 1312 and 1319, and it can be
proved that the Abercairney arms in the seven-
teenth oentury cossisted a chevron between
three stars, without the double tressure which

disti ed the shield of the Morays of Bothwell.
As Moray of Abercairney onlly represents the
Drumsargard branch in the female line, he would,

in any event, have to acknowledge as the chief of
the Clan the male representative of the semior
branch, from which Drumsargard derives its

he Tullibardine or Atholl branch is a step
lower still, their ancestor being & younger brother
of the founder of the Abercairney line.! The

following sketech igree shows how these
families branched off the main line :—

WILLIAM DE MORAVIA, GrAvDeoX oF Faxsx,
1208-1226.

Wavran, 1226-1355.

1 | | |
WaLTER, JoHX, Sheriff RICHARD, 81 GILEERT.
anocestor of !‘uﬁ,
of Both- 1230-1253.

well,

Sir Maxroorx, 1250-1266.

|
Jo'; of Drumsargard, Sir WiLwrax of Tullibardine,

1275-90, 1 »
ancestor of Abe-cairney. ancestor of Dukes of Atholl,
Murrays o‘{ S:.h:ntyn, Mans-
o

The argument of arms also tells against any
retensions to the chiefship on the part of the
gtholl Murrays. The late Mr Cosmo Innes, who
was inclined to favour the idea that this branch
represented the oldest line, mentions a seal of
Tullibardine bearing a bull passant with a solitary

1 Mr D. Murray Rose, in an artiocle contributed to the
Northern Chronicle, says that the !nrr&of Tuallibardine and
Atholl were really cadets of Moray of whose anoestor
was 8ir Richard elonvh,bmthﬂddstmbtt,mdmd
Murdac, & supposed youngsr brother Freakin, er
of the William who appears at the head of the ta lenvnin
the text. This desoent wounld remeve the Atholl Murmys
still farther from the Bothweil line.
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star. In 1626 the arms of William Mwray of
Tullibardine were the three stars, differenced by a
chevron in the second and third %‘wm‘ Suab-
sequently all the Murrays, as Mr Riddell remarks,
assumed that much-envied accompaniment of the
royal tressure, shown, as we have seen, as early as
1463, 0n & usl of William Murray of Touchadam,
then Constable of Stirling Castle. Moray of Aber-
cairney, about 1780, registered his arms as three
mullets within a double tressure—the arms

rightly bolonmn% to the Mnmys of Polmaise,

Well might Mr remark in his Soottish
Arms, *“The ﬂzlml assimilation of the arms of
the dlﬂemt ilies of Murray is one of the most

curious examples of changes in coat-armour in
Scotland.,” 8o confident was the Tullibardine
bmnchtbanheymchiefsofthochn,th‘tm
of the Dukes of Atholl, when a lad, and ignorant
of the history of the arms of the Mnmys, had the
temerity to deface the arme of Murray of Polmeise
which were emblasoned om his carriage, in the
mistaken idea that they were a usurpation of the
arms of bis own family.* Of course the usurpa-
tion was all the other way. The arms of the
Murrays of Touchadam and oimaise bave never
changed. They remain the same as the Bothwell
arms of 1361, so that if the question of chiefship
were t0 be decided by the hersldlc evidence alons,

the family of Touchadam would, as Mr lhddoll
puts it, at once beat every other competitor out of
the fleld.? Nor could that honour more worthily
rest than upon the hvmg representative of the

however : 128), mentions a seal of Bir
Wﬂlh.m urray of e, attached to a deed, dated
1601, Mwmmthmmnlhu'l&hndmbh
and the same arma ona “ninf of 8ir
John Murray, lst 1 of Tullibardine (1508) so that the
assumption of the royal tressure must have been earlier than
Mr or Mr supposed.

5

ete
hgom'nh Seals, vol. 11,
alive in 1357 was 8ir :ew of Manuel, and first of
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good old stock which uced & succession of
riot leaders in troublous times. Five centuries
ave passed away since Sir Andrew Moray settled
down in Touchadam, and his descendants have
owned this estate without interruption (except
such as arose from war) during the entire period.
Few, even of our oldest Scottish families, can
show an unbroken record of this kind.

My statement of the facts and argumeats with
reference to the chiefship of the Clan Murray,
which by no means pretends to be oonclusive,
ends here, but I may add a few words of criticism
of what I have called the latest and fullest i-
sm of the Murrays of Polmaise. The Bir W'

e Moravia with whom it 8 is no doubt the
Sir William of Sandford who, according to Mr
Riddell, Donglu, in his well-knowa Baromage
foisted into the as the first Touchadam
anoestor in the reign of Robert Bruce. There is
no foundation for the assertion that he was thes
father of the Sir Andrew who comes next, and
who, it is said, received a charter of the lands of
Touchadam from King Robert the Bruce, 28th
August, 1369, exactly forw years after the patriot
King was in his grave. William, who follows, is
said to have had a wife named Christina Cunning-
ham, but she was in reality the wife of William’s

dson. Between Alexander, who is given as
the fourth Laird, and William, the fifth, there isa
line drawn as if a hiatus occurred here in the
pedigree, but there is ample evidence that William
was the son of Alexander and his wife, Muriel
Sandilands of Calder, whose name is given here
for the first time. This William had at least four
sons by his wife, Christina Cunningham, probably
a sister of Alexander Cunningham of Leckie.
Having been killed in & quarrel with the Bruces
in 1473, he was succeeded by his son Alexander,
who survived scarcely a year after his infeftment
in the esta! and dying without issue, was
suocceeded by his brother David. In less than a
month this David, probably because he was old
and a bachelor, resigned in favour of his nephew,
8ir John Murray of Galwamor, father of the Sir
William Murray of Touchadam who was slain at
Flodden in 1513. The latest pedigree gives John
as the son and successor of this Laird, but the
writs of Schaw of S8auchy and Greenock, cited in
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Craufurd’s MSS. in the Advocates’ Library, refer to
William Murray, son and heir of umquhile William
Murray of Touchadam, son of John forfaulted for
being with King James III, at Bannockburn. I
will not gursue the subject further, and I only
mention these things to show how easy it is for
genealogists to go wrong., Messrs Ross and Grant
are perhaps to blame for following Douglas with-
out checking the pedi he gives, but they must
be excused for mot knowing particulars only
recently revealed by the oldest of the Stirli
Protocol Books, from which my information is
* mainly derived.! Like all old family pedigrees,
that of Murray of Polmaise requires to be
reviewed in the light of those researches which
have made genealogy a more scientific pursuit
than formerly.

1 An acoount of the family, written by the Laird of Polmaise
in 1648, is also imperfect in the earlier part.

STIRLING TOWN COUNCIL AND THE
BATTLE OF CULLODEN.

AN OLD LOYAL ADDRESS.

At a meeting of the Stirling Town Council,
the Clerk (Mr T. L. Galbraith) stated that there
had been sent to him & copy of the London Gazette
for September, 1748, containing an Addreas pre-
sented to the King on behalf of the Corporation
of Stirling after the battle of Culloden, and as it
was found that the text of the Address was not
engrossed in the minutes of the Council, he was
instructed to purchase the paper and insert it in the
minute-book. The Gazette, No. 8567, which is dated
from Saturday,July 26, to Tuesday, Jul¥m29, 17486,
consists of four folio , and bears an impressed
halft[l)enng stamp. The Council minute relative
to the Address is dated 7thul'i,‘l746,md bears
that “judging it expedient t they should
addrees the King upon the victory obtained over
the rebels at Cnllonfoz\, and the form of an Address





